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FINITARY ESTIMATES FOR THE DISTRIBUTION OF LATTICE
ORBITS IN HOMOGENEOUS SPACES I: RIEMANNIAN
METRIC

ZUO LIN AND PRATYUSH SARKAR

ABSTRACT. Let H < G both be noncompact connected semisimple real alge-
braic groups and I' < 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 I'-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 I'\G. The significance of the effectivized argument is due
to the recent effective equidistribution results of Lindenstrauss—Mohammadi—
Wang for A(SL2(R)) < SL2(R) X SL2(R) and SL2(R) < SL2(C) and arithmetic
lattices I', and future generalizations in that direction.

CONTENTS

1. Introduction 1
2. Preliminaries 10
3. Estimates for the Busemann function 15
4. Effective volume calculations for Riemannian skew balls 30
5. Effective equidistribution of Kg-orbits from that of Ug-orbits 43
6. Effective equidistribution of Riemannian skew balls from that of

K -orbits 50
7. Effective duality 59
8. Limiting density 68
References 70

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 I' < G be a lattice. Let H < G be a noncompact semisimple maximal proper
Lie subgroup (which is automatically closed). Let Ay < H be a maximal subgroup
consisting of semisimple elements and ay be its Lie algebra endowed with the inner
product and norm induced by the Killing form. Let @;} be a corresponding choice
of a set of positive roots and a; C ag be the corresponding closed positive Weyl
chamber. We write a, := exp(v) for all v € ay. We will consider the flow on T\G

given by the right translation action of {a;, }+cr for various unit vectors v € int(a};).

Date: March 5, 2024.
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Let Uy < H be a maximal expanding horospherical subgroup. We denote the
measure induced by the Riemannian metric on G on any space X by pux. We
normalize yip\¢ to a probability measure fig,r and iy, = puy, (Bg” (e))fluUH.
Moreover, we denote by BX(z) C 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 S*(-) the Sobolev norm of order £ € N. We refer to Section 2 for more
details. We make the following fundamental hypothesis throughout the paper.

Hypothesis 1.1. There exist kg > 0, go > 0, ¢g > 0, and £ € N such that for
all € > 0, there exists ¢. > 0 such that for all zg € I'\G, R > injpg(z0) %,

v € int(aj;) with [jv]| = 1 and ming, e g+ a(v) > ¢, and t > colog(R) + ¢, at least
one of the following holds.
(1) For all ¢ € C(I'\G,R), we have

[ tlaouan)di, () = [ odinig
BYH (¢) G

(2) There exists € T\G such that H is periodic with vol(zH) < R and
d(wg, ) < Rt ",

< SY QR

The constants kg, 0o, co, and {c¢}eso depend only on (G, H,T'), and ¢ 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 >¢r injp\ g (o) "% in the above hypothesis is as in [LMW22, Eq. (14.2)] (though
it is not explicitly included in [LMW?22, 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 ©H with vol(zH) < R;
see [DM93, Theorem 5.1]. For a quantitative results, see [SS22, Theorem 5] and
[EMVO09]. 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 £ € N provided by the Sobolev embedding theorem and hence
depends only on dim(G).

For all yo € G/H, there is a canonical measure vy, < ug/g as defined by
Gorodnik-Weiss in [GWO07, Eq. (12) and Proposition 5.1] (see Section 8) which
we normalize as Uy, := pur\g(I\G) " vy,. In [GWO07], they proved that Dy, is the
limiting density of the orbit I'yg C G/H whenever it is dense in the following sense.
We denote Hr := H N KB%(e)K and 't :='N KB%(e)K for all T > 0.

Theorem 1.6 ([GW07, Theorem 1.1]). Let yo € G/H such that Tyo C G/H is
dense. Then, for all ¢ € C.(G/H,R), we have

1
lim ——— 5™ (o) = / b, .
T—-+oo pu (Hr) W;T (7o) G/H v
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We mention some other related works [Oh05, GO07, GN14].

The main objective of this paper is to study the dense I-orbits in G/H in an
effective fashion, provided we have the effective equidistribution in I'\G of regions of
maximal horospherical orbits under one-parameter diagonal flows inside a dense H-
orbit in '\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 C%X(G/H,R) the corresponding space of y-Hélder continuous functions
on G/H. For all ¢ € COX(G/H,R), we define a corresponding constant

Dy == inf{r > 0:supp(s)) C BS(e)- H C G/H} > 0.

Theorem 1.7. Suppose Hypothesis 1.1 holds. There exist Co <Xq.m o, £ € (0, ko),
and ¢ € (00,200) such that the following holds. Let ¢ € (0,1), x € (0,1], and
p = dim(G) + 1+ x. Let v € COX(G/H,R), go € G, 79 = I'gy € T'\G, and
yo = goH € G/H. There exist Ly, > 0 and My 4, > 0 such that for all
R >qr injpg(w0) ¢ + Lgyy and T > Colog(R) + My g,.c, at least one of the
following holds.
(1) We have:
(a) If r =1, then

# o ~ O(Dy) . —xn.
pw (Hr) Z ¥ () /G/deyy0 < O(e“ ) [l con R

YyEl'r

(b) if r > 2, then

1 1—¢
o (H+) - dv 0 <0 O(Dy) ox (T7 22 + R™XF),
ILLH(HT) ’YGZFT ’(/}(ryyO) /G/H w o) = (e )H'(/)HC ( )

(2) There exists x € T\G such that xH is periodic with vol(zH) < R and

d(zg,z) < RET % T,

<1 .
Moreover, we can choose Ly, \ = exx U0:900) gng My go,c = C3eC2(Dytd(0.900)) 4f

_ — G302 (Dytd(0,900)) 4
r=1and My 4, = Ze= 7¥ :900)) 4f r > 2, for some constants C1,Cs,C3 > 0.
These and the implicit constants depend only on (G, H).

Remark 1.8. Observe that the constant L, , associated to the Diophantine condi-
tion depends on the basepoint yg = ggH but not on .

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 —% in the error term in the theorem below to — 12_p £

to eliminate the factor log(T)i and more importantly, the constant coefficient
associated to the base boint yo = goH .

Theorem 1.9. Suppose Hypothesis 1.1 holds. There exist Co <a,m co, k € (0, ko),
and ¢ € (0o, 200) such that the following holds. Let x € (0,1]. Fizp := dim(G)+1+
x. Let ¢ € COX(G/H,R), go € G, 19 =gy € T\G, and yo = goH € G/H. There
exists My, g, > 0 such that for all R >¢ 1 injp\ ¢ (z0) "¢ and T' > Cy log(R) + My, g, ,
at least one of the following holds.
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(1) We have

1 N
m W;T Y(vyo) — /G/H Y diy,
O(eO(Derd(o,goo))) l|14]| co.x R™X, r=1
{O(eO(D’l’er(o’goo)))Hw|co,x (T_% 1og(T)% + R™X%), r>2,
(2) There exists x € T\G such that xH is periodic with vol(xH) < R and
d(xg,z) < RCoTCoe~T,

Moreover, we can choose My, 4, = CoeC1(Pytd(0.900) for some constants Cy,Co >
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)% is to be replaced with W(éng'H“)ﬁ. 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,T") for which Hypothesis 1.1 holds is due to the
recent work of Lindenstrauss-Mohammadi-Wang [LMW?22] where they proved the
following. We denote by A : SLa(R) — SLa(R) x SL2(R) the diagonal embedding.

Theorem 1.13 ([LMW22, Theorem 1.1]). Suppose that either
(G,H) = (SL2(C),SLy(R)) or (G,H) = (SLy(R) x SLa(R), A(SL2(R))),
and I' < G is an arithmetic lattice. Then, Hypothesis 1.1 holds.

Remark 1.14. More generally, the results of Lindenstrauss-Mohammadi—Wang hold
when I 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),S0q(R)?)

where we take the quadratic form Q(z1,x2,23) = x3 — 27113, and T' < SL3(R) is
any lattice. Then, Hypothesis 1.1 holds.
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Remark 1.16. Recall that a lattice I' < SL3(R) is automatically arithmetic by Mar-
gulis” arithmeticity theorem. Also, observe that SOg(R)° = SO(2,1)° = PSLy(R).

1.2. Example: counting oriented circles in S? and T? = RP' x RP!. Let
(G,H) = (SL2(C),SLa(R)) or (G, H) = (SLa(R) x SLa(R), A(SL2(R))), and T" <
G be an arithmetic lattice. Considering the standard actions SLy(C) ~ CP' or
SLy(R) x SLy(R) ~ RP! x RP!, the G-space G/H can be naturally identified with
the G-space C of oriented circles in S? or T? = RP! x RP', 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

(C.H) = {(SL2<C>,SL2<R>> or
’ (SL2(R) x SLy(R), A(SLy(R)))  resp.
and I' < G is an arithmetic lattice. There exist Cy =< co, k € (0,K9), and o €
(00,200), such that the following holds. Let ¢ € (0,1), x € (0,1], and p :== 7+ x.
Let ¢ € COX(G/H,R), go € G, 0 = I'go € T\G, and yo = goH € G/H = C.
There exist Ly, > 0 and My g, > 0 such that for all R > injp g (20) 7€ + Lg,
and T > Cylog(R) + My g, . at least one of the following holds.
(1) We have

> v(0)

yel'r
O (2P ||[¢h]| o R™X" or
= H dﬁ + 1—e
il T)</Cw ¢ {O(eO(Dw))”U’HCO’X(T_?P+R_X”) Tesp.
1 O(ePDy) ~RX~ it
= 167%0c()ez T + (e MNellco _1;652‘ 1 1 or
O(ePPN|[ip]lcox (T~ e2T + Rx%e2T)  resp.

(2) There exists x € T\G such that xH is periodic with vol(zH) < R and
d(xg,z) < RET e T,

S1d(o
»goo Co(Dy+d(o,900
Moreover, we can choose Ly, , = exx ( ), and My 4, = Cse 2(Dy+d(0,900))

C
=2 (Dy+d(o,g00

ifr =1 and My g, = %e ) if v > 2, for some absolute constants

C1,C5,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 = SLy(R) and we recall that Ky = SO(2) = S!

and My = {I,—I} < Ky. Taking the generator J = (,01 (1)) € t, we parametrize

Kg = {e' : 0 <t < 2n}. We calculate using the Killing form of g that || J|| = 4.

Thus, pr, (Kg) = 2n||J|| = 87 and up, (Mpy) = 2 which gives the coefficient
2

by (Ka)® 2
72“]\;1H(MH) = 167°.
Calculations for the second case is similar and yield identical numbers.

Let us now restrict to the case (G, H) = (SL2(C), SLz(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 I' < SLy(C). Denote I'® = ({72 : v € T'}).
Let Kpr = Q(trI'®) = Q(AdT) be the trace field of T' (see [MR03, Exercise 3.3.4]).

Similarly, we calculate using the Killing form of g that o, = %
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Let A(T'®) be the algebra generated by I'® over Kp. By [MRO03, Section 3.3], Kr
is a number field and A(T'(?) is a quaternion algebra over Kr. The algebra A(I'(?)
is said to be ramified at one archimedean place v of K if A(T'®) ®g,. (Kr), is the
unique division algebra over (Kr),.

Theorem 1.19 ([MRO03, Corollary 5.3.2]). Let I' < SLy(C) be a lattice satisfying
the following conditions:

(1) Kr has no proper subfield other than Q;

(2) A(T®) is ramified at at least one archimedean place of Kp.

Then, T\H? = T'\ SLy(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 I' < SLy(C) be an arithmetic lattice satisfying the following
conditions:

(1) Kr has no proper subfield other than Q;

(2) A(T®) is ramified at at least one archimedean place of Kr.
Then, there exists k € (O7 %) such that for all x € (0,1], v € C9X(C,R), oriented
circles C € C, and T > 0, we have

Y Y(10) = psiy@) (SLa(R)7) (/c Ydie + Ow,c(e_X”T))

yel'r
= 167200 (¢)ezT + Ow,c(e(%fx")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 “T-average” is asymptotic (in an effective fashion) to
the “G-average”: for all yo € G/H, we have

1 1
it 2 )~ e e TG o, blaw) i) 0 ()

with an explicit error term, provided a necessary technical assumption on avoidance
of periodic H-orbits is satisfied. The minor part relates the “G-average” to a limiting
density: there exists a canonical v,, < pg,g such that

’ 1

pa(Hr)pme(T\G) Jar
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 [GWO07] and
Shah [Sha96], and for simplicity, we avoid mentioning the technical assumption on
avoidance of periodic H-orbits and how we carry it through.

—0

?(gyo) dpc(g) — /G /chdﬁyo
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Let us recall a part of the argument in [GWO07] to prove (the noneffective)
Eq. (1). This requires using the duality between I'\G and G/H. One first
shows that the sum in Eq. (1) is asymptotic to an average of an associated
function ¢ on I'\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 ¢ over I'\G. Finally, one shows
that the integral in Eq. (1) is also asymptotic to the same (normalized)
integral of ¢ over I'\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.

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 H7. In this part, we then need to prove:

1

_ — 0
MH(HT) Hr

o(xoh) dpugs (h) — / o

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

(b(.l?oh) d/,LH(h)
Hr

(2)

B MMy

Part 3.

% /KH /(GE)T K ¢($Oklavk2)§H(v) dv duKH (kl) dMKH (k2)

The aE—coordinate gives the radial component and the first Ky-coordinate
gives the angular component, both measured in the locally symmetric space
I'\G/K. For example, if (G, H) = (SLy(C), SL2(R)), the locally symmetric
space is a 3-dimensional hyperbolic manifold and the Hp-orbit is an im-
mersed 2-dimensional hyperbolic ball. It turns out, as in hyperbolic man-
ifolds, that the volume of an Hp-orbit is concentrated near its boundary.
Moreover, in the a}g—coordinate, the volume of an Hp-orbit is also concen-
trated near R-qva,, where va,,, € int(aj;) is the maximal growth direction
of the sum of positive roots 2pp of ay. Thus, instead of the equidistribu-
tion of Hr 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 K y-orbits under one-parameter diagonal flows
along directions near vs,,. In the noneffective argument in [GWO07], 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.
In this part, we prove effective equidistribution of Kp-orbits, which is
needed in Part 2, assuming Hypothesis 1.1 regarding effective equidistribu-
tion of Ug-orbits (the effective version of [Sha96, Theorem 1.4]). A little
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more precisely, we prove

—0

d(wokary) (k) dui,, (k) —/F\G¢dﬂr\c'/ pdpKy,

Ky

Kg

with an explicit error term, provided that we have

[ olanuan) di, (u / b djir\c| -
By (e)

with an explicit error term. The proof of this part relies on the fact that K-
orbits can be approximated by small pieces of Ug-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) = (SLa(R) x SLa(R), A(SLz(R))) appears
in [LMW23, Theorem 1.4].

