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Abstract. Let H < G both be noncompact connected semisimple real alge-
braic groups and Γ < G be a lattice. Building on the work of Gorodnik–Weiss,
we refine their techniques and obtain effective results. More precisely, we
prove effective convergence of the distribution of dense Γ-orbits in G/H to
some limiting density on G/H assuming effective equidistribution of regions
of maximal horospherical orbits under one-parameter diagonal flows inside a
dense H-orbit in Γ\G. The significance of the effectivized argument is due
to the recent effective equidistribution results of Lindenstrauss–Mohammadi–
Wang for ∆(SL2(R)) < SL2(R)×SL2(R) and SL2(R) < SL2(C) and arithmetic
lattices Γ, and future generalizations in that direction.
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1. Introduction

Let G be a noncompact connected semisimple real algebraic group of rank r
and K < G be a maximal compact subgroup. Let G be endowed with the left
G-invariant and right K-invariant Riemannian metric induced by the Killing form.
Let Γ < G be a lattice. Let H < G be a noncompact semisimple maximal proper
Lie subgroup (which is automatically closed). Let AH < H be a maximal subgroup
consisting of semisimple elements and aH be its Lie algebra endowed with the inner
product and norm induced by the Killing form. Let Φ+

H be a corresponding choice
of a set of positive roots and a+H ⊂ aH be the corresponding closed positive Weyl
chamber. We write av := exp(v) for all v ∈ aH . We will consider the flow on Γ\G
given by the right translation action of {atv}t∈R for various unit vectors v ∈ int(a+H).
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2 ZUO LIN AND PRATYUSH SARKAR

Let UH < H be a maximal expanding horospherical subgroup. We denote the
measure induced by the Riemannian metric on G on any space X by µX . We
normalize µΓ\G to a probability measure µ̂G/Γ and µ̂UH := µUH

(
BUH1 (e)

)−1
µUH .

Moreover, we denote by BXr (x) ⊂ X the open ball of radius r > 0 centered at
x ∈ X with respect to the metric induced by the Riemannian metric on G. We
denote by Sℓ(·) the Sobolev norm of order ℓ ∈ N. We refer to Section 2 for more
details. We make the following fundamental hypothesis throughout the paper.

Hypothesis 1.1. There exist κ0 > 0, ϱ0 > 0, c0 > 0, and ℓ ∈ N such that for
all ϵ > 0, there exists cϵ > 0 such that for all x0 ∈ Γ\G, R ≫G,Γ injΓ\G(x0)

−ϱ0 ,
v ∈ int(a+H) with ∥v∥ = 1 and minα∈Φ+

H
α(v) > ϵ, and t ≥ c0 log(R) + cϵ, at least

one of the following holds.
(1) For all ϕ ∈ C∞

c (Γ\G,R), we have∣∣∣∣∣
∫
B
UH
1 (e)

ϕ(x0uatv) dµ̂UH (u)−
∫
Γ\G

ϕdµ̂Γ\G

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ Sℓ(ϕ)R−ϵκ0 .

(2) There exists x ∈ Γ\G such that xH is periodic with vol(xH) ≤ R and

d(x0, x) ≤ Rc0tc0e−t.

The constants κ0, ϱ0, c0, and {cϵ}ϵ>0 depend only on (G,H,Γ), and ℓ depends only
on dim(G).

Remark 1.2. This hypothesis is the effective version of Shah’s theorem [Sha96,
Theorem 1.4].

Remark 1.3. The explicit dependence on the injectivity radius in the condition
R≫G,Γ injΓ\G(x0)

−ϱ0 in the above hypothesis is as in [LMW22, Eq. (14.2)] (though
it is not explicitly included in [LMW22, Theorem 1.1]). This explicit formula is
required in the proof of Theorem 5.2. See also Remark 5.5.

Remark 1.4. There are only finitely many periodic H-orbits xH with vol(xH) ≤ R;
see [DM93, Theorem 5.1]. For a quantitative results, see [SS22, Theorem 5] and
[EMV09]. See also [MO23, Corollary 10.7 and Remark 10.11] for its generalization
to geometrically finite 3-dimensional hyperbolic manifolds.

Notation 1.5. Throughout the paper, whenever we assume that Hypothesis 1.1
holds, we keep the same notation for the various constants without further com-
ments. Also, we take ℓ ∈ N provided by the Sobolev embedding theorem and hence
depends only on dim(G).

For all y0 ∈ G/H, there is a canonical measure νy0 ≪ µG/H as defined by
Gorodnik–Weiss in [GW07, Eq. (12) and Proposition 5.1] (see Section 8) which
we normalize as ν̂y0 := µΓ\G(Γ\G)−1νy0 . In [GW07], they proved that ν̂y0 is the
limiting density of the orbit Γy0 ⊂ G/H whenever it is dense in the following sense.
We denote HT := H ∩KBGT (e)K and ΓT := Γ ∩KBGT (e)K for all T > 0.

Theorem 1.6 ([GW07, Theorem 1.1]). Let y0 ∈ G/H such that Γy0 ⊂ G/H is
dense. Then, for all ψ ∈ Cc(G/H,R), we have

lim
T→+∞

1

µH(HT )

∑
γ∈ΓT

ψ(γy0) =

∫
G/H

ψ dν̂y0 .
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We mention some other related works [Oh05, GO07, GN14].
The main objective of this paper is to study the dense Γ-orbits in G/H in an

effective fashion, provided we have the effective equidistribution in Γ\G of regions of
maximal horospherical orbits under one-parameter diagonal flows inside a dense H-
orbit in Γ\G. More precisely, we prove the following effective version of Theorem 1.6
whenever Hypothesis 1.1 holds. Here, we fix any Riemannian metric on G/H and
denote by C0,χ(G/H,R) the corresponding space of χ-Hölder continuous functions
on G/H. For all ψ ∈ C0,χ

c (G/H,R), we define a corresponding constant

Dψ := inf
{
r > 0 : supp(ψ) ⊂ BGr (e) ·H ⊂ G/H

}
> 0.

Theorem 1.7. Suppose Hypothesis 1.1 holds. There exist C0 ≍G,H c0, κ ∈ (0, κ0),
and ϱ ∈ (ϱ0, 2ϱ0) such that the following holds. Let ε ∈ (0, 1), χ ∈ (0, 1], and
p := dim(G) + 1 + χ. Let ψ ∈ C0,χ

c (G/H,R), g0 ∈ G, x0 = Γg0 ∈ Γ\G, and
y0 = g0H ∈ G/H. There exist Lg0,χ > 0 and Mψ,g0,ε > 0 such that for all
R ≫G,Γ injΓ\G(x0)

−ϱ + Lg0,χ and T ≥ C0 log(R) + Mψ,g0,ε, at least one of the
following holds.

(1) We have:
(a) If r = 1, then∣∣∣∣∣∣ 1

µH(HT )

∑
γ∈ΓT

ψ(γy0)−
∫
G/H

ψ dν̂y0

∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ O
(
eO(Dψ)

)
∥ψ∥C0,χR−χκ;

(b) if r ≥ 2, then∣∣∣∣∣∣ 1

µH(HT )

∑
γ∈ΓT

ψ(γy0)−
∫
G/H

ψ dν̂y0

∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ O
(
eO(Dψ)

)
∥ψ∥C0,χ

(
T− 1−ε

2p +R−χκ).
(2) There exists x ∈ Γ\G such that xH is periodic with vol(xH) ≤ R and

d(x0, x) ≤ RC0TC0e−T .

Moreover, we can choose Lg0,χ = e
C1
χκ d(o,g0o), and Mψ,g0,ε = C3e

C2(Dψ+d(o,g0o)) if
r = 1 and Mψ,g0,ε =

C3

ε2 e
C2
ε (Dψ+d(o,g0o)) if r ≥ 2, for some constants C1, C2, C3 > 0.

These and the implicit constants depend only on (G,H).

Remark 1.8. Observe that the constant Lg0,χ associated to the Diophantine condi-
tion depends on the basepoint y0 = g0H but not on ψ.

The above theorem is a corollary of the more detailed theorem below. The
derivation is simply by taking R and T sufficiently large and, in the r ≥ 2 case,
also worsening the exponent − 1

2p in the error term in the theorem below to − 1−ε
2p

to eliminate the factor log(T )
1
2p and more importantly, the constant coefficient

associated to the base boint y0 = g0H.

Theorem 1.9. Suppose Hypothesis 1.1 holds. There exist C0 ≍G,H c0, κ ∈ (0, κ0),
and ϱ ∈ (ϱ0, 2ϱ0) such that the following holds. Let χ ∈ (0, 1]. Fix p := dim(G)+1+
χ. Let ψ ∈ C0,χ

c (G/H,R), g0 ∈ G, x0 = Γg0 ∈ Γ\G, and y0 = g0H ∈ G/H. There
exists Mψ,g0 > 0 such that for all R≫G,Γ injΓ\G(x0)

−ϱ and T ≥ C0 log(R)+Mψ,g0 ,
at least one of the following holds.
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(1) We have∣∣∣∣∣∣ 1

µH(HT )

∑
γ∈ΓT

ψ(γy0)−
∫
G/H

ψ dν̂y0

∣∣∣∣∣∣
≤

{
O
(
eO(Dψ+d(o,g0o))

)
∥ψ∥C0,χR−χκ, r = 1

O
(
eO(Dψ+d(o,g0o))

)
∥ψ∥C0,χ

(
T− 1

2p log(T )
1
2p +R−χκ), r ≥ 2.

(2) There exists x ∈ Γ\G such that xH is periodic with vol(xH) ≤ R and

d(x0, x) ≤ RC0TC0e−T .

Moreover, we can choose Mψ,g0 = C2e
C1(Dψ+d(o,g0o)) for some constants C1, C2 >

0. These and the implicit constants depend only on (G,H).

Proof. The theorem follows precisely by combining Theorems 7.2 and 8.1. This
is really a combination of Theorems 5.2 and 8.1 and Propositions 6.4 and 7.3 but
the work to put the propositions in dichotomy form is done in their respective
sections. ■

Remark 1.10. Observe that the dichotomy in the error term is according to the
rank of G and not H. In the full error term above for the r ≥ 2 case, the source
of the first term is the error term in the formula for the ratio of the volume of
Riemannian skew balls in Corollary 4.3 and is the reason that the full error term
is sensitive to the rank of G. The source of the second term is the error term in
Hypothesis 1.1. In the r = 1 case, writing both terms is redundant.

Remark 1.11. For the optimal error term above (which is only a slight improve-
ment), the factor log(T )

1
2p is to be replaced with W (δ2ρT

rH+2)
1
2p . See Remark 4.7.

Remark 1.12. The theorem can also be formulated using well-approximable vectors
associated to G/H. We will give a detailed discussion on this in a sequel paper.

1.1. On Hypothesis 1.1. Thanks to breakthroughs involving many authors, Hy-
pothesis 1.1 is known to hold in some cases. Of course, this is really the motivation
for introducing Hypothesis 1.1 which conjecturally holds in general.

The first known instances of (G,H,Γ) for which Hypothesis 1.1 holds is due to the
recent work of Lindenstrauss–Mohammadi–Wang [LMW22] where they proved the
following. We denote by ∆ : SL2(R) → SL2(R)× SL2(R) the diagonal embedding.

Theorem 1.13 ([LMW22, Theorem 1.1]). Suppose that either

(G,H) = (SL2(C),SL2(R)) or (G,H) = (SL2(R)× SL2(R),∆(SL2(R))),
and Γ < G is an arithmetic lattice. Then, Hypothesis 1.1 holds.

Remark 1.14. More generally, the results of Lindenstrauss–Mohammadi–Wang hold
when Γ is a lattice with algebraic entries.

Even more recently, Lindenstrauss–Mohammadi–Wang–Yang also prove the fol-
lowing.

Theorem 1.15 ([LMWY23, Theorem 1.3]). Suppose that

(G,H) = (SL3(R),SOQ(R)◦)

where we take the quadratic form Q(x1, x2, x3) = x22 − 2x1x3, and Γ < SL3(R) is
any lattice. Then, Hypothesis 1.1 holds.
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Remark 1.16. Recall that a lattice Γ < SL3(R) is automatically arithmetic by Mar-
gulis’ arithmeticity theorem. Also, observe that SOQ(R)◦ ∼= SO(2, 1)◦ ∼= PSL2(R).

1.2. Example: counting oriented circles in S2 and T2 ∼= RP1 ×RP1. Let
(G,H) = (SL2(C),SL2(R)) or (G,H) = (SL2(R) × SL2(R),∆(SL2(R))), and Γ <
G be an arithmetic lattice. Considering the standard actions SL2(C) ↷ CP1 or
SL2(R)× SL2(R) ↷ RP1 ×RP1, the G-space G/H can be naturally identified with
the G-space C of oriented circles in S2 or T2 ∼= RP1 ×RP1, respectively. In this
setting, Hypothesis 1.1 holds by the theorem of Lindenstrauss–Mohammadi–Wang
recounted in Theorem 1.13. Thus, Theorem 1.7 gives the following theorem.

Theorem 1.17. Suppose that

(G,H) =

{
(SL2(C),SL2(R)) or
(SL2(R)× SL2(R),∆(SL2(R))) resp.

and Γ < G is an arithmetic lattice. There exist C0 ≍ c0, κ ∈ (0, κ0), and ϱ ∈
(ϱ0, 2ϱ0), such that the following holds. Let ε ∈ (0, 1), χ ∈ (0, 1], and p := 7 + χ.
Let ψ ∈ C0,χ

c (G/H,R), g0 ∈ G, x0 = Γg0 ∈ Γ\G, and y0 = g0H ∈ G/H ∼= C.
There exist Lg0,χ > 0 and Mψ,g0,ε > 0 such that for all R≫Γ injΓ\G(x0)

−ϱ+Lg0,χ
and T ≥ C0 log(R) +Mψ,g0,ε, at least one of the following holds.

(1) We have∑
γ∈ΓT

ψ(γC)

= µH(HT )

(∫
C
ψ dν̂C +

{
O
(
eO(Dψ)

)
∥ψ∥C0,χR−χκ or

O
(
eO(Dψ)

)
∥ψ∥C0,χ

(
T− 1−ε

2p +R−χκ) resp.

)

= 16π2ν̂C(ψ)e
1
2T +

{
O
(
eO(Dψ)

)
∥ψ∥C0,χR−χκe

1
2T or

O
(
eO(Dψ)

)
∥ψ∥C0,χ

(
T− 1−ε

2p e
1
2T +R−χκe

1
2T
)

resp.

(2) There exists x ∈ Γ\G such that xH is periodic with vol(xH) ≤ R and

d(x0, x) ≤ RC0TC0e−T .

Moreover, we can choose Lg0,χ = e
C1
χκ d(o,g0o), and Mψ,g0,ε = C3e

C2(Dψ+d(o,g0o))

if r = 1 and Mψ,g0,ε = C3

ε2 e
C2
ε (Dψ+d(o,g0o)) if r ≥ 2, for some absolute constants

C1, C2, C3 > 0.

Remark 1.18. In Theorem 1.17, we have also used the volume formula from Theo-
rem 4.2 to obtain a more explicit asymptotic orbit counting formula in both cases
of (G,H). In the first case, H = SL2(R) and we recall that KH = SO(2) ∼= S1
and MH = {I,−I} < KH . Taking the generator J =

(
0 1
−1 0

)
∈ k, we parametrize

KH = {etJ : 0 ≤ t ≤ 2π}. We calculate using the Killing form of g that ∥J∥ = 4.
Thus, µKH (KH) = 2π∥J∥ = 8π and µMH

(MH) = 2 which gives the coefficient
µKH (KH)2

2µMH (MH) = 16π2. Similarly, we calculate using the Killing form of g that δ2ρ = 1
2 .

Calculations for the second case is similar and yield identical numbers.

Let us now restrict to the case (G,H) = (SL2(C),SL2(R)). In this setting, we can
simplify the above theorem for a certain class of arithmetic lattices. We first recall
[MR03, Corollary 5.3.2] for any lattice Γ < SL2(C). Denote Γ(2) = ⟨{γ2 : γ ∈ Γ}⟩.
Let KΓ = Q(tr Γ(2)) = Q(AdΓ) be the trace field of Γ (see [MR03, Exercise 3.3.4]).
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Let A(Γ(2)) be the algebra generated by Γ(2) over KΓ. By [MR03, Section 3.3], KΓ

is a number field and A(Γ(2)) is a quaternion algebra over KΓ. The algebra A(Γ(2))
is said to be ramified at one archimedean place v of KΓ if A(Γ(2))⊗KΓ (KΓ)v is the
unique division algebra over (KΓ)v.

Theorem 1.19 ([MR03, Corollary 5.3.2]). Let Γ < SL2(C) be a lattice satisfying
the following conditions:

(1) KΓ has no proper subfield other than Q;
(2) A(Γ(2)) is ramified at at least one archimedean place of KΓ.

Then, Γ\H3 ∼= Γ\ SL2(C)/SU(2) contains no immersed totally geodesic surface.

Thus, in light of Theorem 1.19, we deduce the following special case of Theo-
rem 1.17.

Theorem 1.20. Let Γ < SL2(C) be an arithmetic lattice satisfying the following
conditions:

(1) KΓ has no proper subfield other than Q;
(2) A(Γ(2)) is ramified at at least one archimedean place of KΓ.

Then, there exists κ ∈
(
0, 12

)
such that for all χ ∈ (0, 1], ψ ∈ C0,χ

c (C,R), oriented
circles C ∈ C, and T ≥ 0, we have∑

γ∈ΓT

ψ(γC) = µSL2(R)(SL2(R)T )

(∫
C
ψ dν̂C +Oψ,C

(
e−χκT

))
= 16π2ν̂C(ψ)e

1
2T +Oψ,C

(
e(

1
2−χκ)T

)
.

Remark 1.21. By [MR03, Theorem 9.5.1], there are infinitely many arithmetic lat-
tices with the same trace field satisfying the two conditions in Theorem 1.20.

1.3. Outline of the proof of Theorem 1.9. The proof of the main theorem is
composed of five major parts and one minor part. The five major parts in totality
amount to showing that the “Γ-average” is asymptotic (in an effective fashion) to
the “G-average”: for all y0 ∈ G/H, we have∣∣∣∣ 1

µH(HT )

∑
γ∈ΓT

ϕ(γy0)−
1

µH(HT )µΓ\G(Γ\G)

∫
GT

ϕ(gy0) dµG(g)

∣∣∣∣→ 0 (1)

with an explicit error term, provided a necessary technical assumption on avoidance
of periodicH-orbits is satisfied. The minor part relates the “G-average” to a limiting
density: there exists a canonical νy0 ≪ µG/H such that∣∣∣∣ 1

µH(HT )µΓ\G(Γ\G)

∫
GT

ϕ(gy0) dµG(g)−
∫
G/H

ϕdν̂y0

∣∣∣∣→ 0

again with an explicit error term. The minor part is not difficult once we have
precise asymptotic formulas for the volume of the so-called Riemannian skew balls
which is also used in the other parts.

The five major parts correspond to Sections 3–7 which take up the bulk of the
paper. Let us outline these parts below, not necessarily in a linear order. We
often compare with the noneffective arguments of Gorodnik–Weiss [GW07] and
Shah [Sha96], and for simplicity, we avoid mentioning the technical assumption on
avoidance of periodic H-orbits and how we carry it through.
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Part 1. Let us recall a part of the argument in [GW07] to prove (the noneffective)
Eq. (1). This requires using the duality between Γ\G and G/H. One first
shows that the sum in Eq. (1) is asymptotic to an average of an associated
function ϕ on Γ\G over a Riemannian skew ball of H in G. Next, one uses
the equidistribution of Riemannian skew balls to show that this average is
asymptotic to a (normalized) integral of ϕ over Γ\G. Finally, one shows
that the integral in Eq. (1) is also asymptotic to the same (normalized)
integral of ϕ over Γ\G.

In the effectivized argument, we need to use the effectivized version of
equidistribution of Riemannian skew balls not only in the second step of
the above argument but also for the error term in the first step of the
argument. We also need to use the precise asymptotic formulas for the
volume of Riemannian skew balls to deal with the error terms.

Part 2. We found in Part 1 that we need effective equidistribution of Riemannian
skew balls. For the sake of simplicity, let us ignore the complication due
to the “skewness” (though it is important) and assume that we are dealing
with the usual Riemannian balls HT . In this part, we then need to prove:∣∣∣∣∣ 1

µH(HT )

∫
HT

ϕ(x0h) dµH(h)−
∫
Γ\G

ϕdµ̂Γ\G

∣∣∣∣∣→ 0

with an explicit error term. One can use an integral formula associated to
the Cartan decomposition H = KHA

+
HKH to write∫

HT

ϕ(x0h) dµH(h)

=
1

µMH
(MH)

∫
KH

∫
(a+
H)T

∫
KH

ϕ(x0k1avk2)ξH(v) dv dµKH (k1) dµKH (k2).
(2)

The a+H -coordinate gives the radial component and the first KH -coordinate
gives the angular component, both measured in the locally symmetric space
Γ\G/K. For example, if (G,H) = (SL2(C),SL2(R)), the locally symmetric
space is a 3-dimensional hyperbolic manifold and the HT -orbit is an im-
mersed 2-dimensional hyperbolic ball. It turns out, as in hyperbolic man-
ifolds, that the volume of an HT -orbit is concentrated near its boundary.
Moreover, in the a+H -coordinate, the volume of an HT -orbit is also concen-
trated near R>0v2ρH where v2ρH ∈ int(a+H) is the maximal growth direction
of the sum of positive roots 2ρH of aH . Thus, instead of the equidistribu-
tion of HT on the left hand side of Eq. (2), one can focus on that of “a sector
of a Riemannian annuli”. Transferring to the right hand side of Eq. (2), we
need the equidistribution of KH -orbits under one-parameter diagonal flows
along directions near v2ρH . In the noneffective argument in [GW07], the
latter is provided by [Sha96, Corollary 1.2]).

The full effective argument is very technical and heavily relies on the
precise asymptotic formulas for the volume of Riemannian skew balls.

Part 3. In this part, we prove effective equidistribution of KH -orbits, which is
needed in Part 2, assuming Hypothesis 1.1 regarding effective equidistribu-
tion of UH -orbits (the effective version of [Sha96, Theorem 1.4]). A little



8 ZUO LIN AND PRATYUSH SARKAR

more precisely, we prove∣∣∣∣∣
∫
KH

ϕ(x0katv)φ(k) dµKH (k)−
∫
Γ\G

ϕdµ̂Γ\G ·
∫
KH

φdµKH

∣∣∣∣∣→ 0

with an explicit error term, provided that we have∣∣∣∣∣
∫
B
UH
1 (e)

ϕ(x0uatv) dµ̂UH (u)−
∫
Γ\G

ϕdµ̂Γ\G

∣∣∣∣∣→ 0

with an explicit error term. The proof of this part relies on the fact thatKH -
orbits can be approximated by small pieces of UH -orbits. The geometric
picture of this for (G,H) = (SL2(C),SL2(R)) is that large hyperbolic cir-
cles can be approximated by a collection of small pieces of horocycles. The
noneffective version of the argument appears in [Sha96] which is the passage
from [Sha96, Theorem 1.4] to [Sha96, Corollary 1.2]. The effectivized argu-
ment for the special case (G,H) = (SL2(R)× SL2(R),∆(SL2(R))) appears
in [LMW23, Theorem 1.4].

A key ingredient in the general effectivized argument is an orthogonal
decomposition kH = k⋆H ⊕ mH where kH is the Lie algebra of KH and mH
is the Lie algbera of MH = ZKH (AH). We use the fact that the orthogonal
complement k⋆H is naturally isomorphic to uH , the Lie algebra of UH , as
vector spaces. We also use related estimates for maps coming from the local
product structure KH ⊂ H ≈ U+

HU
−
HAHMH .

Part 4. In this part, we seek to develop the necessary asymptotic formulas for the
volume of Riemannian skew balls. This is absolutely necessary for Parts 1
and 2 and the minor part mentioned above. First, we stick to the usual
Riemannian balls for simplicity. As in [GW07], we begin the proof by using
the volume formula

µH(HT ) =
1

µMH
(MH)

∫
KH

∫
(a+
H)T

∫
KH

ξH(v) dµKH (k1) dv dµKH (k2)

=
µKH (KH)2

µMH
(MH)

∫
(a+
H)T

ξH(v) dv

associated to the Cartan decomposition H = KHA
+
HKH . Here, approxi-

mately ξH(v) ≈ e2ρH(v) and hence we are lead to investigate the precise as-
ymptotic formulas for general integrals of the form

∫
VT
eλ(v) dv for a normed

vector space (V, ∥ · ∥) and a nonzero linear form λ ∈ V ∗, strengthening
[GW07, Theorem 9.3].

To deal with nontrivial Riemannian skew balls, the above tools are not
enough due to “varying radius” and the fact that the above integral is also
concentrated near the boundary. In this case (a+H)T is replaced with a
“skew ball in a+H ” denoted by (a+H)T [g1, g2] for which precise asymptotic
formulas are intractable to calculate directly. Instead, we do the follow-
ing. We first restrict the integral to a cone CaH

τ ⊂ int(a+H) of size τ > 0
containing R>0v2ρH due to the fact that the above integral is concentrated
near R>0v2ρH . Our region is then CaH

τ ∩ (a+H)T [g1, g2] which can then be
approximated by sandwiching it between the intersection of the cone with
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two balls of similar radius:

CaH
τ ∩ (a+H)T+Tg1,g2−δ ⊂ CaH

τ ∩ (a+H)T [g1, g2] ⊂ CaH
τ ∩ (a+H)T+Tg1,g2+δ

where Tg1,g2 is some constant depending on g1 and g2. Applying the tech-
niques from above to the sandwiching balls give asymptotic formulas for
the integral over the intersection of the balls with the cone while the inter-
section of the balls with the complement of the cone give error terms—the
larger the cone, the smaller the error terms. However, this procedure is
very delicate since there is also multiplicative error coming from the ap-
proximate balls which is a function of δ—the larger the cone, the larger
the multiplicative error. It turns out that Tg1,g2 ± δ is closely related to
the Busemann function and to precisely approximate δ as a function of τ
requires precise estimates for the Busemann function which is the purpose
of Part 5. Due to the opposing forces for the aformentioned errors, we need
to very carefully shrink τ as a function of T at an appropriate rate and
keep track of the error terms.

Part 5. In this part, we develop the necessary Lie theoretic tools and find precise
estimates for the Busemann function for a general semisimple Lie group.
The overall idea is to use definitions and then use asymptotics for expres-
sions such as d(o, atvuo) for unit vectors in the Weyl chamber v ∈ a+ and
u ∈ U . For v ∈ int(a+), simply by triangle inequality, d(o, atvuo) is as-
ymptotic to tv with an exponential error term d(o, atvua−tvo) = O(e−ηt)
for some η > 0, for small u. However, in higher rank, it is possible to have
v ∈ ∂a+ in the walls of the Weyl chamber in which case, the behavior can
be different. For example, if log(u) is in an appropriate root space, then atv
and u commute. In this case the behavior is Euclidean and d(o, atvuo) is
asymptotic to tv with an error term O(t−1). Deriving these types of asymp-
totics requires studying the Cartan projection of such commuting elements.
Also, we actually need to deal with a neighborhood of ∂a+ uniformly so that
certain constant coefficients are uniform—the issue is that the exponential
rate η > 0 goes to 0 as v goes to the walls of the Weyl chamber ∂a+.

1.4. Big O, Ω, and Vinogradov notations. Throughout the paper, we often
use the big O, Ω, and Vinogradov notations to write inequalities succinctly and
manipulate them efficiently. For any functions f : R → R and g : R → R>0 (or
quantities where f is implicitly a function of g), we write f = O(g) to mean that
there exists an implicit constant C > 0 such that |f | ≤ Cg. We say f(x) = O(g(x))
as x → ±∞ if the previous inequality holds for x sufficiently positively/negatively
large. We similarly say f(x) = O(g(x)) as x → 0. It will also be convenient for us
to write f = Ω(g) to mean that there exists an implicit constant C > 0 such that
f ≥ Cg, and similar variants as above. Note that this is the notation of Knuth
and not Hardy–Littlewood. We often simply use the symbols O(g) and Ω(g) in an
expression to stand for such types of quantities. We also write f ≪ g and g ≫ f
which is equivalent to f = O(g). If f ≪ g and f ≫ g, then we write f ≍ g. For
a normed vector space (V, ∥ · ∥), we also use these symbols in the natural way for
V -valued functions or quantities. We put subscripts on O, Ω, ≪, ≫, and ≍ to
indicate other quantities which the implicit constant may depend on.

Remark 1.22. Throughout the paper, except in the introduction, we view (G,H,Γ)
as fixed and also view implicit constants depending on those groups or induced
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spaces as absolute. Consequently, we often omit writing those groups or induced
spaces in the subscript of O, Ω, ≪, or ≫. However, the dependence of the implicit
constants on (G,H,Γ) should be clear if one wishes to trace it in the proofs.

1.5. Organization of the paper. In Section 2, we first give the necessary back-
ground for the rest of the paper. We then develop various tools regarding the
Busemann function and Riemannian skew balls in Sections 3 and 6. In Section 5,
we focus on the effective equidistribution hypothesis for regions of maximal horo-
spherical orbits in a H-orbit and use it to derive a similar effective equidistribution
result for orbits of the maximal compact subgroup of H. We then use that to derive
effective equidistribution of Riemannian skew balls in Section 6. In Section 7, we
use duality of double quotient spaces to relate the Γ-orbit count to the G-orbit
integral in an effective fashion. In Section 8, we relate the G-orbit integral to the
known limiting density in an effective fashion.