A key ingredient in the general effectivized argument is an orthogonal

decomposition £y = £}, & my where £ is the Lie algebra of Ky and mpy
is the Lie algbera of My = Zk,, (An). We use the fact that the orthogonal
complement £}; is naturally isomorphic to ug, the Lie algebra of Uy, as
vector spaces. We also use related estimates for maps coming from the local
product structure Ky C H ~ U;;U;IAHMH.
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 [GWO07], we begin the proof by using
the volume formula

nttin) = iy o [ e ) dvdic, )

by (Kw)?
= 7/-”%;1 (Mn) /(a+)T & (v)dv

associated to the Cartan decomposition H = K HAZ,K . Here, approxi-
mately {7 (v) ~ e2PH (v) and hence we are lead to investigate the precise as-
ymptotic formulas for general integrals of the form fVT e*®) dy for a normed
vector space (V]| - ||) and a nonzero linear form A € V*  strengthening
[GWO07, 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};)r is replaced with a
“skew ball in a};” denoted by (aj;)r[g1, 9] for which precise asymptotic
formulas are intractable to calculate directly. Instead, we do the follow-
ing. We first restrict the integral to a cone C2# C int(a};) of size 7 > 0
containing R ov2,, due to the fact that the above integral is concentrated
near R-gvs,,. Our region is then C*# N (a};)r[g1,ge] Which can then be
approximated by sandwiching it between the intersection of the cone with
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two balls of similar radius:

CH N (af)1+41,, ,,—5 C CF7 N (ag)rlgr, g2] € CF7 N (ag) 11y, 00+

where Ty, 4, is some constant depending on g; and go. 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 )—the larger the cone, the larger
the multiplicative error. It turns out that T,, o, &= d is closely related to
the Busemann function and to precisely approximate § as a function of 7
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 7 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, ag,uo0) for unit vectors in the Weyl chamber v € a™ and
u € U. For v € int(a™), simply by triangle inequality, d(o,as,uo0) is as-
ymptotic to tv with an exponential error term d(o, az,ua_s,0) = O(e™™)
for some 1 > 0, for small u. However, in higher rank, it is possible to have
v € Ja™ in the walls of the Weyl chamber in which case, the behavior can
be different. For example, if log(w) is in an appropriate root space, then as,
and u commute. In this case the behavior is Euclidean and d(o, at,uo) is
asymptotic to tv with an error term O(¢~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 da™ uniformly so that
certain constant coefficients are uniform—the issue is that the exponential
rate n > 0 goes to 0 as v goes to the walls of the Weyl chamber da™t.

1.4. Big O, , and Vinogradov notations. Throughout the paper, we often
use the big O, ), and Vinogradov notations to write inequalities succinctly and
manipulate them efficiently. For any functions f : R - R and g : R — Ry (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(z) = O(g(x))
as © — +oo if the previous inequality holds for z sufficiently positively/negatively
large. We similarly say f(z) = O(g(z)) as * — 0. It will also be convenient for us
to write f = Q(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 Q(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, 2, <, >, 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,T")
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, Q, <, or >. However, the dependence of the implicit
constants on (G, H,T') 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 I'-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 = T.(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 x g — R be the Killing form. Let 6 : g — g be
the Cartan involution, i.e., the symmetric bilinear form By : g X g — R defined
by By(z,y) = —B(z,0(y)) for all x,y € g is positive definite. Then we have the
decomposition g = @ p into the eigenspaces of § corresponding to the eigenvalues
+1 and —1 respectively. Let K < G be the maximal compact subgroup whose
Lie algebra is €. Let a C p be a maximal abelian subalgebra and ® C a* be the
associated restricted root system. Let ®* C ® be sets of positive and negative
roots with respect to some lexicographic order on a* and II C ®T 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™ C a be
the corresponding closed positive Weyl chamber. Then, we have the restricted root
space decomposition

g=admout Gu =adoma @ga
acd
where m = Z¢(a) C € and u* = @4+ 9ra- Define the Lie subgroups
A=exp(a) <G, Uf=expu®) <G, M=Zg(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 AT = exp(a™) C A. Denote

a, =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.,

Ut = {ui €G: lim aputa_i, = e}
t—too

for any v € int(a™). We often denote U := UT. 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 = KATK; the Iwasawa decompositions G = KAU®*; the Bruhat decomposi-
tions G = |,eny(a)/m P*wP* where Ni(A)/M is the Weyl group, which also
gives the dense subgroup MAUTU~ C G. The Furstenberg boundary of G is
F =G/P~ =2 K/M where we have used the Iwasawa decomposition.

Let wy € K be a representative of the element in the Weyl group Ng(A)/M
such that Ad,,(a™) = —at. We also use the notation g* = gP~ € F and g~ =
gqwoP~ € F for all g € G. We define the opposition involution i = — Ady, : a — a
so that i(a™) = a™ and i? = Id,. Note that we have the property

A_y = Wol_ Adwo(v)wal = woa;(v)wgl for all v € at.

We fix the left G-invariant and right K-invariant Riemannian metric on G in-
duced by By 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 Ng(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):

lall = |Va| = |laflop =  sup  «a(v) for all o € a™.
vEa,[|v]|=1

In the r = 1 case, we fix the constant
m = [la[ >0 (4)

for the simple root o € II. We have that 6 is an orthogonal involution and the
decomposition g = € @ p is orthogonal, both with respect to (-,-) = By. The
restricted root space decomposition is also orthogonal with respect to (-,-) = By
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, I'\G, and G/K for brevity. We denote by BX(x) C X the
open ball of radius » > 0 centered at = € X, and more generally, we denote by
BX(S) C X the open r-neighborhood of the subset S C X.

Let us characterize the metric on G/K. Recall that for any g € G, if g =
kiayky € KATK 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 Ad, = Ady, Ad,, Adyg,
and hence we get

d(0,go) = ||v]| < log(a1) = log || Ady [[op (5)

where 07 = max,cq+ €*(?) is the maximum singular value of Ad,.
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Let (X,d) be any metric space and ¢ € C(X,R). The x-Holder seminorm and
norm are defined by
L 160 o) _
Bloos = sup I Illoox = 6l + [@leo.
Define the Banach space of x-Holder continuous functions COX(X,R) = {¢ €
C(X,R) : ||¢|lcox < oo}. If X is a Riemannian manifold and ¢ € C*°(X,R), the
L? Sobolev norm of order ¢ € N is defined by

?
S(¢) = V7 ¢|* d vol
>/,

where V 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 ug, and the induced measure on any induced space X by px. We often
denote the Lebesgue measure p, simply by dv. We also use similar notations
for the Lebesgue measure on other subspaces of g. Note that py; and px are not
normalized and not necessarily probability measures. For convenience, we normalize

2

pr\¢ to a probability measure fig,r and iy, = pu, (B{JH (e))_l,uUH. Using the
Cartan decomposition, we have the following integral formula with respect to ug
(see [Hel00, Chapter I, §5, Theorem 5.8] and also its proof for the correct constant
coefficient). For all & € ®*, we denote its multiplicity by mg := dim(g,). We
denote their sum by me+ 1= > co+ Ma. Denote by p := %Za€¢+ mea half the
sum of positive roots with multiplicity. Define the function £ : a™ — R by

&(v) = H sinh™* (a(v)) for all v € at.
acdt

Then, we have

1
/G fno = s /K / ) /K Flkraoks) - €(0) dpusc (ky) dvdpge (k2)  (6)
for all f € C.(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 x a x U~ — G defined by (k,v,u) — ka,u. We use this to make
the following definitions.

Definition 2.1 (Iwasawa cocycle). The Iwasawa cocycle o : G x F — a gives the
unique element o(g, ) such that gk € Ka,(4,¢) U™ and satisfies the cocycle relation
o(gh,&) =o(g,h&) +a(h,§) for all g,h € G and £ = kM € F = K/M.

Definition 2.2 (Busemann function). The Busemann function 8 : F x G/K x
G/K — a is defined by

Be(z,y) =o(g™',€) —a(h™1,¢)
foral e F, e =goe G/K,and y = ho € G/K.

For all £ € F, and = = go,y,z € G/K, and h € G, the Busemann function
satisfies the properties

(1) Bﬁ(xv 0) = 0(97135)7
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(2) /Bhi(h‘ra hy) = BE(QZ? y)a

(3) Be(z,z) = Be(x,y) + Be(y, 2)
which are derived from the properties of the Iwasawa cocycle. We have the following
geometric characterization of the Busemann function. For all{ = kM € F = K/M,
and z,y € G/K, and v € a® with [jv|| = 1, we have

<ﬂ5(1177y),’U> = t£+mw(d(x7£t) - d(y,ft))

where . : R — G/K is any geodesic in the direction v whose forward limit point is
&, say, & = ka0 € 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 < GG be a noncompact semisimple maximal
proper Lie subgroup of rank ry < 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 C 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 < H> where
the latter is the (necessarily closed) subgroup of fixed points of an involutive auto-
morphism ¥ : 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 o := (dX), : g — g corresponding to the eigenvalue +1. In
fact, there is a generalized Cartan decomposition g = h@q where q is the eigenspace
of o corresponding to the eigenvalue —1. The associated homogeneous space G/H
is called an affine symmetric space. Berger [Ber57] called them érreducible when-
ever (ady,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 C g is a maximal
proper Lie subalgebra and hence H = H*. 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 [S0S,
Proposition 5.2(2)]). We provide the short proof for the sake of completeness.
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Proposition 2.3. The Lie subalgebra ) C g is mazimal proper if and only if (ady, q)
is an irreducible representation.

Proof. Let us prove the contrapositive. Suppose that the representation (ady, q) is
reducible and take a subrepresentation (adg,q’) where ¢ C q is a nontrivial proper
vector subspace. This means [h,q'] C ¢'. Since [q’,q'] C b is already guaranteed by
[q,q] C b, we conclude that h @ q' C g forms a proper Lie subalgebra. Hence b C g
is not maximal proper. On the other hand, suppose that h C g is not maximal
proper and take a proper Lie subalgebra h C §' C g. Writing ¢ = §' Nq, we
have the decomposition )’ = b & q’. But then [h,q'] = [b,h']N[h,q CH' Nqg=¢
which means (adp, q’) is a nontrivial subrepresentation of (ady,q). Thus (ady, 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 pg,/ g on
G/H such that

dpg = dpw duc/u-

Also, there exists a simultaneous Cartan decomposition H = K HA}}K g for a
compact subgroup Ky < H and a real split torus Ay < H, i.e., it satisfies

Ap < A, A}, C AT, Ky <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 g1,90 € G and T > 0, we define

Hrlg1,90) := H N g; 'KBF (e)Kgy ' = {h € H : d(0,91hg20) < 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

Hr = Hrle,e] = HN KBS (e)K = {h € H : d(o,ho) < T}  forall T > 0.

We call sets of the form Hr,[g1, 2] \ Hr,[g91, g2] for any g1,92 € G and To > Ty >0
a Riemannian skew annulus.

As it will be used extensively, let us record the integral formula with respect to
prr. Inaccordance with the above convention, let mp o := dim(h,) be the multiplic-
ity for all « € @} Mgt = Zaeq); mir,q be their sum, and pyg = %Zaeqﬁ{, Mo
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half the sum of positive roots with multiplicity. Define the function &g : aE - R
by

¢g(v) = H sinh” "= (a(v)) for all v € aj;.

+
acdy

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

1
/Hfdp,H = m /KH AE . f(klaka) 'gH(U) d:U’KH(kl)dU d:uKH (kQ)
(7)
for all f € C.(H,R).

2.3. Lattices. Finally, we introduce the primary object of study in this paper. Let
I’ < G be a lattice, i.e., T'\G has a finite right G-invariant measure. Namely, the
Haar measure 1 on G descends to a such a measure pip\ ¢ on I'\G. We normalize it
to a probability measure fir\ . As explained in the introduction, our main objective
is to study dense I'-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
= ma 0 8
o = max o] > ®)

for the rest of the paper. Recall that the induced norm on a* coincides with the
operator norm: ||| = ||a||op for all « € a*.

Lemma 3.1. For all g € G, we have

ecvd©99 < inf | Adg(w)| < sup || Adg(w)]| = || Ady [lop < e,
weg, |lw||=1 weg, |lw||=1

Proof. Since the Riemannian metric on G is left G-invariant and right K-invariant,
Adg acts orthogonally with respect to (-,-) = Bg on g. Therefore, || Ad |jop = 1
for all k € K.

Let ¢ € G. Using the Cartan decomposition, we write ¢ = kja, ko for some
k1,ky € K and a unique v € at. Then

H Adg ||0p = H Adlﬁ Adau Adkz HOp < H Adav ||0p

by the above fact. Using Cy o exp = expo Ady for all ¢’ € G, where Cy : G — G
denotes the conjugation map by ¢’, and Adexp(y = exp(ad,) for all o' € g, we
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calculate that

Adav< > wa>= >, wa)= ) ijl

acdu{0} acdu{0} aedu{0} J

= Z Z—a Ywe = Z ey,

aeduU{0} j= 0 aeduU{0}

9)

for all w = Zae@u{o} Wo € g = Zaebu{o} go- Recall from Section 2 that the
restricted root space decomposition is orthogonal. Also, d(o,go) = ||v||. So, we
conclude that

| Adg [lop = [| Ada, [lop < e?llvl = gead(og0),
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 T,(G/K) = g/t = p. By abuse of notation, expra, : § = G
and eXprey, : P — G/K denote the Riemannian exponential maps.

Lemma 3.2. The following holds.

(1) Let e € (0,1) such that exp, eXpPrem @ 8 — G and expre, : p — G/K
are injective on BZ_(0) and BF_(0), respectively. There evists Ca > 1 such
that:

(a) Cg'l1og(g)|l < d(e, g) for all g € exp(BE,(0));
(b) for any Lie subgroup G < G, we have dg(e,g) < ||log(g)|| for all
g € exp(g) so that log(g) is defined.

(2) Forallz = ho € G/K and w € g such that || Adp-1(w)]] = 1 and Adj-1 (w)
forms an acute/right angle of w € (0, g] with €, there exists C,, > 1 de-
pending continuously on w such that:

(a) d(z,gz) < min{e°*¥>?)d(e, g),2d(0, ) + d(0, go)} for all g € G;
(b) C;lteced@®)d(e exp(tw)) < d(z,exp(tw)z) for all t € (0,€q).
(8) We have d(o,u™0) < log(1 + | log(u™)||) for all u* € UT.

Proof. Property (1)(a) of the lemma follows from the fact that exp : g — G is
smooth and dexp, = Idy. For property (1)(b), let G < G be a Lie subgroup and
g = exp(v) for some v € §. Now, [0,1] = G defined by ¢ — exp(tv) is a curve from
e to g. Thus, by left G-invariance of the Riemannian metric on GG, we have

1

d
ds :/ H— exp(—sv) exp(tv)
0 t 0 dt t=s

Lid 1 1
— [ ]G] exet = o) ds = [ dexpy(wlds = [ iag(eas
0 t=s 0 0

= [lvll = [Iog(g)ll-

For property (2), let * = 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 7,k : G — G/K the quotient map which we
note is smooth. Observe that d(7g/x)e : g — p is an orthogonal projection with
respect to (-,-) = Bg. By left G-invariance of the Riemannian metric on both G

and G//K, we can deduce the operator norm ||d(7g/ k)¢ |lop = 1 for all ¢’ € G. Let
mlgﬁ : G — G denote the left multiplication map by ¢’ € G and Cy : G — G denote

ds

dale,g) < = _ exp(tv)
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the conjugation map by ¢’ € G. Using the identity C},—1 omf;, = m%,lg,hOCh—l, left
G-invariance of the Riemannian metric on GG, and the upper bound in Lemma 3.1,
we have

1d(Cr-1)g'llop = 1d(Ch-1)ellop = I Adjp-1 [lop < e24N) = ecodl) (10)

for all ¢’ € G. Thus, using left G-invariance of the metric and both operator norm
calculations, we have

d(z, gx) = d(o,h ™" gho) < d(e,h ™" gh) < e d(e, g).

Now, we prove property (2)(b). Note that the derivative of the curve ¢ —
exp(t Adj,-1(w))o at 0 is d(7g/k)e(Adp-1(w)) € p. We use the hypothesis that
Adj-1 (w) forms an acute/right angle of w € (0, 2| and also the maps expgep, B?,(0)
and eXpPrem | B2, (0) which are diffeomorphisms onto their images. Also, we use the
lower bound in Lemma 3.1. We obtain

d(z, exp(tw)x) = d(o, h~ ' exp(tw)ho) = d(o, exp(t Adj,-1(w))o)
> [[td(ma i )e(Adp-1 (w))]| > ([t Adp-r (w)]
> d(e,exp(t Ady,—1(w))) = d(e, h~ exp(tw)h)

> efc‘bd(o’ho)d(e, exp(tw)) = e*C“’d(O@)d(e, exp(tw))

where the second implicit constant is in (0, 1] and depends continuously on w.