Acknowledgements. We thank Amir Mohammadi for suggesting this problem,
explaining his work, and many other useful conversations to troubleshoot technical
difficulties. We also thank Hee Oh for references to prior related results and to
related volume formulas.

2. Preliminaries

Let G be a noncompact connected semisimple real algebraic group, i.e., a Lie
group which is the identity component of the group of real points of a semisimple
linear algebraic group defined over R. Let g = Te(G) be its Lie algebra. We
similarly use corresponding Fraktur letters for the Lie algebras of other Lie groups
throughout the paper. Let B : g × g → R be the Killing form. Let θ : g → g be
the Cartan involution, i.e., the symmetric bilinear form Bθ : g × g → R defined
by Bθ(x, y) = −B(x, θ(y)) for all x, y ∈ g is positive definite. Then we have the
decomposition g = k⊕ p into the eigenspaces of θ corresponding to the eigenvalues
+1 and −1 respectively. Let K < G be the maximal compact subgroup whose
Lie algebra is k. Let a ⊂ p be a maximal abelian subalgebra and Φ ⊂ a∗ be the
associated restricted root system. Let Φ± ⊂ Φ be sets of positive and negative
roots with respect to some lexicographic order on a∗ and Π ⊂ Φ+ be the set of
simple roots. We similarly use superscripts ± for other root systems as long as
the order is clear. We can identify a ∼= a∗ via the Killing form. Let a+ ⊂ a be
the corresponding closed positive Weyl chamber. Then, we have the restricted root
space decomposition

g = a⊕m⊕ u+ ⊕ u− = a⊕m⊕
⊕
α∈Φ

gα

where m = Zk(a) ⊂ k and u± =
⊕

α∈Φ+ g∓α. Define the Lie subgroups

A = exp(a) < G, U± = exp(u±) < G, M = ZK(A) < K < G. (3)

Note that the latter need not be connected. The first subgroup in Eq. (3) is a
maximal real split torus of G and r := dim(a) is the rank of G. Define the closed
subset A+ = exp(a+) ⊂ A. Denote

av = exp(v) ∈ A for all v ∈ a.
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The middle two subgroups in Eq. (3) are the maximal expanding and contracting
horospherical subgroups, i.e.,

U± =
{
u± ∈ G : lim

t→±∞
atvu

±a−tv = e
}

for any v ∈ int(a+). We often denote U := U+. We denote the correspond-
ing minimal parabolic subgroups by P± = MAU±. Recall the following use-
ful decompositions of G using the above subgroups: the Cartan decomposition
G = KA+K; the Iwasawa decompositions G = KAU±; the Bruhat decomposi-
tions G =

⊔
w∈NK(A)/M P±wP± where NK(A)/M is the Weyl group, which also

gives the dense subgroup MAU+U− ⊂ G. The Furstenberg boundary of G is
F = G/P− ∼= K/M where we have used the Iwasawa decomposition.

Let w0 ∈ K be a representative of the element in the Weyl group NK(A)/M
such that Adw0(a

+) = −a+. We also use the notation g+ = gP− ∈ F and g− =
gw0P

− ∈ F for all g ∈ G. We define the opposition involution i = −Adw0 : a → a
so that i(a+) = a+ and i2 = Ida. Note that we have the property

a−v = w0a−Adw0
(v)w

−1
0 = w0ai(v)w

−1
0 for all v ∈ a+.

We fix the left G-invariant and right K-invariant Riemannian metric on G in-
duced by Bθ and denote the corresponding inner product and norm on any of its
tangent spaces by ⟨·, ·⟩ and ∥ · ∥ respectively. We use the same notations for the
induced inner products and norms for any of its induced spaces. In particular, we
have an inner product (which is just the Killing form B) and norm on a which
is invariant under the Weyl group NK(A)/M . Identifying a∗ ∼= a using the inner
product on a gives an inner product and norm on a∗. Note that this norm coincides
with the norm of the gradient and the operator norm (defined below):

∥α∥ = ∥∇α∥ = ∥α∥op = sup
v∈a,∥v∥=1

α(v) for all α ∈ a∗.

In the r = 1 case, we fix the constant

η1 := ∥α∥ > 0 (4)

for the simple root α ∈ Π. We have that θ is an orthogonal involution and the
decomposition g = k ⊕ p is orthogonal, both with respect to ⟨·, ·⟩ = Bθ. The
restricted root space decomposition is also orthogonal with respect to ⟨·, ·⟩ = Bθ
by [Kna02, Chapter VI, §4, Proposition 6.40]. The Riemannian symmetric space
associated to G is G/K. We fix the reference point o = K ∈ G/K.

We denote by dG the metric on G. We denote by dX the metric on any induced
space X obtained from the Riemannian metric on X. Henceforth, we will drop the
subscript only for G, Γ\G, and G/K for brevity. We denote by BXr (x) ⊂ X the
open ball of radius r > 0 centered at x ∈ X, and more generally, we denote by
BXr (S) ⊂ X the open r-neighborhood of the subset S ⊂ X.

Let us characterize the metric on G/K. Recall that for any g ∈ G, if g =
k1avk2 ∈ KA+K is its Cartan decomposition, then v ∈ a+ is unique, called the
Cartan projection of g, and we have the distance d(o, go) = ∥v∥. Applying the
adjoint representation gives a singular value decomposition Adg = Adk1 Adav Adk2
and hence we get

d(o, go) = ∥v∥ ≍ log(σ1) = log ∥Adg ∥op (5)

where σ1 = maxα∈Φ+ eα(v) is the maximum singular value of Adg.
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Let (X, d) be any metric space and ϕ ∈ C(X,R). The χ-Hölder seminorm and
norm are defined by

|ϕ|C0,χ = sup
d(x,y)≤1

|ϕ(x)− ϕ(y)|
d(x, y)χ

, ∥ϕ∥C0,χ = ∥ϕ∥∞ + |ϕ|C0,χ .

Define the Banach space of χ-Hölder continuous functions C0,χ(X,R) = {ϕ ∈
C(X,R) : ∥ϕ∥C0,χ < ∞}. If X is a Riemannian manifold and ϕ ∈ C∞(X,R), the
L2 Sobolev norm of order ℓ ∈ N is defined by

Sℓ(ϕ) =

 ℓ∑
j=0

∫
X

|∇jϕ|2 d vol

 1
2

where ∇ is the Levi-Civita connection and vol is the volume form.
We denote the Haar measure on G compatible with the fixed Riemannian metric

on G by µG, and the induced measure on any induced space X by µX . We often
denote the Lebesgue measure µa simply by dv. We also use similar notations
for the Lebesgue measure on other subspaces of g. Note that µM and µK are not
normalized and not necessarily probability measures. For convenience, we normalize
µΓ\G to a probability measure µ̂G/Γ and µ̂UH := µUH

(
BUH1 (e)

)−1
µUH . Using the

Cartan decomposition, we have the following integral formula with respect to µG
(see [Hel00, Chapter I, §5, Theorem 5.8] and also its proof for the correct constant
coefficient). For all α ∈ Φ+, we denote its multiplicity by mα := dim(gα). We
denote their sum by mΦ+ :=

∑
α∈Φ+ mα. Denote by ρ := 1

2

∑
α∈Φ+ mαα half the

sum of positive roots with multiplicity. Define the function ξ : a+ → R by

ξ(v) =
∏
α∈Φ+

sinhmα(α(v)) for all v ∈ a+.

Then, we have∫
G

f dµG =
1

µM (M)

∫
K

∫
a+

∫
K

f(k1avk2) · ξ(v) dµK(k1) dv dµK(k2) (6)

for all f ∈ Cc(G,R).

2.1. Busemann function. We also need the Busemann function for the symmetric
space G/K of arbitrary rank r. The Iwasawa decomposition actually gives a C∞-
diffeomorphism K × a×U− → G defined by (k, v, u) 7→ kavu. We use this to make
the following definitions.

Definition 2.1 (Iwasawa cocycle). The Iwasawa cocycle σ : G× F → a gives the
unique element σ(g, ξ) such that gk ∈ Kaσ(g,ξ)U

− and satisfies the cocycle relation
σ(gh, ξ) = σ(g, hξ) + σ(h, ξ) for all g, h ∈ G and ξ = kM ∈ F ∼= K/M .

Definition 2.2 (Busemann function). The Busemann function β : F × G/K ×
G/K → a is defined by

βξ(x, y) = σ(g−1, ξ)− σ(h−1, ξ)

for all ξ ∈ F , x = go ∈ G/K, and y = ho ∈ G/K.

For all ξ ∈ F , and x = go, y, z ∈ G/K, and h ∈ G, the Busemann function
satisfies the properties

(1) βξ(x, o) = σ(g−1, ξ),
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(2) βhξ(hx, hy) = βξ(x, y),
(3) βξ(x, z) = βξ(x, y) + βξ(y, z)

which are derived from the properties of the Iwasawa cocycle. We have the following
geometric characterization of the Busemann function. For all ξ = kM ∈ F ∼= K/M ,
and x, y ∈ G/K, and v ∈ a+ with ∥v∥ = 1, we have

⟨βξ(x, y), v⟩ = lim
t→+∞

(d(x, ξt)− d(y, ξt))

where ξ· : R → G/K is any geodesic in the direction v whose forward limit point is
ξ, say, ξt = katvo ∈ G/K for all t ∈ R. In fact, we can prove a more precise version
given in Proposition 3.6.

2.2. The subgroup H < G. Let H < G be a noncompact semisimple maximal
proper Lie subgroup of rank rH ≤ r. In the subsequent paragraphs, we discuss some
related properties. We also give reasons why this class of Lie subgroups is natural
and how to find numerous examples.

We note that being a maximal proper Lie subgroup of a semisimple Lie group,
H is automatically closed by the following argument. If it were not, then the Lie
algebra of H would coincide with g by maximality, implying that H < G is proper
dense. But then h ⊂ g must be adg-invariant meaning that it is a nontrivial ideal.
This already contradicts maximality if g is simple. If g is nonsimple semisimple, we
can take the direct sum of h with any one dimensional subalgebra of a B-orthogonal
simple ideal in g to obtain a larger proper subalgebra of g, again contradicting
maximality.

Recall that a maximal proper Lie subgroup of a semisimple Lie group is either
a maximal parabolic subgroup or a maximal reductive subgroup [Bou05, Chapter
VIII, §10, Corollary 1]. Thus, as long as we avoid parabolic subgroups, it is not hard
for a maximal proper Lie subgroup to be semisimple. Indeed, such subgroups have
been completely classified in the works of Dynkin [Dyn51, Dyn52a, Dyn52b] and
Malcev [Mal44]. However, non-semisimple reductive maximal proper Lie subgroups
may also exist (see [VGO90, Chapter 6, §1.6, Theorem 1.9], [Mos61], and [Hm66]).

Many examples of the desired H < G come from the class of symmetric sub-
groups. We provide the necessary background here and refer the reader to Loos’
series of books [Loo69a, Loo69b] and [Sch84] for further details about such sub-
groups. A Lie subgroup H < G is said to be symmetric if H◦ < H < HΣ where
the latter is the (necessarily closed) subgroup of fixed points of an involutive auto-
morphism Σ : G → G. In terms of Lie algebras, H < G is any (necessarily closed)
subgroup corresponding to the Lie subalgebra obtained as the eigenspace of the in-
volutive automorphism σ := (dΣ)e : g → g corresponding to the eigenvalue +1. In
fact, there is a generalized Cartan decomposition g = h⊕q where q is the eigenspace
of σ corresponding to the eigenvalue −1. The associated homogeneous space G/H
is called an affine symmetric space. Berger [Ber57] called them irreducible when-
ever (adh, q) is an irreducible representation. It is well-known that any symmetric
subgroup H < G is reductive [Koh65, Lemma E], ruling out the possibility of be-
ing maximal parabolic by the above discussion. We now address the question of
maximality. Clearly, H < G is maximal proper if and only if h ⊂ g is a maximal
proper Lie subalgebra and hence H = HΣ. The latter is simply a condition to be
imposed so we focus on the former. We have the following proposition which is
essentially known in the literature (see [Loo69a, Chapter IV, Corollary 2] and [Š08,
Proposition 5.2(2)]). We provide the short proof for the sake of completeness.
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Proposition 2.3. The Lie subalgebra h ⊂ g is maximal proper if and only if (adh, q)
is an irreducible representation.

Proof. Let us prove the contrapositive. Suppose that the representation (adh, q) is
reducible and take a subrepresentation (adh, q

′) where q′ ⊂ q is a nontrivial proper
vector subspace. This means [h, q′] ⊂ q′. Since [q′, q′] ⊂ h is already guaranteed by
[q, q] ⊂ h, we conclude that h⊕ q′ ⊂ g forms a proper Lie subalgebra. Hence h ⊂ g
is not maximal proper. On the other hand, suppose that h ⊂ g is not maximal
proper and take a proper Lie subalgebra h ⊊ h′ ⊊ g. Writing q′ = h′ ∩ q, we
have the decomposition h′ = h ⊕ q′. But then [h, q′] = [h, h′] ∩ [h, q] ⊂ h′ ∩ q = q′

which means (adh, q
′) is a nontrivial subrepresentation of (adh, q). Thus (adh, q) is

reducible. ■

In [Ber57], Berger completely classified affine symmetric spaces and compiled
them in [Ber57, Tableau II]. His table indicates when certain properties, including
irreducibility, are satisfied. Thus, in light of Proposition 2.3, one can verify the
maximality condition for H < G simply by checking the irreducibility condition
in [Ber57, Tableau II] which turns out to be satisfied for all but a handful of
exceptions. Moreover, of the remaining instances, many are noncompact semisimple
as well; note that we certainly need to omit some which are maximal compact
which come from the Cartan involution and we also need to omit a few which are
non-semisimple reductive. Thus, symmetric subgroups provide a large number of
examples of the desired H < G, where the associated homogeneous space G/H is
an affine symmetric space.

Now, in the above fashion as with G, we have objects associated to the non-
compact semisimple Lie group H. We will decorate them by a subscript H to
distinguish them from the objects associated to G unless otherwise stated. We
can also guarantee a few additional properties. Since H < G is semisimple, it is
unimodular and hence there exists an induced left G-invariant measure µG/H on
G/H such that

dµG = dµH dµG/H .

Also, there exists a simultaneous Cartan decomposition H = KHA
+
HKH for a

compact subgroup KH < H and a real split torus AH < H, i.e., it satisfies

AH < A, A+
H ⊂ A+, KH < K

(see [Mos55, Theorem 6] and [Kar53]).
As in the introduction and in [GW07], we introduce a type of open subsets of H,

called Riemannian skew balls of H in G. For all g1, g2 ∈ G and T > 0, we define

HT [g1, g2] := H ∩ g−1
1 KBGT (e)Kg

−1
2 = {h ∈ H : d(o, g1hg2o) < T}.

This generalizes the Riemannian balls of H centered at e defined using the Rie-
mannian metric on G/K which we simply denote by

HT := HT [e, e] = H ∩KBGT (e)K = {h ∈ H : d(o, ho) < T} for all T > 0.

We call sets of the form HT2 [g1, g2] \HT1 [g1, g2] for any g1, g2 ∈ G and T2 > T1 > 0
a Riemannian skew annulus.

As it will be used extensively, let us record the integral formula with respect to
µH . In accordance with the above convention, letmH,α := dim(hα) be the multiplic-
ity for all α ∈ Φ+

H , mΦ+
H
:=
∑
α∈Φ+

H
mH,α be their sum, and ρH = 1

2

∑
α∈Φ+

H
mH,αα
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half the sum of positive roots with multiplicity. Define the function ξH : a+H → R
by

ξH(v) =
∏
α∈Φ+

H

sinhmH,α(α(v)) for all v ∈ a+H .

Then, according to Eq. (6), we have∫
H

f dµH =
1

µMH
(MH)

∫
KH

∫
a+
H

∫
KH

f(k1avk2) · ξH(v) dµKH (k1) dv dµKH (k2)

(7)

for all f ∈ Cc(H,R).

2.3. Lattices. Finally, we introduce the primary object of study in this paper. Let
Γ < G be a lattice, i.e., Γ\G has a finite right G-invariant measure. Namely, the
Haar measure µG on G descends to a such a measure µΓ\G on Γ\G. We normalize it
to a probability measure µ̂Γ\G. As explained in the introduction, our main objective
is to study dense Γ-orbits in G/H in an effective fashion.

3. Estimates for the Busemann function

We prove Proposition 3.6 which gives fundamental estimates for the Busemann
function (see Subsection 2.1 for the definition). Corollary 3.7 is a simplified state-
ment which follows immediately from the proposition. This is required in Section 4
where we derive precise asymptotic formulas for the volume of Riemannian skew
balls of H in G. We prepare with many lemmas and propositions which provide
useful Lie theoretic bounds and fundamental Lie theoretic identities.

3.1. Lie theoretic bounds and identities. We fix the positive constant

cΦ = max
α∈Φ

∥α∥ > 0 (8)

for the rest of the paper. Recall that the induced norm on a∗ coincides with the
operator norm: ∥α∥ = ∥α∥op for all α ∈ a∗.

Lemma 3.1. For all g ∈ G, we have

e−cΦd(o,go) ≤ inf
w∈g,∥w∥=1

∥Adg(w)∥ ≤ sup
w∈g,∥w∥=1

∥Adg(w)∥ = ∥Adg ∥op ≤ ecΦd(o,go).

Proof. Since the Riemannian metric on G is left G-invariant and right K-invariant,
AdK acts orthogonally with respect to ⟨·, ·⟩ = Bθ on g. Therefore, ∥Adk ∥op = 1
for all k ∈ K.

Let g ∈ G. Using the Cartan decomposition, we write g = k1avk2 for some
k1, k2 ∈ K and a unique v ∈ a+. Then

∥Adg ∥op = ∥Adk1 Adav Adk2 ∥op ≤ ∥Adav ∥op

by the above fact. Using Cg′ ◦ exp = exp ◦Adg′ for all g′ ∈ G, where Cg′ : G → G
denotes the conjugation map by g′, and Adexp(v′) = exp(adv′) for all v′ ∈ g, we



16 ZUO LIN AND PRATYUSH SARKAR

calculate that

Adav

( ∑
α∈Φ∪{0}

wα

)
=

∑
α∈Φ∪{0}

eadv (wα) =
∑

α∈Φ∪{0}

∞∑
j=0

1

j!
(adv)

j(wα)

=
∑

α∈Φ∪{0}

∞∑
j=0

1

j!
α(v)jwα =

∑
α∈Φ∪{0}

eα(v)wα

(9)

for all w =
∑
α∈Φ∪{0} wα ∈ g =

∑
α∈Φ∪{0} gα. Recall from Section 2 that the

restricted root space decomposition is orthogonal. Also, d(o, go) = ∥v∥. So, we
conclude that

∥Adg ∥op = ∥Adav ∥op ≤ ecΦ∥v∥ = ecΦd(o,go).

The lower bound of the lemma can be proven similarly. ■

For the following lemma, recall that log is well-defined on all of U±. Note also
that we can identify To(G/K) ∼= g/k ∼= p. By abuse of notation, expRem : g → G
and expRem : p → G/K denote the Riemannian exponential maps.

Lemma 3.2. The following holds.
(1) Let ϵG ∈ (0, 1) such that exp, expRem : g → G and expRem : p → G/K

are injective on Bg
ϵG(0) and Bp

ϵG(0), respectively. There exists CG ≥ 1 such
that:
(a) C−1

G ∥ log(g)∥ ≤ d(e, g) for all g ∈ exp
(
Bg
ϵG(0)

)
;

(b) for any Lie subgroup G̃ < G, we have dG̃(e, g) ≤ ∥ log(g)∥ for all
g ∈ exp(g̃) so that log(g) is defined.

(2) For all x = ho ∈ G/K and w ∈ g such that ∥Adh−1(w)∥ = 1 and Adh−1(w)
forms an acute/right angle of ω ∈

(
0, π2

]
with k, there exists Cω ≥ 1 de-

pending continuously on ω such that:
(a) d(x, gx) ≤ min

{
ecΦd(o,x)d(e, g), 2d(o, x) + d(o, go)

}
for all g ∈ G;

(b) C−1
ω e−cΦd(o,x)d(e, exp(tw)) ≤ d(x, exp(tw)x) for all t ∈ (0, ϵG).

(3) We have d(o, u±o) ≍ log(1 + ∥ log(u±)∥) for all u± ∈ U±.

Proof. Property (1)(a) of the lemma follows from the fact that exp : g → G is
smooth and d exp0 = Idg. For property (1)(b), let G̃ < G be a Lie subgroup and
g = exp(v) for some v ∈ g̃. Now, [0, 1] → G̃ defined by t 7→ exp(tv) is a curve from
e to g. Thus, by left G-invariance of the Riemannian metric on G, we have

dG̃(e, g) ≤
∫ 1

0

∥∥∥ d
dt

∣∣∣
t=s

exp(tv)
∥∥∥ ds = ∫ 1

0

∥∥∥ d
dt

∣∣∣
t=s

exp(−sv) exp(tv)
∥∥∥ ds

=

∫ 1

0

∥∥∥ d
dt

∣∣∣
t=s

exp((t− s)v)
∥∥∥ ds = ∫ 1

0

∥d exp0(v)∥ ds =
∫ 1

0

∥ Idg(v)∥ ds

= ∥v∥ = ∥ log(g)∥.

For property (2), let x = ho, w, g, and t be as in the lemma. We first prove
property (2)(a). The second bound follows from triangle inequality and left G-
invariance of the metric. Denote by πG/K : G → G/K the quotient map which we
note is smooth. Observe that d(πG/K)e : g → p is an orthogonal projection with
respect to ⟨·, ·⟩ = Bθ. By left G-invariance of the Riemannian metric on both G
and G/K, we can deduce the operator norm ∥d(πG/K)g′∥op = 1 for all g′ ∈ G. Let
mL
g′ : G→ G denote the left multiplication map by g′ ∈ G and Cg′ : G→ G denote
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the conjugation map by g′ ∈ G. Using the identity Ch−1 ◦mL
g′ = mL

h−1g′h◦Ch−1 , left
G-invariance of the Riemannian metric on G, and the upper bound in Lemma 3.1,
we have

∥d(Ch−1)g′∥op = ∥d(Ch−1)e∥op = ∥Adh−1 ∥op ≤ ecΦd(o,ho) = ecΦd(o,x) (10)

for all g′ ∈ G. Thus, using left G-invariance of the metric and both operator norm
calculations, we have

d(x, gx) = d(o, h−1gho) ≤ d(e, h−1gh) ≤ ecΦd(o,x)d(e, g).

Now, we prove property (2)(b). Note that the derivative of the curve t 7→
exp(tAdh−1(w))o at 0 is d(πG/K)e(Adh−1(w)) ∈ p. We use the hypothesis that
Adh−1(w) forms an acute/right angle of ω ∈

(
0, π2

]
and also the maps expRem |Bp

ϵG
(0)

and expRem |Bg
ϵG

(0) which are diffeomorphisms onto their images. Also, we use the
lower bound in Lemma 3.1. We obtain

d(x, exp(tw)x) = d(o, h−1 exp(tw)ho) = d(o, exp(tAdh−1(w))o)

≫ ∥td(πG/K)e(Adh−1(w))∥ ≫ω ∥tAdh−1(w)∥
≫ d(e, exp(tAdh−1(w))) = d(e, h−1 exp(tw)h)

≥ e−cΦd(o,ho)d(e, exp(tw)) = e−cΦd(o,x)d(e, exp(tw))

where the second implicit constant is in (0, 1] and depends continuously on ω.
For property (3), we focus on u+ ∈ U+ since the case u− ∈ U− is similar.

When u+ ∈ U+∩exp
(
Bg
ϵG(0)

)
, the desired inequality follows from the other proven

properties since

log(1 + ∥ log(u+)∥) ≍ ∥ log(u+)∥ ≍ d(e, u+) ≍ d(o, u+o). (11)

Note that the last relation above is trivial for u+ = e and otherwise, by continuity
of Cω(w) in w ∈ u+ and compactness of the unit sphere centered at 0 in u+, we can
use the constant maxw∈u+,∥w∥=1 Cω(w), where ω(w) is the acute/right angle formed
by w ∈ u+ \ {0} ⊂ g \ k with k.

Now suppose u+ ∈ U+ \ exp
(
Bg
ϵG(0)

)
. Note that the inequality d(o, u+o) ≪

log(1 + ∥ log(u+)∥) is easier to prove. One way is by using the triangle inequality
and left G-invariance of the metric on d(o, u+o) = d(o, a−tvũ+atvo) with a fixed
unit vector v ∈ int(a+), ũ+ ∈ U+ ∩ exp

(
Bg
ϵG(0)

)
, and t ≍ log(∥ log(u+)∥). We give

another proof since the tools are needed for the harder reverse inequality. We use
d(o, u+o) ≍ log ∥Adu+ ∥op from Eq. (5). Let us write n := dim(G). Recall that
the operator norm ∥Adu+ ∥op can be calculated as the square root of the maximum
eigenvalue,

√
λ1 > 0, of the self-adjoint positive semidefinite operator Ad∗u+ Adu+

which has nonnegative eigenvalues λ1 ≥ λ2 ≥ · · · ≥ λn ≥ 0 with λ1 > 0. Observe
that λ1 = max1≤j≤n λj ≍

∑n
j=1 λj = tr(Ad∗u+ Adu+) by comparing the max norm

with the L1 norm. All in all, it suffices to show that

log tr(Ad∗u+ Adu+) ≍ log ∥ log(u+)∥.

To this end, we first show that tr(Ad∗u+ Adu+) ≪ ∥ log(u+)∥2(n−1) and then show
that tr(Ad∗u+ Adu+) ≫ ∥ log(u+)∥

2
n−1 . Recall Adu+ = exp

(
adlog(u+)

)
. Also recall

ad : g → sl(g) and Ad : G → SL(g) since G is semisimple. We can then fix an
appropriate orthonormal basis β ⊂ g such that elements of adlog(u+) and Adu+ are
all upper triangular nilpotent and unipotent matrices with respect to β, respectively.
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Note that the entries of [adlog(u+)]β are O(∥ log(u+)∥). Now, we use the fact that
exp |ad(u+) is a polynomial map of degree at most n− 1 since ad(u+) is a nilpotent
Lie algebra. Then, the entries of [Adu+ ]β = [exp

(
adlog(u+)

)
]β = exp[adlog(u+)]β are

O(∥ log(u+)∥n−1) and the entries of [Ad∗u+ Adu+ ]β are O(∥ log(u+)∥2(n−1)). This
implies

tr(Ad∗u+ Adu+) ≪ ∥ log(u+)∥2(n−1)

as desired. For the reverse inequality, we need to compute the trace more explicitly.
We write the upper triangular matrices

[adlog(u+)]β = (wj,k)1≤j≤n,1≤k≤n =


0 w1,2 · · · w1,n

. . . . . .
...

. . . wn−1,n

0

 ,

[Adu+ ]β = (Wj,k)1≤j≤n,1≤k≤n =


1 W1,2 · · · W1,n

. . . . . .
...

. . . Wn−1,n

1


with wj,k = 0 for all 1 ≤ k ≤ j ≤ n, and Wj,k = 0 for all 1 ≤ k < j ≤ n, and
Wj,j = 1 for all 1 ≤ j ≤ n. Let

(
e1, e2, . . . , en

)
be the standard basis for Rn. Then

the restricted root system for sl(g) is isomorphic to {ej−ek : 1 ≤ j < k ≤ n} which
is generated by the set of simple roots {ej − ej+1 : 1 ≤ j ≤ n − 1}. By explicitly
calculating [Adu+ ]β = exp[adlog(u+)]β , for all 1 ≤ j < k ≤ n, we obtain the entry

Wj,k =

k−j∑
d=1

1

d!

∑
{(j′p,k′p)}dp=1:

1≤j′p<k′p≤n ∀1≤p≤d∑d
p=1(ej′p−ek′p )=ej−ek

d∏
p=1

wj′p,k′p

where the condition
∑d
p=1(ej′p − ek′p) = ej − ek is equivalent to conditions j′1 = j

and k′d = k and j′p+1 = k′p for all 1 ≤ p ≤ d − 1. Consequently, we note that the
number of terms in the second sum above is the number of partitions of k − j into
d parts. For example, for n = 4, we have the entry

W1,4 = w1,4 +
1

2!
(w1,2w2,4 + w1,3w3,4) +

1

3!
w1,2w2,3w3,4.

For 1 ≤ k ≤ n, the k-th diagonal entry, i.e., the (k, k) entry, of [Ad∗u+ Adu+ ]β =

[Adu+ ]Tβ [Adu+ ]β is 1 +
∑k−1
j=1 W

2
j,k. Thus, we obtain the trace

tr(Ad∗u+ Adu+) =

n∑
k=1

(
1 +

k−1∑
j=1

W 2
j,k

)
= n+

n∑
k=2

k−1∑
j=1

W 2
j,k
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= n+

n∑
k=2

k−1∑
j=1


k−j∑
d=1

1

d!

∑
{(j′p,k′p)}dp=1:

1≤j′p<k′p≤n ∀1≤p≤d∑d
p=1(ej′p−ek′p )=ej−ek

d∏
p=1

wj′p,k′p



2

.