For property (3), we focus on ut € U™T since the case w~ € U~ is similar.
When vt € UT Nexp(BE,(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™ = ¢ and otherwise, by continuity
of Cywy inw € ut and compactness of the unit sphere centered at 0 in u™, we can
use the constant max,,e,+ jw|j=1 Cuw(w), Where w(w) is the acute/right angle formed
by w € ut \ {0} C g\ £ with .

Now suppose u™ € UT \ exp(BZ,(0)). Note that the inequality d(o,u"0) <
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,ut0) = d(0,a_s 4" a,0) with a fixed
unit vector v € int(a™), T € UT Nexp(BL,(0)), and ¢ < log(||log(u™)||). We give
another proof since the tools are needed for the harder reverse inequality. We use
d(o,ut0) < log|| Ady+ [lop from Eq. (5). Let us write n := dim(G). Recall that
the operator norm || Ad,+ ||op can be calculated as the square root of the maximum
eigenvalue, v/A; > 0, of the self-adjoint positive semidefinite operator Ad) . Ad,+
which has nonnegative eigenvalues \;1 > Ay > -+ > A, > 0 with A; > 0. Observe
that A\; = maxi<j<, Aj <X 37_; Aj = tr(Ady+ Ad,+) by comparing the max norm
with the L' norm. All in all, it suffices to show that

log tr(Ad+ Ad,+) < log || log(u™)].

To this end, we first show that tr(Ad*: Ad,+) < ||log(u®)||*™ Y and then show
that tr(Ad) Ad,+) > || log(u™) 771, Recall Ady+ = exp (adjog(u+)). Also recall
ad : g — sl(g) and Ad : G — SL(g) since G is semisimple. We can then fix an
appropriate orthonormal basis 8 C g such that elements of adj,g(,+) and Ad,+ are
all upper triangular nilpotent and unipotent matrices with respect to 3, respectively.
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Note that the entries of [adiog(,+)]s 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 [Ad,+]g = [exp (adlog('uﬂr))}ﬁ = expladig(ut)p are
O(||log(u™)[|"~') and the entries of [Ad%, Ad,+]s are O(||log(u™)||2™~V). This
implies

tr(Ad:: Ad,+) < || log(u®)|?—V

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

0 wr2 W1,n
[adiog(ut)lp = (W) k)1<i<n,1<k<n = 7
Wn—1,n
0
1 Wiy - Wi,
[Ady+]p = (Wik)1<j<ni<k<n =
Wn—l,n
1

with wjr =0forall 1 <k < j<mn,and Wy, =0foralll <k <j<mn,and
W;;=1foralll<j<n. Let (61, €a,... ,en) be the standard basis for R™. Then
the restricted root system for sl(g) is isomorphic to {e; —ej : 1 < j < k < n} which
is generated by the set of simple roots {e; —e;41 : 1 < j < n —1}. By explicitly
calculating [Ad,+]s = expladiog(y+)]s, for all 1 < j < k < n, we obtain the entry

—J 1 d
Z pi > [T wsn
d=1 HONIS) S p=1

1<, <kl,<nV1<p<d

d
Zp:l(ej;)_ek;‘)Zej_ek

where the condition Ep 1(ej; —exr) = e; — ey is equivalent to conditions ji = j
and k, = k and ij = k: 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

1
W4 = w14+ o (wiowea + w1 3Ws.4) + W1 2W2 3W3 4.

2‘ ) s ) B 3!

For 1 < k < n, the k-th diagonal entry, i.e., the (k,k) entry, of [Ad); Ad,+]s =
[Adu+} [Ad,+]gis 1+ Zk ! VV2 Thus, we obtain the trace

n k-1
tr(Ad” s Ad,+) =Z<1+Z k) =n+>.
k= 1

k=1 2j=
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k—1 | k—

<.

| =

:n-i—z

k=2j=1 | d

d
> [T wiw
1 {Gpokp) oy p=1

1<j! <k, <nV1<p<d

d
Ep:l (ej’p *eklp )=ej—ek

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

2
. 1
tr(Ady+ Ad,+) =3+ wiQ + w§,3 + <w1,3 + 2w1,2w2,3> .

For the sake of contradiction, suppose that for all C' > 0, there exists a correspond-
ing u™ € U™ \exp(B2,(0)) such that tr(Ad}+ Ad,+) < C| log(ut)||71. Let C > 0
(to be determined later) and take such a corresponding ut € U™ \ exp(B2_(0)).
Since the formula for the trace involves a sum of squares, we immediately get
Wikl < C| log(u+)||ﬁ for all 1 < j < k < n. In particular, we have |w; ;41| =
W; 1] < C| log(u+)||ﬁ for all 1 < j <d—1. By induction on the root system,

we conclude that |w; x| < Cj x| log(u™) A< Cj.x| log(u™)| where C;,C~! is
some absolute constant depending only on j and k, for all 1 < j < k < n. This
contradicts the fact that maxi<j<p<n |wj x| < [ log(u™)| by choosing C' > 0 suffi-
ciently small so that maxi<;j<r<n Cj is smaller than the implicit constant here,

concluding the proof. [ ]

We fix e 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 ¢ < 1. However, we exclude them
since we obtain the right nontrivial bounds for ¢ > 1 which is the regime of interest.

Lemma 3.3. Let + € G/K, v € a with ||[v|]| = 1, uF € UT with the unique
decomposition

og(u¥) = Y ut e vt = @ ora,

aedt aedt

and @1, = {a € & :uf £0}. Ifn:= min, g+ a(v) >0, then

d(x,aitvuia;tvx) < ecad(0:2) O(d(0,u*0)) p—nt for allt > 0.

Proof. Let x, v, u*, and ®/. be as in the lemma. We focus on the case u* € U™
since the case v~ € U~ is similar. Suppose 7 := %rrlirlaeq>4r a(v) > 0. For all
ut

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

log(atvzﬁa_w):Adaw Z ul | = Z efo‘(v)tuz.

T
ou’:'<1>qu
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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,amqua_tvx) Se%d(o,x) Z efoc(v)tuz

T+
oz€<I>'uJr

< ecrd(ox) =t Z e(nfa(v))t”ug”_
acdt,
Thus, using orthogonality of the restricted root space decomposition, and then
property (3) in Lemma 3.2, we get
d(z, azputa_pz) < e log(uT)|le ™

+ —
— eced(o,x) Jlog || log(u™)| ,—nt

< eC@d(O,ﬂ?) eO(d(o,u"'o))efnt'

Let v € da™ \ {0} which exists if and only if r > 2. We introduce the following
notations for the rest of this section. Define

PO(v)={a e d:alv)=0} C P, ) =IN&@w)" c ®(v)".

Using the subspace V(v) = {a € a* : a(v) = 0} C a*, it is clear that ®(v) =
®NV(v) C ®is a proper root subsystem, where properness is due to the fact that
there exists a simple root ap € ®* such that ag(v) # 0. By [Bou02, Chapter 6,
§1.7, Corollary 3 and Proposition 24|, II(v) C ®(v)™T is the set of simple roots. We
also use the common notation {hq }aern C a for the set of dual roots of II such that

% for all o € I1.

Proposition 3.4. Suppose r > 2. Let v € da™ \ {0}. Then, the following holds.

(1) Corresponding to the proper root subsystem ®(v) C @, there exist a semisim-
ple proper Lie subalgebra g(v) C g and a corresponding connected semisim-
ple proper Lie subgroup G(v) C G such that EBaeq)(v) go C g(v) and

o=

ayg = gay forall v € ﬂ ker(a) and g € G(v).
a€ell(v)

(2) We have @ ,cri(p) Rha C 9(v) and the decomposition

a= ﬂ ker(o) @ @ Rhg,.

a€ll(v) a€ll(v)

(3) The subspaces (e ker(a) C a C g and g(v) C g are orthogonal.

Proof. Suppose r > 2. Let v € dat \ {0}. We first prove property (1). We will
construct a semisimple proper Lie subalgebra g(v) C g and a connected semisimple
proper Lie subgroup G(v) C G in the following fashion. Let ®€ be the root system of
the complexification g© = C®g g with respect to a Cartan subalgebra g§ containing
a, whose ordering is compatible with that of ®. Then, we have the root space
decomposition g¢ = g§ & P Beat gg where it is well-known that the root spaces are
of one complex dimension. Now, let

% (v) = {Be @ : Bla € (v)} = {B e @°: B(v) =0} C ®°
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be a proper root subsystem. Let II®(v) € ®C(v)* be the set of simple roots. Using
the Chevalley basis

{hGegs:Ben®(v)} Uy cgis:Bed(v)"} (12)

corresponding to ®C(v), we obtain a complex semisimple proper Lie subalgebra
a%(v) € g%. As before, it has the root space decomposition

BEPC(v)

where g&(v)y = Dsencw (Ch% is the Cartan subalgebra and g(v)is = g‘iﬁ =
(Ce(zctﬁ for all B € ®C(v)*. Denote by o : g¢© — ¢* the real linear involutive
automorphism given by complex conjugation, i.e., o(z+iy) = x —iy for all z,y € g.
We claim that

a(a°(v)) = g%(v)

so that o restricts to a real linear involutive automorphism on g®(v). Firstly, for all
B € ®C, it is easy to check that U(gg) = gga where we define 8% = 8 o ¢ which we
note satisfies (37)7 = . Secondly, for all 3 € ®C(v), we have 7|, = B|a € ®(v)
from definitions which implies 37 € ®(v) (cf. [Hel01, Chapter VI, §3, Theorem
3.4]). So indeed, ®°(v) and hence also g©(v) are closed under o. Thus, we can take
the real part of g¢(v), i.e., the fixed points of 0|QC(1,), and obtain the real semisim-
ple Lie algebra g(v) = g N g®(v) which is a proper real Lie subalgebra of both g
and g©(v). Note that g(v) is indeed semisimple since the Killing form Blg(y)xg(v)
is nondegenerate, being the restriction of a nondegenerate complex-valued Killing
form on g©(v). In fact, g(v) which we constructed has a (not necessarily connected)
Satake diagram corresponding to the data (®®(v), o) obtained by deleting the Ga-
lois orbits of some white nodes of the Satake diagram corresponding to the data
(®%, ). We finally take G(v) C G to be the connected semisimple proper Lie
subgroup corresponding to the semisimple proper Lie subalgebra g(v) C g.
Denote

dC(v)g = {B € dC(w) : Bla = a} C dC(v) for all o € ®(v),
°(v)a = {B.€ O°(v) : fla £ 0} € O°(),

By similar arguments as above, ®¢(v),, is closed under o for all a € ®(v), and
hence so is ®(v),. Consequently,

go=0n P o
BEPC(v)a
Therefore, we have (cf. [Hel01, Chapter VI, §3, Theorem 3.4])
D s=9n D
a€ed(v) BEDPC(v)q

Now, let © € [, ey ker(e) C a. We have [0,2] = B(v)z = 0 for all z € g%
and 3 € ®%(v). Using the Chevalley basis from Eq. (12) and the Jacobi identity, it
extends to [0, 7] = 0 for all x € g©(v). In particular,

[0,2] =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?C(;v)(O)) and recalling that it generates G(v) by connectedness, we
conclude that

ayg = gag for all v € ﬂ ker(a) and g € G(v).
a€ll(v)

Next, we prove property (2). The decomposition is a simple exercise in linear
algebra and for the containment, it suffices to show that h, € g(v) for all @ € ®(v).
Let o € ®(v). We take any nonzero e, € g, C g(v) and e_, = 0(e,) € g—o C g(v)
and use the element [eq,e_o] € g(v). We compute using the Jacobi identity that
[eas€—a] € g0 = a @ m and by applying 6 we see that [e,,e_o] € p. Hence
[ea,€—q] € (a®m)Np = a Finally, for all w € a, we compute that

B(w, [ea, e—a]) = B([w, eal,e—a) = a(w)B(eq,e_q)
= —a(w)Bs(ea; €a) = —leal*a(w)
and since e, # 0, this shows that [eq,e_o] € Rhg \ {0}.

Finally, we prove property (3). Let 0 € [y, ker(e) C a. We will show that

(0,2) = Bg(v,2) = 0 for all x € g(v). Extend the Cartan involution to 6 : g© — g©

and the associated negative definite bilinear form to By : g© x g© — C by complex

linearity. Since g(v) C g(v), it suffices to show by linearity that By (v,x) = 0 for

all 2 € g%(v)s and B € ®%(v) U {0}. To this end, first let 5 € ®C(v). As 8 # 0,

‘Iclhere exists wg € g©(v)o such that S(wg) # 0. Since v, wp € g5, for all z € g, we
ave

B(wp) By (0, x) = B(wp) B(0, ) = B(b, [wg, 2]) = B([0, ws], x) = 0
which implies By (v, ) = 0. Next, recalling that g€(v)y = Dsencw) (Ch%, we have
Bo(6,4S) = B(5,[65,6%,]) = B([6,65].¢%) = B0)B(eGu¢C5) =0
for all 8 € II¢(v). [ |

For all v € da* \ {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 a € II, it determines a closed half-space Hj C a on which
« is nonnegative. The closed positive Weyl chamber can then be written as

at = (] HS.

acll

Its walls are

W3 = ker(a) N ﬂ H, for all o € TI.
o’ ell\{a}

There exists er; > 0 such that the spherical simplex a® N dB{(0) is not covered by
{B&,(WE)}aen which we fix for the rest of this section. In fact, the optimal e > 0
can be found using the incenter of the spherical simplex atNdB$(0). In any case, we
can guarantee that (), BS, (W3) = @. We now prove the following proposition.
It is crucial that we treat the region J, oy B&, (W) uniformly rather than the walls
dat = wcn W4 separately in order to ensure that the obtained constant Cy, y+ -

is truly independent of v € |J, oy B, (W3). The obstruction in the later approach
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is that the exponential decay obtained for v € |J e BE, (WS) \ Ugen Wa has an
exponential rate which goes to 0 as v approaches the walls dat = Uaen Wa-

Proposition 3.5. Suppose r > 2. Let v € |J, ey BE,(WS) with [[v|| =1, w € a,

ut c¢UY, andu™ € U~. Then, we have
(0, 4 a1 70) — (¢ + {1, 0))| < ONIdlos o) o)1

for all t > 0.

aclIl

Proof. Suppose r > 2. We fix the constant
¢ =min min

a€ll v/ eker(a)+,|[v’||=1
Let v, w, u*, and u~ be as in the proposition. Note that ¢ 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, uT, and u~ can indeed be taken to be O(eo(“w”+d("7“+°)+d(°’“7°))). Let

Mv)={ael:veB: (W} CII

which is a proper subset due to the choice of er;. Let ®(v) C ® be the maximal root

subsystem generated by II(v) which is automatically proper. Then by construction,
we have

a(v) > cen for all @ € ®F\ d(v)*.
Denote by © the orthogonal projection of v onto () )ker(a). Then in fact,
II(v) = II(0) and ®(v) = ®(v) and we can write

V=104, w=w+w

acll(v

with @, % € g(?) using the decomposition a = (), ¢y, ker(a) © D ,cr1(,) Rha given
by property (2) in Proposition 3.4. Write log(u®) =3 g+ uE € B cp+ I5a- We
make the decompositions

+

+ .+ — ~A—

uT =atu", u- =U U
such that log(u*) = D ach )+ ut € g(v) by property (1) of Proposition 3.4. By
the Baker—-Campbell-Hausdorff formula, we necessarily have
log(i®)e B oxa
a€dT\d(v)+
Then, by the reverse triangle inequality and Lemma 3.3, for all ¢ > 0, we have
|d(0, U™ agyay,ut o) — d(o, 4~ appa,u’ o)
< d(i” agayputo, 04 aga,ut o)
= d(awuto,a_t0~ agya,ut o)
< CleicEHt
and also

+

|d(0, %~ agyay,ut0) — d(0, %~ at,a, 0T 0)]

= |d(0, %~ apa,atuto) — d(u*atvaw{ﬁa_wa_m(l‘f)*lo, U Ay U7 0)]

S d(O; u_at'uawﬁ—i_afwa*t’u (1'1,_)_10>
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= d(a—w(ui)ilov atva+a—tva—w(ﬂ7)710)

< C267(;6r[t
where C1,Cy > 0 are constants which depend continuously on w, u™, and u™, but
independent of v.

Let ¢ > 0. In light of the above estimates, it suffices to treat d(o, ™ ap,a,ut0).
We first study the Cartan decomposition of 7~ as,a.,% " using Proposition 3.4. Re-
calling that 4= € G(v), we use property (1) in Proposition 3.4 to obtain

U Ay U = 1Ayt~ Qrpap .

Then, a5, a4 € G(¥) also and hence 1~ azpapu™ € G(¥). Now, as G(v) C G is
semisimple, G(0) itself has a Cartan decomposition G(v) = K (v)A(0)T K (v) and
as in Section 2, we can arrange it so that

A(D) < A, A(0)t c AT, K@) < K.
Denote by a(0)* the Lie algebra of A(0)". So there exist ki,k2 € K(0) < K
and wg € a(v)t such that u~aaptt = kiay k. Again using property (1) in
Proposition 3.4, we obtain the Cartan decomposition

U Ay QU = Q0T AU = ar@ik1auweke = k1arpapaw, ke (13)

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

(0,0) = (0, W) = (v, wo) = (W, 0) = (W, W) = (w,wy) = 0. (14)
Recall that the decomposition @~ azsas0t = kia,,ke with respect to the Cartan
decomposition of G is unique up to the equivalence relation (ki, ko) ~ (k1m, m~1ks)
for all m € M. Since M = Zk(A), the same Eq. (13) actually holds for any decom-
position @~ asaguT = kiay, ke with ki, ks € K and wg € a™ (which automatically
implies wy € a(v)™).

Now, we estimate ||wg| = d(0, k1auw,k20) = d(o,4" azapu™ o). Using similar
techniques as before, for all ¢ > 0, we get

|d(0, 1~ agpagptt o) — d(o, agpagt o))
< d(agpapito, i agagyt o)
= d(agpito,a_150" argagt o)
< Cgecllollt
and also
|d(0, atpapit o) — d(o, azpa40)|
= |d(0, arpapt™0) — d(arpapt™ a_pa_i50, argapi’ o)l
< d(0, agpaptta_pa_t50)
= d(a_40, a0 a_tsa_z0)
< O eclolit
where C3,Cy > 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

[woll = d(o0, 4~ arpaqpi™ o) = d(0, a15050) + O it u- (B_C”m't)

= ||t,D + 1Z)|| + Ow,u+,u_ (eic”mlt)'
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Using the Cartan decomposition in Eq. (13), the orthogonality properties in Eq. (14),
and the estimate for |wg||, for all ¢ > 0, we obtain

d(0, 1™ appaywt0) = ||t + b 4+ wol| = /||to + w]|2 + [Jwol|2

=\t + 12 + ([t + ]l + Oppe - (e=e11))

[EURIPHIBNP) 2t (b, 8) (b, 0))+ ([ |2+ []%)
- +0 _ (Ito+w|eclolt

w,ut

= 22 20w, 0) + (w.0)2) + (]2 w,0)2) + Ot o (10 + el

Clearly, ||w||®> — (w,v)? < |[w||?* = O4(1). Now, consider the nonnegative contin-
uous map a — Rsg given by v/ = [[o/ + lle=I?'l < |[o/|le=¢l'Il 4 ||| which
varies continuously in w. Along each ray Rsgvy for some v € a with ||vj|| = 1,
the map attains some maximum M, ,, which depends continuously on v, and w.
Therefore, by compactness of the unit sphere centered at 0 in a, the map attains
a maximum M,, = maxX,;cq,|v;|=1 Muj . on a which depends continuously on w,
but is independent of v. In fact, M,, < (ce)™t + ||@|| < ¢~! + ||w||. Consequently,
Ow o+ u- ([t + w]e=1?l) = O, 4+, (1). Note that the vector t& with exactly
that scaling in the first factor was crucial for this. Thus, continuing the calcula-
tion using Taylor’s theorem, for all ¢t >, ,+ ,~ 1 (where we can take the implicit
constant to be the same as that of O, ,+ .- (:72) in the second equality below), we
obtain

d(0,1” aga,uto) = \/(t + (w, )2 4+ Oyt - (1)

= (t+ (w0, 0)/1+ Ot - (172) (15)
= (t 4 (10,0)) (1+ Ot - (7))
= (t + <w7 ’U>) + Ow,u+,u_ (t_l)

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

) = O(eO(d(o,awuﬁ'o)er(oﬁ_o))) < O(60(Hw||+d(o,u+o)+d(o,ﬁ_o)))7
Cy = O(eO(d(o,vrawo)+d(o,a+o))) < O(eO(|\w||er(o,vro)ﬂl(o,ﬁ*o)))7
Oy = O(eO(d(o,a@ﬂ+o)+d(o,iL’o))) < O(60(|\m||+d(o,n+o)+d(o,a*o)))7
Cy = O(eo(d(o,aﬁ,o)+d(o,u+o))) < O(eO(|Iw\|+d(o,u+o))).

We have [|[@] < ||w|. We also have ||log(uF)|| < || 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, w*0) < log(1 + || log(a™)|) < log(1 + || log(u™)]) < d(o,u*o).
Again by triangle inequality as above, we also get
d(o, 4% 0) = d(o,u™ (1) "10) < d(o,u™0) + d(o,u*0) < d(o,uF0).

Thus, C; = O(eo(‘|w|‘+d("’“+")+d(0*“7°))) 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

9] (eO(Hw ||[4+d(0,u™0)+d(0,u~0)) )
as desired. ]

3.2. Statement and derivation of the main estimates. In Proposition 3.6
and Corollary 3.7, we denote by dy : G/K x 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 d,(z,y) € a’ to be the Cartan
projection of g~'h which is the unique element such that g~ 'h € Kag, ey K.
Consequently, d(x,y) = ||da(x, y)|| for all z,y € G/K. Also, we allow &. : 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 ¢ = g,0 € G/K and y = gyo € G/K. Let £ = kM €
F 2 K/M, g1 € kAU, g2 € G, and v € a with ||v|]| = 1. Define the curve
& :R— G/K by & = grawg20 for allt € R. By the Twasawa decomposition, there
exist unique elements with unique decompositions

D tia€ P D wa€Poa D upac P oo (16
acdt acdt acdt acdt acdt aedt
and wgz, wy € a such that
gl_lgm c eza@Jr uz,aame’ gl_lgy c ezaEqu Uy, o awyK; g2 c ezaqur Ugz,a AK.
Let
of ={aec® 1u,, #0} for all z € {z,y, g2} (17)
Then, there exists C' = O(eo(d(o’gl_1I)+d(0’91_19)+d(0’92°))), such that the following
holds.
(1) If either of the alternatives
(a) n:= minaeqﬁu@j a(v) >0 and Be(z,y) = wy — w, = 0;
(b) n:= minaE@IU@;U@L a(v) > 0;
is satisfied, then we have
||(da(z7£t) - du(y7£t)) - B&(Z’,y)” S Ceint fOT’ all t Z O
(2) We have

|(d(2, &) — d(y. &) — {da(2,&) — da(y, &), v)| < {gt_l, :;
for allt > 0.
(3) We have

(d(x, &) — d(y, &) — (Be(z,y),v)| < Ct™* for all t > 0.

Proof. Let x = g,0, y = 940, &, 91, g2, v, and &. be as in the proposition. Applying
the isometry g; 1 e @, without loss of generality, we may assume that & = as,g20
for all ¢ € 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 = 0 € G/K, i.e.,
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we may assume g, = e. For convenience, let us relabel g := g, and h := gy. Using
the Iwasawa decomposition in the form G = U~ AK, without loss of generality,
we may assume that g = u a,, € U”A. Then, gt = a,wg(u;)*1 € KAU™,
and hence (g7 !,¢) = —w,. Thus, B¢(z,y) = wy. Similarly, using the Iwasawa
decomposition in the form G = UT AK, without loss of generality, we may assume
that h = u;awh € UTA. 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 > 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 dy:

da(z,y") = da(z,y)|| < lda(y,y")|| and ||da(x,y) — da(z’,y)|| < ||da(z,2)||

for all z,2',y,y’ € G/K. They follow from [Kas08, Lemma 2.3] (see also [KLP18,
Eq. (2-7)] and [KLMO09, Section 3.8]). We calculate for all ¢ € R that

[(da(, &) — daly, &) — Bg(.%’, ol

= ||da(0, arnho) — dq(go, ar,ho) — wyl|

< |l da(0, atho) — da(0, aty—w,ho) — wyl|
+ || da(0, Gy—w, ho) — da(go, az,ho)l|.

(18)

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

lda (0, atv—w,ho) — da(go, atyho)||
= [[da(uy
< |da(
= Hdu (ho, a—tyly atvho) H
= d(ho, a_tvu;atvho)
< Che ™

oy, 0, u_atvho) —dg (ug_awgo, atvho)H

agho, u atvho)H

where C7 > 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 wy, = 0, then clearly
llda(0, atyho) — da(0, aty—w,ho) —wy|| =0
and if wg # 0, then
llda(0, agyho) — da(0, aty—w,ho) — wy| (19)
< |lda(0, agyho) — (tv 4 wp)|| + [|(tv + wp — wy) — da(0, aty—w, ho)|.

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

B

0, atyho) — (tv + wp)||
- Hd 0, Ay uj, 1y, 0) = da(0, ry i, 0) |

(0.a
= ||d (0 vuh Gy, O ) —da(atvu;{a,ma atvuZawho)H
a (o,

(0 awuh a_ tvo)
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S Czeint

where C; > 0 is a constant depending continuously on &, but independent of v. By
the same calculation with tv — w, in place of tv, we bound the second term on the
right hand side of Eq. (19) as

|(tv +wh — wy) — da(0, Gry—w, ho)|| < Hda (0, atv,wguZa_(tv_wg)o) ||
< (w0, Gty U} Aty G, 0)
< Cgeint
where C's > 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 dq(x,&;) and dq(y, &) are Cartan projections of ag,h

and g~ tas,h, respectively. By [Ben97, Lemma 4.6], there exists a compact subset
Cg,n C a such that

da(.’E, St) =tv+ ez(t)7 du(:%&t) =tv+ ey(t)7

for some e, (t), ey (t) € Cqp, for all t € R. In fact, for all ¢ > 0, we have the precise
bounds

lex (Dl = llda(2, &) = tv]| = [|da(0, atyho) = da(0, at0)||
< || da(aty0, aho)|| = ||da(0, ho) || = d(o, ho)

and similarly

lley ()| < d(o, a—wgao) + d(o, ho)
< d(0, a—tpuy a1y0) + d(a—ty Uy aty0, Aty Atyau,0) + d(0, ho)
< d(o0,uy 0) + |[wg|l + d(o, ho)

using Eq. (9) property (3) in Lemma 3.2. For all ¢ >, 1, decomposing e, (t) =
(ex(t),v)v + e, 1 (t) in an orthogonal fashion for some e, ,1 (t) € a, we have

d(x, &) = ||da(z, &) = \/(t+ (€2(t),v))? + €q,01 (t)?
(4 (ex(t), v))/1 4 Ogn(t2)

(t+ (ea(t), v) (1 + Ogn(t™2))

t+ (ea(t),v) + Ogn(t™)

= (da(2,&),v) + Ogn(t™)

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™ N
Unen BE, (W§) and at \ U, e BE, (W) separately. If v € at \ U,en BE (W),
then property (3) follows from properties (1) and (2) since the corresponding 7 > 0
is bounded away from 0 uniformly in v. Now suppose v € J, e BE,(WS). By

a€cll
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appropriate conjugations, we write g = uy aw, = aw,(i;)”" € AU and h =

U ay, = aw, @, € AU, For all t > 0, we get

(d(z,&) — d(y. &) — (Be(z,y),v)|
= |d(0, at,ho) — d(go, atyho) — (wg, v)|
< |d(0, aryho) — (t + (wp, v))| +[d(0, g™ aryho) — (t + (wn — wy, )|
= |d(0,atvawhﬁz ) (t + (wp,v ’—i— ‘d(o g Ot @y, — wyuh ) (t+ (wp 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 [JLO1, Chapter I, §6, Theorem 6.2]
(cf. [JLO1, Chapter I, §6, Theorem 6.1] and [HC58, Lemma 35]), we have [Jw,| <
lda(o, go)|| = d(o, go) and |Jwy|| < ||d4(0, ho)| = d(o, ho). Using this inequality,
triangle inequality, and left G-invariance of the metric, we also get

d(o,u 0) < d(o,u awgo) + d(ug aw,0,u 0) = d(0, go) + ||w,|| < d(o, go).
Similarly
d(o,u;f 0) < d(o, ho), d(o, 1, 0) < d(o, go), d(o, @ 0) < 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

C, = O(eO(d(o,h0)+d(o,u;0))) < O(eO(d(o,go)+d(o,ho)))

02 — O(€O(d(o,u:o))) < O(eO(d(o,ho))) ,
Cg -0 (eO(d(o,a“,g o)+d(0,uxo))) S 19) (eO(d(o,go)+d(o,h0))) ,

)

giving the final constant coefficient of O(eo(d(°’90)+d(07h°))). Similarly, for prop-

erty (2), we obtain the final constant coefficient of O (e9((©:90)+d(e:h9))) gince both
llex(t)|| and ||e, ()| 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 (0wl Hlwnll+d(osi; o)) +d(oifo))

which again gives the final constant coefficient of O(eo(d(“g")*d(o’ho))). Finally, for
all three properties, reverting the reductions from the beginning of the proof and
recalling z = g0 and y = gyo gives the final constant coefficient of

()(60<woyflzrhuog;1yrﬂﬂogzw>y

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

Corollary 3.7. Let x,y € G/K. Let { =kM € FE K/M, ¢1 € kAU, g2 € G,
and v € a™ with ||v|| = 1. Define the curve &. : R — G/K by & = graw,g20 for all

t € R. Then, there exists C = O(eo(d("’gflx)+d(°’gfly)+d(°*92"))) such that

Ce™mt  r=1

It >o0.
ct™l, r>2 Jor a

[(d(z, &) = d(y, &) = (Be(@,y), v)] < {
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Remark 3.8. Tt is evident in the proof of Proposition 3.6 that it is greatly simplified
when the unit vectors v € at are uniformly bounded away from the walls da* 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 € aj; C a* which
are bounded away from the walls 8a}§ and so the simpler proof of Proposition 3.6
suffices if a}; ¢ Oa™. However, this is not the case in many interesting settings. The
simplest example for which a}; C da® occurs is (G, H) = (SL4(R), SO (R)°) where
we take the quadratic form Q(z1, xg, x3,x4) = 23 + 23 — 22124 so that SOg(R)° =
SO(3,1)°. More generally, a}; C da*t for (G,H) = (SL,(R),SOq(R)°) where we
take the quadratic form Q(z1, @2, ..., Zpyq) = 27— 1145 =230 TjTprgi1-j 50
that SO (R)° = SO(p, ¢)°, whenever p,¢,n € N with n = p + g and p > ¢ satisfies
n — 2q > 2. This is because in this case

af; = {diag(t1,...,tg, 1, 1, —tg, oo, —t1) 1 t1, ..., tg € R}

and one of the roots in ® vanishes on a; 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 subgroup H < 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 3, := wgf(g + 1)_1 > 0 to
be the volume of a unit ball of dimension r > 0. Fix v, € a to be the unit vector
in the direction of maximal growth for 2p € a* so that we have the growth rate
d2p = 12p]] = max,cq,|o|=120(v) = 2p(v2p). It is well-known that vy, € int(a™)
(see for example [GWO07, Lemma 9.2] and its proof). Also, recall the constant
m € (0,02,) from Eq. (4).