For example, for n = 3, we obtain the trace

tr(Ad∗u+ Adu+) = 3 + w2
1,2 + w2

2,3 +

(
w1,3 +

1

2
w1,2w2,3

)2

.

For the sake of contradiction, suppose that for all C > 0, there exists a correspond-
ing u+ ∈ U+\exp

(
Bg
ϵG(0)

)
such that tr(Ad∗u+ Adu+) ≤ C∥ log(u+)∥

2
n−1 . Let C > 0

(to be determined later) and take such a corresponding u+ ∈ U+ \ exp
(
Bg
ϵG(0)

)
.

Since the formula for the trace involves a sum of squares, we immediately get
|Wj,k| ≤ C∥ log(u+)∥

1
n−1 for all 1 ≤ j < k ≤ n. In particular, we have |wj,j+1| =

|Wj,j+1| ≤ C∥ log(u+)∥
1

n−1 for all 1 ≤ j ≤ d− 1. By induction on the root system,
we conclude that |wj,k| ≤ Cj,k∥ log(u+)∥

k−j
n−1 ≤ Cj,k∥ log(u+)∥ where Cj,kC−1 is

some absolute constant depending only on j and k, for all 1 ≤ j < k ≤ n. This
contradicts the fact that max1≤j<k≤n |wj,k| ≍ ∥ log(u+)∥ by choosing C > 0 suffi-
ciently small so that max1≤j<k≤n Cj,k is smaller than the implicit constant here,
concluding the proof. ■

We fix ϵG and CG to be the ones from Lemma 3.2 for the rest of the paper.
For the results in the rest of the section, the triangle inequality gives better

bounds (see property (2)(a) in Lemma 3.2) for t ≪ 1. However, we exclude them
since we obtain the right nontrivial bounds for t≫ 1 which is the regime of interest.

Lemma 3.3. Let x ∈ G/K, v ∈ a with ∥v∥ = 1, u± ∈ U± with the unique
decomposition

log(u±) =
∑
α∈Φ+

u±α ∈ u± =
⊕
α∈Φ+

g∓α,

and Φ+
u± = {α ∈ Φ+ : u±α ̸= 0}. If η := minα∈Φ+

u±
α(v) > 0, then

d(x, a±tvu
±a∓tvx) ≤ ecΦd(o,x)eO(d(o,u±o))e−ηt for all t ≥ 0.

Proof. Let x, v, u±, and Φ+
u± be as in the lemma. We focus on the case u+ ∈ U+

since the case u− ∈ U− is similar. Suppose η := 1
2 minα∈Φ+

u+
α(v) > 0. For all

t ∈ R, we calculate similar to Eq. (9) that

log
(
atvu

+a−tv
)
= Adatv

 ∑
α∈Φ+

u+

u+α

 =
∑

α∈Φ+

u+

e−α(v)tu+α .
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Thus, using properties (2)(a) and (1)(b) in Lemma 3.2 with the same notation, for
all t ≥ 0, we have

d(x, atvu
+a−tvx) ≤ ecΦd(o,x)

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
∑

α∈Φ+

u+

e−α(v)tu+α

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
≤ ecΦd(o,x)e−ηt

∑
α∈Φ+

u+

e(η−α(v))t∥u+α∥.

Thus, using orthogonality of the restricted root space decomposition, and then
property (3) in Lemma 3.2, we get

d(x, atvu
+a−tvx) ≤ ecΦd(o,x)∥ log(u+)∥e−ηt

= ecΦd(o,x)elog ∥ log(u+)∥e−ηt

≤ ecΦd(o,x)eO(d(o,u+o))e−ηt.

■

Let v ∈ ∂a+ \ {0} which exists if and only if r ≥ 2. We introduce the following
notations for the rest of this section. Define

Φ(v) = {α ∈ Φ : α(v) = 0} ⊂ Φ, Π(v) = Π ∩ Φ(v)+ ⊂ Φ(v)+.

Using the subspace V (v) = {α ∈ a∗ : α(v) = 0} ⊂ a∗, it is clear that Φ(v) =
Φ ∩ V (v) ⊂ Φ is a proper root subsystem, where properness is due to the fact that
there exists a simple root α0 ∈ Φ+ such that α0(v) ̸= 0. By [Bou02, Chapter 6,
§1.7, Corollary 3 and Proposition 24], Π(v) ⊂ Φ(v)+ is the set of simple roots. We
also use the common notation {hα}α∈Π ⊂ a for the set of dual roots of Π such that
α = 2B(hα,·)

B(hα,hα)
for all α ∈ Π.

Proposition 3.4. Suppose r ≥ 2. Let v ∈ ∂a+ \ {0}. Then, the following holds.
(1) Corresponding to the proper root subsystem Φ(v) ⊂ Φ, there exist a semisim-

ple proper Lie subalgebra g(v) ⊂ g and a corresponding connected semisim-
ple proper Lie subgroup G(v) ⊂ G such that

⊕
α∈Φ(v) gα ⊂ g(v) and

av̇g = gav̇ for all v̇ ∈
⋂

α∈Π(v)

ker(α) and g ∈ G(v).

(2) We have
⊕

α∈Π(v) Rhα ⊂ g(v) and the decomposition

a =
⋂

α∈Π(v)

ker(α)⊕
⊕

α∈Π(v)

Rhα.

(3) The subspaces
⋂
α∈Π(v) ker(α) ⊂ a ⊂ g and g(v) ⊂ g are orthogonal.

Proof. Suppose r ≥ 2. Let v ∈ ∂a+ \ {0}. We first prove property (1). We will
construct a semisimple proper Lie subalgebra g(v) ⊂ g and a connected semisimple
proper Lie subgroupG(v) ⊂ G in the following fashion. Let ΦC be the root system of
the complexification gC = C⊗Rg with respect to a Cartan subalgebra gC0 containing
a, whose ordering is compatible with that of Φ. Then, we have the root space
decomposition gC = gC0 ⊕

⊕
β∈ΦC gCβ where it is well-known that the root spaces are

of one complex dimension. Now, let

ΦC(v) =
{
β ∈ ΦC : β|a ∈ Φ(v)

}
=
{
β ∈ ΦC : β(v) = 0

}
⊂ ΦC
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be a proper root subsystem. Let ΠC(v) ⊂ ΦC(v)+ be the set of simple roots. Using
the Chevalley basis{

hCβ ∈ gC0 : β ∈ ΠC(v)
}
∪
{
eC±β ∈ gC±β : β ∈ ΦC(v)+

}
(12)

corresponding to ΦC(v), we obtain a complex semisimple proper Lie subalgebra
gC(v) ⊂ gC. As before, it has the root space decomposition

gC(v) = gC(v)0 ⊕
⊕

β∈ΦC(v)

gC(v)β

where gC(v)0 =
⊕

β∈ΠC(v) ChCβ is the Cartan subalgebra and gC(v)±β = gC±β =

CeC±β for all β ∈ ΦC(v)+. Denote by σ : gC → gC the real linear involutive
automorphism given by complex conjugation, i.e., σ(x+ iy) = x− iy for all x, y ∈ g.
We claim that

σ
(
gC(v)

)
= gC(v)

so that σ restricts to a real linear involutive automorphism on gC(v). Firstly, for all
β ∈ ΦC, it is easy to check that σ

(
gCβ
)
= gCβσ where we define βσ = β ◦ σ which we

note satisfies (βσ)σ = β. Secondly, for all β ∈ ΦC(v), we have βσ|a = β|a ∈ Φ(v)
from definitions which implies βσ ∈ ΦC(v) (cf. [Hel01, Chapter VI, §3, Theorem
3.4]). So indeed, ΦC(v) and hence also gC(v) are closed under σ. Thus, we can take
the real part of gC(v), i.e., the fixed points of σ|gC(v), and obtain the real semisim-
ple Lie algebra g(v) = g ∩ gC(v) which is a proper real Lie subalgebra of both g
and gC(v). Note that g(v) is indeed semisimple since the Killing form B|g(v)×g(v)

is nondegenerate, being the restriction of a nondegenerate complex-valued Killing
form on gC(v). In fact, g(v) which we constructed has a (not necessarily connected)
Satake diagram corresponding to the data (ΦC(v), σ) obtained by deleting the Ga-
lois orbits of some white nodes of the Satake diagram corresponding to the data
(ΦC, σ). We finally take G(v) ⊂ G to be the connected semisimple proper Lie
subgroup corresponding to the semisimple proper Lie subalgebra g(v) ⊂ g.

Denote

ΦC(v)α =
{
β ∈ ΦC(v) : β|a = α

}
⊂ ΦC(v) for all α ∈ Φ(v),

ΦC(v)a =
{
β ∈ ΦC(v) : β|a ̸= 0

}
⊂ ΦC(v).

By similar arguments as above, ΦC(v)α is closed under σ for all α ∈ Φ(v), and
hence so is ΦC(v)a. Consequently,

gα = g ∩
⊕

β∈ΦC(v)α

gCβ .

Therefore, we have (cf. [Hel01, Chapter VI, §3, Theorem 3.4])⊕
α∈Φ(v)

gα = g ∩
⊕

β∈ΦC(v)a

gCβ ⊂ g(v).

Now, let v̇ ∈
⋂
α∈Π(v) ker(α) ⊂ a. We have [v̇, x] = β(v)x = 0 for all x ∈ gCβ

and β ∈ ΦC(v). Using the Chevalley basis from Eq. (12) and the Jacobi identity, it
extends to [v̇, x] = 0 for all x ∈ gC(v). In particular,

[v̇, x] = 0 for all x ∈ g(v).
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Calculating as in Eq. (9) on any neighborhood of the identity element e ∈ G(v)

such as exp
(
B

g(v)
ϵG (0)

)
and recalling that it generates G(v) by connectedness, we

conclude that

av̇g = gav̇ for all v̇ ∈
⋂

α∈Π(v)

ker(α) and g ∈ G(v).

Next, we prove property (2). The decomposition is a simple exercise in linear
algebra and for the containment, it suffices to show that hα ∈ g(v) for all α ∈ Φ(v).
Let α ∈ Φ(v). We take any nonzero eα ∈ gα ⊂ g(v) and e−α = θ(eα) ∈ g−α ⊂ g(v)
and use the element [eα, e−α] ∈ g(v). We compute using the Jacobi identity that
[eα, e−α] ∈ g0 = a ⊕ m and by applying θ we see that [eα, e−α] ∈ p. Hence
[eα, e−α] ∈ (a⊕m) ∩ p = a Finally, for all w ∈ a, we compute that

B(w, [eα, e−α]) = B([w, eα], e−α) = α(w)B(eα, e−α)

= −α(w)Bθ(eα, eα) = −∥eα∥2α(w)

and since eα ̸= 0, this shows that [eα, e−α] ∈ Rhα \ {0}.
Finally, we prove property (3). Let v̇ ∈

⋂
α∈Π(v) ker(α) ⊂ a. We will show that

⟨v̇, x⟩ = Bθ(v̇, x) = 0 for all x ∈ g(v). Extend the Cartan involution to θ : gC → gC

and the associated negative definite bilinear form to Bθ : gC × gC → C by complex
linearity. Since g(v) ⊂ gC(v), it suffices to show by linearity that Bθ(v̇, x) = 0 for
all x ∈ gC(v)β and β ∈ ΦC(v) ∪ {0}. To this end, first let β ∈ ΦC(v). As β ̸= 0,
there exists wβ ∈ gC(v)0 such that β(wβ) ̸= 0. Since v̇, wβ ∈ gC0 , for all x ∈ gCβ , we
have

β(wβ)Bθ(v̇, x) = β(wβ)B(v̇, x) = B(v̇, [wβ , x]) = B([v̇, wβ ], x) = 0

which implies Bθ(v̇, x) = 0. Next, recalling that gC(v)0 =
⊕

β∈ΠC(v) ChCβ , we have

Bθ
(
v̇, hCβ

)
= B

(
v̇,
[
eCβ , e

C
−β
])

= B
([
v̇, eCβ

]
, eC−β

)
= β(v̇)B

(
eCβ , e

C
−β
)
= 0

for all β ∈ ΠC(v). ■

For all v ∈ ∂a+ \ {0}, we continue to denote by g(v) and G(v) to be the ones
provided by Proposition 3.4 for the rest of the section.

Suppose r ≥ 2. For all α ∈ Π, it determines a closed half-space Ha
α ⊂ a on which

α is nonnegative. The closed positive Weyl chamber can then be written as

a+ =
⋂
α∈Π

Ha
α.

Its walls are

W a
α = ker(α) ∩

⋂
α′∈Π\{α}

Ha
α′ for all α ∈ Π.

There exists ϵΠ > 0 such that the spherical simplex a+ ∩ ∂Ba
1 (0) is not covered by

{Ba
ϵΠ(W

a
α)}α∈Π which we fix for the rest of this section. In fact, the optimal ϵΠ > 0

can be found using the incenter of the spherical simplex a+∩∂Ba
1 (0). In any case, we

can guarantee that
⋂
α∈ΠB

a
ϵΠ(W

a
α) = ∅. We now prove the following proposition.

It is crucial that we treat the region
⋃
α∈ΠB

a
ϵΠ(W

a
α) uniformly rather than the walls

∂a+ =
⋃
α∈ΠW

a
α separately in order to ensure that the obtained constant Cw,u+,u−

is truly independent of v ∈
⋃
α∈ΠB

a
ϵΠ(W

a
α). The obstruction in the later approach
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is that the exponential decay obtained for v ∈
⋃
α∈ΠB

a
ϵΠ(W

a
α) \

⋃
α∈ΠW

a
α has an

exponential rate which goes to 0 as v approaches the walls ∂a+ =
⋃
α∈ΠW

a
α .

Proposition 3.5. Suppose r ≥ 2. Let v ∈
⋃
α∈ΠB

a
ϵΠ(W

a
α) with ∥v∥ = 1, w ∈ a,

u+ ∈ U+, and u− ∈ U−. Then, we have

|d(o, u−atvawu+o)− (t+ ⟨w, v⟩)| ≪ eO(∥w∥+d(o,u+o)+d(o,u−o))t−1

for all t > 0.

Proof. Suppose r ≥ 2. We fix the constant

c = min
α∈Π

min
v′∈ker(α)⊥,∥v′∥=1

α(v′).

Let v, w, u+, and u− be as in the proposition. Note that c is independent of v. For
the sake of readability, we focus on the decay rate at first pass. Throughout the
proof, the dependence of implicit constants on w, u+, and u− are all continuous. In
fact, at the end, we show that the final constant coefficient depending continuously
on w, u+, and u− can indeed be taken to be O

(
eO(∥w∥+d(o,u+o)+d(o,u−o))

)
. Let

Π̇(v) = {α ∈ Π : v ∈ Ba
ϵΠ(W

a
α)} ⊂ Π

which is a proper subset due to the choice of ϵΠ. Let Φ̇(v) ⊂ Φ be the maximal root
subsystem generated by Π̇(v) which is automatically proper. Then by construction,
we have

α(v) ≥ cϵΠ for all α ∈ Φ+ \ Φ̇(v)+.
Denote by v̇ the orthogonal projection of v onto

⋂
α∈Π̇(v) ker(α). Then in fact,

Π̇(v) = Π(v̇) and Φ̇(v) = Φ(v̇) and we can write

v = v̇ + v̂, w = ẇ + ŵ

with v̂, ŵ ∈ g(v̇) using the decomposition a =
⋂
α∈Π̇(v) ker(α)⊕

⊕
α∈Π̇(v) Rhα given

by property (2) in Proposition 3.4. Write log(u±) =
∑
α∈Φ+ u±α ∈

⊕
α∈Φ+ g∓α. We

make the decompositions

u+ = û+u̇+, u− = u̇−û−

such that log(u̇±) =
∑
α∈Φ̇(v)+ u

±
α ∈ g(v̇) by property (1) of Proposition 3.4. By

the Baker–Campbell–Hausdorff formula, we necessarily have

log(û±) ∈
⊕

α∈Φ+\Φ̇(v)+

g∓α.

Then, by the reverse triangle inequality and Lemma 3.3, for all t ≥ 0, we have

|d(o, u−atvawu+o)− d(o, u̇−atvawu
+o)|

≤ d(u̇−atvawu
+o, u̇−û−atvawu

+o)

= d(awu
+o, a−tvû

−atvawu
+o)

≤ C1e
−cϵΠt

and also

|d(o, u̇−atvawu+o)− d(o, u̇−atvawu̇
+o)|

= |d(o, u̇−atvawû+u̇+o)− d(u̇−atvawû
+a−wa−tv(u̇

−)−1o, u̇−atvawû
+u̇+o)|

≤ d(o, u̇−atvawû
+a−wa−tv(u̇

−)−1o)
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= d(a−w(u̇
−)−1o, atvû

+a−tva−w(u̇
−)−1o)

≤ C2e
−cϵΠt

where C1, C2 > 0 are constants which depend continuously on w, u+, and u−, but
independent of v.

Let t ≥ 0. In light of the above estimates, it suffices to treat d(o, u̇−atvawu̇+o).
We first study the Cartan decomposition of u̇−atvawu̇+ using Proposition 3.4. Re-
calling that u̇± ∈ G(v̇), we use property (1) in Proposition 3.4 to obtain

u̇−atvawu̇
+ = atv̇aẇu̇

−atv̂aŵu̇
+.

Then, atv̂, aŵ ∈ G(v̇) also and hence u̇−atv̂aŵu̇+ ∈ G(v̇). Now, as G(v̇) ⊂ G is
semisimple, G(v̇) itself has a Cartan decomposition G(v̇) = K(v̇)A(v̇)+K(v̇) and
as in Section 2, we can arrange it so that

A(v̇) < A, A(v̇)+ ⊂ A+, K(v̇) < K.

Denote by a(v̇)+ the Lie algebra of A(v̇)+. So there exist k1, k2 ∈ K(v̇) < K
and w0 ∈ a(v̇)+ such that u̇−atv̂aŵu̇+ = k1aw0k2. Again using property (1) in
Proposition 3.4, we obtain the Cartan decomposition

u̇−atvawu̇
+ = atv̇aẇu̇

−atv̂aŵu̇
+ = atv̇aẇk1aw0

k2 = k1atv̇aẇaw0
k2 (13)

where by property (3) in Proposition 3.4, we have

⟨v̇, v̂⟩ = ⟨v̇, ŵ⟩ = ⟨v̇, w0⟩ = ⟨ẇ, v̂⟩ = ⟨ẇ, ŵ⟩ = ⟨ẇ, w0⟩ = 0. (14)

Recall that the decomposition u̇−atv̂aŵu̇+ = k1aw0k2 with respect to the Cartan
decomposition of G is unique up to the equivalence relation (k1, k2) ∼ (k1m,m

−1k2)
for all m ∈M . Since M = ZK(A), the same Eq. (13) actually holds for any decom-
position u̇−atv̂aŵu̇+ = k1aw0

k2 with k1, k2 ∈ K and w0 ∈ a+ (which automatically
implies w0 ∈ a(v)+).

Now, we estimate ∥w0∥ = d(o, k1aw0k2o) = d(o, u̇−atv̂aŵu̇+o). Using similar
techniques as before, for all t ≥ 0, we get

|d(o, u̇−atv̂aŵu̇+o)− d(o, atv̂aŵu̇
+o)|

≤ d(atv̂aŵu̇
+o, u̇−atv̂aŵu̇

+o)

= d(aŵu̇
+o, a−tv̂u̇

−atv̂aŵu̇
+o)

≤ C3e
−c∥v̂∥t

and also

|d(o, atv̂aŵu̇+o)− d(o, atv̂aŵo)|
= |d(o, atv̂aŵu̇+o)− d(atv̂aŵu̇

+a−ŵa−tv̂o, atv̂aŵu̇
+o)|

≤ d(o, atv̂aŵu̇
+a−ŵa−tv̂o)

= d(a−ŵo, atv̂u̇
+a−tv̂a−ŵo)

≤ C4e
−c∥v̂∥t

where C3, C4 > 0 are constants which depend continuously on w, u+, and u−, but
independent of v. Using the above estimates, for all t ≥ 0, we have

∥w0∥ = d(o, u̇−atv̂aŵu̇
+o) = d(o, atv̂aŵo) +Ow,u+,u−

(
e−c∥v̂∥t

)
= ∥tv̂ + ŵ∥+Ow,u+,u−

(
e−c∥v̂∥t

)
.
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Using the Cartan decomposition in Eq. (13), the orthogonality properties in Eq. (14),
and the estimate for ∥w0∥, for all t ≥ 0, we obtain

d(o, u̇−atvawu̇
+o) = ∥tv̇ + ẇ + w0∥ =

√
∥tv̇ + ẇ∥2 + ∥w0∥2

=

√
∥tv̇ + ẇ∥2 +

(
∥tv̂ + ŵ∥+Ow,u+,u−

(
e−c∥v̂∥t

))2
=

√
t2(∥v̇∥2+∥v̂∥2)+2t(⟨ẇ,v̇⟩+⟨ŵ,v̂⟩)+(∥ẇ∥2+∥ŵ∥2)

+Ow,u+,u−
(
∥tv̂+ŵ∥e−c∥v̂∥t

)
=
√

(t2 + 2t⟨w, v⟩+ ⟨w, v⟩2) + (∥w∥2 − ⟨w, v⟩2) +Ow,u+,u−
(
∥tv̂ + ŵ∥e−c∥tv̂∥

)
.

Clearly, ∥w∥2 − ⟨w, v⟩2 ≤ ∥w∥2 = Ow(1). Now, consider the nonnegative contin-
uous map a → R≥0 given by v′ 7→ ∥v′ + ŵ∥e−c∥v′∥ ≤ ∥v′∥e−c∥v′∥ + ∥ŵ∥ which
varies continuously in w. Along each ray R≥0v

′
0 for some v′0 ∈ a with ∥v′0∥ = 1,

the map attains some maximum Mv′0,w which depends continuously on v′0 and w.
Therefore, by compactness of the unit sphere centered at 0 in a, the map attains
a maximum Mw = maxv′0∈a,∥v′0∥=1Mv′0,w on a which depends continuously on w,
but is independent of v. In fact, Mw ≪ (ce)−1 + ∥ŵ∥ ≤ c−1 + ∥w∥. Consequently,
Ow,u+,u−

(
∥tv̂ + ŵ∥e−c∥tv̂∥

)
= Ow,u+,u−(1). Note that the vector tv̂ with exactly

that scaling in the first factor was crucial for this. Thus, continuing the calcula-
tion using Taylor’s theorem, for all t ≫w,u+,u− 1 (where we can take the implicit
constant to be the same as that of Ow,u+,u−(t−2) in the second equality below), we
obtain

d(o, u̇−atvawu̇
+o) =

√
(t+ ⟨w, v⟩)2 +Ow,u+,u−(1)

= (t+ ⟨w, v⟩)
√
1 +Ow,u+,u−(t−2)

= (t+ ⟨w, v⟩)
(
1 +Ow,u+,u−(t−2)

)
= (t+ ⟨w, v⟩) +Ow,u+,u−(t−1)

(15)

as desired.
Let us now focus on the constant coefficients. By Lemma 3.3, triangle inequality,

and left G-invariance of the metric, we have

C1 = O
(
eO(d(o,awu

+o)+d(o,û−o))
)
≤ O

(
eO(∥w∥+d(o,u+o)+d(o,û−o))

)
,

C2 = O
(
eO(d(o,u̇−awo)+d(o,û

+o))
)
≤ O

(
eO(∥w∥+d(o,u̇−o)+d(o,û+o))

)
,

C3 = O
(
eO(d(o,aŵu̇

+o)+d(o,u̇−o))
)
≤ O

(
eO(∥ŵ∥+d(o,u̇+o)+d(o,u̇−o))

)
,

C4 = O
(
eO(d(o,aŵo)+d(o,u̇

+o))
)
≤ O

(
eO(∥ŵ∥+d(o,u̇+o))

)
.

We have ∥ŵ∥ ≤ ∥w∥. We also have ∥ log(u̇±)∥ ≤ ∥ log(u±)∥ from definitions and
the orthogonality of the restricted root space decomposition and so together with
property (3) in Lemma 3.2, we get

d(o, u̇±o) ≪ log(1 + ∥ log(u̇±)∥) ≤ log(1 + ∥ log(u±)∥) ≪ d(o, u±o).

Again by triangle inequality as above, we also get

d(o, û±o) = d(o, u±(u̇±)−1o) ≤ d(o, u±o) + d(o, u̇±o) ≪ d(o, u±o).

Thus, Cj = O
(
eO(∥w∥+d(o,u+o)+d(o,u−o))

)
for all 1 ≤ j ≤ 4. These constants propa-

gate through the rest of the proof, possibly increasing only by factors of absolute
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constants. Two other implicit constants which additionally appear towards the end
of the argument above are both O

(
eO(∥w∥)). We carry these constants through in

Eq. (15). Thus, we arrive at the final constant coefficient of

O
(
eO(∥w∥+d(o,u+o)+d(o,u−o))

)
as desired. ■

3.2. Statement and derivation of the main estimates. In Proposition 3.6
and Corollary 3.7, we denote by da : G/K × G/K → a+ the left G-invariant and
right K-invariant vector-valued metric on the symmetric space G/K, i.e., for all
x = go ∈ G/K and y = ho ∈ G/K, we define da(x, y) ∈ a+ to be the Cartan
projection of g−1h which is the unique element such that g−1h ∈ Kada(x,y)K.
Consequently, d(x, y) = ∥da(x, y)∥ for all x, y ∈ G/K. Also, we allow ξ· : R → G/K
to be in a larger class of curves than geodesics. In fact, it is a geodesic if and only if
g2 ∈ K. Although we do not need the vector-valued metric version of property (1)
in Proposition 3.6, we provide it for completeness and also for independent interest.

Proposition 3.6. Let x = gxo ∈ G/K and y = gyo ∈ G/K. Let ξ = kM ∈
F ∼= K/M , g1 ∈ kAU−, g2 ∈ G, and v ∈ a+ with ∥v∥ = 1. Define the curve
ξ· : R → G/K by ξt = g1atvg2o for all t ∈ R. By the Iwasawa decomposition, there
exist unique elements with unique decompositions∑

α∈Φ+

u−x,α ∈
⊕
α∈Φ+

gα,
∑
α∈Φ+

uy,α ∈
⊕
α∈Φ+

gα,
∑
α∈Φ+

ug2,α ∈
⊕
α∈Φ+

g−α (16)

and wx, wy ∈ a such that

g−1
1 gx ∈ e

∑
α∈Φ+ ux,αawxK, g−1

1 gy ∈ e
∑
α∈Φ+ uy,αawyK, g2 ∈ e

∑
α∈Φ+ ug2,αAK.

Let

Φ+
z = {α ∈ Φ+ : uz,α ̸= 0} for all z ∈ {x, y, g2}. (17)

Then, there exists C = O
(
eO(d(o,g−1

1 x)+d(o,g−1
1 y)+d(o,g2o))

)
, such that the following

holds.
(1) If either of the alternatives

(a) η := minα∈Φ+
x ∪Φ+

y
α(v) > 0 and βξ(x, y) = wy − wx = 0;

(b) η := minα∈Φ+
x ∪Φ+

y ∪Φ+
g2
α(v) > 0;

is satisfied, then we have

∥(da(x, ξt)− da(y, ξt))− βξ(x, y)∥ ≤ Ce−ηt for all t ≥ 0.

(2) We have

|(d(x, ξt)− d(y, ξt))− ⟨da(x, ξt)− da(y, ξt), v⟩| ≤

{
0, r = 1

Ct−1, r ≥ 2

for all t > 0.
(3) We have

|(d(x, ξt)− d(y, ξt))− ⟨βξ(x, y), v⟩| ≤ Ct−1 for all t > 0.

Proof. Let x = gxo, y = gyo, ξ, g1, g2, v, and ξ· be as in the proposition. Applying
the isometry g−1

1 ∈ G, without loss of generality, we may assume that ξt = atvg2o
for all t ∈ R. Using property (3) for the Busemann function in Subsection 2.1, it
suffices to prove properties (1) and (2) of the proposition for x = o ∈ G/K, i.e.,



FINITARY ESTIMATES FOR THE DISTRIBUTION OF LATTICE ORBITS 27

we may assume gx = e. For convenience, let us relabel g := gy and h := g2. Using
the Iwasawa decomposition in the form G = U−AK, without loss of generality,
we may assume that g = u−g awg ∈ U−A. Then, g−1 = a−wg (u

−
g )

−1 ∈ KAU−,
and hence σ(g−1, ξ) = −wg. Thus, βξ(x, y) = wg. Similarly, using the Iwasawa
decomposition in the form G = U+AK, without loss of generality, we may assume
that h = u+h awh ∈ U+A. As in the proof of Proposition 3.5, we focus on the decay
rate at first pass and then take care of the constant coefficients at the very end.

Let us first prove property (1). Suppose either property (1)(a) or property (1)(b)
holds and let η > 0 be fixed accordingly. We will use several times the usual triangle
inequality for the norm ∥ · ∥ on a as well as the reverse triangle inequalities for da:

∥da(x, y′)− da(x, y)∥ ≤ ∥da(y, y′)∥ and ∥da(x, y)− da(x
′, y)∥ ≤ ∥da(x, x′)∥

for all x, x′, y, y′ ∈ G/K. They follow from [Kas08, Lemma 2.3] (see also [KLP18,
Eq. (2-7)] and [KLM09, Section 3.8]). We calculate for all t ∈ R that

∥(da(x, ξt)− da(y, ξt))− βξ(x, y)∥
= ∥da(o, atvho)− da(go, atvho)− wg∥
≤ ∥da(o, atvho)− da(o, atv−wgho)− wg∥

+ ∥da(o, atv−wgho)− da(go, atvho)∥.