Theorem 4.2. Fiz the constant

rgp—1 _rHF!L +oo o org—1
wo =2 2 52p 2 Bey—1 e "x7z dx.
0
For all g1, 92 € G, there exist constants

w[gng] = ﬁe+ (gl_loa 0) + i(ﬂe* (9207 O)) = O(d(O, 910) + d(07 920))7

. w —02p(wlg1k1,k292],v20) g k) d L
Clore] = g [ [ e prc (k) dae (o)
Elgr. g2] = O (00010 +(0.0200)

varying continuously in g1 and gs such that

Clg1, ga)e®2T + E[gy, ga]elO2e =T, r=1

Hrlgr, ) = b e
i (Hrlgr, g2)) {C[gl,gg]T*’zleéznT+E[gl,gz]log(T)%Tsze%pT, r>2
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for allT >0 in the r = 1 case and for all T > Q(eﬂ(d(o*glo)w(o’gw))) in ther > 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
[GWOT].

Corollary 4.3. Let g1,92 € G. Fix the positive constants C[g1,95 "] and Cle, €]
provided by Theorem 4.2. Fix

- Clgi g3 '] _ 2™+ par (M) 1
= = C .
04(91,92) C[e,e] WONK(K)Q [91792 }
There exists &' (g1,92) = O(eo(d(o’glo)”(o’gzo))) varying continuously in g1 and g
such that
pr(Hrlg1,95 ') _ Jalgr, 92) + &' (g1, g2)e™™ T, r=1
o (Hr) &(g1,92) + @ (g1,92)T % log(T)z, r>2
for allT >0 in the r = 1 case and for all T > Q(eﬂ(d(o*gl")“'d(o’g”))) in ther > 2
case.

Proof. Let g1, g2, Clg1,95 '], Cle, €], and T be as in the corollary. Let E[gy, g5 ']
O(eo(d("*gl")*d(o’”o))) and Ele, e] be the constants provided by Theorem 4.2. Sup-
pose r = 1. Using Theorem 4.2 and Taylor’s theorem, we calculate that

pa(Hrlgr,95')  Clgi, g5 19T + Elgy, g5 ']el02e—m)T

/”'H(HT) 0[6,6]652PT +E[676]e(52n_771)T
d(gh 92) + (@) (eo(d(oaglo)-‘rd(o,gzo)))e_an

1+ O(e*’hT)
= a(g1,g2) + O(eO1U910)+d(0920))) =T

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

rg—1

regp—2
pr(Hrlg,95'])  Clgi, g3 1T %7 + Elgi, g5 | log(T): T2 e T

) Cle,elT™5" ¥ + Ble, ] 10g(1) 4T e
a(g1,92) + O(eo(d(ovgloﬂd(o,gzo)))T?% log(T)%
1+0(T = log(T)?)
= g g2) + O((OUCnI ) T hog(T)

We need some preparation to prove Theorem 4.2. Let ¢g1,90 € G and T > 0.
Define

at[g1,92) == {v € a™ : d(o0, g1a,920) < T}, af :=ajle €.
Then by the Cartan decomposition, we can write
Hrlg1, g2] = U kyaf[g1k1, kagalke. (20)
ki,k2eK

As such, the problem of finding asymptotic formulas for pg(Hr[g1,g2]) as T —
+o00 reduces to the same for fa+[g J ]§(v) dv. For the latter problem, we need
Tl91,92

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 [GWO07, 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 oo € R. Suppose that the leading
term of @Q is larger than T, i.e., limp_, 1o (Q(T) — T) = 4+00. Then, there exists
1 > 0 such that for all T >pg .o 1, we have
+oo
P(T)eT/ e xdr| < e 7.

Q(T)
Proof. Let P,@Q : R — R be polynomials and o € R. Take any n € Z>¢ such that
n > a. We calculate that

+oo +oo
P(T)eT/ e fx¥dx| < |P(T)\6T/ e Ta"dx
Q(T) Q(T)
— P e R(@)I5%,

= |P(T)]e" - R(Q(T))e~ ™
= |P(T)|R(Q(T))e" T

for all T >¢g 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 Vp C 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),
A € V*\ {0}, and dy := max v A(v) > 0. Then, we have the following:

(1) if r =1, then for all T > 0, we have

1 2
/ A0 Jy — 7(65AT — e_‘SXT) = — sinh(§,T);
Vi Ox

Oz
(2) if r > 2, then there exists {wi}32, C R defined by
27';17}C r=1 Foo r—1
wy, = (-1)F—5 ( 2 >ﬂ7~_1/ e Tz R (21)
5)\7““ k 0

such that for all n € N, there exists C > 0 such that for all T > 0, we have

n
? r—1_
/ e’\(”)dv—g wpT 7 ke T
Vr k=0

< T 7 ~( D AT,

Proof. Let V, r, A, and §y be as in the lemma. By rescaling A, we may assume
without loss of generality that dy = 1. Fix vy € V to be the unit vector in the
direction of maximal growth so that A\(vy) =0 = 1.

First suppose that » = 1. We can directly calculate that

T T
/ A dy = / AEUN) g = / eCdr=el —e T for all T > 0.
Vr -T -T
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Now suppose r > 2. We have
r—1

vol(Vrr N (v +ker(N))) = B,—1(T? — 2?) 2

forall T > 0 and —T <z <T. We calculate that for all T" > 0, we have

/ M) dy
Vr

T
= / M=) yol(Vp N (woy + ker(N))) da
-7

T r—1
Zﬁr—l/ ex(Tz_JUQ)de

-T

2T
= BT_leT/ e T 2T — x)%l dx
0

27-71B T'r'fl T 2T g r=1 (1 x )Tgl d
= 9273 2 P) -
1 e ; e "x 5T T
% r—1
r—1 r—1 r—1 X 2
=272 B,_4T2 T T2 (1 — 7) d
Br_1 e /0 e Tx 5T T
1 1 2T 1 x %1
255 8, T 7 T —ry"3 (1— —) .
+272 B, T 7e /? e fx 2 5T dx

We call the second term F; and continue the calculation. For any n € Nand T > 0,
we have

/ M) dy
Vr

3T
— e 2 o n+1
—l—QTlﬁr,lTTleT/ e””x210<(29;) > dx + Eq
0

n —1 T;l r—1 % r—1
= Z(—1)k2 3 —k< z )BT1T2_keT/ ez 7 thdr + By + Fy
0

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

+oo —
Ny = / e Tx T Ty for all k € Z>g
0

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

/ M) dy
Vr
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n r—1 T;l r—1 +oo r—1
= Z(—l)k2 2 k( z )ﬂr_lT 2 7keT/ e~ x T TFdx
k=0 0
n r—1 ) +o0 N
_Z(_l)kle_k( Ii )ﬁr1TT2_keT/ e "x 2 Rdr + By + By
3T
k=0 5
n r=1 .-
= Z(_l)k2 21_k< Z )BrlﬁkT"‘l_keT-FEl-FEz-FE:s
k=0

where we call the second integral term FEs3. Thus, it suffices to prove that there
exists a constant C' > 0 depending only on r and n such that for all " > 0, we have

|y + By + B3| < CT 7 (1T, (22)
We estimate |E;| using Lemma 4.4 with
r— r— 3T - ]-
P(T) =27 B, T 7, QD) = =, =0

We then obtain constants 77 > 0 and 77 > 0 both depending only on r such that
for all T'> T3, we have

27 r—1
r—1 r—1 r—1 x
|E1| =272 B,_1T 2 el e *r2 (1——) * dr
ar 2T
_r—1 r—1 7 = _p =1
<277 B, T7e e *r 2z dx
3T
%5

_r=1 r—1 7 +oo_xg
<277 BT 7e e fx 2 dx

3

p)
< e mT,

We estimate |Es| as

3T
r— r— 2 e n+1
QTIBT_lTTleT/O ewz;O<(§) ) dx

1o 5t —(n+1) >t —(n+1) T e —z, "5+ (n+1)
< (02 Br_1T 2 e e *x 2 dx
0

|Ea| =

=27 (D g, T DT

< C«//TT;1 —(n+1) T

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

r—1 3T r—1

Py = (e (T et e =T a=tg

We then obtain constants 13 > 0 and 73 > 0 both depending only on r and n such
that for all T > T3, we have

n r—1 ﬂ r—1 oo r—1
|Es| < E 22k< )ﬁ,._lT 2 7keT/ e Tx T TFdx
3
k=0

2
k 3T
2

Combining the above three estimates gives Eq. (22), concluding the proof. N

+ k.

< 6*773T.
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For an inner product space V over R, a fixed vg € V with |lvg]| = 1, and 7 € (0, 2],
we denote a circular open cone about vy by

CXJ’TZ{QJEV\{O}:Hﬁ”—UO <T}. (23)

Note that CY . is an open convex cone if and only if 7 € (0,v/2]. If dim(V) = 1,

vo,T

then we omit the parameter 7 since it is redundant and simply write CX(; .

Corollary 4.6. Let V be an inner product space over R of dimension r := dim(V),
A € VA {0}, and 6) := A(vx) = max, g7 A(v) > 0 for some vy € V with [[vy]| = 1,
and T € (0, \/5} Then, we have the following:

(1) if r =1, then for all T > 0, we have

1
/ M) dy = —(e‘s*T — 1);
CX)\FTVT 6>\
(2) if r > 2, then

(a) for all T > 0, we have

/ M) dy
VT\CV

VLT

(b) there exists {wi}52, C R defined as in Eq. (21) such that for alln € N,
there exists C > 0 independent of T such that for oll T > 0, we have

n
r—1
/ ) dy — E wp Tz ke T
CY, -NVr k=0

72
< BTN (=TT,

< CTF (DI | g, reh 1=,

Proof. Let V., r, A\, 0, vx, 7, and T be as in the lemma. First suppose that r =1
for property (1). We can directly calculate that

T T
1
/ A dy = / MEN) g = / N dy = —(65*T — 1).
ey nvr 0 0 ox

Now suppose 7 > 2. For all v € V1 \ CY. | we have

VN,T?

A(v) = 8y (v, v2) = Ox[|v]| cos(8(v, vx)) = d]Jv]| (1 - '“2“') < by (1 _ ;)

where 0(v,vy) € (0, 3] is the angle between the vectors v and vy. Here, we have
used the cosine rule to obtain the third equality. The final inequality is valid since
7 € (0,v/2] or equivalently since CK,T is an open convex cone. Moreover, the
inequality is sharp since it is an equality if and only if v € AC), . with [v]| = 1.
Hence, we calculate that /

/ M) dy
VT\CV

VNST

< vol(VT \C’XA T) _max e M)
T wevr\cY.

VST

< vol(VT)e‘s*(lfé)T

2

S BTTTG(S,\(lf%)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 g1,92 € G and T > 0. Throughout the proof, the
dependence of implicit constants on g; and gy are all continuous. In light of the
integral formula from Eq. (7) and Eq. (20), we first focus on

/ &(v) dv.
a;[thZ]

For all v € a™, we have

eza€q>+ maa(v) 62P(U

- H sinh™ (o(v)) = SE STy +ZC i) e _|_ch

aedt

(24)

for some N € N, {¢;}}; C R, and {};}}_; C a*. Recall the unit vector vy, €
int(a™) in the dlrectlon of maximal growth and the growth rate do, > 0 for 2p.
Note that

Aj(v) < 2p(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 ny := min,cqe+ ||| € (0,0d2,), we have

Aj(v) < 2p(v) —ngv < (d2p — )V foralveaand 1 <j < N. (26)

We use Using the above formula gives

1
() dv = — / P dy + Y ¢, / 1) dy, (27)
/C‘¥[gl,gz] 2"t Jatlo1.92] Z J [g91,92]

62’)(“ dv since we will see later that

We mainly focus on the asymptotic of faT[gl o]

it contributes the main term and the summation term is negligible.
Let v € at with |[v|| = 1. Define

$y(T) = inf{s > 0: sv & aj[g1, g2}
Sy(T) = sup{s >0:sv€ a¥[91792]}

which records the first and last times at which the radial line {sv : s > 0} leaves
the set a[g1, g2]. Whenever T > d(o, g1920), we have

{tv:veat,0<t<s,(T)} Catlgr,ge] C{tv:veat,0<t<S,(T)} (28)
Observe that by continuity, we have
d(0, 9105, (1yvg20) = d(0, g1as, (T)0g20) = T.

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

‘T - SU(T)| < d(o’ 910) + d(OaQQO)v |T - SU(T)| < d(O,glo) + d(O, 920)' (29)
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We will find the precise asymptotic formula for s,(T") and S, (T) in terms of T. We
define the vector (see Section 2 for the definition of i)

w = Lo+ (g7 Yo, 0) +i(Be-(g20,0)).

The bound ||| < d(o, g10) + d(o, g20) 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 = 5u(T) = (@, )|
= |d(0a glasv(T)v.QZO) - d(O, asv(T)vO) - <BeJr (gfloa 0)7 ’U> - <i(ﬁe* (9205 0))7 U>|
< |d(0a gias, (T)vg20> - d(O, as, (T)ngO) - </8eJr (9;105 0)7 U>|
+ |d(07 a'sv(T)vQQO) - d(o asv(T)vO) - <i(ﬁe* (920 0)) ’U>‘
= |d(g1 "0, as, (1)0920) — d(0, ag, (1)2920) — (Be+ (91 0,0), v)]
+ 1d(920, a—s,,(100) — d(0, a—s,,(1),0) = (i(Be- (920, 0)),v)]
= |d(gl_107 as/u(T)UQQO) - d(O s, ( ngO) <BeJr (gl 0, O) >|
+ |d(g20, WoaAd,,, (s, (Ty0)Wo 0) — d(0, WoaAd,, (=5, (T)0)Wo ' 0)
- <i(/8woeJr (QQOa 0))7 >|
= |d(gl_107 a’sv(T)UQQO) - d(07 a’sv(T)UQQO) <5e+( g1 0 O) 1)>|
+ |d(wy 920, @, (1)i()0) — (0, s, (1)i(w)0) — (Be+ (wg ' g20,0),i(v))]
where we have used properties of the Busemann function and wg € K. Thus,
applying Corollary 3.7 gives
O (0(d(0,910)+d(0,920))) g=m154(T) =1
17— (1) — () < { O e
0(eO(d(o,gloHd(o,gw)))SU(T)—1, r>2
where we recall the constant 17 > 0 from Eq. (4). The same calculations hold for
Sy (T) in place of s,(T). Thus, using the estimates from Eq. (29) in the right hand
side of the above bound, for all T > d(o0, g10) + d(o, g20), we get

T = 5,(T) — (@,0)| S E(T), [T =8,(T)~ (@,0)| <ET)  (30)

where for some appropriate C; = O(eo(d("’gl")*d(o’g?"))), we define

B(r) =G r=1
e, k>

Now, we prepare by introducing the open convex cone C _ C int(a™) for some

V2p,T
sufficiently small parameter 7 € (0, /2] so that the containment holds. Recall that
the parameter 7 is only relevant when r > 2. For all v € Cj, . with [v]| =
the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality and the definition of the open convex cone from
Eq. (23) gives the bound

(@, 0) — (@, v2p)| < @]l - [ = vy < leo]l. (31)
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)
“0Tgy,95 £ Egy,92

FIGURE 1. This depicts the shrinking cone within which (the a*-
component of) the Riemannian skew ball is sandwiched between
two balls. Here, Ty, 4, = T — (w, v2,) and Ey, 4, = ||w||T+ E(T).

Thus, when T' > d(o, g1g20), combining Eq. (28) with Egs. (30) and (31), we deduce
the containments

Coopir N OT— (@ 05,) — [wliT— E(T)
cct o Naklg, g2 (32)

V2p,
a
C Coypr N OT—(,05,) + | |7+ B(T)

Notice that the radius in the subscript has a main term T'— (@, v2,) which is fixed
on both sides of the containment and an error term ||w||7 + E,(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 Oy, 4,
is always O(eo(d(o’glo)“‘d(o’g”»). We do not explicitly write it for the sake of
readability.

First suppose r = 1. In this case, C% Narp:[g1, g2] = CS ﬁa?, [91,92]) = aJT“/ [91, 92] \
{0} for all nonzero v’ € a* and 7" > 0. For T < d(o, g10) + d(0, g20), 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 g; and go of order
O (eO(d(e:g10)+d(0.920))) ysing Eq. (29), so assume T > d(o, g10) + d(0, g20) 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] = C1 + ||| = O(eOlde:gro)+d(e.920)))  Using Eq. (32) and property (1) in
Corollary 4.6, setting the parameter 7 = e~™7, and using Taylor’s theorem, we

have
/ e2P) qy < / e2P) dqy
‘1; [91,92] at

T—(wvg,)+l|wllr+Cre~ T

_ L<e62p<T—<w,v2p>+uwnr+cle*"ﬂ) ~1)

32y (33)

S 65p1€_62p (wﬂ)zp}6520T652p0167”1T
= 52_P16762p<w’v2p>652pT(1 + Og1792 (67"1T))'

Henceforth, we introduce the notation of the form C[g;, g2] for some varying symbol
C to indicate significant constants which depend continuously on ¢g; and go. Thus,
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taking
Clg1, go) i= 2 M+ 52_ple*52ra<w’v2p> >0
and some other appropriate constant E‘[gl, go] = O(eo(d(a,glo)+d(07920)))’ we obtain

1

2Ma+

/+ ) du < 6[91792]662’JT + E*[gth]e(ész)T'
[91,92]

We can calculate the reverse inequality in a similar fashion and adjust E l91,92] =
O(eo(d(o’glo)“(o’gw») if necessary to obtain

1

QMg+

/ W) du > Clgy, gale® ™ — Elgy, gole®2e=m)T.
atlg1,92]

Combining the two gives

1

et < Elgy. goJel T

[ o Clay,gale T
ai [91.92]

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

/ M) gy
atlg1,92]

for some constant E’'[g1,g2] > 0 (in fact, we could have used the cruder upper
bound vol(at[g1, g2]) max; <<y max et () along with Eq. (29)). Thus,

< / 200 =m0 gy < [']gy  goleB2e—mT
atlg1,92]

v€a}lg1,92]
combining the previous two inequalities and adjusting the constant E[gi,gs] =
O(eO(d(o’gw)er(O,gzO))) gives

/ £(v) dv — Clg1, g2]e® ™| < Elgy, gae®2e—m)T.
atlg1,92]

Now suppose r > 2. In this case we assume T > Q(eﬂ(d("’gl")”(o’gwﬂ) 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
C* _Natlgr,ga]. Using Eq. (32) and property (2)(b) in Corollary 4.6, and writing

V2p,T

—1 rg+t

+oo 1
gl H g fHL
wo =22 (52p ﬂ,H,l/ e “x72 dxr>0
0

as defined in Eq. (21) and Cs > 0 for the constant C' from the corollary, we have

/ 2000) gy < / o2000) gy
ij‘zp,rﬁﬁ l91,92] ce

92p. 71T (0 vg )+l T+ Cy T
< w0 (T = (@, vay) + [or + CLT) 5 eban (P vmy) a7 ™)
0T — (@, ) + [+ 1) 5 ean(T=(wan) sl i)

72 _
+ Bry (T — (@, v2,) + |@ll7 + CLT ) M P2 A=) T (@)t T,
(34)
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Similarly, for the inequality in the other direction, we have

/ e2P) dy > / e2P) dy
Cce pyTﬂa;[gl,gg] Cca

oo 02,7 V0T~ (w,05,) — w7 —Cy T~

rgp—1
> o (T = (@, 03p) — |l — C1T=1) T b= (emump)—lwlir=i7 ™)
re—3 _
= Oo(T — (@3} — |l — T 1) T b= (manp)—lwlir—iT ™

— B (T — (@, v2) — [[l|r — CLT ™) " P (1= )T (o) =T =G ™)
(35)

In Egs. (34) and (35), we wish to show that by choosing 7 appropriately, the main
term of the asymptotic behavior is contributed simply by the leading term 7" 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 ||w|7 in the exponent is especially delicate and the
factor 7 is essential. If we trivially bound |(ww, v)| < ||| instead of Eq. (31), then
due to its acquired sign difference in Egs. (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
Cf}‘,zp_ﬁ. 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 ||w||7 by choosing 7
appropriately. Namely, we will see later that it is sufficient to impose the criteria
that 7 is decreasing in T in the fashion

T =0(T) (36)

for some € > 0 and an absolute implicit constant. However, we are not completely
free to take any e of our choice due to the last term in Egs. (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 7 appropri-

ately. For this purpose also, it was crucial to restrict to the cone ngp,r and keep

track of the precise improved factor (1 — 72—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

,7_2
oo (1= 5 ) (T = (o) + Il + i)
= b2, — 02p(w@, v2p) + G2p|w|7 + 52P01T71

— 2_1(52p72T + 2_152p<w,v2p>7'2 — 2_1(52/,||w||7'3 — 2_152p0172T_1.
Thus, the last term in Eq. (34) becomes

By 020 (F020) Tri 2 027" T o0, T (1= (@, vop) T + ||| 7T~ + CiT2)™
—_—

*

EES

) 6620|‘WH7—+62001T71+271620<w71)2p>7—2_27162p‘|w|‘73_27162pcl7—2T71

Hok ok
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Observe that in the * factor, we can control the exponent of the factor T"® using
the other factor e=2 9207°T_ We do so in such a way that

rg—3—c

TYH6727152P7-2T S T 5 (37)

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

1 1 .—1 1 1
T >22rg20,,> T 2 log(T)2. (38)

For the optimal choice of parameter 7 satisfying both the constraints in Eqgs. (36)
and (38) so that e can be taken as large as possible, namely any € € (0, %), we set
Eq. (38) to equality:
R R T | 1

T=22rg20,,"T 2 log(T)>. (39)
Note that we can still ensure that 7 € (0, v/2] is sufficiently small such that Cl,pr ©
int(a*) since T > Q(ed:g10)+d(0.920)))  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

(14 0y 0. (TN =14 04,4, (T71).
Using Eq. (39), the worst term in the exponent of the *** factor is
bapll@lT = Oy g (T2 log(T)7).

Thus, we can guarantee that the exponent in the *** factor is sufficiently small by
choice of the implicit constants in T > Q(eﬂ(d("’glo)"’d(o’gzo))). Hence, by Taylor’s
theorem, the *** factor is bounded above by

_1 1
OB _ 14 0, (1 l0g(T)}).

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

091 192 (eész) .

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

rg—1
pl

1 1 .—1 1 1
11 -1 1 -1
wo(T = (@, v3,) + 241y 46,7 || T4 log(T)} + 1)
11 2 1 1 1
. 0201 =02p(w,02p)+22r 265, [|[@||T™ 2 log(T) 2 +62,Ci T

= w0€*52p<w7vzp>T%e52pT(1 + 0y, 40 (Tfl)) %eogl,gz(r% log(T)?)
= woe*62P<w’v2”>T¥e‘s2”T(l + Oy, .92 (Tﬁl)) (1 + Oy, g2 (T*% log(T)%))

—1

= woeiézf’(w’””TrHTeé?"T(l + Oy, .92 (T*% log(T)%))

o1 S
= w0€762p<w’v2”>THT€52”T + Oy, ,g» (IOg(T)%THTe(S%T)'
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By a similar calculation, the second term in Eq. (34) is bounded above by

026_62”<w’v2”>T# 20T + 091752 (log( )2 T 52,; )
Combining the estimates and taking
Clgr, ga] 1= 27 Mot wpe 20 (= 020) > 0

and some other appropriate constant E[gy, ga] = O(eo(d(0’91°)+d(o’92°))), Eq. (34)
becomes

1 ~
/ ™) dy < Clgy, goT 7 €227

mq)+
2 S2p0r LNatlg1,92]

+ Elg1, 2] log(T)3 T " ef2T

Repeating similar calculations as above and adjusting E[g1, g2] = O(eo(d(@gl 0)+d(0,920)))
if necessary, Eq. (35) becomes

1 .
/ ™) dy > Clgy, go)T 7 €27

mq>+
2 V2, Tna; [91,92]

— Elg1, go)log(T)2 T " ef2T

Combining the two gives

1 . B
/ e2P(0) gy — C[ghgz]TiHQ . e920T

Mgt
2 S2p Natlg1,92]

< Elg1, 92) log(T)?

Let us show that all the integrals on the right hand side of Eq. (27) are negligible
over the set a7 (g1, g2 \Cy,, - compared to the rest. Replacing Eq. (31) by the trivial
bound |(w, v)| < [|w|| as we are no longer restricting to Cj, ., and using Eqgs. (37)
and (39) and Taylor’s theorem, it follows from property (2)( ) in Corollary 4.6 that

/ e dy / e2P(®) oy
°¥[917!]2]\C;‘2PJ a _ a

Tlwl+o,7=1\Co5,
< B (T + [[l] + CrT 1y el ) (T lmleen ™™

Sa,l|l@|| 62, T —1\\'#
=B, 2pll|l 92 (1 + ()gm (T ))
. eézpclel—rHHwnT*l log(T)—rp C1 T2 log(T)

<

(40)

= /BI'H eézﬂl‘w‘leé%iT (1 + Oq1 g2 (T—l))6091,92 (T71 IOg(T))
= ﬂrHetSszwHe&sz(l + 091792 (Tfl)) (1 + Ogl,g2 (Tfl log(T)))
= 091-,92 (eész) .
Let us also show that the integrals in the sum on the right hand side of Eq. (27)
are negligible over the set af[g, g2] compared to the rest. By Eq. (25), there exists
n € (0, d2,) such that

max max \; =05, — 1.
1SN ot (v) p— 1N
1
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Again using |(w, v)| < ||| and using Taylor’s theorem, for all 1 < j < N, we get

/ M) gy
0;[91792}

+

vol( a _ max max

( T+||lw|[+C1 T 1) 1<j<N 7
riwl+oyT1

2o (T+ || +CrT~1)

< M) dy
at
T+|w=|+CyT—1

i ()

IN

IN

vol(ar o +ci7-1)
= ﬁrHe(&p—ﬁ)HWH (T + @] + ClT_1)rH e(ézp—ﬁ)TeO(T’l)
= By e IFNO o (T7)e 2 =T (14 O(T7Y))

= 091792 (TrHe(ézpin)T) .

Thus, combining the above inequalities and adjusting the constant E [91,92]) =
O (eO(d(esg10)+d(0.920))) " we have

—1

/ &(v)dv — C~’[gl,gg]TrHT ed2eT
C‘; [91,92]

< E[g1 , g2] log(T) 5T H_2 020T

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

m /K /K Clgrkr, kaga) dpurc (k) dpuse (),

and using Egs. (7) and (20) produces our desired formula of the theorem. [ |

Clg1,92] :=

Remark 4.7. Actually, when choosing 7 as a function of T, we set the “function
I’H*
2

to beat” to be a polynomial which is at worst T’ ® but we see later in the proof

rp—2
that the “new function to beat” is log(T)2T "z which comes from the first term in
Eq. (34), and one can repeat the process recursively. Alternatively, one can directly

rg—1
set the expression to beat to be Tz~ 7. The most optimal choice for 7 is then the
rg—1

solution to T e=2 "9207°T — 75— 1 Using the Lambert W function, this can be
1
solved explicitly as 7 = 4, T*%W((;QpT'H”)%. Thus for the optimal error term

in Theorem 4.2, the factor log(T')? is to be replaced with W (82,77 2)=. This can
be carried through all the way to Theorem 1.9.

5. EFFECTIVE EQUIDISTRIBUTION OF K g-ORBITS FROM THAT OF Ug-ORBITS

In this section, we prove Theorem 5.2 regarding effective equidistribution of Kp-
orbits using the effective equidistribution of Up-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) = (SLa(R) x SLa(R), A(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 cg = maxaeo ||l > 0 from Eq. (8).
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Theorem 5.2. Suppose Hypothesis 1.1 holds. Then, there exist k € (0,kq), 0 €
(00,200), and Co = co+co+1 such that for all e > 0, zg € I'\G, R > injp\ g (z0) ¢,
v € int(a™) with ||v]| = 1 and mingegp+ a(v) > €, and t > Colog(R) + ¢, at least
one of the following holds.

(1) For all p € CX(I'\G,R) and ¢ € C*(K,R), we have

<SPS (PR .

| dteokan)o®) duict) = [ oding [ odus
K G K

(2) There exists x € T\G such that xH is periodic with vol(xH) < R and
d(zo,z) < REt%e .

5.1. Decomposition of £ and estimates. To prove Theorem 5.2, we need to
define the following maps and establish a lemma on a Lie algebra decomposition of
¢. Let my+, my—, mm, and w4 be the projections to each component with respect to
the restricted root space decomposition g = ut ®u~ @ a & m. We introduce the
subspace

=tn@urou)cCe
which is of central importance. Let

7'1'7L = 771.1*‘8* : E* — u+.
Let ¢+ : ut — £ be the map defined by

1T (w) = w + 0(w) for all w € u™.

Let us denote exp(s™), exp(s™), exp(7), and exp(£) by u:}r, u__, ar, and mg, for
st eut, s~ €u™, 7 €a, and £ € m, respectively. Due to the restricted root space

decomposition of g and the implicit function theorem, we obtain smooth maps

st e > ut, ST U,
T:8 —aq, > m,
such that
exp(w) = u:ﬂw)u;(w)aﬂw)mg(w) for all w € ¥ with ||w| < eg.

Lemma 5.3. We have
(1) 7" ot =Tdy+ and 1™ o™ = Ides, i.e.
other;
(2) t =t ®m orthogonally;
(3) ||w|l = V2|7t (w)| for all w € €*.
For all w € € with ||w| < 1, we have
(4) s*(w) =" (w) + O(|w|?) = 7+
(5) s~ (w) = O(r* (w)) + O(|w|?) =
(6) T(w) = O(|lw|]?);
(7) &(w) = O(|wl?).
Proof. First, 7+ ot = Id,+ follows trivially from definitions and O(u™) = u~
[HelO1, Chapter VI, §3, Lemma 3.3]. Now we show ™ o 77 = Ide-. Note that for
allw e =tN(uT du™), we have w — 1T (71 (w)) € ENu~ again using Olu™) =u~.
But tNu™ =60(tNu~) = ENuT. Therefore, tNu~ C u™ Nu~ = 0, which proves
property (1).

.t and T are inverses of each

(w) + Ol (w)[I);
O(r*(w)) + O(ll7* (w)[1?);
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For property (2), we write every element w € £ as w = wy + wWm + Wyt + wWy-
uniquely with respect to the restricted root space decomposition. Now, w € ¢ =
Fix(0) implies

Wa + Wm + Wyt + Wy = —Wa + Wi + O(wy-) + 0wyt )

where 6(wy,+) € ut. Therefore, we have w, = 0 and 6(w,+) = w,—, which proves
property (2).

For property (3), we recall the fact that the restricted root space decomposition
is orthogonal and 6 is an orthogonal involution, both with respect to (-,-) = By.
Then, for all w € & = €N (u™ ©u~), we have

ol = lI7* @)II* + 16 (@) = 2]l7* ()|

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(zy+) exp(zy- ) exp(za) exp(zm)
for all z = zy+ + xy- + 4 + T € g with respect to the restricted root space
decomposition. In fact, it is a diffeomorphism on some sufficiently small open
neighborhood O C BE_(0) of 0 € g since dfyp = Idg. We may assume f(O) C
exp(BE,(0)) and take O' = exp~(f(O)) C BS_(0). Define the smooth map ) =
(flo) toexplor : O — g. Its derivative at 0 € O’ is

dibg = d((flo) e o dexpy = (dfo) ' o dexp, = Idgoldg = Idyg .

Now, ¢(w) = sT(w) + s (w) + 7(w) + &(w) for all w € & with ||w| < 1. So, by
Taylor’s theorem, for all w € # with ||w|| < 1, we have

st (w) = My (W) + O([lwl?), 57 (w) = T () + O(|w|?),
T(w) = ma(w) + O(llw]?), €(w) = mm(w) + O(l|w]?).
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 {as, }ter. 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 ce from Eq. (8).