(18)

Using Lemma 3.3, we bound the second term on the right hand side of Eq. (18) for
all t ≥ 0 as

∥da(o, atv−wgho)− da(go, atvho)∥
=
∥∥da(u−g awgo, u−g atvho)− da

(
u−g awgo, atvho

)∥∥
≤
∥∥da(atvho, u−g atvho)∥∥

=
∥∥da(ho, a−tvu−g atvho)∥∥

= d
(
ho, a−tvu

−
g atvho

)
≤ C1e

−ηt

where C1 ≥ 0 is a constant depending continuously on g and h, but independent
of v. We bound the first term on the right hand side of Eq. (18) in the following
fashion. For all t ∈ R, if wg = 0, then clearly

∥da(o, atvho)− da(o, atv−wgho)− wg∥ = 0

and if wg ̸= 0, then

∥da(o, atvho)− da(o, atv−wgho)− wg∥
≤ ∥da(o, atvho)− (tv + wh)∥+ ∥(tv + wh − wg)− da(o, atv−wgho)∥.

(19)

Again using Lemma 3.3, we bound the first term on the right hand side of Eq. (19)
for all t ≥ 0 as

∥da(o, atvho)− (tv + wh)∥
=
∥∥da(o, atvu+h awho)− da(o, atv+who)

∥∥
=
∥∥da(o, atvu+h awho)− da

(
atvu

+
h a−tvo, atvu

+
h awho

)∥∥
≤
∥∥da(o, atvu+h a−tvo)∥∥

= d
(
o, atvu

+
h a−tvo

)



28 ZUO LIN AND PRATYUSH SARKAR

≤ C2e
−ηt

where C2 ≥ 0 is a constant depending continuously on h, but independent of v. By
the same calculation with tv −wg in place of tv, we bound the second term on the
right hand side of Eq. (19) as

∥(tv + wh − wg)− da(o, atv−wgho)∥ ≤
∥∥da(o, atv−wgu+h a−(tv−wg)o

)∥∥
≤ d
(
awgo, atvu

+
h a−tvawgo

)
≤ C3e

−ηt

where C3 ≥ 0 is a constant depending continuously on g and h, but independent of
v. Combining the inequalities concludes the proof of property (1).

Next, we prove property (2). When r = dim(a) = 1, it is immediate. Now
suppose r ≥ 2. The vectors da(x, ξt) and da(y, ξt) are Cartan projections of atvh
and g−1atvh, respectively. By [Ben97, Lemma 4.6], there exists a compact subset
Cg,h ⊂ a such that

da(x, ξt) = tv + ex(t), da(y, ξt) = tv + ey(t),

for some ex(t), ey(t) ∈ Cg,h, for all t ∈ R. In fact, for all t ≥ 0, we have the precise
bounds

∥ex(t)∥ = ∥da(x, ξt)− tv∥ = ∥da(o, atvho)− da(o, atvo)∥
≤ ∥da(atvo, atvho)∥ = ∥da(o, ho)∥ = d(o, ho)

and similarly

∥ey(t)∥ ≤ d(o, a−tvgatvo) + d(o, ho)

≤ d(o, a−tvu
−
g atvo) + d(a−tvu

−
g atvo, a−tvu

−
g atvawgo) + d(o, ho)

≤ d
(
o, u−g o

)
+ ∥wg∥+ d(o, ho)

using Eq. (9) property (3) in Lemma 3.2. For all t ≫g,h 1, decomposing ex(t) =
⟨ex(t), v⟩v + ex,v⊥(t) in an orthogonal fashion for some ex,v⊥(t) ∈ a, we have

d(x, ξt) = ∥da(x, ξt)∥ =
√

(t+ ⟨ex(t), v⟩)2 + ex,v⊥(t)2

= (t+ ⟨ex(t), v⟩)
√
1 +Og,h(t−2)

= (t+ ⟨ex(t), v⟩)(1 +Og,h(t
−2))

= (t+ ⟨ex(t), v⟩) +Og,h(t
−1)

= ⟨da(x, ξt), v⟩+Og,h(t
−1)

where the implicit constant depends continuously on g and h, but is independent on
v. The same calculation holds for y in place of x. Applying the triangle inequality
finishes the proof of property (2).

Finally, we prove property (3). If r = 1, then it is just a weakening of property (1)
which has been proven. Now suppose r ≥ 2. It suffices to treat the regions a+ ∩⋃
α∈ΠB

a
ϵΠ(W

a
α) and a+ \

⋃
α∈ΠB

a
ϵΠ(W

a
α) separately. If v ∈ a+ \

⋃
α∈ΠB

a
ϵΠ(W

a
α),

then property (3) follows from properties (1) and (2) since the corresponding η > 0
is bounded away from 0 uniformly in v. Now suppose v ∈

⋃
α∈ΠB

a
ϵΠ(W

a
α). By
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appropriate conjugations, we write g = u−g awg = awg (ũ
−
g )

−1 ∈ AU− and h =

u+h awh = awh ũ
+
h ∈ AU+. For all t > 0, we get

|(d(x, ξt)− d(y, ξt))− ⟨βξ(x, y), v⟩|
= |d(o, atvho)− d(go, atvho)− ⟨wg, v⟩|
≤ |d(o, atvho)− (t+ ⟨wh, v⟩)|+ |d(o, g−1atvho)− (t+ ⟨wh − wg, v⟩)|
=
∣∣d(o, atvawh ũ+h o)− (t+ ⟨wh, v⟩)

∣∣+ ∣∣d(o, ũ−g atvawh−wg ũ+h o)− (t+ ⟨wh − wg, v⟩)
∣∣.

Applying Proposition 3.5 to both terms finishes the proof of property (3).
Let us now deal with the constant coefficients. First, we establish some useful

bounds. By Harish-Chandra’s inequality from [JL01, Chapter I, §6, Theorem 6.2]
(cf. [JL01, Chapter I, §6, Theorem 6.1] and [HC58, Lemma 35]), we have ∥wg∥ ≤
∥da(o, go)∥ = d(o, go) and ∥wh∥ ≤ ∥da(o, ho)∥ = d(o, ho). Using this inequality,
triangle inequality, and left G-invariance of the metric, we also get

d
(
o, u−g o

)
≤ d
(
o, u−g awgo

)
+ d
(
u−g awgo, u

−
g o
)
= d(o, go) + ∥wg∥ ≪ d(o, go).

Similarly

d
(
o, u+h o

)
≤ d(o, ho), d

(
o, ũ−g o

)
≤ d(o, go), d

(
o, ũ+h o

)
≤ d(o, ho).

We will utilize these bounds to derive the formulas for the constant coefficients.
For property (1), we use Lemma 3.3 and triangle inequality as before to get

C1 = O
(
eO(d(o,ho)+d(o,u−

g o))
)
≤ O

(
eO(d(o,go)+d(o,ho))

)
,

C2 = O
(
eO(d(o,u+

h o))
)
≤ O

(
eO(d(o,ho))

)
,

C3 = O
(
eO(d(o,awgo)+d(o,u

+
h o))

)
≤ O

(
eO(d(o,go)+d(o,ho))

)
,

giving the final constant coefficient of O
(
eO(d(o,go)+d(o,ho))

)
. Similarly, for prop-

erty (2), we obtain the final constant coefficient of O
(
eO(d(o,go)+d(o,ho))

)
since both

∥ex(t)∥ and ∥ey(t)∥ are of the same order which we simply carry through. The
constant provided by Proposition 3.5 in the proof of property (3) is

O
(
eO(∥wg∥+∥wh∥+d(o,ũ−

g o))+d(o,ũ
+
h o))

)
which again gives the final constant coefficient of O

(
eO(d(o,go)+d(o,ho))

)
. Finally, for

all three properties, reverting the reductions from the beginning of the proof and
recalling x = gxo and y = gyo gives the final constant coefficient of

O
(
eO(d(o,g−1

1 x)+d(o,g−1
1 y)+d(o,g2o))

)
.

■

For the following corollary, recall the constant η1 > 0 from Eq. (4).

Corollary 3.7. Let x, y ∈ G/K. Let ξ = kM ∈ F ∼= K/M , g1 ∈ kAU−, g2 ∈ G,
and v ∈ a+ with ∥v∥ = 1. Define the curve ξ· : R → G/K by ξt = g1atvg2o for all
t ∈ R. Then, there exists C = O

(
eO(d(o,g−1

1 x)+d(o,g−1
1 y)+d(o,g2o))

)
such that

|(d(x, ξt)− d(y, ξt))− ⟨βξ(x, y), v⟩| ≤

{
Ce−η1t, r = 1

Ct−1, r ≥ 2
for all t > 0.
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Remark 3.8. It is evident in the proof of Proposition 3.6 that it is greatly simplified
when the unit vectors v ∈ a+ are uniformly bounded away from the walls ∂a+ since
Proposition 3.5 is not needed in that case. For our purposes later in the paper
(see the derivation of Eq. (32)), we actually take unit vectors v ∈ a+H ⊂ a+ which
are bounded away from the walls ∂a+H and so the simpler proof of Proposition 3.6
suffices if a+H ̸⊂ ∂a+. However, this is not the case in many interesting settings. The
simplest example for which a+H ⊂ ∂a+ occurs is (G,H) = (SL4(R),SOQ(R)◦) where
we take the quadratic form Q(x1, x2, x3, x4) = x22 + x23 − 2x1x4 so that SOQ(R)◦ ∼=
SO(3, 1)◦. More generally, a+H ⊂ ∂a+ for (G,H) = (SLn(R),SOQ(R)◦) where we
take the quadratic form Q(x1, x2, . . . , xp+q) =

∑p
j=q+1 x

2
j − 2

∑q
j=1 xjxp+q+1−j so

that SOQ(R)◦ ∼= SO(p, q)◦, whenever p, q, n ∈ N with n = p+ q and p ≥ q satisfies
n− 2q ≥ 2. This is because in this case

a+H = {diag(t1, . . . , tq, 1, . . . , 1,−tq, . . . ,−t1) : t1, . . . , tq ∈ R}

and one of the roots in Φ vanishes on a+H since there are at least two entries with 1’s.
Note also that such subgroups H are noncompact semisimple symmetric maximal
proper subgroups (see Subsection 2.2).

4. Effective volume calculations for Riemannian skew balls

In this section, we prove Theorem 4.2 which gives precise asymptotic formulas
for the volume of Riemannian skew balls of H in G, strengthening [GW07, Theorem
9.3]. Corollary 4.3 immediately follows. Related volume formulas appear in [Mau07,
GOS09, BO12].

Notation 4.1. As we restrict our attention to the subgroupH < G in this subsection,
we drop the subscript H for all the objects introduced in Section 2 (except measures
and ranks) for convenience, unless otherwise mentioned. We warn the reader that
these objects should not be confused with those associated to G.

For the rest of the paper, we fix the following. Fix βr := π
r
2Γ
(
r
2 + 1

)−1
> 0 to

be the volume of a unit ball of dimension r ≥ 0. Fix v2ρ ∈ a to be the unit vector
in the direction of maximal growth for 2ρ ∈ a∗ so that we have the growth rate
δ2ρ := ∥2ρ∥ = maxv∈a,∥v∥=1 2ρ(v) = 2ρ(v2ρ). It is well-known that v2ρ ∈ int(a+)
(see for example [GW07, Lemma 9.2] and its proof). Also, recall the constant
η1 ∈ (0, δ2ρ) from Eq. (4).

Theorem 4.2. Fix the constant

ω0 := 2
rH−1

2 δ
− rH+1

2
2ρ βrH−1

∫ +∞

0

e−xx
rH−1

2 dx.

For all g1, g2 ∈ G, there exist constants

ϖ[g1, g2] := βe+(g
−1
1 o, o) + i(βe−(g2o, o)) = O(d(o, g1o) + d(o, g2o)),

C[g1, g2] :=
ω0

2mΦ+µM (M)

∫
K

∫
K

e−δ2ρ⟨ϖ[g1k1,k2g2],v2ρ⟩ dµK(k1) dµK(k2)

E[g1, g2] = O
(
eO(d(o,g1o)+d(o,g2o))

)
varying continuously in g1 and g2 such that

µH(HT [g1, g2]) =

{
C[g1, g2]e

δ2ρT + E[g1, g2]e
(δ2ρ−η1)T , r = 1

C[g1, g2]T
rH−1

2 eδ2ρT + E[g1, g2] log(T )
1
2T

rH−2

2 eδ2ρT , r ≥ 2
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for all T ≥ 0 in the r = 1 case and for all T ≥ Ω
(
eΩ(d(o,g1o)+d(o,g2o))

)
in the r ≥ 2

case.

As a corollary, we also obtain a precise asymptotic formula for the ratio of the
volume of Riemannian skew balls, which is an effective version of property D2 in
[GW07].

Corollary 4.3. Let g1, g2 ∈ G. Fix the positive constants C[g1, g−1
2 ] and C[e, e]

provided by Theorem 4.2. Fix

α̃(g1, g2) :=
C[g1, g

−1
2 ]

C[e, e]
=

2mΦ+µM (M)

ω0µK(K)2
C[g1, g

−1
2 ].

There exists α̃′(g1, g2) = O
(
eO(d(o,g1o)+d(o,g2o))

)
varying continuously in g1 and g2

such that

µH(HT [g1, g
−1
2 ])

µH(HT )
=

{
α̃(g1, g2) + α̃′(g1, g2)e−η1T , r = 1

α̃(g1, g2) + α̃′(g1, g2)T− 1
2 log(T )

1
2 , r ≥ 2

for all T ≥ 0 in the r = 1 case and for all T ≥ Ω
(
eΩ(d(o,g1o)+d(o,g2o))

)
in the r ≥ 2

case.

Proof. Let g1, g2, C[g1, g−1
2 ], C[e, e], and T be as in the corollary. Let E[g1, g

−1
2 ] =

O
(
eO(d(o,g1o)+d(o,g2o))

)
and E[e, e] be the constants provided by Theorem 4.2. Sup-

pose r = 1. Using Theorem 4.2 and Taylor’s theorem, we calculate that

µH(HT [g1, g
−1
2 ])

µH(HT )
=
C[g1, g

−1
2 ]eδ2ρT + E[g1, g

−1
2 ]e(δ2ρ−η1)T

C[e, e]eδ2ρT + E[e, e]e(δ2ρ−η1)T

=
α̃(g1, g2) +O

(
eO(d(o,g1o)+d(o,g2o))

)
e−η1T

1 +O
(
e−η1T

)
= α̃(g1, g2) +O

(
eO(d(o,g1o)+d(o,g2o))

)
e−η1T .

Suppose r ≥ 2. Again, using Theorem 4.2 and Taylor’s theorem, we calculate that

µH(HT [g1, g
−1
2 ])

µH(HT )
=
C[g1, g

−1
2 ]T

rH−1

2 eδ2ρT + E[g1, g
−1
2 ] log(T )

1
2T

rH−2

2 eδ2ρT

C[e, e]T
rH−1

2 eδ2ρT + E[e, e] log(T )
1
2T

rH−2

2 eδ2ρT

=
α̃(g1, g2) +O

(
eO(d(o,g1o)+d(o,g2o))

)
T− 1

2 log(T )
1
2

1 +O
(
T− 1

2 log(T )
1
2

)
= α̃(g1, g2) +O

(
eO(d(o,g1o)+d(o,g2o))

)
T− 1

2 log(T )
1
2 .

■

We need some preparation to prove Theorem 4.2. Let g1, g2 ∈ G and T > 0.
Define

a+T [g1, g2] := {v ∈ a+ : d(o, g1avg2o) < T}, a+T := a+T [e, e].

Then by the Cartan decomposition, we can write

HT [g1, g2] =
⋃

k1,k2∈K
k1a

+
T [g1k1, k2g2]k2. (20)

As such, the problem of finding asymptotic formulas for µH(HT [g1, g2]) as T →
+∞ reduces to the same for

∫
a+
T [g1,g2]

ξ(v) dv. For the latter problem, we need
Lemma 4.5 and Corollary 4.6 which are general results in linear algebra giving
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precise expansions for certain integrals. This strengthens the asymptotic formula
in [GW07, Lemma 9.4].

4.1. Asymptotic formulas for integrals of exponentials of linear forms.
We first record a lemma which will be used in the proof of Lemma 4.5.

Lemma 4.4. Let P,Q : R → R be polynomials and α ∈ R. Suppose that the leading
term of Q is larger than T , i.e., limT→+∞(Q(T ) − T ) = +∞. Then, there exists
η > 0 such that for all T ≫P,Q,α 1, we have∣∣∣∣∣P (T )eT

∫ +∞

Q(T )

e−xxα dx

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ e−ηT .

Proof. Let P,Q : R → R be polynomials and α ∈ R. Take any n ∈ Z≥0 such that
n ≥ α. We calculate that∣∣∣∣∣P (T )eT

∫ +∞

Q(T )

e−xxα dx

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ |P (T )|eT
∫ +∞

Q(T )

e−xxn dx

= |P (T )|eT [−e−xR(x)]+∞
Q(T )

= |P (T )|eT ·R(Q(T ))e−Q(T )

= |P (T )|R(Q(T ))eT−Q(T )

for all T ≫Q 1, where R : R → R is some polynomial resulting from iterated
integration by parts. The lemma follows. ■

In analogy with the notations related to Riemannian skew balls, for an inner
product space V over R, we denote by VT ⊂ V the open ball of radius T > 0
centered at 0 ∈ V .

Lemma 4.5. Let V be an inner product space over R of dimension r := dim(V ),
λ ∈ V ∗ \ {0}, and δλ := maxv∈V1

λ(v) > 0. Then, we have the following:
(1) if r = 1, then for all T > 0, we have∫

VT

eλ(v) dv =
1

δλ

(
eδλT − e−δλT

)
=

2

δλ
sinh(δλT );

(2) if r ≥ 2, then there exists {ωk}∞k=0 ⊂ R defined by

ωk := (−1)k
2
r−1
2 −k

δ
r+1
2 +k

λ

( r−1
2

k

)
βr−1

∫ +∞

0

e−xx
r−1
2 +k dx (21)

such that for all n ∈ N, there exists C > 0 such that for all T > 0, we have∣∣∣∣∣
∫
VT

eλ(v) dv −
n∑
k=0

ωkT
r−1
2 −keδλT

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ CT
r−1
2 −(n+1)eδλT .

Proof. Let V , r, λ, and δλ be as in the lemma. By rescaling λ, we may assume
without loss of generality that δλ = 1. Fix vλ ∈ V to be the unit vector in the
direction of maximal growth so that λ(vλ) = δλ = 1.

First suppose that r = 1. We can directly calculate that∫
VT

eλ(v) dv =

∫ T

−T
eλ(xvλ) dx =

∫ T

−T
ex dx = eT − e−T for all T > 0.
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Now suppose r ≥ 2. We have

vol(VT ∩ (xvλ + ker(λ))) = βr−1(T
2 − x2)

r−1
2

for all T > 0 and −T ≤ x ≤ T . We calculate that for all T > 0, we have∫
VT

eλ(v) dv

=

∫ T

−T
eλ(xvλ) vol(VT ∩ (xvλ + ker(λ))) dx

= βr−1

∫ T

−T
ex(T 2 − x2)

r−1
2 dx

= βr−1e
T

∫ 2T

0

e−xx
r−1
2 (2T − x)

r−1
2 dx

= 2
r−1
2 βr−1T

r−1
2 eT

∫ 2T

0

e−xx
r−1
2

(
1− x

2T

) r−1
2

dx

= 2
r−1
2 βr−1T

r−1
2 eT

∫ 3T
2

0

e−xx
r−1
2

(
1− x

2T

) r−1
2

dx

+ 2
r−1
2 βr−1T

r−1
2 eT

∫ 2T

3T
2

e−xx
r−1
2

(
1− x

2T

) r−1
2

dx.

We call the second term E1 and continue the calculation. For any n ∈ N and T > 0,
we have∫

VT

eλ(v) dv

= 2
r−1
2 βr−1T

r−1
2 eT

∫ 3T
2

0

e−xx
r−1
2

(
n∑
k=0

(−1)k
( r−1

2

k

)( x

2T

)k
+O

(( x

2T

)n+1
))

dx

+ E1

= 2
r−1
2 βr−1T

r−1
2 eT

∫ 3T
2

0

e−xx
r−1
2

n∑
k=0

(−1)k
( r−1

2

k

)( x

2T

)k
dx

+ 2
r−1
2 βr−1T

r−1
2 eT

∫ 3T
2

0

e−xx
r−1
2 O

(( x

2T

)n+1
)
dx+ E1

=

n∑
k=0

(−1)k2
r−1
2 −k

( r−1
2

k

)
βr−1T

r−1
2 −keT

∫ 3T
2

0

e−xx
r−1
2 +k dx+ E1 + E2

where the implicit constant is an absolute constant depending only on r and n and
we call the second integral term E2. We can define the constants

ηk =

∫ +∞

0

e−xx
r−1
2 +k dx for all k ∈ Z≥0

since the integrals converge. We then continue the calculation and get∫
VT

eλ(v) dv
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=

n∑
k=0

(−1)k2
r−1
2 −k

( r−1
2

k

)
βr−1T

r−1
2 −keT

∫ +∞

0

e−xx
r−1
2 +k dx

−
n∑
k=0

(−1)k2
r−1
2 −k

( r−1
2

k

)
βr−1T

r−1
2 −keT

∫ +∞

3T
2

e−xx
r−1
2 +k dx+ E1 + E2

=

n∑
k=0

(−1)k2
r−1
2 −k

( r−1
2

k

)
βr−1ηkT

r−1
2 −keT + E1 + E2 + E3

where we call the second integral term E3. Thus, it suffices to prove that there
exists a constant C > 0 depending only on r and n such that for all T > 0, we have

|E1 + E2 + E3| ≤ CT
r−1
2 −(n+1)eT . (22)

We estimate |E1| using Lemma 4.4 with

P (T ) = 2
r−1
2 βr−1T

r−1
2 , Q(T ) =

3T

2
, α =

r − 1

2
.

We then obtain constants η1 > 0 and T1 > 0 both depending only on r such that
for all T ≥ T1, we have

|E1| =

∣∣∣∣∣2 r−1
2 βr−1T

r−1
2 eT

∫ 2T

3T
2

e−xx
r−1
2

(
1− x

2T

) r−1
2

dx

∣∣∣∣∣
≤ 2−

r−1
2 βr−1T

r−1
2 eT

∫ 2T

3T
2

e−xx
r−1
2 dx

≤ 2−
r−1
2 βr−1T

r−1
2 eT

∫ +∞

3T
2

e−xx
r−1
2 dx

≤ e−η1T .

We estimate |E2| as

|E2| =

∣∣∣∣∣2 r−1
2 βr−1T

r−1
2 eT

∫ 3T
2

0

e−xx
r−1
2 O

(( x

2T

)n+1
)
dx

∣∣∣∣∣
≤ C ′2

r−1
2 −(n+1)βr−1T

r−1
2 −(n+1)eT

∫ +∞

0

e−xx
r−1
2 +(n+1) dx

= C ′2
r−1
2 −(n+1)βr−1ηn+1T

r−1
2 −(n+1)eT

≤ C ′′T
r−1
2 −(n+1)eT

for all T > 0, where C ′ > 0 and C ′′ > 0 are constants depending only on r and n.
We estimate |E3| using Lemma 4.4 for all 0 ≤ k ≤ n with

P (T ) = (−1)k2
r−1
2 −k

( r−1
2

k

)
βr−1T

r−1
2 −k, Q(T ) =

3T

2
, α =

r − 1

2
+ k.

We then obtain constants η3 > 0 and T3 > 0 both depending only on r and n such
that for all T ≥ T3, we have

|E3| ≤
n∑
k=0

∣∣∣∣∣2 r−1
2 −k

( r−1
2

k

)
βr−1T

r−1
2 −keT

∫ +∞

3T
2

e−xx
r−1
2 +k dx

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ e−η3T .

Combining the above three estimates gives Eq. (22), concluding the proof. ■
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For an inner product space V over R, a fixed v0 ∈ V with ∥v0∥ = 1, and τ ∈ (0, 2],
we denote a circular open cone about v0 by

CVv0,τ =

{
v ∈ V \ {0} :

∥∥∥∥ v

∥v∥
− v0

∥∥∥∥ < τ

}
. (23)

Note that CVv0,τ is an open convex cone if and only if τ ∈ (0,
√
2]. If dim(V ) = 1,

then we omit the parameter τ since it is redundant and simply write CVv0 .

Corollary 4.6. Let V be an inner product space over R of dimension r := dim(V ),
λ ∈ V ∗ \ {0}, and δλ := λ(vλ) = maxv∈V1

λ(v) > 0 for some vλ ∈ V with ∥vλ∥ = 1,
and τ ∈ (0,

√
2]. Then, we have the following:

(1) if r = 1, then for all T > 0, we have∫
CVvλ∩VT

eλ(v) dv =
1

δλ

(
eδλT − 1

)
;

(2) if r ≥ 2, then
(a) for all T > 0, we have∣∣∣∣∣

∫
VT \CVvλ,τ

eλ(v) dv

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ βrT
reδλ(1−

τ2

2 )T ;

(b) there exists {ωk}∞k=0 ⊂ R defined as in Eq. (21) such that for all n ∈ N,
there exists C > 0 independent of τ such that for all T > 0, we have∣∣∣∣∣

∫
CVvλ,τ∩VT

eλ(v) dv −
n∑
k=0

ωkT
r−1
2 −keδλT

∣∣∣∣∣
≤ CT

r−1
2 −(n+1)eδλT + βrT

reδλ(1−
τ2

2 )T .

Proof. Let V , r, λ, δλ, vλ, τ , and T be as in the lemma. First suppose that r = 1
for property (1). We can directly calculate that∫

CVvλ∩VT
eλ(v) dv =

∫ T

0

eλ(xvλ) dx =

∫ T

0

eδλx dx =
1

δλ

(
eδλT − 1

)
.

Now suppose r ≥ 2. For all v ∈ V1 \ CVvλ,τ , we have

λ(v) = δλ⟨v, vλ⟩ = δλ∥v∥ cos(θ(v, vλ)) = δλ∥v∥
(
1− ∥v − vλ∥2

2

)
≤ δλ

(
1− τ2

2

)
where θ(v, vλ) ∈ (0, π2 ] is the angle between the vectors v and vλ. Here, we have
used the cosine rule to obtain the third equality. The final inequality is valid since
τ ∈ (0,

√
2] or equivalently since CVvλ,τ is an open convex cone. Moreover, the

inequality is sharp since it is an equality if and only if v ∈ ∂CVvλ,τ with ∥v∥ = 1.
Hence, we calculate that∣∣∣∣∣

∫
VT \CVvλ,τ

eλ(v) dv

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ vol
(
VT \ CVvλ,τ

)
max

v∈VT \CVvλ,τ
eλ(v)

≤ vol(VT )e
δλ(1− τ2

2 )T

≤ βrT
reδλ(1−

τ2

2 )T
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which establishes property (2)(a) of the corollary. Property (2)(b) of the corollary
follows by combining this estimate with Lemma 4.5. ■

4.2. Proof of the asymptotic formulas for Riemannian skew balls. We will
use Corollary 4.6 to prove Theorem 4.2.

Proof of Theorem 4.2. Let g1, g2 ∈ G and T > 0. Throughout the proof, the
dependence of implicit constants on g1 and g2 are all continuous. In light of the
integral formula from Eq. (7) and Eq. (20), we first focus on∫

a+
T [g1,g2]

ξ(v) dv.

For all v ∈ a+, we have

ξ(v) =
∏
α∈Φ+

sinhmα(α(v)) =
e
∑
α∈Φ+ mαα(v)

2
∑
α∈Φ+ mα

+

N∑
j=1

cje
λj(v) =

e2ρ(v)

2mΦ+
+

N∑
j=1

cje
λj(v)

(24)

for some N ∈ N, {cj}Nj=1 ⊂ R, and {λj}Nj=1 ⊂ a∗. Recall the unit vector v2ρ ∈
int(a+) in the direction of maximal growth and the growth rate δ2ρ > 0 for 2ρ.
Note that

λj(v) < 2ρ(v) for all v ∈ int(a+) and 1 ≤ j ≤ N. (25)

In fact, if r = 1, identifying a ∼= R as inner product spaces, we have a stronger
statement: for ηH := minα∈Φ+ ∥α∥ ∈ (0, δ2ρ), we have

λj(v) ≤ 2ρ(v)− ηHv ≤ (δ2ρ − η1)v for all v ∈ a and 1 ≤ j ≤ N. (26)

We use Using the above formula gives∫
a+
T [g1,g2]

ξ(v) dv =
1

2mΦ+

∫
a+
T [g1,g2]

e2ρ(v) dv +

N∑
j=1

cj

∫
a+
T [g1,g2]

eλj(v) dv. (27)

We mainly focus on the asymptotic of
∫
aT [g1,g2]

e2ρ(v) dv since we will see later that
it contributes the main term and the summation term is negligible.