Lemma 5.4. For all 1,22 € T\G, v € ag with |v|]| =1, k € K¢, and T > 2, the
following inequality holds:

d(z1,29) < e®Td(x1kary, Takary) for all k € K¢.

Proof. Let 1 = T'g1, xo = 'ga, v, k, and 7 be as in the lemma. Since d(z1,z2) =
miner d(g1, vg2), it suffices to show

d(g1,92) < e“®Td(g1kary, g2kary,) for all k € Kg and 7 > 2.
Since the metric is left G-invariant and right Kg-invariant, it suffices to show
d(e,g) < e“®"d(e,a—rypgary) forall g€ G and 7 > 2. (42)

Let g € G, 7 > 2, and T = d(e,a—ry90s,). Let v : [0,T] — G be a geodesic
connecting e and a_r,gar,. Then, ¥ = C, , o~ is a smooth curve connecting e
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and g, where C,_, is the conjugation map by a,,. Therefore, by left G-invariance
of the metric, we have

d(e )</T 41 50 ds/T 1 ) || ds
RN FA =/, &l
T
d
= —| C
[, Jal e o]
< ||Ada.m Opd(eyaf‘rvga‘rv)-
Since ||Ad,,, op < €777 by Lemma 3.1, we have proven Eq. (42) as desired. [ |

Proof of Theorem 5.2. Suppose Hypothesis 1.1 holds. Recall the constants o and
0o from the hypothesis. Fix a sufficiently large D > max{4,2cs00,ce + 1} to be
explicated later. Fix x = 2 min{%,ko} and o = (1 — %)dgo € (00,200) whose
choices will be clear later. Let Cy, €, zg, R, v, t, ¢, and ¢ be as in the theorem.
Let ¢ = R™D € (0,eq). For brevity, we write Z = —log(¢). It is clear from
property (4) in Lemma 5.3 that sT is a diffeomorphism on an open neighborhood
O* C € of 0 € £*. Define the open subsets

. o )

BE(0) = (s7o+) " (Ada,, BY (0)) C ¥,

BE = exp(BC (0)) cexp(B2(0)) C K.

The latter is indeed an open subset due to the decomposition ¢ = £ & m from
property (2) in Lemma 5.3. We have

/ d(xokaw) (k) dux (k)

= ,u/BK/ d(zokokat, )p(kok) dur (ko) dur (k)

,UKBK/BK/ d(zokokasy) (ko) duux (ko) dus (k) + O(S*(¢)S  (¢)¢°)

/ (/m(lfff() Bx d(xokokat,) duK(k)> (ko) dux (ko) + O(S€(¢)S“(g@)<€),

Now we study [3r ¢(zokokas,)dpr (k). Using € = £ @ m and the fact that
¢

the Haar measure pg 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* x O’ C & x m of
(0,0) € £ xm and a positive smooth function s € C*°(O,R) bounded away from 0
such that the pushforward of the measure s(w*,w’) dw* dw’ on O under the smooth
map # x m — K given by (w*,w’) — exp(w*) exp(w’) gives the Haar measure pug
restricted to the corresponding image open neighborhood of e € K. We may as-
sume that D is sufficiently large so that Bg* (0) x Bf(0) C O. Using the definition

of Bé{ , the above formulation of the Haar measure ug, and properties (6) and (7)
in Lemma 5.3, we have

_ (xokokar,) duk (k)
BE
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= / )/ o ajokou;(w)us__ (w0 O () T (%) exp(w)agy) - 2(w*, w') dw* dw’
(0 (o

= / /E qb(wokou:l(w*)u; (wr) vy () Mg () exp(w')) - s(w*,w") dw* dw'’
ge(0) " (

B / /~e* BT s ey Oaw) 2" ) o !
&e(0) JBET(0)

+0(u (BE)S"(6)¢°).

Note that writing w* = (s|0«)"H(w) € BE* (0), we have the following estimate by
property (5) in Lemma 5.3:

s”(w*) =57 ((sT[o-) " (w)) = O(w) + O(|Jw]]*) = O(¢Y).
We use similar techniques as in the proof of Lemma 3.3 to get
[Ada_,, s~ ()] < e[ls™ (W) = O(¢F)

and continue the calculation of the above integral:

¢((E0 ko kaw) d/lK (k)

/m(o) /B"*(o) (xokous+(w*)atvuAd e (w*)) se(w*,w') dw* duw’
+ 0k (BE)S* (9)¢°)

/m (0) ‘/B“(O) ¢ kaOUer(w*)atv) . %(w w )dw dw' + O(NK (BC )S€(¢)C )
(43)

Later, we will focus on the main term in Eq. (43). By abuse of notation, let us
write w* = (sT|o+) 7 0 Ad,,, |B“+(0)' Before we estimate the main term directly,
1

we show the following estimates related to the Haar measure p:

|det Aday, [ur iﬂm (Bgé (O)) O(,UJK (B?))a
(i) |detd((s*|o+)~ | 2(0,0') = |det d((s|o+) ™| 2(w* (w),w)-(1+0(C9))
for all (w,w’) € B¥ (0) x B (0);

(iii) we have:
/ [det d((s+]ox)™1)o| - [det Ada,, [y+] - 2(0,w") do’
B™ (0)

px (BE)

= m ~(1+0(¢9))-

Firstly, by change of variables, we obtain

LK BC / / s(w*,w') dw* dw'’
&(0) JBE(0)

= /;m (0) /;u+(0)’det d((s+|o*)_1)w| . ’det AdaZv |u+| . %(W*(U/),OJ/) dU}dOJ/
¢e 1
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Property (i) follows from the fact that
(w,w') ’det d((s+|(9*)’1)w| (Wt (w),w)

is a positive smooth function bounded away from 0 and hence has a positive infimum
on Bil+ (0) x Bf:(0), determined only by G. Similarly, property (ii) follows from
the fact that w*(0) = 0 and

|det d((s*[o+)")o] - 2(0,w")
|det d((sT]0+) V| - se(w*(w),w’)

(w,w')

is a positive smooth function bounded away from 0 and +oco on B}‘+ (0) x B (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

/ o /W* qb(xokou;(w*)am) (w*, W) dw* dw’
m(0) /B

/m(o) /Bu+(0) iﬂok’ouAd o (w )atv>‘detd(<8+‘o*)_l)w{ . ‘detAdaZv |u+’

w(w),w") dw dw’
= / / ¢(I0kanUU$a(t_Z)v)|det d(( +|O* ’ |detAdaZ |u+|
B™ (0) J B+ (0)
(0,0 dw dw' + O (uK (BE)S"(9)¢7)

_/Bm(o);detd( (s*10+) " 1o| - |det Ada,, s | - 3¢(0, 0" dw’

/ . )¢(m0k0azyu$a(t_z)u) dw + O(MK (B?)Se((b)ge)
(0

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

1 x
nc(BE) /B'" (0) /ée*(@) (okotu s (o)t - 22(w", o) dw” duf
¢e S
_ 1
et (BY(0))

Recall the constants cg, and ¢, from Hypothesis 1.1. Also recall ( = R~ ﬁ and
Cy = ¢o + cg + 1 where the constant cg is from Eq. (8). Since t > Cjlog(R) —I— Ce,
we first deduce

/ . ¢ (wokoazvubau—zy,) dw + O (S ($)C).
B} (0)

1
t=t—Z=t— ) log(R) > (Co — 1) log(R) + ¢e > colog(R) + ce.
Now, note that the injectivity radius at any = I'g € I'\G can be written as
injF\G(x) = ll’lf{d(g, h) : d(ga h) - d(’}/ga h)vly el \ {6}7 h € G}

1
=_— inf d
PR (9,79)-
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Hence, for z(, := zokoaz,, calculating as in Lemmas 3.3 and 5.4 with the above
formula, we derive

injp\ ¢ (20) = injp\ ¢ (zokoazy) > € “? injp ¢ (20) = injp\ ¢ (20)(°.

Since R > injp\ ¢ (20) ~¢, by our choice of ¢ and the above inequality, we also deduce

R> injp\G(:z:o)fg“R% = (injF\G(IEO)CC@)i‘QU > injp g (7o) "%

Now we apply Hypothesis 1.1 to the point z, = zokoaz, with R > injF\G(xo)_g >
injp\ g (7g) 7 and ¢ =t — Z > ¢ log(R) + c.. We consider two separate cases.

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

1
s (BY(0)) koazouga(—zy) d :/ dji + O(St(p)R€"0).
Lt (Bf+(0)) /Bil+(0)¢(zo 00 Z0 Uy O(1—27) ) w F\G¢ Kr\aG ( (®) )

Here, we have used pi,+ (B}l+ (0)) = pu(BY(e)) where we recall py = exp, p+
from [CG90, Chapter 1, §1.2, Theorem 1.2.10]. Then, summarizing the above
calculations, we have

/ b(wokar) (k) dpux (k)
K

1
B /K (Aq((jfsgf() /Bg ¢(wokokary) duK(’f)) (ko) duuk (ko) + O(S ()8 (0)¢)

1
- /K (Mw(BW /B;‘*(o) Plaokoaztiyau-z)) dw) (ko) dpure (ko)
+0(S(9)S (9)¢)
= / ¢diir\G - / pdur +O0(S(9)S () (¢ + R™)).
NG K

By our choice of &, we get (¢ 4+ R™"0 < 2R72¢*. We may now assume that the
absolute implicit constant in the condition R > injp¢(2o)~¢ is sufficiently large
so that %Rm 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 ko € K, property (2) in Hypothesis 1.1 holds.
Then, there exists € T'\G such that xH is periodic with vol(zH) < R and

d(zokoazy, z) < R® (t')coe*t/.
By Lemma 5.4, we have
d(xo,x(kanU)_l) < ecq’Zd(xokanv,m) < ef@Z Reo (t’)cﬂe_t, < RCoCo—t

where the last inequality is obtained using definitions and D > c4 + 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 Zinjp ¢ (wokoazy) 1 where the dependence
on the injectivity radius must be exactly as in Hypothesis 1.1. This is delicate since
R then depends on ¢ which in turn is taken to be R 7. 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 > injF\G(zO)*QO in Hypothesis 1.1.
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6. EFFECTIVE EQUIDISTRIBUTION OF RIEMANNIAN SKEW BALLS FROM THAT OF
K -ORBITS

In this section we prove Proposition 6.4 regarding effective equidistribution of
Riemannian skew balls assuming effective equidistribution of Kg-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 €y := 1 min,ecqp+ a(va,) > 0 (see the beginning of Section 4 for positivity)
and let ¢., be as in Hypothesis 1.1.

Theorem 6.2. Suppose Hypothesis 1.1 holds. There exist Cy =< co, k € (0,K0), and
0 € (00,200) such that the following holds. For all g1, g2 € G, there exists My, g, >
0 such that for all 1o € T\G, R > injp\¢(20) ™9, and T > Cylog(R) + ce, + My, 4,
at least one of the following holds.

(1) For all ¢ € C*(T\G,R), we have

1
_ xoh)d / dji
1o (v, 3] /HT[ghgz] P(xoh) dpp (b o dira
- O(GO(d(o,glo)))gﬂ((b)R—n, r=1
- O(eO(d(oygloHd(o,gzz?))) ||¢>||<>ch% log(T )2 + 0( O(d(o, 910)))34((;5)3%’ r> 2.

(2) There exists x € T\G such that xH is periodic with vol(xH) < R and
d(zg, ) < RET e T,

Moreover, we can choose Mg, 4, = = (CeC2(d0.910)+d(0.920)) for some absolute con-
stants C1 > 0 and Cy > 0.

Remark 6.3. Inthe r = 1 case, one can make the improvement My, ., = C(d(o, g10)+

T
2 .

d(0, g20)) for some C > 0 if we replace the bound in property (2) with R€0T e

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 My, 4, > 0 such that the following
holds:

Let ¢ € CP(I\G,R), zo € T\G, and C > 0. Suppose that there exist & > 0,
R>1,Cy>0,é, >0, and T > (C+ Cy)log(R) + &, + My, 4, such that we have
the followmg equidistribution of K-orbits:

For all k1,ks € K, and v € int(a™) satisfying:

(1) mingeq+ a(v/||v]]) > €o,
(2) kiexp(v)kz € Hry1(g91, 92]\Hr—c10g(r)91, 92],
and ¢ € C*(K,R), we have

< YOS (PR "

/ Owokasks)o(k) dux (k / bdirg - / o dux
K K
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Then, there exist ko € (0,R) such that we also have

T
s d(xzoh) dupg (h / ¢ dpu
pr(Hrlgi, 92]) Hr(g1,92] ’ e
_ [O(eoUonon)st(g)R e, N
- O(eo(d(o’gloHd(o’gzo))) H(bHooT_% log(T)% + O(eO(d(o,glo)))S€(¢)R—ﬁc’ r=>2.

Moreover, we can choose M,, ,, = C1eC2(@0:910)+d(0.920)) for some absolute con-
stants C1 > 0 and Cy > 0.

Remark 6.5. The Riemannian skew annulus in Proposition 6.4 could have been
chosen to be Hr5(91,92]\Hr_c10g(Rr)+s[91,92] for some sufficiently small 6 > 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
€, g1, g2, o, T', and ¢ be as in Theorem 6.2.

Fix & € (0,50), 0 € (00,200), and Cy := C := ¢y + cg + 1 to be the k, o, and
Co provided by Theorem 5.2. Let R > injp\ (7o) ¢ as in Theorem 5.2. Recall
co and c., from Hypothesis 1.1. Fix ¢, = ¢,- Fix My, 4, to be the one from
Proposition 6.4. We will show that Theorem 6.2 holds for Cy := 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 &' := k¢ € (0,%) such that the
following holds:

oo .
. d(zoh)d / bdji
wr (Hrlgr, 921) Jirigr.g0] (zoh) duzs (b HING
_ Jo(ecttonon)Shg) R, r=1
- O(eo(d(0>910)+d(0>920)))||¢||OOT—% log(T )2 + O( (d(0,910) )S@(¢)R—K7 r> 9.

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 ¢y, = ¢ o mi where ml,z”,z is the right
multiplication map by ky. Here, we are also using the fact that S*(¢r,) = S%(¢)
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 ki, ke € K and v € aTH[glkl, kggg]\aT, [g1k1, kago]
such that the following holds.

Let t = ||v|]| = d(0,a,0). There exists € I'\G such that H is periodic with
vol(zH) < R satisfying the following:

d(zg,z) < REtet
For v € a}_‘_l[glkl, kggg}\a;, [g1k1, k2g2], we have
T — d(o, g10) — d(0, g20) <t <T 4 1+ d(o, g10) + d(0, g20)

due to the following calculations. Using the triangle inequality and left G-invariance
of the metric, since v € a;_H[gl k1, kags], we have

t = d(o, exp(v)o)
< d(o, k7 g7 0) 4+ d(k7 gy o, exp(v)kag0) + d(exp(v)kag20, exp(v)o)
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< T+ 1+ d(o, g10) + d(0, g20).

Similarly, since v ¢ a;, [91k1, kage], we have

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

> d(o, g1k1 exp(v)kag20) — d(exp(v)kaga0, exp(v)o) — d(o, ky ' gy o)
> T —d(o,g10) — d(0, g20).

Thus, we have

RCtC’eft < RC'tCefT'ed(o,glo)+d(o,ggo) _ R2CtC67T€d(o,g1 0)+d(o,g20)

S R2C+1T20+16—T — RCOTCO€_T

where the last inequality follows from the fact that T' > e®*(®:910)+d(0.920) - 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 Hr4s[g1, g2)]\Hr'[g1, g2]: For all g1,92 € G and Tz > T} > 0, we write

C‘E,Tz (91, 92] :== a’}t? 91, 92] \ai [91, g2]

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

Step 1.

Step 2.

Step 3.

Step 4.

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 C{}QWT 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 F; in the proof. This step is not needed in the case
rg = 1.

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 FE5 in the
proof.