Let v ∈ a+ with ∥v∥ = 1. Define

sv(T ) = inf{s > 0 : sv /∈ a+T [g1, g2]}
Sv(T ) = sup{s > 0 : sv ∈ a+T [g1, g2]}

which records the first and last times at which the radial line {sv : s > 0} leaves
the set a+T [g1, g2]. Whenever T > d(o, g1g2o), we have

{tv : v ∈ a+, 0 ≤ t < sv(T )} ⊂ a+T [g1, g2] ⊂ {tv : v ∈ a+, 0 ≤ t < Sv(T )}. (28)

Observe that by continuity, we have

d(o, g1asv(T )vg2o) = d(o, g1aSv(T )vg2o) = T.

By the triangle and reverse triangle inequalities and left G-invariance of the metric,
we immediately get the estimates

|T − sv(T )| ≤ d(o, g1o) + d(o, g2o), |T − Sv(T )| ≤ d(o, g1o) + d(o, g2o). (29)
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We will find the precise asymptotic formula for sv(T ) and Sv(T ) in terms of T . We
define the vector (see Section 2 for the definition of i)

ϖ := βe+(g
−1
1 o, o) + i(βe−(g2o, o)).

The bound ∥ϖ∥ ≪ d(o, g1o) + d(o, g2o) is useful. It can be obtained using Harish-
Chandra’s inequality as in the end of the proof of Proposition 3.6. We calculate
that

|T − sv(T )− ⟨ϖ, v⟩|
= |d(o, g1asv(T )vg2o)− d(o, asv(T )vo)− ⟨βe+(g−1

1 o, o), v⟩ − ⟨i(βe−(g2o, o)), v⟩|
≤ |d(o, g1asv(T )vg2o)− d(o, asv(T )vg2o)− ⟨βe+(g−1

1 o, o), v⟩|
+ |d(o, asv(T )vg2o)− d(o, asv(T )vo)− ⟨i(βe−(g2o, o)), v⟩|

= |d(g−1
1 o, asv(T )vg2o)− d(o, asv(T )vg2o)− ⟨βe+(g−1

1 o, o), v⟩|
+ |d(g2o, a−sv(T )vo)− d(o, a−sv(T )vo)− ⟨i(βe−(g2o, o)), v⟩|

= |d(g−1
1 o, asv(T )vg2o)− d(o, asv(T )vg2o)− ⟨βe+(g−1

1 o, o), v⟩|
+ |d(g2o, w0aAdw0 (−sv(T )v)w

−1
0 o)− d(o, w0aAdw0 (−sv(T )v)w

−1
0 o)

− ⟨i(βw0e+(g2o, o)), v⟩|
= |d(g−1

1 o, asv(T )vg2o)− d(o, asv(T )vg2o)− ⟨βe+(g−1
1 o, o), v⟩|

+ |d(w−1
0 g2o, asv(T )i(v)o)− d(o, asv(T )i(v)o)− ⟨βe+(w−1

0 g2o, o), i(v)⟩|

where we have used properties of the Busemann function and w0 ∈ K. Thus,
applying Corollary 3.7 gives

|T − sv(T )− ⟨ϖ, v⟩| ≤

{
O
(
eO(d(o,g1o)+d(o,g2o))

)
e−η1sv(T ), r = 1

O
(
eO(d(o,g1o)+d(o,g2o))

)
sv(T )

−1, r ≥ 2

where we recall the constant η1 > 0 from Eq. (4). The same calculations hold for
Sv(T ) in place of sv(T ). Thus, using the estimates from Eq. (29) in the right hand
side of the above bound, for all T ≫ d(o, g1o) + d(o, g2o), we get

|T − sv(T )− ⟨ϖ, v⟩| ≤ Er(T ), |T − Sv(T )− ⟨ϖ, v⟩| ≤ Er(T ) (30)

where for some appropriate C1 = O
(
eO(d(o,g1o)+d(o,g2o))

)
, we define

Er(T ) :=

{
C1e

−η1T , r = 1

C1T
−1, r ≥ 2.

Now, we prepare by introducing the open convex cone Ca
v2ρ,τ ⊂ int(a+) for some

sufficiently small parameter τ ∈ (0,
√
2] so that the containment holds. Recall that

the parameter τ is only relevant when r ≥ 2. For all v ∈ Ca
v2ρ,τ with ∥v∥ = 1,

the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality and the definition of the open convex cone from
Eq. (23) gives the bound

|⟨ϖ, v⟩ − ⟨ϖ, v2ρ⟩| ≤ ∥ϖ∥ · ∥v − v2ρ∥ < ∥ϖ∥τ. (31)
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a+

Ca
v2ρ,τ

Rv2ρ

a
+
T

[g1, g2]

∂aTg1,g2±Eg1,g2

Figure 1. This depicts the shrinking cone within which (the a+-
component of) the Riemannian skew ball is sandwiched between
two balls. Here, Tg1,g2 = T − ⟨ϖ, v2ρ⟩ and Eg1,g2 = ∥ϖ∥τ +Er(T ).

Thus, when T > d(o, g1g2o), combining Eq. (28) with Eqs. (30) and (31), we deduce
the containments

Ca
v2ρ,τ ∩ aT−⟨ϖ,v2ρ⟩−∥ϖ∥τ−Er(T )

⊂ Ca
v2ρ,τ ∩ a+T [g1, g2]

⊂ Ca
v2ρ,τ ∩ aT−⟨ϖ,v2ρ⟩+∥ϖ∥τ+Er(T ).

(32)

Notice that the radius in the subscript has a main term T − ⟨ϖ, v2ρ⟩ which is fixed
on both sides of the containment and an error term ∥ϖ∥τ + Er(T ) which changes
sign on both sides of the containment. See Fig. 1.

Now, we will focus on deriving the asymptotic formula for the integral in question
in Eq. (27). For the rest of the proof the implicit constant in the notation Og1,g2
is always O

(
eO(d(o,g1o)+d(o,g2o))

)
. We do not explicitly write it for the sake of

readability.
First suppose r = 1. In this case, Ca

v′ ∩aT ′ [g1, g2] = Ca
v′ ∩a+T ′ [g1, g2] = a+T ′ [g1, g2]\

{0} for all nonzero v′ ∈ a+ and T ′ > 0. For T ≪ d(o, g1o) + d(o, g2o), the in-
tegral in question in Eq. (27) and the main term given by the theorem are just
some uniformly bounded constants depending continuously on g1 and g2 of order
O
(
eO(d(o,g1o)+d(o,g2o))

)
using Eq. (29), so assume T ≫ d(o, g1o)+d(o, g2o) with the

same appropriate implicit constant of our choice as in the reverse inequality. The
main term for the integral is contributed by the first term on the right hand side.
Set C ′

1 = C1 + ∥ϖ∥ = O
(
eO(d(o,g1o)+d(o,g2o))

)
. Using Eq. (32) and property (1) in

Corollary 4.6, setting the parameter τ = e−η1T , and using Taylor’s theorem, we
have ∫

a+
T [g1,g2]

e2ρ(v) dv ≤
∫
a+

T−⟨ϖ,v2ρ⟩+∥ϖ∥τ+C1e
−η1T

e2ρ(v) dv

=
1

δ2ρ

(
eδ2ρ(T−⟨ϖ,v2ρ⟩+∥ϖ∥τ+C1e

−η1T ) − 1
)

≤ δ−1
2ρ e

−δ2ρ⟨ϖ,v2ρ⟩eδ2ρT eδ2ρC
′
1e

−η1T

= δ−1
2ρ e

−δ2ρ⟨ϖ,v2ρ⟩eδ2ρT
(
1 +Og1,g2

(
e−η1T

))
.

(33)

Henceforth, we introduce the notation of the form C[g1, g2] for some varying symbol
C to indicate significant constants which depend continuously on g1 and g2. Thus,
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taking

C̃[g1, g2] := 2−mΦ+ δ−1
2ρ e

−δ2ρ⟨ϖ,v2ρ⟩ > 0

and some other appropriate constant Ẽ[g1, g2] = O
(
eO(d(o,g1o)+d(o,g2o))

)
, we obtain

1

2mΦ+

∫
a+
T [g1,g2]

e2ρ(v) dv ≤ C̃[g1, g2]e
δ2ρT + Ẽ[g1, g2]e

(δ2ρ−η1)T .

We can calculate the reverse inequality in a similar fashion and adjust Ẽ[g1, g2] =
O
(
eO(d(o,g1o)+d(o,g2o))

)
if necessary to obtain

1

2mΦ+

∫
a+
T [g1,g2]

e2ρ(v) dv ≥ C̃[g1, g2]e
δ2ρT − Ẽ[g1, g2]e

(δ2ρ−η1)T .

Combining the two gives∣∣∣∣∣ 1

2mΦ+

∫
a+
T [g1,g2]

e2ρ(v) dv − C̃[g1, g2]e
δ2ρT

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ Ẽ[g1, g2]e
(δ2ρ−η1)T .

The sum of integrals in Eq. (27) is negligible compared to the rest for the following
reason. Using Eq. (26) and calculating as in Eq. (33) gives∣∣∣∣∣

∫
a+
T [g1,g2]

eλj(v) dv

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
∫
a+
T [g1,g2]

e2ρ(v)−η1v dv ≤ Ẽ′[g1, g2]e
(δ2ρ−η1)T

for some constant Ẽ′[g1, g2] > 0 (in fact, we could have used the cruder upper
bound vol(a+T [g1, g2])max1≤j≤N max

v∈a+
T [g1,g2]

eλj(v) along with Eq. (29)). Thus,

combining the previous two inequalities and adjusting the constant Ẽ[g1, g2] =
O
(
eO(d(o,g1o)+d(o,g2o))

)
gives∣∣∣∣∣

∫
a+
T [g1,g2]

ξ(v) dv − C̃[g1, g2]e
δ2ρT

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ Ẽ[g1, g2]e
(δ2ρ−η1)T .

Now suppose r ≥ 2. In this case we assume T ≥ Ω
(
eΩ(d(o,g1o)+d(o,g2o))

)
for

any appropriate implicit constants of our choice. The main term for the integral
in Eq. (27) is contributed by the first term on the right hand side over the set
Ca
v2ρ,τ ∩a+T [g1, g2]. Using Eq. (32) and property (2)(b) in Corollary 4.6, and writing

ω0 := 2
rH−1

2 δ
− rH+1

2
2ρ βrH−1

∫ +∞

0

e−xx
rH−1

2 dx > 0

as defined in Eq. (21) and C2 > 0 for the constant C from the corollary, we have∫
Ca
v2ρ,τ

∩a+
T [g1,g2]

e2ρ(v) dv ≤
∫
Ca
v2ρ,τ

∩aT−⟨ϖ,v2ρ⟩+∥ϖ∥τ+C1T
−1

e2ρ(v) dv

≤ ω0

(
T − ⟨ϖ, v2ρ⟩+ ∥ϖ∥τ + C1T

−1
) rH−1

2 eδ2ρ(T−⟨ϖ,v2ρ⟩+∥ϖ∥τ+C1T
−1)

+ C2

(
T − ⟨ϖ, v2ρ⟩+ ∥ϖ∥τ + C1T

−1
) rH−3

2 eδ2ρ(T−⟨ϖ,v2ρ⟩+∥ϖ∥τ+C1T
−1)

+ βrH
(
T − ⟨ϖ, v2ρ⟩+ ∥ϖ∥τ + C1T

−1
)rH

eδ2ρ(1−
τ2

2 )(T−⟨ϖ,v2ρ⟩+∥ϖ∥τ+C1T
−1).

(34)
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Similarly, for the inequality in the other direction, we have∫
Ca
v2ρ,τ

∩a+
T [g1,g2]

e2ρ(v) dv ≥
∫
Ca
v2ρ,τ

∩aT−⟨ϖ,v2ρ⟩−∥ϖ∥τ−C1T
−1

e2ρ(v) dv

≥ ω0

(
T − ⟨ϖ, v2ρ⟩ − ∥ϖ∥τ − C1T

−1
) rH−1

2 eδ2ρ(T−⟨ϖ,v2ρ⟩−∥ϖ∥τ−C1T
−1)

− C2

(
T − ⟨ϖ, v2ρ⟩ − ∥ϖ∥τ − C1T

−1
) rH−3

2 eδ2ρ(T−⟨ϖ,v2ρ⟩−∥ϖ∥τ−C1T
−1)

− βrH
(
T − ⟨ϖ, v2ρ⟩ − ∥ϖ∥τ − C1T

−1
)rH

eδ2ρ(1−
τ2

2 )(T−⟨ϖ,v2ρ⟩−∥ϖ∥τ−C1T
−1).

(35)

In Eqs. (34) and (35), we wish to show that by choosing τ appropriately, the main
term of the asymptotic behavior is contributed simply by the leading term T both
in the middle factor and in the exponent of the last factor of the first term, and that
all other terms contribute to either the error term or are negligible even compared
to the error term. The term ∥ϖ∥τ in the exponent is especially delicate and the
factor τ is essential. If we trivially bound |⟨ϖ, v⟩| ≤ ∥ϖ∥ instead of Eq. (31), then
due to its acquired sign difference in Eqs. (34) and (35), its two exponentials are
constants, but each a reciprocal of the other. This is detrimental for the calculation
of the precise main term. Thus, it was crucial to restrict to the open convex cone
Ca
v2ρ,τ and estimate the Busemann function. It was also crucial to use the precise

form of the Busemann function and the simple but explicit estimate in Eq. (31).
Now, we can control the exponential contribution of the term ∥ϖ∥τ by choosing τ
appropriately. Namely, we will see later that it is sufficient to impose the criteria
that τ is decreasing in T in the fashion

τ = O(T−ϵ) (36)

for some ϵ > 0 and an absolute implicit constant. However, we are not completely
free to take any ϵ of our choice due to the last term in Eqs. (34) and (35) which is
delicate to deal with.

Let us first focus on the last term in Eq. (34) before returning to the first two
terms. We wish to make it negligible compared to the rest by choosing τ appropri-
ately. For this purpose also, it was crucial to restrict to the cone Ca

v2ρ,τ and keep
track of the precise improved factor

(
1 − τ2

2

)
in the exponent of the last term in

Eq. (34) via property (2)(b) in Corollary 4.6. Expanding the exponent of the last
term in Eq. (34), it reads

δ2ρ

(
1− τ2

2

)(
T − ⟨ϖ, v2ρ⟩+ ∥ϖ∥τ + C1T

−1
)

= δ2ρT − δ2ρ⟨ϖ, v2ρ⟩+ δ2ρ∥ϖ∥τ + δ2ρC1T
−1

− 2−1δ2ρτ
2T + 2−1δ2ρ⟨ϖ, v2ρ⟩τ2 − 2−1δ2ρ∥ϖ∥τ3 − 2−1δ2ρC1τ

2T−1.

Thus, the last term in Eq. (34) becomes

βrHe
−δ2ρ⟨ϖ,v2ρ⟩ · T rHe−2−1δ2ρτ

2T︸ ︷︷ ︸
∗

·eδ2ρT ·
(
1− ⟨ϖ, v2ρ⟩T−1 + ∥ϖ∥τT−1 + C1T

−2
)rH︸ ︷︷ ︸

∗∗

· eδ2ρ∥ϖ∥τ+δ2ρC1T
−1+2−1δ2ρ⟨ϖ,v2ρ⟩τ2−2−1δ2ρ∥ϖ∥τ3−2−1δ2ρC1τ

2T−1︸ ︷︷ ︸
∗∗∗

.
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Observe that in the * factor, we can control the exponent of the factor T rH using
the other factor e−2−1δ2ρτ

2T . We do so in such a way that

T rHe−2−1δ2ρτ
2T ≤ T

rH−3−c
2 (37)

for some c > 0, thereby achieving the objective that the last term in Eq. (34) is
negligible compared to the rest. We simply use c = rH − 3 for convenience; we see
below that the choice of c makes no difference up to a constant factor. Solving the
above inequality, it holds provided that

τ ≥ 2
1
2 rH

1
2 δ

− 1
2

2ρ T
− 1

2 log(T )
1
2 . (38)

For the optimal choice of parameter τ satisfying both the constraints in Eqs. (36)
and (38) so that ϵ can be taken as large as possible, namely any ϵ ∈

(
0, 12

)
, we set

Eq. (38) to equality:

τ = 2
1
2 rH

1
2 δ

− 1
2

2ρ T
− 1

2 log(T )
1
2 . (39)

Note that we can still ensure that τ ∈ (0,
√
2] is sufficiently small such that Ca

v2ρ,τ ⊂
int(a+) since T ≥ Ω

(
eΩ(d(o,g1o)+d(o,g2o))

)
. Although this optimization does not

affect the analysis of the last term in Eq. (34), it is of significance for the larger first
two terms. We already have the estimate Eq. (37) for the * factor by construction.
Let us analyze the ** and *** factors. Using Eq. (39) and Taylor’s theorem, the
** factor is bounded above by(

1 +Og1,g2
(
T−1

))rH
= 1 +Og1,g2

(
T−1

)
.

Using Eq. (39), the worst term in the exponent of the *** factor is

δ2ρ∥ϖ∥τ = Og1,g2
(
T− 1

2 log(T )
1
2

)
.

Thus, we can guarantee that the exponent in the *** factor is sufficiently small by
choice of the implicit constants in T ≥ Ω

(
eΩ(d(o,g1o)+d(o,g2o))

)
. Hence, by Taylor’s

theorem, the *** factor is bounded above by

eOg1,g2 (T
− 1

2 log(T )
1
2 ) = 1 +Og1,g2

(
T− 1

2 log(T )
1
2

)
.

Thus, compiling the components in the above discussion, the last term in Eq. (34)
is bounded above by

Og1,g2
(
eδ2ρT

)
.

We now return to the first two terms in Eq. (34). Similar to above, using Eq. (39)
and Taylor’s theorem, we calculate that the first term is bounded above by

ω0

(
T − ⟨ϖ, v2ρ⟩+ 2

1
2 rH

1
2 δ

− 1
2

2ρ ∥ϖ∥T− 1
2 log(T )

1
2 + C1T

−1
) rH−1

2

· eδ2ρT−δ2ρ⟨ϖ,v2ρ⟩+2
1
2 rH

1
2 δ

1
2
2ρ∥ϖ∥T− 1

2 log(T )
1
2 +δ2ρC1T

−1

= ω0e
−δ2ρ⟨ϖ,v2ρ⟩T

rH−1

2 eδ2ρT
(
1 +Og1,g2

(
T−1

)) rH−1

2 eOg1,g2 (T
− 1

2 log(T )
1
2 )

= ω0e
−δ2ρ⟨ϖ,v2ρ⟩T

rH−1

2 eδ2ρT
(
1 +Og1,g2

(
T−1

))(
1 +Og1,g2

(
T− 1

2 log(T )
1
2

))
= ω0e

−δ2ρ⟨ϖ,v2ρ⟩T
rH−1

2 eδ2ρT
(
1 +Og1,g2

(
T− 1

2 log(T )
1
2

))
= ω0e

−δ2ρ⟨ϖ,v2ρ⟩T
rH−1

2 eδ2ρT +Og1,g2
(
log(T )

1
2T

rH−2

2 eδ2ρT
)
.
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By a similar calculation, the second term in Eq. (34) is bounded above by

C2e
−δ2ρ⟨ϖ,v2ρ⟩T

rH−3

2 eδ2ρT +Og1,g2
(
log(T )

1
2T

rH−4

2 eδ2ρT
)
.

Combining the estimates and taking

C̃[g1, g2] := 2−mΦ+ω0e
−δ2ρ⟨ϖ,v2ρ⟩ > 0

and some other appropriate constant Ẽ[g1, g2] = O
(
eO(d(o,g1o)+d(o,g2o))

)
, Eq. (34)

becomes
1

2mΦ+

∫
Ca
v2ρ,τ

∩a+
T [g1,g2]

e2ρ(v) dv ≤ C̃[g1, g2]T
rH−1

2 eδ2ρT

+ Ẽ[g1, g2] log(T )
1
2T

rH−2

2 eδ2ρT .

Repeating similar calculations as above and adjusting Ẽ[g1, g2] = O
(
eO(d(o,g1o)+d(o,g2o))

)
if necessary, Eq. (35) becomes

1

2mΦ+

∫
Ca
v2ρ,τ

∩a+
T [g1,g2]

e2ρ(v) dv ≥ C̃[g1, g2]T
rH−1

2 eδ2ρT

− Ẽ[g1, g2] log(T )
1
2T

rH−2

2 eδ2ρT .

Combining the two gives∣∣∣∣∣ 1

2mΦ+

∫
Ca
v2ρ,τ

∩a+
T [g1,g2]

e2ρ(v) dv − C̃[g1, g2]T
rH−1

2 eδ2ρT

∣∣∣∣∣
≤ Ẽ[g1, g2] log(T )

1
2T

rH−2

2 eδ2ρT .

Let us show that all the integrals on the right hand side of Eq. (27) are negligible
over the set a+T [g1, g2]\Ca

v2ρ,τ compared to the rest. Replacing Eq. (31) by the trivial
bound |⟨ϖ, v⟩| ≤ ∥ϖ∥ as we are no longer restricting to Ca

v2ρ,τ , and using Eqs. (37)
and (39) and Taylor’s theorem, it follows from property (2)(a) in Corollary 4.6 that∣∣∣∣∣

∫
a+
T [g1,g2]\Ca

v2ρ,τ

e2ρ(v) dv

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
∣∣∣∣∣
∫
aT+∥ϖ∥+C1T

−1\Ca
v2ρ,τ

e2ρ(v) dv

∣∣∣∣∣
≤ βrH (T + ∥ϖ∥+ C1T

−1)rHeδ2ρ(1−
τ2

2 )(T+∥ϖ∥+C1T
−1)

= βrHe
δ2ρ∥ϖ∥eδ2ρT

(
1 +Og1,g2

(
T−1

))rH
· eδ2ρC1T

−1−rH∥ϖ∥T−1 log(T )−rHC1T
−2 log(T )

= βrHe
δ2ρ∥ϖ∥eδ2ρT

(
1 +Og1,g2

(
T−1

))
eOg1,g2 (T

−1 log(T ))

= βrHe
δ2ρ∥ϖ∥eδ2ρT

(
1 +Og1,g2

(
T−1

))(
1 +Og1,g2

(
T−1 log(T )

))
= Og1,g2

(
eδ2ρT

)
.

(40)

Let us also show that the integrals in the sum on the right hand side of Eq. (27)
are negligible over the set a+T [g1, g2] compared to the rest. By Eq. (25), there exists
η ∈ (0, δ2ρ) such that

max
1≤j≤N

max
v∈a+

1

λj(v) = δ2ρ − η.
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Again using |⟨ϖ, v⟩| ≤ ∥ϖ∥ and using Taylor’s theorem, for all 1 ≤ j ≤ N , we get∣∣∣∣∣
∫
a+
T [g1,g2]

eλj(v) dv

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
∫
a+

T+∥ϖ∥+C1T
−1

eλj(v) dv

≤ vol
(
a+T+∥ϖ∥+C1T−1

)
max

1≤j≤N
max

v∈a+

T+∥ϖ∥+C1T
−1

eλj(v)

≤ vol
(
aT+∥ϖ∥+C1T−1

)
e(δ2ρ−η)(T+∥ϖ∥+C1T

−1)

= βrHe
(δ2ρ−η)∥ϖ∥(T + ∥ϖ∥+ C1T

−1
)rH

e(δ2ρ−η)T eO(T−1)

= βrHe
(δ2ρ−η)∥ϖ∥Og1,g2(T

rH )e(δ2ρ−η)T
(
1 +O

(
T−1

))
= Og1,g2

(
T rHe(δ2ρ−η)T

)
.

(41)

Thus, combining the above inequalities and adjusting the constant Ẽ[g1, g2] =
O
(
eO(d(o,g1o)+d(o,g2o))

)
, we have∣∣∣∣∣

∫
a+
T [g1,g2]

ξ(v) dv − C̃[g1, g2]T
rH−1

2 eδ2ρT

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ Ẽ[g1, g2] log(T )
1
2T

rH−2

2 eδ2ρT .

Finally, in both cases r = 1 and r ≥ 2, defining

C[g1, g2] :=
1

µM (M)

∫
K

∫
K

C̃[g1k1, k2g2] dµK(k1) dµK(k2),

and using Eqs. (7) and (20) produces our desired formula of the theorem. ■

Remark 4.7. Actually, when choosing τ as a function of T , we set the “function
to beat” to be a polynomial which is at worst T

rH−3

2 but we see later in the proof
that the “new function to beat” is log(T )

1
2T

rH−2

2 which comes from the first term in
Eq. (34), and one can repeat the process recursively. Alternatively, one can directly
set the expression to beat to be T

rH−1

2 τ . The most optimal choice for τ is then the
solution to T rHe−2−1δ2ρτ

2T = T
rH−1

2 τ . Using the Lambert W function, this can be
solved explicitly as τ = δ

− 1
2

2ρ T
− 1

2W (δ2ρT
rH+2)

1
2 . Thus for the optimal error term

in Theorem 4.2, the factor log(T )
1
2 is to be replaced with W (δ2ρT

rH+2)
1
2 . This can

be carried through all the way to Theorem 1.9.

5. Effective equidistribution of KH-orbits from that of UH-orbits

In this section, we prove Theorem 5.2 regarding effective equidistribution of KH -
orbits using the effective equidistribution of UH -orbits given by Hypothesis 1.1,
generalizing a theorem of Lindenstrauss–Mohammadi–Wang [LMW23, Theorem
1.4] which is in the special case (G,H) = (SL2(R)× SL2(R),∆(SL2(R))). Its proof
is also inspired by that of the latter. We also note that this effectivizes the argument
for the passage from Shah’s theorem [Sha96, Theorem 1.4] (proved using Ratner’s
theorem) to its corollary [Sha96, Corollary 1.2].

Notation 5.1. As in Section 4, we again drop the subscript H for all the objects in-
troduced in Section 2 (except measures and ranks) for convenience, unless otherwise
mentioned.

Recall the positive constant cΦ = maxα∈Φ ∥α∥ > 0 from Eq. (8).
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Theorem 5.2. Suppose Hypothesis 1.1 holds. Then, there exist κ ∈ (0, κ0), ϱ ∈
(ϱ0, 2ϱ0), and C0 = c0+cΦ+1 such that for all ϵ > 0, x0 ∈ Γ\G, R≫ injΓ\G(x0)

−ϱ,
v ∈ int(a+) with ∥v∥ = 1 and minα∈Φ+ α(v) > ϵ, and t ≥ C0 log(R) + cϵ, at least
one of the following holds.

(1) For all ϕ ∈ C∞
c (Γ\G,R) and φ ∈ C∞(K,R), we have∣∣∣∣∣

∫
K

ϕ(x0katv)φ(k) dµK(k)−
∫
Γ\G

ϕdµ̂Γ\G ·
∫
K

φdµK

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ Sℓ(ϕ)Sℓ(φ)R−ϵκ.

(2) There exists x ∈ Γ\G such that xH is periodic with vol(xH) ≤ R and

d(x0, x) ≤ RC0tC0e−t.

5.1. Decomposition of k and estimates. To prove Theorem 5.2, we need to
define the following maps and establish a lemma on a Lie algebra decomposition of
k. Let πu+ , πu− , πm, and πa be the projections to each component with respect to
the restricted root space decomposition g = u+ ⊕ u− ⊕ a ⊕ m. We introduce the
subspace

k⋆ = k ∩ (u+ ⊕ u−) ⊂ k

which is of central importance. Let

π+ = πu+ |k⋆ : k⋆ → u+.

Let ι+ : u+ → k⋆ be the map defined by

ι+(w) = w + θ(w) for all w ∈ u+.

Let us denote exp(s+), exp(s−), exp(τ), and exp(ξ) by u+s+ , u−s− , aτ , and mξ, for
s+ ∈ u+, s− ∈ u−, τ ∈ a, and ξ ∈ m, respectively. Due to the restricted root space
decomposition of g and the implicit function theorem, we obtain smooth maps

s+ : k⋆ → u+, s− : k⋆ → u−,

τ : k⋆ → a, ξ : k⋆ → m,

such that

exp(ω) = u+s+(ω)u
−
s−(ω)aτ(ω)mξ(ω) for all ω ∈ k⋆ with ∥ω∥ ≤ ϵG.

Lemma 5.3. We have
(1) π+ ◦ ι+ = Idu+ and ι+ ◦ π+ = Idk⋆ , i.e., π+ and ι+ are inverses of each

other;
(2) k = k⋆ ⊕m orthogonally;
(3) ∥ω∥ =

√
2∥π+(ω)∥ for all ω ∈ k⋆.

For all ω ∈ k⋆ with ∥ω∥ ≪ 1, we have
(4) s+(ω) = π+(ω) +O(∥ω∥2) = π+(ω) +O(∥π+(ω)∥2);
(5) s−(ω) = θ(π+(ω)) +O(∥ω∥2) = θ(π+(ω)) +O(∥π+(ω)∥2);
(6) τ(ω) = O(∥ω∥2);
(7) ξ(ω) = O(∥ω∥2).

Proof. First, π+ ◦ ι+ = Idu+ follows trivially from definitions and θ(u+) = u−

[Hel01, Chapter VI, §3, Lemma 3.3]. Now we show ι+ ◦ π+ = Idk⋆ . Note that for
all ω ∈ k⋆ = k∩ (u+⊕u−), we have ω− ι+(π+(ω)) ∈ k∩u− again using θ(u+) = u−.
But k ∩ u− = θ(k ∩ u−) = k ∩ u+. Therefore, k ∩ u− ⊂ u+ ∩ u− = 0, which proves
property (1).



FINITARY ESTIMATES FOR THE DISTRIBUTION OF LATTICE ORBITS 45

For property (2), we write every element ω ∈ k as ω = ωa + ωm + ωu+ + ωu−

uniquely with respect to the restricted root space decomposition. Now, ω ∈ k =
Fix(θ) implies

ωa + ωm + ωu+ + ωu− = −ωa + ωm + θ(ωu−) + θ(ωu+)

where θ(ωu±) ∈ u∓. Therefore, we have ωa = 0 and θ(ωu+) = ωu− , which proves
property (2).

For property (3), we recall the fact that the restricted root space decomposition
is orthogonal and θ is an orthogonal involution, both with respect to ⟨·, ·⟩ = Bθ.
Then, for all ω ∈ k⋆ = k ∩ (u+ ⊕ u−), we have

∥ω∥2 = ∥π+(ω)∥2 + ∥θ(π+(ω))∥2 = 2∥π+(ω)∥2

which proves property (3).
Now, we prove the estimates in properties (4), (5), (6), and (7). Define the

smooth map f : g → G by

f(x) = exp(xu+) exp(xu−) exp(xa) exp(xm)

for all x = xu+ + xu− + xa + xm ∈ g with respect to the restricted root space
decomposition. In fact, it is a diffeomorphism on some sufficiently small open
neighborhood O ⊂ Bg

ϵG(0) of 0 ∈ g since df0 = Idg. We may assume f(O) ⊂
exp
(
Bg
ϵG(0)

)
and take O′ = exp−1(f(O)) ⊂ Bg

ϵG(0). Define the smooth map ψ =

(f |O)−1 ◦ exp |O′ : O′ → g. Its derivative at 0 ∈ O′ is

dψ0 = d((f |O)−1)e ◦ d exp0 = (df0)
−1 ◦ d exp0 = Idg ◦ Idg = Idg .

Now, ψ(ω) = s+(ω) + s−(ω) + τ(ω) + ξ(ω) for all ω ∈ k⋆ with ∥ω∥ ≪ 1. So, by
Taylor’s theorem, for all ω ∈ k⋆ with ∥ω∥ ≪ 1, we have

s+(ω) = πu+(ω) +O(∥ω∥2), s−(ω) = πu−(ω) +O(∥ω∥2),
τ(ω) = πa(ω) +O(∥ω∥2), ξ(ω) = πm(ω) +O(∥ω∥2).

Using definitions and properties (2) and (3), we get the estimates. ■

5.2. Proof of effective equidistribution of K-orbits. Before proving Theo-
rem 5.2, we need the following lemma on the estimate of the expanding rate under
the flow {atv}t∈R. Although it is not required for our purposes, the lemma holds for
objects associated to G and hence we include subscript G for clarification. Recall
the constant cΦ from Eq. (8).

Lemma 5.4. For all x1, x2 ∈ Γ\G, v ∈ aG with ∥v∥ = 1, k ∈ KG, and τ ≥ 2, the
following inequality holds:

d(x1, x2) ≤ ecΦτd(x1kaτv, x2kaτv) for all k ∈ KG.

Proof. Let x1 = Γg1, x2 = Γg2, v, k, and τ be as in the lemma. Since d(x1, x2) =
minγ∈Γ d(g1, γg2), it suffices to show

d(g1, g2) ≤ ecΦτd(g1kaτv, g2kaτv) for all k ∈ KG and τ ≥ 2.

Since the metric is left G-invariant and right KG-invariant, it suffices to show

d(e, g) ≤ ecΦτd(e, a−τvgaτv) for all g ∈ G and τ ≥ 2. (42)

Let g ∈ G, τ ≥ 2, and T = d(e, a−τvgaτv). Let γ : [0, T ] → G be a geodesic
connecting e and a−τvgaτv. Then, γ̃ = Caτv ◦ γ is a smooth curve connecting e
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and g, where Caτv is the conjugation map by aτv. Therefore, by left G-invariance
of the metric, we have

d(e, g) ≤
∫ T

0

∥∥∥∥ ddt
∣∣∣∣
t=s

γ̃(t)

∥∥∥∥ ds = ∫ T

0

∥∥∥∥ ddt
∣∣∣∣
t=s

γ̃(s)
−1
γ̃(t)

∥∥∥∥ ds
=

∫ T

0

∥∥∥∥ ddt
∣∣∣∣
t=s

Caτv
(
γ(s)−1γ(t)

)∥∥∥∥ ds
≤
∥∥Adaτv

∥∥
op
d(e, a−τvgaτv).

Since
∥∥Adaτv

∥∥
op

≤ ecΦτ by Lemma 3.1, we have proven Eq. (42) as desired. ■

Proof of Theorem 5.2. Suppose Hypothesis 1.1 holds. Recall the constants κ0 and
ϱ0 from the hypothesis. Fix a sufficiently large D ≥ max{4, 2cΦϱ0, cΦ + 1} to be
explicated later. Fix κ = 1

2 min
{

1
D , κ0

}
and ϱ =

(
1− cΦϱ0

D

)−1
ϱ0 ∈ (ϱ0, 2ϱ0) whose

choices will be clear later. Let C0, ϵ, x0, R, v, t, ϕ, and φ be as in the theorem.
Let ζ = R− 1

D ∈ (0, ϵG). For brevity, we write Z = − log(ζ). It is clear from
property (4) in Lemma 5.3 that s+ is a diffeomorphism on an open neighborhood
O⋆ ⊂ k⋆ of 0 ∈ k⋆. Define the open subsets

B̃k⋆

ζ (0) = (s+|O⋆)−1
(
AdaZv B

u+

1 (0)
)
⊂ k⋆,

B̃Kζ = exp
(
B̃k⋆

ζ (0)
)
· exp

(
Bm
ζϵ(0)

)
⊂ K.

The latter is indeed an open subset due to the decomposition k = k⋆ ⊕ m from
property (2) in Lemma 5.3. We have∫

K

ϕ(x0katv)φ(k) dµK(k)

=
1

µK
(
B̃Kζ
) ∫

B̃Kζ

∫
K

ϕ(x0k0katv)φ(k0k) dµK(k0) dµK(k)

=
1

µK
(
B̃Kζ
) ∫

B̃Kζ

∫
K

ϕ(x0k0katv)φ(k0) dµK(k0) dµK(k) +O
(
Sℓ(ϕ)Sℓ(φ)ζϵ

)
=

∫
K

(
1

µK
(
B̃Kζ
) ∫

B̃Kζ

ϕ(x0k0katv) dµK(k)

)
φ(k0) dµK(k0) +O

(
Sℓ(ϕ)Sℓ(φ)ζϵ

)
.

Now we study
∫
B̃Kζ

ϕ(x0k0katv) dµK(k). Using k = k⋆ ⊕ m and the fact that
the Haar measure µK is induced by the (bi-invariant) Riemannian metric on K
(obtained by restricting the Riemannian metric on G), and shrinking O⋆ if neces-
sary, there exists a sufficiently small open neighborhood O = O⋆ ×O′ ⊂ k⋆ ×m of
(0, 0) ∈ k⋆×m and a positive smooth function κ ∈ C∞(O,R) bounded away from 0
such that the pushforward of the measure κ(ω⋆, ω′) dω⋆ dω′ on O under the smooth
map k⋆ × m → K given by (ω⋆, ω′) 7→ exp(ω⋆) exp(ω′) gives the Haar measure µK
restricted to the corresponding image open neighborhood of e ∈ K. We may as-
sume that D is sufficiently large so that B̃k⋆

ζ (0)×Bm
ζϵ(0) ⊂ O. Using the definition

of B̃Kζ , the above formulation of the Haar measure µK , and properties (6) and (7)
in Lemma 5.3, we have∫

B̃Kζ

ϕ(x0k0katv) dµK(k)
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=

∫
Bm
ζϵ

(0)

∫
B̃k⋆

ζ (0)

ϕ
(
x0k0u

+
s+(ω⋆)u

−
s−(ω⋆)aτ(ω⋆)mξ(ω⋆) exp(ω

′)atv
)
· κ(ω⋆, ω′) dω⋆ dω′

=

∫
Bm
ζϵ

(0)

∫
B̃k⋆

ζ (0)

ϕ
(
x0k0u

+
s+(ω⋆)u

−
s−(ω⋆)atvaτ(ω⋆)mξ(ω⋆) exp(ω

′)
)
· κ(ω⋆, ω′) dω⋆ dω′

=

∫
Bm
ζϵ

(0)

∫
B̃k⋆

ζ (0)

ϕ
(
x0k0u

+
s+(ω⋆)u

−
s−(ω⋆)atv

)
· κ(ω⋆, ω′) dω⋆ dω′

+O
(
µK
(
B̃Kζ
)
Sℓ(ϕ)ζϵ

)
.

Note that writing ω⋆ = (s+|O⋆)−1(w) ∈ B̃k⋆

ζ (0), we have the following estimate by
property (5) in Lemma 5.3:

s−(ω⋆) = s−((s+|O⋆)−1(w)) = θ(w) +O(∥w∥2) = O(ζϵ).

We use similar techniques as in the proof of Lemma 3.3 to get∥∥Ada−tv s
−(ω⋆)

∥∥ ≤ e−ϵt∥s−(ω⋆)∥ = O(ζϵ)

and continue the calculation of the above integral:∫
B̃Kζ

ϕ(x0k0katv) dµK(k)

=

∫
Bm
ζϵ

(0)

∫
B̃k⋆

ζ (0)

ϕ
(
x0k0u

+
s+(ω⋆)atvu

−
Ada−tv s

−(ω⋆)

)
· κ(ω⋆, ω′) dω⋆ dω′

+O
(
µK
(
B̃Kζ
)
Sℓ(ϕ)ζϵ

)
=

∫
Bm
ζϵ

(0)

∫
B̃k⋆

ζ (0)

ϕ
(
x0k0u

+
s+(ω⋆)atv

)
· κ(ω⋆, ω′) dω⋆ dω′ +O

(
µK
(
B̃Kζ
)
Sℓ(ϕ)ζϵ

)
.

(43)

Later, we will focus on the main term in Eq. (43). By abuse of notation, let us
write ω⋆ = (s+|O⋆)−1 ◦ AdaZv |Bu+

1 (0)
. Before we estimate the main term directly,

we show the following estimates related to the Haar measure µK :
(i)
∣∣detAdaZv |u+

∣∣µm

(
Bm
ζϵ(0)

)
= O

(
µK
(
B̃Kζ
))

;
(ii)

∣∣det d((s+|O⋆)−1)0
∣∣·κ(0, ω′) =

∣∣det d((s+|O⋆)−1)w
∣∣·κ(ω⋆(w), ω′)·(1+O(ζϵ))

for all (w,ω′) ∈ Bu+

1 (0)×Bm
ζϵ(0);

(iii) we have:∫
Bm
ζϵ

(0)

∣∣det d((s+|O⋆)−1)0
∣∣ · ∣∣detAdaZv |u+

∣∣ · κ(0, ω′) dω′

=
µK
(
B̃Kζ
)

µu+

(
Bu+

1 (0)
) · (1 +O(ζϵ)).

Firstly, by change of variables, we obtain

µK
(
B̃Kζ
)
=

∫
Bm
ζϵ

(0)

∫
B̃k⋆

ζ (0)

κ(ω⋆, ω′) dω⋆ dω′

=

∫
Bm
ζϵ

(0)

∫
Bu+

1 (0)

∣∣det d((s+|O⋆)−1)w
∣∣ · ∣∣detAdaZv |u+

∣∣ · κ(ω⋆(w), ω′) dw dω′.

(44)
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Property (i) follows from the fact that

(w,ω′) 7→
∣∣det d((s+|O⋆)−1)w

∣∣ · κ(ω⋆(w), ω′)

is a positive smooth function bounded away from 0 and hence has a positive infimum
on Bu+

1 (0) × Bm
ζϵ(0), determined only by G. Similarly, property (ii) follows from

the fact that ω⋆(0) = 0 and

(w,ω′) 7→
∣∣det d((s+|O⋆)−1)0

∣∣ · κ(0, ω′)∣∣det d((s+|O⋆)−1)w
∣∣ · κ(ω⋆(w), ω′)

is a positive smooth function bounded away from 0 and +∞ on Bu+

1 (0) × Bm
ζϵ(0),

determined only by G. Property (iii) simply follows from property (ii) and Eq. (44).
Now we estimate the main term in Eq. (43). Using change of variables and

properties (i) and (ii), we have∫
Bm
ζϵ

(0)

∫
B̃k⋆

ζ (0)

ϕ
(
x0k0u

+
s+(ω⋆)atv

)
· κ(ω⋆, ω′) dω⋆ dω′

=

∫
Bm
ζϵ

(0)

∫
Bu+

1 (0)

ϕ
(
x0k0u

+
AdaZv (w)atv

)∣∣det d((s+|O⋆)−1)w
∣∣ · ∣∣detAdaZv |u+

∣∣
· κ(ω⋆(w), ω′) dw dω′

=

∫
Bm
ζϵ

(0)

∫
Bu+

1 (0)

ϕ
(
x0k0aZvu

+
wa(t−Z)v

)∣∣det d((s+|O⋆)−1)0
∣∣ · ∣∣detAdaZv |u+

∣∣
· κ(0, ω′) dw dω′ +O

(
µK
(
B̃Kζ
)
Sℓ(ϕ)ζϵ

)
=

∫
Bm
ζϵ

(0)

∣∣det d((s+|O⋆)−1)0
∣∣ · ∣∣detAdaZv |u+

∣∣ · κ(0, ω′) dω′

·
∫
Bu+

1 (0)

ϕ
(
x0k0aZvu

+
wa(t−Z)v

)
dw +O

(
µK
(
B̃Kζ
)
Sℓ(ϕ)ζϵ

)
.

Putting the above calculations together and using property (iii), we have

1

µK
(
B̃Kζ
) ∫

Bm
ζϵ

(0)

∫
B̃k⋆

ζ (0)

ϕ
(
x0k0u

+
s+(ω⋆)atv

)
· κ(ω⋆, ω′) dω⋆ dω′

=
1

µu+

(
Bu+

1 (0)
) ∫

Bu+
1 (0)

ϕ
(
x0k0aZvu

+
wa(t−Z)v

)
dw +O

(
Sℓ(ϕ)ζϵ

)
.

Recall the constants c0, and cϵ from Hypothesis 1.1. Also recall ζ = R− 1
D , and

C0 = c0 + cΦ + 1 where the constant cΦ is from Eq. (8). Since t ≥ C0 log(R) + cϵ,
we first deduce

t′ := t− Z = t− 1

D
log(R) ≥ (C0 − 1) log(R) + cϵ ≥ c0 log(R) + cϵ.

Now, note that the injectivity radius at any x = Γg ∈ Γ\G can be written as

injΓ\G(x) = inf{d(g, h) : d(g, h) = d(γg, h), γ ∈ Γ \ {e}, h ∈ G}

=
1

2
inf

γ∈Γ\{e}
d(g, γg).
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Hence, for x′0 := x0k0aZv, calculating as in Lemmas 3.3 and 5.4 with the above
formula, we derive

injΓ\G(x
′
0) = injΓ\G(x0k0aZv) ≥ e−cΦZ injΓ\G(x0) = injΓ\G(x0)ζ

cΦ .

Since R≫ injΓ\G(x0)
−ϱ, by our choice of ϱ and the above inequality, we also deduce

R≫ injΓ\G(x0)
−ϱ0R

cΦϱ0
D =

(
injΓ\G(x0)ζ

cΦ
)−ϱ0 ≥ injΓ\G(x

′
0)

−ϱ0 .

Now we apply Hypothesis 1.1 to the point x′0 = x0k0aZv with R≫ injΓ\G(x0)
−ϱ ≥

injΓ\G(x
′
0)

−ϱ0 and t′ = t− Z ≥ c0 log(R) + cϵ. We consider two separate cases.

Case 1. Suppose that for all k0 ∈ K, property (1) in Hypothesis 1.1 holds, i.e.,
1

µu+

(
Bu+

1 (0)
) ∫

Bu+
1 (0)

ϕ
(
x0k0aZvu

+
wa(t−Z)v

)
dw =

∫
Γ\G

ϕdµ̂Γ\G +O
(
Sℓ(ϕ)R−ϵκ0

)
.

Here, we have used µu+

(
Bu+

1 (0)
)
= µU

(
BU1 (e)

)
where we recall µU = exp∗ µu+

from [CG90, Chapter 1, §1.2, Theorem 1.2.10]. Then, summarizing the above
calculations, we have∫

K

ϕ(x0katv)φ(k) dµK(k)

=

∫
K

(
1

µK
(
B̃Kζ
) ∫

B̃Kζ

ϕ(x0k0katv) dµK(k)

)
φ(k0) dµK(k0) +O

(
Sℓ(ϕ)Sℓ(φ)ζϵ

)
=

∫
K

(
1

µu+

(
Bu+

1 (0)
) ∫

Bu+
1 (0)

ϕ
(
x0k0aZvu

+
wa(t−Z)v

)
dw

)
φ(k0) dµK(k0)

+O
(
Sℓ(ϕ)Sℓ(φ)ζϵ

)
=

∫
Γ\G

ϕdµ̂Γ\G ·
∫
K

φdµK +O
(
Sℓ(ϕ)Sℓ(φ)(ζϵ +R−ϵκ0)

)
.

By our choice of κ, we get ζϵ + R−ϵκ0 ≤ 2R−2ϵκ. We may now assume that the
absolute implicit constant in the condition R ≫ injΓ\G(x0)

−ϱ is sufficiently large
so that 1

2R
ϵκ is larger than the absolute implicit constant in the above error term.

Therefore, property (1) of the theorem follows in this case.

Case 2. Now suppose that for some k0 ∈ K, property (2) in Hypothesis 1.1 holds.
Then, there exists x ∈ Γ\G such that xH is periodic with vol(xH) ≤ R and

d
(
x0k0aZv, x

)
≤ Rc0(t′)c0e−t

′
.

By Lemma 5.4, we have

d
(
x0, x(k0aZv)

−1
)
≤ ecΦZd

(
x0k0aZv, x

)
≤ ecΦZRc0(t′)c0e−t

′
≤ RC0tC0e−t

where the last inequality is obtained using definitions and D ≥ cϕ + 1. Therefore,
property (2) of the theorem holds in this case. ■

Remark 5.5. Observe that when we invoke Hypothesis 1.1 in Case 1 in the above
proof, we need to verify the condition R ≫injΓ\G(x0k0aZv) 1 where the dependence
on the injectivity radius must be exactly as in Hypothesis 1.1. This is delicate since
R then depends on ζ which in turn is taken to be R− 1

D . Nevertheless, it is possible
to ensure the required condition precisely due to the explicit dependence on the
injectivity radius at hand in the condition R≫ injΓ\G(x0)

−ϱ0 in Hypothesis 1.1.
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6. Effective equidistribution of Riemannian skew balls from that of
KH-orbits

In this section we prove Proposition 6.4 regarding effective equidistribution of
Riemannian skew balls assuming effective equidistribution of KH -orbits. Having
established Theorem 5.2, we can combine the two and derive Theorem 6.2 which
assumes Hypothesis 1.1 and is stated in dichotomy form.

Notation 6.1. As in Section 4, we again drop the subscript H for all the objects
introduced in Section 2 (except measures and ranks) for convenience.

Let ϵ0 := 1
2 minα∈Φ+ α(v2ρ) > 0 (see the beginning of Section 4 for positivity)

and let cϵ0 be as in Hypothesis 1.1.

Theorem 6.2. Suppose Hypothesis 1.1 holds. There exist C0 ≍ c0, κ ∈ (0, κ0), and
ϱ ∈ (ϱ0, 2ϱ0) such that the following holds. For all g1, g2 ∈ G, there exists Mg1,g2 >
0 such that for all x0 ∈ Γ\G, R≫ injΓ\G(x0)

−ϱ, and T ≥ C0 log(R)+ cϵ0 +Mg1,g2 ,
at least one of the following holds.

(1) For all ϕ ∈ C∞
c (Γ\G,R), we have∣∣∣∣∣ 1

µH(HT [g1, g2])

∫
HT [g1,g2]

ϕ(x0h) dµH(h)−
∫
Γ\G

ϕdµ̂Γ\G

∣∣∣∣∣
≤

{
O
(
eO(d(o,g1o))

)
Sℓ(ϕ)R−κ, r = 1

O
(
eO(d(o,g1o)+d(o,g2o))

)
∥ϕ∥∞T− 1

2 log(T )
1
2 +O

(
eO(d(o,g1o))

)
Sℓ(ϕ)R−κ, r ≥ 2.

(2) There exists x ∈ Γ\G such that xH is periodic with vol(xH) ≤ R and

d(x0, x) ≤ RC0TC0e−T .

Moreover, we can choose Mg1,g2 = C1e
C2(d(o,g1o)+d(o,g2o)) for some absolute con-

stants C1 > 0 and C2 > 0.

Remark 6.3. In the r = 1 case, one can make the improvementMg1,g2 = C(d(o, g1o)+

d(o, g2o)) for some C > 0 if we replace the bound in property (2) with RC0TC0e−
T
2 .

Theorem 6.2 follows from Theorem 5.2 and the following proposition. It says
once we have equidistribution of K-orbits in some Riemannian skew annulus, we
have equidistribution of Riemannian skew balls.

Proposition 6.4. For all g1, g2 ∈ G, there exists Mg1,g2 > 0 such that the following
holds:

Let ϕ ∈ C∞
c (Γ\G,R), x0 ∈ Γ\G, and C > 0. Suppose that there exist κ̃ > 0,

R≫ 1, C̃0 > 0, c̃ϵ0 > 0, and T ≥ (C + C̃0) log(R) + c̃ϵ0 +Mg1,g2 such that we have
the following equidistribution of K-orbits:

For all k1, k2 ∈ K, and v ∈ int(a+) satisfying:
(1) minα∈Φ+ α(v/∥v∥) > ϵ0,
(2) k1 exp(v)k2 ∈ HT+1[g1, g2]\HT−C log(R)[g1, g2],

and φ ∈ C∞(K,R), we have∣∣∣∣∣
∫
K

ϕ(x0kavk2)φ(k) dµK(k)−
∫
Γ\G

ϕdµ̂Γ\G ·
∫
K

φdµK

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ Sℓ(ϕ)Sℓ(φ)R−ϵ0κ̃.
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Then, there exist κC ∈ (0, κ̃) such that we also have∣∣∣∣∣ 1

µH(HT [g1, g2])

∫
HT [g1,g2]

ϕ(x0h) dµH(h)−
∫
Γ\G

ϕdµ̂Γ\G

∣∣∣∣∣
≤

{
O
(
eO(d(o,g1o))

)
Sℓ(ϕ)R−κC , r = 1

O
(
eO(d(o,g1o)+d(o,g2o))

)
∥ϕ∥∞T− 1

2 log(T )
1
2 +O

(
eO(d(o,g1o))

)
Sℓ(ϕ)R−κC , r ≥ 2.

Moreover, we can choose Mg1,g2 = C1e
C2(d(o,g1o)+d(o,g2o)) for some absolute con-

stants C1 > 0 and C2 > 0.

Remark 6.5. The Riemannian skew annulus in Proposition 6.4 could have been
chosen to be HT+δ[g1, g2]\HT−C log(R)+δ[g1, g2] for some sufficiently small δ > 0
depending on R. We need the radius to be slightly larger than T for technical
reasons. See Eq. (49) in the proof.

Proof of Theorem 6.2 assuming Proposition 6.4. Suppose Hypothesis 1.1 holds. Let
ε, g1, g2, x0, T , and ϕ be as in Theorem 6.2.

Fix κ̃ ∈ (0, κ0), ϱ ∈ (ϱ0, 2ϱ0), and C̃0 := C := c0 + cΦ + 1 to be the κ, ϱ, and
C0 provided by Theorem 5.2. Let R ≫ injΓ\G(x0)

−ϱ as in Theorem 5.2. Recall
c0 and cϵ0 from Hypothesis 1.1. Fix c̃ϵ0 = cϵ0 . Fix Mg1,g2 to be the one from
Proposition 6.4. We will show that Theorem 6.2 holds for C0 := 2C + 1.

We will first show that if the hypothesis in Proposition 6.4 holds, then prop-
erty (1) holds. By Proposition 6.4, there exists κ′ := κC ∈ (0, κ̃) such that the
following holds:∣∣∣∣∣ 1

µH(HT [g1, g2])

∫
HT [g1,g2]

ϕ(x0h) dµH(h)−
∫
Γ\G

ϕdµ̂Γ\G

∣∣∣∣∣
≤

{
O
(
eO(d(o,g1o))

)
Sℓ(ϕ)R−κ, r = 1

O
(
eO(d(o,g1o)+d(o,g2o))

)
∥ϕ∥∞T− 1

2 log(T )
1
2 +O

(
eO(d(o,g1o))

)
Sℓ(ϕ)R−κ, r ≥ 2.

which is exactly property (1).
Now, suppose the hypothesis in Proposition 6.4 does not hold. Then, prop-

erty (1) in Theorem 5.2 does not hold for ϕk2 = ϕ ◦ mR
k2

where mR
k2

is the right
multiplication map by k2. Here, we are also using the fact that Sℓ(ϕk2) = Sℓ(ϕ)
by right K-invariance of the Riemannian metric on G. Let T ′ = T −C log(R). We
will show that in this case property (2) in the statement holds. By property (2) in
Theorem 5.2, there exists some k1, k2 ∈ K and v ∈ a+T+1[g1k1, k2g2]\a

+
T ′ [g1k1, k2g2]

such that the following holds.
Let t = ∥v∥ = d(o, avo). There exists x ∈ Γ\G such that xH is periodic with

vol(xH) ≤ R satisfying the following:

d(x0, x) ≤ RCtCe−t.

For v ∈ a+T+1[g1k1, k2g2]\a
+
T ′ [g1k1, k2g2], we have

T ′ − d(o, g1o)− d(o, g2o) ≤ t ≤ T + 1 + d(o, g1o) + d(o, g2o)

due to the following calculations. Using the triangle inequality and left G-invariance
of the metric, since v ∈ a+T+1[g1k1, k2g2], we have

t = d(o, exp(v)o)

≤ d(o, k−1
1 g−1

1 o) + d(k−1
1 g−1

1 o, exp(v)k2g2o) + d(exp(v)k2g2o, exp(v)o)
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≤ T + 1 + d(o, g1o) + d(o, g2o).

Similarly, since v /∈ a+T ′ [g1k1, k2g2], we have

t = d(o, exp(v)o)

≥ d(o, g1k1 exp(v)k2g2o)− d(exp(v)k2g2o, exp(v)o)− d(o, k−1
1 g−1

1 o)

≥ T ′ − d(o, g1o)− d(o, g2o).

Thus, we have

RCtCe−t ≤ RCtCe−T
′
ed(o,g1o)+d(o,g2o) = R2CtCe−T ed(o,g1o)+d(o,g2o)

≤ R2C+1T 2C+1e−T = RC0TC0e−T

where the last inequality follows from the fact that T > ed(o,g1o)+d(o,g2o). Therefore,
property (2) in the statement holds in this case. ■

6.1. Outline of the proof and preparatory lemmas. Due to the complicated
calculations involving asymptotic formulas for the volume of Riemannian skew balls,
we give a brief outline of the proof before starting it in earnest. We introduce
the following notation corresponding to the a-direction in the Riemannnian skew
annulus HT+δ[g1, g2]\HT ′ [g1, g2]: For all g1, g2 ∈ G and T2 > T1 > 0, we write

a+T1,T2
[g1, g2] := a+T2

[g1, g2] \ a+T1
[g1, g2]

throughout Section 6. The proof will be divided into the following 4 steps:

Step 1. We first apply the integral formula from Eq. (7). In order to use the hy-
pothesis in Proposition 6.4 we need to restrict the integral over the Weyl
chamber a+ to an open convex cone Ca

v2ρ,τ strictly contained in a+. Equa-
tions (40) and (41) are heavily used in this step. The error term created in
this step is denoted by E1 in the proof. This step is not needed in the case
rH = 1.

Step 2. We decompose K into small pieces so that one can approximate the Rie-
mannian skew balls via Riemannian balls in a small sector. The main tool
is Lemma 6.6. The error term created in this step is denoted by E2 in the
proof.

Step 3. In the process of proving Theorem 4.2, we found that the volume of Rie-
mannian skew balls are concentrated near its boundary. Therefore, it suf-
fices to focus on the Riemannian skew annulusHT+δ[g1, g2]\HT ′ [g1, g2] with
a suitable choice of T ′ and sufficiently small δ. We remark here that T ′ and
δ will depends only on R. The error term created in this step is denoted
by E3 in the proof.

Step 4. Focusing on the Riemannian skew annulus, we use the Cartan decomposi-
tion to write elements as h = kavk2 ∈ HT+δ[g1, g2]\HT ′ [g1, g2] and use the
hypothesis in Proposition 6.4 regarding equidistribution of K-orbits. This
produces our final error term E4. Thus, combining this with the estimates
from first three steps, we produce the integral of ϕ over Γ\G up to the total
error term

∑4
j=1Ej where all the terms are shown to be of the desired form.

Now we prove a lemma regarding partition of unity on K which is used in Step 2.
Its proof uses similar techniques as in [GS14, Lemma 2.3].
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a+

Ca
v2ρ,τ

Rv2ρ

a
+
T ′,T+δ

[g1, g2]

Figure 2. This depicts the main part contributing to the Rie-
mannian skew ball equidistribution in the a-direction. The green
part corresponds to the open cone in Step 1 and the gray part cor-
responds to the the Riemannian skew annulus in Step 3. The T ′

and τ here will be explicated later in the proof.

Lemma 6.6. Let δ > 0, C > 1, and O ⊂ K be an open neighborhood of e ∈ K
such that

BKδ (e) ⊂ O ⊂ BKCδ(e).

Then, there exists a finite subset {kj}Nj=1 ⊂ K for some N ∈ N such that:

(1) {Okj}Nj=1 is an open cover for K;
(2) there exists mK > 0 depending only on K such that the multiplicity of the

open cover {Okj}Nj=1 is at most Cdim(K)mK ;
(3) there exists a partition of unity {φj}Nj=1 ⊂ C∞(K,R) subordinate to the

open cover {Okj}Nj=1 such that Sℓ(φj) ≪ δ−(ℓ+
dim(K)

2 ).

Proof. Let δ, C, and O be as in the lemma. Let {kj}Nj=1 ⊂ K for some N ∈ N
be a finite maximal δ

2 -separated set which exists since K is compact. Then, by
right K-invariance of the metric, K

{
BKδ/2(e)kj

}N
j=1

is an open cover for K. Take
a partition of unity {φ̃j}Nj=1 ⊂ C∞(K,R) subordinate to this open cover. There
exists ψδ ∈ C∞(K,R) such that

supp(ψδ) ⊂ BKδ/2(e),

∫
K

ψδ dµK = 1, Sℓ(ψδ) ≪ δ−(ℓ+
dim(K)

2 ).

Let φj = ψδ ∗ φ̃j for all 1 ≤ j ≤ N . Then we have the properties:

(1)
∑N
j=1 φj =

∑N
j=1 ψδ ∗ φ̃j = ψδ ∗ 1 = 1;

(2) supp(φj) ⊂ supp(ψδ) · supp(φ̃j) ⊂ BKδ/2(e) · B
K
δ/2(e)kj ⊂ BKδ (e)kj ⊂ Okj

for all 1 ≤ j ≤ N .
Moreover, using Young’s inequality for convolutions, we have

Sℓ(φj)2 =
∑

D∈D(K),degD≤ℓ
∥D(ψδ ∗ φ̃j)∥22 =

∑
D∈D(K),degD≤ℓ

∥D(ψδ) ∗ φ̃j∥22

≤
∑

D∈D(K),degD≤ℓ
∥φ̃j∥21 · ∥Dψδ∥22 = ∥φj∥21Sℓ(ψδ)2 ≪ δ−(2ℓ+dim(K))
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where D(K) ⊂ U(k) is the subset of monomials in a fixed orthonormal basis
{Dj}dim(K)

j=1 ∈ k.

It remains to check the multiplicity condition for the open cover
{
BKCδ(e)kj

}N
j=1

.
Note that for all 1 ≤ j, j′, j′′ ≤ N , we have that BKCδ(e)kj ∩BKCδ(e)kj′ ̸= ∅ implies
kj′k

−1
j ∈

(
BKCδ(e)

)−1
BKCδ(e) ⊂ BK2Cδ(e) and again by right K-invariance of the

metric, we also have d
(
kj′k

−1
j , kj′′k

−1
j

)
= d(kj′ , kj′′). Therefore, the multiplicity is

the cardinality of a δ
2 -separated set in BK2Cδ which is at most Cdim(K)mK for some

constant mK depending only on K. ■

6.2. Proof of effective equidistribution of Riemannian skew balls. Now,
we prove Proposition 6.4 following the outline given in the previous subsection.

Proof of Proposition 6.4. We first introduce some notations and conventions. Let
g1, g2, ϕ, x0, C, R, κ̃, C̃0, c̃ϵ0 , and T be as in the proposition and suppose that the
hypothesis of the proposition holds. Set T ′ := T − C log(R). Let Ẽg1,g2 = E[g1,g2]

C[g1,g2]

where E[g1, g2] and C[g1, g2] come from Theorem 4.2. Let Dg1,g2 = d(o, g1o) +

d(o, g2o). Recall ϖ[g1, g2] = βe+(g
−1
1 o, o) + i(βe−(g2o, o)). By Theorem 4.2, we

have the following estimates:
(1) 1

C[g1,g2]
= O

(
eO(d(o,g1o)+d(o,g2o))

)
= O

(
eO(Dg1,g2 )

)
;

(2) Ẽg1,g2 = O
(
eO(d(o,g1o)+d(o,g2o))

)
= O

(
eO(Dg1,g2 )

)
;

(3) ∥ϖ[g1, g2]∥ = O(Dg1,g2).
We will also use the same convention as in the proof of Theorem 4.2. The implicit
constant in Og1,g2 is always O

(
eO(d(o,g1o)+d(o,g2o))

)
.

Now we prove the proposition following the outline we gave above. By Lemma 3.1,
it suffices to show that there exists κC > 0 and ℓ̂ > 0 such that for T and R as in
the statement of the proposition, the error term is of the following form:{

O
(
∥Adg1 ∥ℓ̂op

)
Sℓ(ϕ)R−κC , r = 1

O
(
eO(d(o,g1o)+d(o,g2o))

)
∥ϕ∥∞T− 1

2 log(T )
1
2 +O

(
∥Adg1 ∥ℓ̂op

)
Sℓ(ϕ)R−κC , r ≥ 2.

(45)

Step 1. Restricting to the cone Ca
v2ρ,τ in the case rH ≥ 2.

We use the estimates from Section 4 to reduce the calculation into a cone Ca
v2ρ,τ

in the rH ≥ 2 case. Equations (40) and (41) are heavily used. For the rH = 1 case,
the reader may skip this part and go directly to Step 2.

Let us fix the parameter τ . Recall ϵ0 = 1
2 minα∈Φ+ α(v2ρ) > 0. Note that for all

v ∈ Ca
v2ρ,τ with ∥v∥ = 1, we have:

min
α∈Φ+

α(v) ≥ min
α∈Φ+

α(v − v2ρ) + min
α∈Φ+

α(v2ρ) ≥ min
α∈Φ+

α(v2ρ)− max
α∈Φ+

∥α∥τ.

We fix τ = ϵ0
maxα∈Φ+ ∥α∥ once and for all in this proof. Therefore, minα∈Φ+ α(v) ≥ ϵ0

for all v ∈ Ca
v2ρ,τ with ∥v∥ = 1.

Now we split the integral with respect to the cone Ca
v2ρ,τ :

µM (M)

∫
HT [g1,g2]

ϕ(x0h) dµH(h)

=

∫
K

∫
K

∫
aT [g1k1,k2g2]

ϕ(x0k1avk2)ξ(v) dv dµK(k1) dµK(k2)
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=

∫
K

∫
K

∫
aT [g1k1,k2g2]∩Ca

v2ρ,τ

ϕ(x0k1avk2)ξ(v) dv dµK(k1) dµK(k2)

+

∫
K

∫
K

∫
aT [g1k1,k2g2]\Ca

v2ρ,τ

ϕ(x0k1avk2)ξ(v) dv dµK(k1) dµK(k2).

Using Eq. (24), we could decompose ξ into two parts:

ξ(v) =
e2ρ(v)

2mΦ+
+

N∑
j=1

cje
λj(v)

for some N ∈ N, {cj}Nj=1 ⊂ R, and {λj}Nj=1 ⊂ a∗. By Eq. (25), there exists
η ∈ (0, δ2ρ) such that

max
j∈{1,2,...,N}

max
v∈a+

1

λj(v) = δ2ρ − η.

Using Eq. (40) and Eq. (41), we have estimate of this integral at outside of the
cone:∣∣∣∣∫

K

∫
K

∫
aT [g1k1,k2g2]\Ca

v2ρ,τ

ϕ(x0k1avk2)ξ(v) dv dµK(k1) dµK(k2)

∣∣∣∣
≤ ∥ϕ∥∞

[
βrH (T +Og1,g2(1) +Og1,g2(T

−1))rHeδ2ρ(1−
τ2

2 )(T+Og1,g2 (1)+Og1,g2 (T
−1))

+ βrHe
Og1,g2 (δ2ρ−η)

(
T +Og1,g2(1) +Og1,g2(T

−1)
)rH

e(δ2ρ−η)T eOg1,g2 (T
−1)
]
.

Denote by E1 the term on the right hand side without the factor ∥ϕ∥∞.
Dividing by µH(HT [g1, g2]) and using Theorem 4.2 (note that r ≥ 2), we have

the following estimate:

E1

µH(HT [g1, g2])

≤ βrH (T +Og1,g2(1) +Og1,g2(T
−1))rHeδ2ρ(1−

τ2

2 )(T+Og1,g2 (1)+Og1,g2 (T
−1))

C[g1, g2]T
rH−1

2 eδ2ρT − E[g1, g2]
(
log(T )

1
2T

rH−2

2 eδ2ρT
)

+
βrHe

Og1,g2 (δ2ρ−η)
(
T +Og1,g2(1) +Og1,g2(T

−1)
)rH

e(δ2ρ−η)T eOg1,g2 (T
−1)

C[g1, g2]T
rH−1

2 eδ2ρT − E[g1, g2]
(
log(T )

1
2T

rH−2

2 eδ2ρT
)

≤ e−η
′T ≤ R−κ1

for all T − C log(R) ≥ Ω
(
eΩ(Dg1,g2 )

)
, η′ = min

{ δ2ρτ2

4 , η2
}
, and κ1 := Cη′.

Therefore, for all T − C log(R) ≥ Ω
(
eΩ(Dg1,g2 )

)
, we have:

µM (M)

µH(HT [g1, g2])

∫
HT [g1,g2]

ϕ(x0h) dµH(h)

=
1

µH(HT [g1, g2])

∫
K

∫
K

∫
aT [g1k1,k2g2]∩Ca

v2ρ,τ

ϕ(x0k1avk2)ξ(v) dv dµK(k1) dµK(k2)

+O(Sℓ(ϕ)R−κ1).

(46)

Step 2. Locally approximating the Riemannian skew ball via Riemannian balls.
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Now we focus on the integral inside the cone. If rH = 1, the cone is just int(a+).
Let D > 0 be a sufficiently large constant which will be fixed later. Let R≫D 1 so
that δ := R−1/D ∈ (0, ϵG). Take the open symmetric neighborhood

O = {k ∈ K : d(e, g1kg
−1
1 ) < δ} ⊂ K

of e ∈ K. Calculating as in Eq. (10), we have

BK δ
∥Adg1

∥op
(e) ⊂ O ⊂ BK∥(Adg1 )

−1∥opδ
(e).

For all k̃ ∈ O, using the triangle inequality and left G-invariance of the metric, we
have

d(o, g1k̃k1 exp(v)k2g2o) < d(o, g1k1 exp(v)k2g2o) + d(o, g1k̃g
−1
1 o)

< d(o, g1k1 exp(v)k2g2o) + δ.

Therefore, for all k̃ ∈ O, we have the following containments:

a+T [g1k1, k2g2] ⊂ a+T+δ[g1k̃k1, k2g2] ⊂ a+T+2δ[g1k1, k2g2]. (47)

Using Lemma 6.6, we have a finite open cover {Ok̃j}Nj=1 for K, for some {k̃j}Nj=1 ⊂
K and N ∈ N, whose multiplicity is O

(
(∥Adg1 ∥op · ∥(Adg1)

−1∥op)dim(K)
)

and a
partition of unity {φj}Nj=1 ⊂ C∞(K,R) subordinate to the open cover such that:

Sℓ(φj) ≪
(

δ

∥Adg1 ∥op

)−ℓ′

, ℓ′ := ℓ+
dim(K)

2
.

We have ∥(Adg1)
−1∥op ≤ ∥Adg1 ∥

dim(G)−1
op using the relation to singular values in

Eq. (5) and detAdg1 = 1 as G is semisimple. Therefore, the multiplicity of the
open cover is O

(
∥Adg1 ∥

dim(K) dim(G)
op

)
.

Using Eq. (47), we can locally approximate the Riemannian skew ball via Rie-
mannian ball:∫

K

∫
K

∫
aT [g1k1,k2g2]∩Ca

v2ρ,τ

ϕ(x0k1avk2)ξ(v) dv dµK(k1) dµK(k2)

=

∫
K

N∑
j=1

∫
K

φj(k1)

∫
aT [g1k1,k2g2]∩Ca

v2ρ,τ

ϕ(x0k1avk2)ξ(v) dv dµK(k1) dµK(k2)

=

∫
K

N∑
j=1

∫
K

φj(k1)

∫
aT+δ[g1k̃j ,k2g2]∩Ca

v2ρ,τ

ϕ(x0k1avk2)ξ(v) dv dµK(k1) dµK(k2)

+ ∥ϕ∥∞O(µH(HT+2δ[g1, g2])− µH(HT [g1, g2])).

(48)

Denote by E2 the error term without the factor ∥ϕ∥∞. Dividing by µH(HT [g1, g2])
and using Theorem 4.2, we have the following two cases according to r.

If r = 1, we have:

E2

µH(HT [g1, g2])
≤
C[g1, g2]e

δ2ρ(T+2δ) + E[g1, g2]
(
e(δ2ρ−η1)(T+2δ)

)
C[g1, g2]eδ2ρT − E[g1, g2]

(
e(δ2ρ−η1)T

) − 1

≤ e2δ2ρδ
1 + Ẽg1,g2e

−η1(T+2δ)

1− Ẽg1,g2e
−η1T

− 1
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≤ e2δ2ρδ − 1 + e2δ2ρδ
2Ẽg1,g2e

−η1T

1− Ẽg1,g2e
−η1T

≪ R−κ2

where κ2 = min
{
Cη1
2 , 1/D

}
and for all T − C log(R) ≫ 2

η1
log(4Ẽg1,g2).

If r ≥ 2, we have:

E2

µH(HT [g1, g2])
≤ C[g1, g2](T + 2δ)

rH−1

2 eδ2ρ(T+2δ)

C[g1, g2]T
rH−1

2 eδ2ρT − E[g1, g2]
(
log(T )

1
2T

rH−2

2 eδ2ρT
)

+
E[g1, g2]

(
log(T + 2δ)

1
2 (T + 2δ)

rH−2

2 eδ2ρ(T+2δ)
)

C[g1, g2]T
rH−1

2 eδ2ρT − E[g1, g2]
(
log(T )

1
2T

rH−2

2 eδ2ρT
) − 1

≤ (1 +
2δ

T
)

rH−1

2 e2δ2ρδ
1 + Ẽg1,g2

(
log(T + 2δ)

1
2T− 1

2

)
1− Ẽg1,g2

(
log(T )

1
2T− 1

2

) − 1

≤ (1 +
2δ

T
)

rH−1

2 e2δ2ρδ − 1

+ (1 +
2δ

T
)

rH−1

2 e2δ2ρδ
2Ẽg1,g2

(
log(T + 2δ)

1
2T− 1

2

)
1− Ẽg1,g2

(
log(T )

1
2T− 1

2

)
≤ O(R−κ3) +O

(
eO(d(o,g1o)+d(o,g2o))

)
T− 1

2 log(T )
1
2

where κ3 = 1/D and for all T ≫ Ẽ2
g1,g2 .

Step 3. Restricting to the outermost annulus of the Riemannian skew ball.
Now we study the outermost annulus HT+δ[g1, g2]\HT ′+δ[g1, g2] of the Riemann-

ian skew ball and show that it occupies most of the mass.
We decompose the integral in the main term in Eq. (48) into two pieces according

to HT ′+δ[g1, g2] ⊂ HT+δ[g1, g2]. We have:∫
K

N∑
j=1

∫
K

φj(k1)

∫
aT+δ[g1k̃j ,k2g2]∩Ca

v2ρ,τ

ϕ(x0k1avk2)ξ(v) dv dµK(k1) dµK(k2)

=

∫
K

N∑
j=1

∫
aT+δ[g1k̃j ,k2g2]∩Ca

v2ρ,τ

∫
K

ϕ(x0k1avk2)φj(k1) dµK(k1) ξ(v) dv dµK(k2)

=

∫
K

N∑
j=1

∫
aT ′,T+δ[g1k̃j ,k2g2]∩Ca

v2ρ,τ

∫
K

ϕ(x0k1avk2)φj(k1) dµK(k1) ξ(v) dv dµK(k2)

+

∫
K

N∑
j=1

∫
aT ′ [g1k̃j ,k2g2]∩Ca

v2ρ,τ

∫
K

ϕ(x0k1avk2)φj(k1) dµK(k1) ξ(v) dv dµK(k2)

=

∫
K

N∑
j=1

∫
aT ′,T+δ[g1k̃j ,k2g2]∩Ca

v2ρ,τ

∫
K

ϕ(x0k1avk2)φj(k1) dµK(k1) ξ(v) dv dµK(k2)

+O(∥ϕ∥∞µH(HT ′+δ[g1, g2])).

(49)

The last inequality follows from Eq. (47). Let E3 = µH(HT ′+δ[g1, g2])). We will
show that HT ′+δ[g1, g2] does not occupy much measure. Dividing by µH(HT [g1, g2])
and using Theorem 4.2, we have the following two cases according to r.
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If r = 1, we have:

E3

µH(HT [g1, g2])
≤
C[g1, g2]e

δ2ρ(T
′+δ) + E[g1, g2]

(
e(δ2ρ−η1)(T

′+δ)
)

C[g1, g2]eδ2ρT − E[g1, g2]
(
e(δ2ρ−η1)T

) ≤ R−δ2ρC

for T − C log(R) ≫ 1
η1

log(2Ẽg1,g2).
If r ≥ 2, we have:

E3

µH(HT [g1, g2])
≤ C[g1, g2](T

′ + δ)
rH−1

2 eδ2ρ(T
′+δ)

C[g1, g2]T
rH−1

2 eδ2ρT − E[g1, g2]
(
log(T )

1
2T

rH−2

2 eδ2ρT
)

+
E[g1, g2]

(
log(T ′ + δ)

1
2 (T ′ + δ)

rH−2

2 eδ2ρ(T
′+δ)

)
C[g1, g2]T

rH−1

2 eδ2ρT − E[g1, g2]
(
log(T )

1
2T

rH−2

2 eδ2ρT
)

≤ R−δ2ρC

for T − C log(R) ≫ Ẽ4
g1,g2 .

Step 4. Using the hypothesis, i.e., equidistribution of K-orbits.
Fix κ′ := ϵ0κ̃. Applying the hypothesis in Proposition 6.4 for R and v, we get

the following:
For all 1 ≤ j ≤ N , k2 ∈ K, and v ∈ a+T+δ[g1k̃j , k2g2] ∩ Cv2ρ,τ\aT ′ [g1k̃j , k2g2], we

have∣∣∣∣∫
K

ϕ(x0k1avk2)φj(k1) dµK(k1)−
∫
Γ\G

ϕdµ̂Γ\G ·
∫
K

φj dµK

∣∣∣∣ ≤ Sℓ(ϕ)Sℓ(φj)R−κ′
.

Therefore, we have the following estimate:∫
K

N∑
j=1

∫
aT ′,T+δ[g1k̃j ,k2g2]∩Ca

v2ρ,τ

∫
K

ϕ(x0k1avk2)φj(k1) dµK(k1) ξ(v) dv dµK(k2)

=

∫
K

N∑
j=1

∫
aT ′,T+δ[g1k̃j ,k2g2]∩Ca

v2ρ,τ

∫
Γ\G

ϕdµ̂Γ\G ·
∫
K

φj dµK ξ(v) dv dµK(k2)

+

∫
K

N∑
j=1

∫
aT ′,T+δ[g1k̃j ,k2g2]∩Ca

v2ρ,τ

Sℓ(ϕ)Sℓ(φj)R−κ′
ξ(v) dv dµK(k2).

Call the second term E4 without the factor Sℓ(ϕ). It can be bounded in the following
way:

E4 ≪ R−κ′
(

δ

∥Adg1 ∥op

)−ℓ′ ∫
K

N∑
j=1

∫
aT ′,T+δ[g1k̃j ,k2g2]

ξ(v) dv dµK(k2)

≤ R−κ′
δ−ℓ

′

∥Adg1 ∥−ℓ
′

op

∫
K

N∑
j=1

1

µK(k̃jO)

∫
k̃jO

∫
aT+2δ[g1k1,k2g2]

ξ(v) dv dµK(k1)dµK(k2)

≪ ∥Adg1 ∥ℓ
′+dim(K)(1+dim(G))
op R−κ′

δ−(ℓ′+dim(K))µH(HT+2δ[g1, g2]).

The last inequality is due to the bound on the multiplicity of the open cover. We
finally choose D = 2(ℓ′+dim(K))

κ′ so that R−κ′
δ−(ℓ′+dim(K)) ≤ R−κ′/2, and so

E4 ≪ ∥Adg1 ∥ℓ
′+dim(K)(1+dim(G))
op R−κ′/2µH(HT [g1, g2]).
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Now we deal with the first term. We factor out
∫
Γ\G ϕdµ̂Γ\G and estimate the

remaining expression. Using Eq. (47), we have the following estimate on the upper
bound: ∫

K

N∑
j=1

∫
aT ′,T+δ[g1k̃j ,k2g2]∩Ca

v2ρ,τ

∫
K

φj dµK ξ(v) dv dµK(k2)

≤
∫
K

N∑
j=1

∫
K

∫
aT+2δ[g1k1,k2g2]

ξ(v) dv φj(k1) dµK(k1) dµK(k2)

≤ µH(HT+2δ[g1, g2]).

Similarly, using Eq. (47), we have the following estimate on lower bound:∫
K

N∑
j=1

∫
aT ′,T+δ[g1k̃j ,k2g2]∩Ca

v2ρ,τ

∫
K

φj dµK ξ(v) dv dµK(k2)

≥
∫
K

N∑
j=1

∫
K

φj(k1)

∫
aT [g1k1,k2g2]∩Ca

v2ρ,τ
\aT ′ [g1k̃j ,k2g2]

ξ(v) dv dµK(k1) dµK(k2)

=

∫
K

N∑
j=1

∫
K

φj(k1)

∫
aT [g1k1,k2g2]∩Ca

v2ρ,τ

ξ(v) dv dµK(k1) dµK(k2)

− µH(HT ′+δ[g1, g2])

≥ µH(HT [g1, g2])− µH(HT ′+δ[g1, g2])− E1.

We find that the error terms are combination of E1, E2, and E3.
Finally, collecting all the error terms, we get Eq. (45) where we take

ℓ̂ := ℓ′ + dim(K)(1 + dim(G)) = ℓ+ dim(K)

(
3

2
+ dim(G)

)
,

κC := min

{
κ1, κ2, κ3, δ2ρC,

κ′

2

}
= min

{
δ2ρτ

2

4
C,
ηC

2
,
η1C

2
,

ϵ0κ̃

2(ℓ′ + dim(K))
, δ2ρC,

ϵ0κ̃

2

}
.

For Mg1,g2 > 0, using the estimate Ẽg1,g2 = O
(
eO(d(o,g1o)+d(o,g2o))

)
, we can choose

Mg1,g2 =

{
C1(d(o, g1o) + d(o, g2o)), r = 1

C1e
C2(d(o,g1o)+d(o,g2o)), r ≥ 2

where C1 > 0 and C2 > 0 are two constants depending only on (G,H). ■

7. Effective duality

In this section we will prove Theorem 7.2. This uses the well-known duality
between H-orbits in Γ\G and Γ-orbits in G/H. The key point here is that the
relation between the two is effectivized.

We fix the following for this section. We use the notation GT := {g ∈ G :
d(o, go) < T} and ΓT := {γ ∈ Γ : d(o, γo) < T} for any T > 0. For all y ∈ G/H,
we fix an open neighborhood Uy ⊂ G/H of y and a smooth section σy : Uy → G
of the principal bundle G → G/H in the following way. For H ∈ G/H, we fix
any smooth section σH : UH → G whose image is a connected smooth submanifold
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σH(UH) ⊂ BG1 (e) containing e ∈ G with smooth topological boundary so that
δU := inf{d(o, go) : g ∈ ∂σH(UH)} > 0. For all other gH ∈ G/H, we take any
optimal lift g ∈ G such that d(o, go) = min{d(o, g′o) : g′H = gH} and we fix
UgH := gUH and σgH := mL

g ◦ σH ◦mL
g−1 : UgH → G where mL

g and mL
g−1 are the

left multiplication maps by g and g−1.
Recall the measure µG/H on G/H satisfying dµG = dµH dµG/H from Subsec-

tion 2.2. Since µG is the measure induced by the volume form on G, which can
be disintegrated over the image of any section σy(Uy) along the fibers of the prin-
cipal bundle G → G/H, we conclude that µG/H is a measure induced by a top-
dimensional differential form with a positive smooth density function. Moreover,
we can fix an appropriate Riemannian metric on G/H which is compatible with
µG/H by taking any top-dimensional differential form and normalizing it by an
appropriate positive smooth density function.

Remark 7.1. Although these sections are not canonical, some choice of a family of
sections on an open cover which trivializes the principal bundle G → G/H over
supp(ψ) is required for the statement and proof of Theorem 7.2. Similarly, there
is no canonical Riemannian metric on G/H but we need one to make sense of the
space of Hölder functions C0,χ(G/H,R).

For all ψ ∈ Cc(G/H,R), we define the constant

Dψ := inf
{
r > 0 : supp(ψ) ⊂ BGr (e) ·H ⊂ G/H

}
> 0. (50)

Recall cϵ0 from Hypothesis 1.1 where ϵ0 = 1
2 minα∈Φ+ α(v2ρ) as in Section 6.

Theorem 7.2. Suppose Hypothesis 1.1 holds. There exist C0 ≍ c0, κ ∈ (0, κ0), and
ϱ ∈ (ϱ0, 2ϱ0) such that the following holds. Let χ ∈ (0, 1] and p := dim(G) + 1 + χ.
Let ψ ∈ C0,χ

c (G/H,R), g0 ∈ G, x0 = Γg0 ∈ Γ\G, and y0 = g0H ∈ G/H. There
exists Mψ,g0 > 0 such that for all R ≫ injΓ\G(x0)

−ϱ and T ≥ C0 log(R) + cϵ0 +
Mψ,g0 , at least one of the following holds.

(1) We have∣∣∣∣∣∣ 1

µH(HT )

∑
γ∈ΓT

ψ(γy0)−
1

µH(HT )µΓ\G(Γ\G)

∫
GT

ψ(gy0) dµG(g)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
≤

{
O
(
eO(Dψ+d(o,g0o))

)
∥ψ∥C0,χR−χκ, r = 1

O
(
eO(Dψ+d(o,g0o))

)
∥ψ∥C0,χ

(
T− 1

2p log(T )
1
2p +R−χκ), r ≥ 2.

(2) There exists x ∈ Γ\G such that xH is periodic with vol(xH) ≤ R and

d(x0, x) ≤ RC0TC0e−T .

Moreover, we can choose Mψ,g0 = C1e
C2(Dψ+d(o,g0o)) for some absolute constants

C1 > 0 and C2 > 0.

Theorem 7.2 follows from Theorem 6.2 and the following proposition. The proof
of Theorem 7.2 assuming Proposition 7.3 is very similar to the proof of Theorem 6.2
assuming Proposition 6.4. Hence, we omit the derivation.

Proposition 7.3. Let χ ∈ (0, 1] and ψ ∈ C0,χ
c (G/H,R). Let g0 ∈ G, x0 = Γg0 ∈

Γ\G, and y0 = g0H ∈ G/H. There exists Mψ,g0 > 0 such that the following holds:
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Suppose that there exists κ̃ > 0, p := dim(G) + 1 + χ, κ := κ̃(dim(G) + 2)−1 ·(
ℓ+ dim(G)

2 +1
)−1

, R > 0, C̃0 > 0, c̃ϵ0 > 0, and T ≥ C̃0 log(R) + c̃ϵ0 +Mψ,g0 such
that for all b ∈ G, ϕ ∈ C∞

c (Γ\G,R), and T ′ ∈ [T − 1, T + 1], we have∣∣∣∣∣ 1

µH(HT ′ [g0, b])

∫
HT ′ [g0,b]

ϕ(x0h) dµH(h)−
∫
Γ\G

ϕ(x) dµ̂Γ\G(x)

∣∣∣∣∣
≤

{
O
(
eO(d(o,g0o))

)
Sℓ(ϕ)R−κ̃, r = 1

O
(
eO(d(o,g0o)+d(o,bo))

)
∥ϕ∥∞T− 1

2 log(T )
1
2 +O

(
eO(d(o,g0o))

)
Sℓ(ϕ)R−κ̃, r ≥ 2.

Then, we have∣∣∣∣∣∣ 1

µH(HT )

∑
γ∈ΓT

ψ(γy0)−
1

µH(HT )µΓ\G(Γ\G)

∫
GT

ψ(gy0) dµG(g)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
≤

{
O
(
eO(Dψ+d(o,g0o))

)
∥ψ∥C0,χR−χκ, r = 1

O
(
eO(Dψ+d(o,g0o))

)
∥ψ∥C0,χ

(
T− 1

2p log(T )
1
2p +R−χκ), r ≥ 2.

Moreover, we can choose Mψ,g0 = C1e
C2(Dψ+d(o,g0o)) for some absolute constants

C1 > 0 and C2 > 0.

Proof. Let ψ, g0, x0, y0, κ̃, R, C̃0, c̃ϵ0 , and T be as in the proposition and suppose
that the hypothesis of the proposition holds.

By a standard convolution trick as in [KM96, Appendix] and [MW12, Corollary
5.2] and a Sobolev norm estimate as in property (3) in Lemma 6.6, the hypothesis
also holds for all χ-Hölder continuous functions ϕ ∈ C0,χ

c (Γ\G,R) with the error
term{

O
(
eO(d(o,g0o))

)
Sℓ(ϕ)R−κ̃, r = 1

O
(
eO(d(o,g0o)+d(o,bo))

)
∥ϕ∥∞T− 1

2 log(T )
1
2 +O

(
eO(d(o,g0o))

)
Sℓ(ϕ)R−κ̃, r ≥ 2

replaced with{
O
(
eO(d(o,g0o))

)
∥ϕ∥C0,χR−χκ′

, r = 1

O
(
eO(d(o,g0o)+d(o,bo))

)
∥ϕ∥∞T− 1

2 log(T )
1
2 +O

(
eO(d(o,g0o))

)
∥ϕ∥C0,χR−χκ′

, r ≥ 2

where

κ′ := κ̃

(
ℓ+

dim(G)

2
+ 1

)−1

≤ κ̃

(
ℓ+

dim(G)

2
+ χ

)−1

.

We outline the proof here for completeness. Convolving ϕ ∈ C0,χ
c (Γ\G,R) with an

appropriate nonnegative smooth bump function φ ∈ C∞(G,R) supported in BGδ (e)
for some δ > 0 with

∫
G
φdµG = 1 and Sℓ(φ) ≪ δ−(ℓ+ dimG

2 ), one can approximate
ϕ by a smooth compactly supported function ϕδ such that

∥ϕ− ϕδ∥∞ ≤ ∥ϕ∥C0,χδχ, Sℓ(ϕδ) ≪ ∥ϕ∥C0,χδ−(ℓ+ dimG
2 ).

Now we simply take δ = R−κ̃(ℓ+ dim(G)
2 +χ)−1 ≤ R−κ′

.
We fix a finite open cover {Uyk}nk=1 for the compact set supp(ψ) for some

{yk}nk=1 ⊂ supp(ψ) and n ∈ N so that
{
σ−1
yk

(
σyk(yk)B

G
δU (e)

)}n
k=1

also covers
supp(ψ) and

⋃n
k=1 Uyk ⊂ {gH ∈ G/H : d(o, go) ≤ Dψ + 1}. We introduce a

parameter δ ∈
(
0,min

{
1
2 ,

δU
2

})
which depends on R and T which we explicate
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G

G/H

H

( )
UH

e

( )( )
Uj

Uσj

g = σj(g)hj,g

σj(g)

hj,g

Figure 3. Cover for supp(ψ)

later. Now, depending on supp(ψ) and δ, take a finite open cover {Uj}Nj=1 for
supp(ψ) which is subordinate to {Uyk}nk=1. Let 1 ≤ j ≤ N and fix a corre-
sponding 1 ≤ k ≤ n such that Uj ⊂ Uyk . For convenience, we set σj := σyk
and extend it to a Borel section σj : G/H → G. We may now assume that
Uσj := σj(Uj) = bjB

G
δ (e) ∩ σyk(Uyk) for some bj ∈ σj(Uj), which is compactly con-

tained in σyk(Uyk). Write Ǔj := σ−1
j

(
bjB

G
δ/2(e) ∩ σyk(Uyk)

)
. We may also assume

that {Ǔj}Nj=1 is an open cover for supp(ψ). Fix the constant Eψ = ecΦDψ > 1 and
impose the condition

δ < E−1
ψ (51)

so that using Lemma 3.1 as in Eq. (10), we get the important containments

bBGδ (e)b
−1 ⊂ BG∥Adb ∥opδ

(e) ⊂ BGEψδ(e) ⊂ BG1 (e) (52)

for all b ∈
⋃N
j=1 Uσj . Moreover, using the left G-invariance of the metric on G and a

general Besicovitch covering theorem from [Fed69, Chapter 2, §2.8, Theorem 2.8.14]
on σH(UH) and induction on the finite open cover for supp(ψ), we can also ensure
that the multiplicity of the open cover {Uj}Nj=1 is bounded by a constant mU ∈ N
depending only on UH and in particular, uniform in ψ and δ. We deduce that the
open sets in the cover have measures of the order O

(
δdim(G/H)

)
again using left

G-invariance of µG and the fixed bounded set σH(UH).
We denote the positive and negative parts of ψ by

ψ+ = max(ψ, 0) ≥ 0, ψ− = min(ψ, 0) ≤ 0

which are still χ-Hölder continuous. We will use a set of nonnegative smooth bump
functions

{
φ
G/H
δ,j

}N
j=1

on
⋃N
j=1 Uj subordinate to {Uj}Nj=1, which is a partition of

unity for
⋃N
j=1 Ǔj . Clearly∣∣φG/Hδ,j

∣∣
C1 ≪ δ−1,

∣∣φG/Hδ,j

∣∣
C0,χ ≪

∣∣φG/Hδ,j

∣∣
C1δ

1−χ ≪ δ−χ

for all 1 ≤ j ≤ N . For brevity, we write ψδ,j = ψ · φG/Hδ,j and ψ±
δ,j = ψ± · φG/Hδ,j for

all 1 ≤ j ≤ N .
Similar to above, take the open symmetric neighborhood O = BHδ (e) ⊂ H so

that by triangle inequality and left G-invariance of the metric and Eq. (10), we
have

d(o, ghb−1o) < d(o, gb−1o) + d(o, bhb−1o) < d(o, gb−1o) + Eψδ (53)
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for all g ∈ G, h ∈ O, and b ∈
⋃N
j=1 Uσj . Take a smooth nonnegative bump function

φHδ ∈ C∞
c (H,R) such that

supp
(
φHδ
)
⊂ O,

∫
H

φHδ dµH = 1.

This will be used to “thicken” the function ψ akin to Margulis’ thickening argument.
We can also ensure that∥∥φHδ ∥∥∞ ≪ δ− dim(H),∣∣φHδ ∣∣C1 ≪ δ−(dim(H)+1),∣∣φHδ ∣∣C0,χ ≪

∣∣φHδ ∣∣C1δ
1−χ ≪ δ−(dim(H)+χ)

again using Lemma 3.1.
Let 1 ≤ j ≤ N . Abusing notation, we define σj(g) := σj(gH) and hj,g :=

σj(g)
−1g ∈ H so that g = σj(g)hj,g, for all g ∈ G (See Fig. 3). We define the

functions Φδ,j ∈ C0,χ
c (G,R) and ϕδ,j ∈ C0,χ

c (Γ\G,R) by

Φδ,j(g) = ψδ,j(gH)φHδ (hj,g), ϕδ,j(Γg) =
∑
γ∈Γ

Φδ,j(γg), for all g ∈ G

and define Φ±
δ,j ∈ C0,χ

c (G,R) and ϕ±δ,j ∈ C0,χ
c (Γ\G,R) analogously. The above

sum is actually a finite sum for all Γg ∈ Γ\G and in fact, the number of nonzero
summands is bounded above by an absolute constant depending only on Γ. Using
the above bounds on various seminorms and norms, we have

∥Φδ,j∥C0,χ ≪ ∥ψ∥∞
∥∥φG/Hδ,j

∥∥
∞
∥∥φHδ ∥∥∞ + |ψ|C0,χ

∥∥φG/Hδ,j

∥∥
∞
∥∥φHδ ∥∥∞

+ ∥ψ∥∞
∣∣φG/Hδ,j

∣∣
C0,χ

∥∥φHδ ∥∥∞ + ∥ψ∥∞
∥∥φG/Hδ,j

∥∥
∞
∣∣φHδ ∣∣C0,χ

≤ ∥ψ∥∞δ− dim(H) + |ψ|C0,χδ− dim(H)

+ ∥ψ∥∞δ−χδ− dim(H) + ∥ψ∥∞δ−(dim(H)+χ)

≤ ∥ψ∥C0,χδ−(dim(H)+χ)

and similarly with superscripts ±. Consequently, we have

∥ϕδ,j∥∞ ≪ ∥ψ∥∞δ− dim(H), ∥ϕδ,j∥C0,χ ≪ ∥ψ∥C0,χδ−(dim(H)+χ)

and similarly with superscripts ±.
Let 1 ≤ j ≤ N and g ∈ GT such that gg0 ∈ Uσj H. Following definitions, we get

d
(
o, g0h

−1
j,gg0

σj(gg0)
−1o
)
= d(o, g0(gg0)

−1o) = d(o, go) < T.

Hence by Eq. (53), h ∈ O implies

d
(
o, g0h

−1
j,gg0

hσj(gg0)
−1o
)
< T + Eψδ.

Consequently, supp
(
φHδ
)

⊂ O ⊂ hj,gg0HT+δ[g0, σj(gg0)
−1]. Calculating as in

[GW07, Section 4] using the above, we get

ψδ,j(gg0H) =

∫
HT+Eψδ

[g0,σj(gg0)−1]

ψδ,j(gg0hH)φHδ (hj,gg0h) dµH(h)

=

∫
HT+Eψδ

[g0,σj(gg0)−1]

Φδ,j(gg0h) dµH(h)

(54)
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and similarly with superscripts ±. Using these formulas and Eq. (53), we obtain∑
γ∈ΓT

ψ+
δ,j(γy0) =

∑
γ∈ΓT

∫
HT+Eψδ

[g0,σj(γg0)−1]

Φ+
δ,j(γg0h) dµH(h)

=
∑
γ∈ΓT

∫
HT+2Eψδ

[g0,b
−1
j ]

Φ+
δ,j(γg0h) dµH(h)

=

∫
HT+2Eψδ

[g0,b
−1
j ]

∑
γ∈ΓT

Φ+
δ,j(γg0h) dµH(h)

≤
∫
HT+2Eψδ

[g0,b
−1
j ]

ϕ+δ,j(x0h) dµH(h).

(55)

Similarly, we have∑
γ∈ΓT

ψ−
δ,j(γy0) =

∑
γ∈ΓT

∫
HT+δ[g0,σj(gg0)−1]

Φ−
δ,j(γg0h) dµH(h)

≤
∑
γ∈ΓT

∫
HT−2Eψδ

[g0,b
−1
j ]

Φ−
δ,j(γg0h) dµH(h)

=

∫
HT−2Eψδ

[g0,b
−1
j ]

∑
γ∈ΓT

Φ−
δ,j(γg0h) dµH(h)

=

∫
HT−2Eψδ

[g0,b
−1
j ]

ϕ−δ,j(x0h) dµH(h).

(56)

The last equality holds for the following reason. First, h ∈ HT−2Eψδ[g0, b
−1
j ] means

d(o, g0hb
−1
j o) < T −2Eψδ which, by a similar inequality as Eq. (53) using Eq. (52),

implies d(o, g0hb−1o) < d(o, g0hb
−1
j o) + Eψδ < T − Eψδ for all b ∈ Uσj . Writ-

ing γg0h = bh′ ∈ Uσj O, we have γ−1 = g0h(h
′)−1b−1 and again Eq. (53) gives

d(o, γ−1o) < d(o, g0hb
−1o)+Eψδ < T , meaning that γ ∈ ΓT . Combining the above

two inequalities, we obtain∑
γ∈ΓT

ψδ,j(γy0) ≤
∫
HT−2Eψδ

[g0,b
−1
j ]

ϕδ,j(x0h) dµH(h)

+

∫
HT+2Eψδ

[g0,b
−1
j ]\HT−2Eψδ

[g0,b
−1
j ]

ϕ+δ,j(x0h) dµH(h).

Similar calculations for the reverse inequality yields∑
γ∈ΓT

ψδ,j(γy0) ≥
∫
HT−2Eψδ

[g0,b
−1
j ]

ϕδ,j(x0h) dµH(h)

+

∫
HT+2Eψδ

[g0,b
−1
j ]\HT−2Eψδ

[g0,b
−1
j ]

ϕ−δ,j(x0h) dµH(h).

We can combine and simplify the previous two inequalities to get∣∣∣∣∣ ∑
γ∈ΓT

ψδ,j(γy0)−
∫
HT−2Eψδ

[g0,b
−1
j ]

ϕδ,j(x0h) dµH(h)

∣∣∣∣∣
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≤
∫
HT+2Eψδ

[g0,b
−1
j ]\HT−2Eψδ

[g0,b
−1
j ]

|ϕδ,j(x0h)| dµH(h). (57)

Now, we deal with the error term in Eq. (57). First, we rewrite the error term as∫
HT+2Eψδ

[g0,b
−1
j ]

|ϕδ,j(x0h)| dµH(h)−
∫
HT−2Eψδ

[g0,b
−1
j ]

|ϕδ,j(x0h)| dµH(h).

Recalling that |ϕδ,j | is χ-Hölder continuous, we can apply the hypothesis regarding
equidistribution of Riemannian skew balls to both integrals. The error term in
Eq. (57) can then be bounded above by(

µH(HT+2Eψδ[g0, b
−1
j ])− µH(HT−2Eψδ[g0, b

−1
j ])

) ∫
Γ\G

|ϕδ,j | dµ̂Γ\G

+
(
µH(HT+2Eψδ[g0, b

−1
j ]) + µH(HT−2Eψδ[g0, b

−1
j ])

)
·

{
O
(
eO(d(o,g0o)+d(o,bjo))

)
∥ϕδ,j∥C0,χR−χκ′

, r = 1

O
(
eO(d(o,g0o)+d(o,bjo))

)(
∥ϕδ,j∥∞T− 1

2 log(T )
1
2 + ∥ϕδ,j∥C0,χR−χκ′)

, r ≥ 2.

We can carry out analogous calculations using formulas indicated in Eq. (54)
where sums over ΓT are replaced with integrals over GT . Similar to Eq. (55), we
have∫

GT

ψ+
δ,j(gy0) dµG(g) =

∫
GT

∫
HT+Eψδ

[g0,σj(γg0)−1]

Φ+
δ,j(gg0h) dµH(h) dµG(g)

=

∫
HT+2Eψδ

[g0,b
−1
j ]

∫
GT

Φ+
δ,j(gg0h) dµG(g) dµH(h)

≤
∫
HT+2Eψδ

[g0,b
−1
j ]

∫
G

Φ+
δ,j dµG dµH(h)

= µH(HT+2Eψδ[g0, b
−1
j ])

∫
Γ\G

ϕ+δ,j dµΓ\G.

Similar to Eq. (56) and the above, we also have∫
GT

ψ−
δ,j(gy0) dµG(g) ≤ µH(HT−2Eψδ[g0, b

−1
j ])

∫
Γ\G

ϕ−δ,j dµΓ\G.

Combining the above two inequalities gives∫
GT

ψδ,j(gy0) dµG(g)

≤ µH(HT−2Eψδ[g0, b
−1
j ])

∫
Γ\G

ϕδ,j dµΓ\G

+
(
µH(HT+2Eψδ[g0, b

−1
j ])− µH(HT−2Eψδ[g0, b

−1
j ])

) ∫
Γ\G

ϕ+δ,j dµΓ\G.

Similar calculations for the reverse inequality yields∫
GT

ψδ,j(gy0) dµG(g)

≥ µH(HT−2Eψδ[g0, b
−1
j ])

∫
Γ\G

ϕδ,j dµΓ\G
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+
(
µH(HT+2Eψδ[g0, b

−1
j ])− µH(HT−2Eψδ[g0, b

−1
j ])

) ∫
Γ\G

ϕ−δ,j dµΓ\G.

As before, we can combine the previous two inequalities to get∣∣∣∣∣
∫
GT

ψδ,j(gy0) dµG(g)− µH(HT−2Eψδ[g0, b
−1
j ])

∫
Γ\G

ϕδ,j dµΓ\G

∣∣∣∣∣
≤
(
µH(HT+2Eψδ[g0, b

−1
j ])− µH(HT−2Eψδ[g0, b

−1
j ])

) ∫
Γ\G

|ϕδ,j | dµΓ\G. (58)

Now, we treat the integral
∫
HT−2Eψδ

[g0,b
−1
j ]

ϕδ,j(x0h) dµH(h). As before, using
the hypothesis regarding equidistribution of Riemannian skew balls, we obtain∣∣∣∣∣

∫
HT−2Eψδ

[g0,b
−1
j ]

ϕδ,j(x0h) dµH(h)− µH(HT−2Eψδ[g0, b
−1
j ])

∫
Γ\G

ϕδ,j dµ̂Γ\G

∣∣∣∣∣
≤ µH(HT−2Eψδ[g0, b

−1
j ])

·

{
O
(
eO(d(o,g0o)+d(o,bjo))

)
∥ϕδ,j∥C0,χR−χκ′

, r = 1

O
(
eO(d(o,g0o)+d(o,bjo))

)(
∥ϕδ,j∥∞T− 1

2 log(T )
1
2 + ∥ϕδ,j∥C0,χR−χκ′)

, r ≥ 2.

(59)

Thus, summing over 1 ≤ j ≤ N and using the triangle inequality and Eqs. (57)–
(59) gives∣∣∣∣∣ 1

µH(HT )

∑
γ∈ΓT

ψ(γy0)−
1

µH(HT )µΓ\G(Γ\G)

∫
GT

ψ(gy0) dµG(g)

∣∣∣∣∣
≤ 2

N∑
j=1

µH(HT+2Eψδ[g0, b
−1
j ])− µH(HT−2Eψδ[g0, b

−1
j ])

µH(HT )

∫
Γ\G

|ϕδ,j | dµ̂Γ\G

+ 3

N∑
j=1

µH(HT+2Eψδ[g0, b
−1
j ])

µH(HT )

·

{
O
(
eO(Dψ+d(o,g0o))

)
∥ϕδ,j∥C0,χR−χκ′

, r = 1

O
(
eO(Dψ+d(o,g0o))

)(
∥ϕδ,j∥∞T− 1

2 log(T )
1
2 + ∥ϕδ,j∥C0,χR−χκ′)

, r ≥ 2.

We call these two sums, E1 and E2 respectively, which we bound above using similar
techniques as in the proof of Proposition 6.4.

We first bound E2 above. In the r = 1 case, for all 1 ≤ j ≤ N , we use Theorem 4.2
with the same notations to calculate that

µH(HT+2Eψδ[g0, b
−1
j ])

µH(HT )
=
µH(HT+2Eψδ[g0, b

−1
j ])e−δ2ρT

µH(HT )e−δ2ρT

=
C[g0, b

−1
j ]e2Eψδδ2ρ + E[g0, b

−1
j ]e−η1T+2Eψδ(δ2ρ−η1)

C[e, e] + E[e, e]e−η1T

= O
(
eO(Dψ+d(o,g0o))

)
.

Similarly, in the r ≥ 2 case, for all 1 ≤ j ≤ N , we get

µH(HT+2Eψδ[g0, b
−1
j ])

µH(HT )
=
µH(HT+2Eψδ[g0, b

−1
j ])T− rH−1

2 e−δ2ρT

µH(HT )T− rH−1

2 e−δ2ρT
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=
C[g0,b

−1
j ]
(
1+

2Eψδ

T

) rH−1
2 e2Eψδδ2ρ+E[g0,b

−1
j ](T+2Eψδ)

− 1
2 log(T+2Eψδ)

1
2

(
1+

2Eψδ

T

) rH−1
2 e2Eψδδ2ρ

C[e, e] + E[e, e]T− 1
2 log(T )

1
2

= O
(
eO(Dψ+d(o,g0o))

)
.

Next, recalling the bound on the nonzero summands, we have ∥ϕδ,j∥∞ ≪ ∥ψ∥∞
for all 1 ≤ j ≤ N . Since the multiplicity of the open cover {Uj}Nj=1 for supp(ψ),
which we recall consists of open sets with measures of the order O

(
δdim(G/H)

)
, is

bounded above by mU , the number of open sets is

N ≪ µG/H

(
N⋃
j=1

Uj

)
δ−(dim(G)−dim(H)).

Let P denote the coarsest measurable partition of
⋃N
j=1 Uj formed by the open

cover {Uj}Nj=1. For each P ∈ P, we can assign a choice of section σP := σj for some
1 ≤ j ≤ N such that P ⊂ Uj . We can then bound

µG/H(supp(ψ)) ≤ µG/H

(
N⋃
j=1

Uj

)
=
∑
P∈P

∫
P

1 d(σP )∗(µG/H)

≪ µG(GDψ+2) ≤ O
(
eO(Dψ+2)

)
≤ O

(
eO(Dψ)

) (60)

by applying Theorem 4.2 where we take G itself for its subgroup. Thus, we have
N ≤ O

(
eO(Dψ)

)
δ−(dim(G)−dim(H)). Set q := dim(G). Recalling various norms and

putting everything together, we get

E2 =

{
O
(
eO(Dψ+d(o,g0o))

)
∥ψ∥C0,χδ−(q+χ)R−χκ′

, r = 1

O
(
eO(Dψ+d(o,g0o))

)(
∥ψ∥∞δ−qT− 1

2 log(T )
1
2 + ∥ψ∥C0,χδ−(q+χ)R−χκ′)

, r ≥ 2.

Now, we bound E1 above. In the r = 1 case, for all 1 ≤ j ≤ N , we use
Theorem 4.2 with the same notations to calculate that(

µH(HT+2Eψδ[g0, b
−1
j ])− µH(HT−2Eψδ[g0, b

−1
j ])

)
e−δ2ρT

µH(HT )e−δ2ρT

=
C[g0,b

−1
j ]
(
e2Eψδδ2ρ−e−2Eψδδ2ρ

)
+E[g0,b

−1
j ]
(
e−η1T+2Eψδ(δ2ρ−η1)−e−η1T−2Eψδ(δ2ρ−η1)

)
C[e, e] + E[e, e]e−η1T

≤ O
(
eO(Dψ+d(o,g0o))

)
·
(
δ + e−η1T

)
for all T ≫ 0, where we used Eψ = O

(
eO(Dψ)

)
. Similarly, in the r ≥ 2 case, for all

1 ≤ j ≤ N , we get(
µH(HT+2Eψδ[g0, b

−1
j ])− µH(HT−2Eψδ[g0, b

−1
j ])

)
T− rH−1

2 e−δ2ρT

µH(HT )T− rH−1

2 e−δ2ρT

=
C[g0, b

−1
j ]
((

1 +
2Eψδ
T

) rH−1

2 e2Eψδδ2ρ −
(
1− 2Eψδ

T

) rH−1

2 e−2Eψδδ2ρ
)

C[e, e] + E[e, e]T− 1
2 log(T )

1
2

+

E[g0,b
−1
j ](T+2Eψδ)

− 1
2 log(T+2Eψδ)

1
2

(
1+

2Eψδ

T

) rH−1
2 e2Eψδδ2ρ

−E[g0,b
−1
j ](T−2Eψδ)

− 1
2 log(T−2Eψδ)

1
2

(
1− 2Eψδ

T

) rH−1
2 e−2Eψδδ2ρ

C[e, e] + E[e, e]T− 1
2 log(T )

1
2

≤ O
(
eO(Dψ+d(o,g0o))

)
·
(
δ + T− 1

2 log(T )
1
2

)
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for all T ≫ 0, where we again used Eψ = O
(
eO(Dψ)

)
. We also calculate that

N∑
j=1

∫
Γ\G

|ϕδ,j | dµΓ\G =

∫
G

N∑
j=1

|Φδ,j | dµG

=

∫
G

N∑
j=1

|ψ(gH)|φG/Hδ,j (gH)φHδ (hj,g) dµG(g)

≤
∫
G/H

|ψ| dµG/H ·
∫
H

1BH1 (e) dµH

≪ µG/H(supp(ψ))∥ψ∥∞
≤ O

(
eO(Dψ)

)
∥ψ∥∞

using Eq. (60) and in particular, there is no dependence on N and hence on δ.
Thus, combining the above bounds, we get

E1 =

{
O
(
eO(Dψ+d(o,g0o))

)
∥ψ∥∞

(
δ + e−η1T

)
, r = 1

O
(
eO(Dψ+d(o,g0o))

)
∥ψ∥∞

(
δ + T− 1

2 log(T )
1
2

)
, r ≥ 2.

Worsening κ′ if necessary so that κ′ < C̃0η1, we combine the two error terms to
get

E1 + E2

≤

{
O
(
eO(Dψ+d(o,g0o))

)
∥ψ∥C0,χ

(
δ + δ−(q+χ)R−χκ′)

, r = 1

O
(
eO(Dψ+d(o,g0o))

)
∥ψ∥C0,χ

(
δ + δ−qT− 1

2 log(T )
1
2 + δ−(q+χ)R−χκ′)

, r ≥ 2.

Fix p := q + 1 + χ and κ := κ′

q+2 . In the r = 1 case, we choose δ in the optimal
way up to a constant factor by setting δ = Cpδ−(q+χ)R−χκ′

for some C > 0. This
gives δ = CR−χκ′p and we choose C = E−1

ψ = e−cΦDψ = O
(
eO(Dψ)

)
so that it

satisfies Eq. (51). Then, δ−(q+χ)R−χκ′
= Eq+χψ R−χκ′p ≤ O

(
eO(Dψ)

)
R−χκ′p . Thus,

we obtain the desired error term of the proposition after worsening the second
factor of the exponent from κ′

p to κ to remove the dependence on χ. In the r ≥ 2

case, we slightly worsen the second term by replacing the factor δ−q with δ−(q+χ)

and then we choose δ in the optimal way up to a constant factor by setting δ =
Cpδ−(q+χ)

(
T− 1

2 log(T )
1
2 +R−χκ′)

for some C > 0. This gives

δ = C
(
T− 1

2 log(T )
1
2 +R−χκ′) 1

p ≤ Cmax
{(

2T− 1
2 log(T )

1
2

) 1
p ,
(
2R−χκ′) 1

p

}
.

Similar to above, we choose C = (2Eψ)
−1 = 2−1e−cΦDψ = O

(
eO(Dψ)

)
so that it

satisfies Eq. (51). We again worsen κ′

p to κ for the last term of the full resulting
error term. Hence, we obtain the desired error term of the proposition. ■

8. Limiting density

We first recall from [GW07, Subsection 2.5] the limiting density νy0 associated
to each y0 ∈ G/H. We define them in a slightly different fashion described in loc.
cit. which is possible since H is semisimple and hence unimodular. Define the map
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α̃ : G×G→ R≥0 by

α̃(g1, g2) := lim
T→+∞

µH(HT [g1, g
−1
2 ])

µH(HT )
for all g1, g2 ∈ G.

Observe that α̃ is right H-invariant in both arguments since µH is bi-H-invariant.
Thus, α̃ descends to a map α : G/H ×G/H → R≥0. For all y0 ∈ G/H, we define
a measure νy0 on G/H by

dνy0 = α(·, y0) dµG/H .

In this section we prove the following theorem, effectivizing [GW07, Theorem
2.3]. Its proof is also similar to that of [GW07, Theorem 2.3] in [GW07, Section
5] but we use Corollary 4.3. Recall the constant Dψ > 0 associated to each ψ ∈
Cc(G/H,R) from Eq. (50), and the constant η1 > 0 from Eq. (4).

Theorem 8.1. Let ψ ∈ Cc(G/H,R). Let g0 ∈ G and y0 = g0H ∈ G/H. Then, we
have∣∣∣∣∣ 1

µH(HT )

∫
GT

ψ(gy0) dµG(g)−
∫
G/H

ψ dνy0

∣∣∣∣∣
≤

{
O
(
eDψ+d(o,g0o)

)
∥ψ∥∞e−η1T , r = 1

O
(
eDψ+d(o,g0o)

)
∥ψ∥∞T− 1

2 log(T )
1
2 , r ≥ 2

for all T ≥ Ω(Dψ + d(o, g0o)) in the r = 1 case and for all T ≥ Ω
(
eΩ(Dψ+d(o,g0o))

)
in the r ≥ 2 case.

Proof. Let ψ, y0 = g0H, and T be as in the theorem. We have∫
GT

ψ(gy0)µG(g) =

∫
{g∈G:d(o,gg−1

0 o)<T}
ψ(gH) dµG(g)

=

∫
G/H

∫
{h∈H:d(o,ghg−1

0 o)<T}
ψ(gH) dµH(h) dµG/H(gH)

=

∫
G/H

ψ(gH) · µH(HT [g, g
−1
0 ]) dµG/H(gH).

Now, we use the precise asymptotic formulas for the volume of Riemannian skew
balls together with the above calculation. Let E[g, g−1

0 ] = O
(
eO(d(o,go)+d(o,g0o))

)
be

the constant provided by Corollary 4.3 which is continuous and hence measurable
in g ∈ G. Then using Corollary 4.3, we get∣∣∣∣∣ 1

µH(HT )

∫
GT

ψ(gy0)µG(g)−
∫
G/H

ψ dνy0

∣∣∣∣∣
=

∣∣∣∣∣
∫
G/H

ψ(gH) ·
(
µH(HT [g, g

−1
0 ])

µH(HT )
− α̃(g, g0)

)
dµG/H(gH)

∣∣∣∣∣
≤
∫
G/H

|ψ(gH)| ·
∣∣∣∣µH(HT [g, g

−1
0 ])

µH(HT )
− α̃(g, g0)

∣∣∣∣ dµG/H(gH)

≤

{∫
G/H

|ψ(gH)| · E[g, g−1
0 ]e−η1T dµG/H(gH), r = 1∫

G/H
|ψ(gH)| · E[g, g−1

0 ]T− 1
2 log(T )

1
2 dµG/H(gH), r ≥ 2
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where we use the optimal lifts g ∈ G for each gH in the sense that d(o, go) =
min{d(o, g′o) : g′H = gH}. Since ψ is compactly supported, the theorem follows
by using Eq. (60). ■
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