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 annulus Hr 591, g2|\H71"[g1, g2] with
a suitable choice of 77 and sufficiently small §. We remark here that 7”7 and
6 will depends only on R. The error term created in this step is denoted
by Es5 in the proof.

Focusing on the Riemannian skew annulus, we use the Cartan decomposi-
tion to write elements as h = ka, ke € Hris[g1,92)\Hr'[g1, g2] and use the
hypothesis in Proposition 6.4 regarding equidistribution of K-orbits. This
produces our final error term F4. Thus, combining this with the estimates
from first three steps, we produce the integral of ¢ over I'\G up to the total

error term 2?21 E; 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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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 7 here will be explicated later in the proof.

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

BE(e) c O c BE;(e).
Then, there exists a finite subset {k; } ~, C K for some N € N such that:

(1) {Ok;}., is an open cover for K ;

(2) there exists myg > 0 depending only on K such that the multiplicity of the
open cover {Ok;}I, is at most C’di“‘(K)mK'

(8) there exists a partition of unity {goj ~, C C"X’(K R) subordinate to the

open cover {Ok;}iL, such that Se(cp]) < ),

Proof. Let §, C, and O be as in the lemma. Let {k; } ", C K for some N € N
be a finite maximal f—separated set which exists since K is compact. Then, by
right K-invariance of the metric, K {B 5 /2 k»}N is an open cover for K. Take

a partition of unity {cpj ", C C*(K,R) subordinate to this open cover. There
exists 5 € C°(K,R) Such that

dlm(K))

supp(vs) C Byya(e), /K Vs dux =1, St (v5) < 67+

Let p; =45 x ¢; for all 1 < j < N. Then we have the properties:

(1) Z;‘v:ﬂpj :Z?]:lw(;*gﬁj =5 x1 =1,
(2) supp(;) C supp(¥s) - supp(¢;) C BE,(e) - BE,(e)k; C B (e)k; C Ok;
forall 1 <j<N.

Moreover, using Young’s inequality for convolutions, we have

S'(p;)? = > ID(ys * ;)1 = > ID(ws) * ;13
DeD(K),deg DL DeD(K),deg DL
< > 1613 - 1DYs]I3 = ll; 1138 (1s)? < 6~ @6FdimEKD)

DeD(K),deg DL
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where D(K ) C U(t) is the subset of monomials in a fixed orthonormal basis
dlm(K

{D;};=

It remains to check the multiplicity condition for the open cover { BE;(e)k; }j\;l
Note that for all 1 < j,5’,5"” < N, we have that B&s(e)k; N BEs(e)k; # @ implies
k'j/k:j_l € (BgS(e))_lBgé(e) C B2C§( ) and again by right K-invariance of the
metric, we also have d(kj/k;j N ) = d(kj:, kj»). Therefore, .the multiplicity is
the cardinality of a 2-separated set in ch s which is at most CYm(K) e for some

2
constant my 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, 92, ¢, xo, C, R, K, C'o, Cey, and T be as in the proposition and suppose that the
hypothesis of the proposition holds. Set 7' := T — C'log(R). Let E,, 4, = giigj
where Elg1, g2] and C[g1, g2] come from Theorem 4.2. Let Dy, 4, = d(0,g10) +
d(0,g20). Recall w(g1,gs] = Bet (97 '0,0) + i(B.-(g20,0)). By Theorem 4.2, we
have the following estimates:

(1) m O( O(d(0,910)+d(o, 920))) O(eO(Dgl,gz));

(2) Egth — O(eO(d(oygw)er(o,gzo))) — O(GO(Dgl,gQ));

(3) l@lg1, g2]ll = O(Dy, g,)-
We will also use the same convention as in the proof of Theorem 4.2. The implicit
constant in Oy, ¢, s always O(eo(d(o’gloHd(“gzo))).

Now we prove the proposition following the outline we gave above. By Lemma 3.1,

it suffices to show that there exists ko > 0 and ¢ > 0 such that for 7 and R as in
the statement of the proposition, the error term is of the following form:

O(| Ady, [15,)S (6)R e, A r=1
O (0010409200 | oo T2 log(T)* + O(| Ady, [I5,) S (O)R™"e, 1> 2.
(45)

Step 1. Restricting to the cone Cj, . in the case rg > 2.

We use the estimates from Section 4 to reduce the calculation into a cone Cospor
in the ry > 2 case. Equations (40) and (41) are heavily used. For the ry =1 case,
the reader may skip this part and go directly to Step 2.

Let us fix the parameter 7. Recall €g = 1 min,eq+ a(va,) > 0. Note that for all

v €Cy,, » with [[v]| = 1, we have:

min o(v) 2 min oy —vs,) + min a(vzp) = min ofvy,) — max flofr.

acdt
We fix 7 = maxﬂ;; Tay once and for all in this proof. Therefore, min,ce+ @(v) > €
for all v € C§ _ with |jv] = 1.

V2p,T

Now we split the integral with respect to the cone C’v2 i

w (M) /H ook du(h)

/// P(zokiayke)§(v) dv dp (k1) dpr (k2)
ar(giki,kag2]
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/ / / Olaukaska)é(0) doduc i) ()
ar(g1k1,k292]NCY

/ / / d(zokyayks)E(v) dvdug (k1) dus (ke).
ﬂT[91k1J€292]\CU2 o

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

e20(v) ()
2mp+ + zjlc e
J

for some N € N, {¢;}}; C R, and {N;}}L, C a*. By Eq. (25), there exists
n € (0, d2,) such that

max max \;(v) = ds, — 7.
JE{L2 N} yeat 1) =0

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

\ / / / O(wokrauks)E(v) do dyuge (k) dpe (k)
ar[g1k1,k292]\C8

v2p,T

2 -
< ||¢||<X> [ﬁ"H (T + 091792(1) + 0917!]2 (T_l))rH 662”(1_7)(T+091'92(1)+091’g2(T )
+ By Qo2 G207 (T + Ogy,4,(1) + Oy, g, (T_l))rH€(62p_n)Teogl’g2(T71)]'

Denote by E; the term on the right hand side without the factor ||¢||oo-
Dividing by pm(Hrlg1,g92]) and using Theorem 4.2 (note that r > 2), we have
the following estimate:

E,y
prr(Hrlgy, g2])
/BrH (T'+ Oy, 4,(1) + Oghgz( _1))“662”(1_§)(T+0g1 J2(1)+O“ (T
Clgr, go] T €527 — Elg1, g2] (log(T ye T 2 g02,T )
o B0z 07D (T 4 Oy s (1) + Oy (T1)™ 20T 01 2T
Clgr, 92T 5T — Blgy, g (log(T) 3 T T
<e " <R

2

for all T'— C'log(R) > Q(eQ(Dgl»m)), 11, and Ky == Cy.
Therefore, for all T — C'log(R) > Q(ePa1.92)), we have:

,UM(M)
MH(HT[gh g2])

zok avk v)dvd ki) d k
,U'H HT (91, 92]) / / /aT loukn kag2lnCS, d(rokrapk2)€(v) i (k1) dpg (k2)

+O0(S(9)R™ |

/ o(xoh) dpusr (h)
Hrlg1,92]

(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 ry = 1, the cone is just int(a™).
Let D > 0 be a sufficiently large constant which will be fixed later. Let R >p 1 so
that 6 := R~'/P € (0, ). Take the open symmetric neighborhood

O={keK:dle,gkg;')<d}CK
of e € K. Calculating as in Eq. (10), we have
BE (e) O C BﬁAdgl)*lnop&(e)'

TAdg, Top

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

d(o, g1kky exp(v)kag20) < d(o, g1k: exp(v)kag20) + d(0, g1kgy o)
< d(o, g1k exp(v)kag0) + 6.
Therefore, for all k € O, we have the following containments:
at[gik1, kage] C a}—+5[917~€k17 kaga] C ‘1¥+25[91k1, ka2 go). (47)

Using Lemma 6.6, we have a finite open cover {OF; }L ) for K, for some {k; L C
K and N € N, whose multiplicity is O((|| Ady, [lop - [[(Adg,) " op) ™)) and a
partition of unity {¢;}.; € C°°(K,R) subordinate to the open cover such that:

b - dim(K)
Li . -
5(%)<<<|Adg1||op> ’ =t

We have [|(Adg,) op < || Ady, ||S;,m(G)*1 using the relation to singular values in
Eq. (5) and det Ady, = 1 as G is semisimple. Therefore, the multiplicity of the
open cover is O(|| Ad,, HSSH(K) dlm(G)).

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

mannian ball:

/ / / Dok auka)€(0) do dpg (ky) dpe (k)
K JK Jar[giki,k2g2]NCE

v, T

N
= /sz_;/K@j(kl)/aT[ ¢($ok1avk2)§(v)dvduk(kjl)dﬂk(ka)

91k1,k292]ﬁC32p,T

N
= / Z/ <Pj(/€1)/ i P(xokravkz)€(v) dv dp (kr) dps (k2)
K;—1/K 11T+5[!h/€jst]z]ﬁcz‘}zp,T

+ [|#lloc O(rr (Hr 425915 92)) — o (Hr (91, 92]))-
(48)

Denote by Fs the error term without the factor ||¢||oo. Dividing by pg (Hr[g1, 92])
and using Theorem 4.2, we have the following two cases according to r.
If r =1, we have:

Ey Clgi, g2)e?2(T+20) 1 E[gy, go] (P20 —m)(T+29)) .
wrr (Hrlgr, g2]) = Clgr, g2)e®2 T — Elgy, go] (e¥2o=m)T)
< 6252"61 -+ E91;9267771(T+25) .
B 1-F e—mT

91,92
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n —mT
20006 _2Eg1.g:¢" "
—F

91,92

S 6252‘06 _ 1 +€
e—mT

< R™"2

where ko = min{ C;“ , 1/D} and for all T'— C'log(R) > = log( Egl,gz)-
If r > 2, we have:

E < Clg1, g2)(T +28)™
a(Hrlg1,92]) ~ C[gl,gg]TrTe‘;z” —E[91792](10g( V2T e )
Elg1, 92] (log(T + 25)%(T +26) do A 529(T+26))
0[91792]T 7 ed2eT —E[ghgz](log(T) T 02, T )
20\t o, 51+ By, g, (log(T +26)3T %)

<(1+—=) ¢ -1
T 1 - E91 g2 (IOg(T)QTié)

-1

=

o1

1 1

+(1+§)%6262/ﬂ52 g1, gz(log(T+26)2T 2
1 1

T 1 _E91792 (IOg( )zTié)
< O(R™") + 0(eo(d(o,glo)er(o,gzo)))T*% log(T)?

where k3 = 1/D and for all T > E2, .
Step 3. Restricting to the outermost annulus of the Riemannian skew ball.

Now we study the outermost annulus Hry5(g1, 92]\H1'+5[91, 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 Hri4sl91, g2] C Hrislg1,92]. We have:

N
[ [om ] ook avks)E(w) dv dpuge (k) dpe (k)
Kj—1/K arts[g1k; k292]0CE,

V2, T

N
- /K Z /aT+5[91k7 k2g2]NC /K ¢($0k1avk2)(ﬁj (kl) dMK (kl) f(’l}) dv dMK (k2)

v, T

N
= /KZ/ o1 onanlC /Kcb(:coklavkz)wj(kl)duK(kl)g(v)dvduK(kQ)
j=1" 07/ 7+5l91Rj,~292 nes

N

j—l V20T

/ / . /d’(xokl%@)%(kl)duK(h)ﬁ(v)dvduK(kz)
ars ryslgiks,kag21NC K

a
v2p,T

+ O(||¢||ooﬂH(HT'+6[91,gzD)-
(49)
The last inequality follows from Eq. (47). Let E3 = pu(Hr/15[91,92])). We will
show that Hrs45[g1, g2] does not occupy much measure. Dividing by gy (Hr[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:
Es Clg, gale® 7"+ + E[gy, go] (P20 —m)T'+0))
uar(Hrlgy, g2) = 0[91 go)e T — Elgi, go] (020 —m)T)

for T — C'log(R) > ;- 108(2Ey, 4,)-
Ifr>2, we have

E;3 < Clgr, go)(T' +0) ™2
a(Hrlg1,92]) = Clgy, o] T 52T — Elg,, gg](log(T) 3T ed20T)
E[ghgz}(log(T’M) (1" +6)™ )

Clgr, galT 7~ % — Elgy, go] (log(T )2T 7o T)
< R7%C

< R920C

for T — C'log(R) > E*

g1,92°

Step 4. Using the hypothesis, i.e., equidistribution of K -orbits.

Fix ' := ¢yk. Applying the hypothesis in Proposition 6.4 for R and v, we get
the following;:

For all 1 < 7 < N, ks € K, and v € Cl;+6[gl];‘j, kggg] n Cv2p77-\aT'[g1];j7k’292], we
have

‘ / d(xoksavka)p; (k1) dp (1) — / 6 djirc - / sojduK‘<sf<¢>sé<soj>R-“’
K NG K

Therefore, we have the following estimate:

N
/KZ/ (917 kaga]NC /¢($0k1avk2)@j(k1)d,LLK(kl)f(”U)d’Ud‘LLK(kQ)
ars ryslgik;,kag2 a

v2p,T

/ /aT’ T+5[91’~€‘>k292]mcn

v2p,T

b djir\c - / o; dpuxc €(v) dv dpuge ()
G K

/ / S ($)S (9, )R £(v) dv dpug (k).
arr Tis glk]7k292] ncg

v2p,T

Call the second term E4 without the factor S*(¢). It can be bounded in the following
way:

E, < R < > / / €(v) dv dpg (k2)
| Adg, llop ags gy slg1k kags)
—K 675’ N

b0 o
<= ° - £(v) dv dpse (k) dpue (k
||Ad91 HOP ‘/K; ,LLK k'o k;O Jaryaslgiki,kago) ( ) K( 1) K( 2)

< ” Adgl HZ +dim(K)(14+dim( G))R K’ 5~ ' +d1m(K)),U/H(HT+26[gl7g2])~

The last inequality is due to the bound on the multiplicity of the open cover. We
finally choose D = M so that R+ ¢~ (' +dim(K)) < R=+"/2 and so

By < || Ady, ||55FimU) A+dim(@) R=,"/2), 1 (Hy[gy, ga)).
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Now we deal with the first term. We factor out fr\c ¢ djir\¢ and estimate the

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

N
[>] [ o duac o) dv dpac(ha)
K 521 Jar myslonky kege]nes, o JK

N
< / Z// E(v) dvpj(ki) dpr (k1) dpk (ko)
K =1 /K Jariaslgik kage]

< pua(Hryas(91, g2])-

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

N
/Z/ i /%jdqu(U)dUdMK(@)
K i1 Y e ryslarks keg2lnCy, o JK

,T

N
> [ [ et [ () dvdu (k) dpr (ko)
Kj:1 K ClT[glkl,kzgz]ﬁcf,‘%,.r\ﬂw[91’%,76292]

N
= i(k dvd ki) d k
/sz_‘:/K%( 1)/aT[g1k1,k2g2]mc §(v) dvdpg (k) dp (k)

a
V25T

— pu(Hri15[91, 92])
> pu(Hrlg1, g2]) — i (Hrrys(91, g2]) — Er-

We find that the error terms are combination of Fy, Es, and Fs.
Finally, collecting all the error terms, we get Eq. (45) where we take

Ry dim(K)(1 + dim(G)) = £ + dim(K) (; + dim(G)) )
KJ/
Ko = min {/11, K2, K3, 52pC’ 2}
L 52p7_2 nC mC €0k €0k
= mln{ 4 C, 7, 77 m,52p07 7 .

For M,, ,, > 0, using the estimate E,, ,, = O(eo(d("*gl")“'d(o’g”))), we can choose

M _ ] Ci(d(o, g10) + d(0,g20)), r=1
91,92 — 01602 (d(O,g10)+d(O,gzo))’ r Z 2
where Cy > 0 and Cy > 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 I'\G and T'-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 Gr := {g € G :
d(o,g0) < T} and I'p := {y €T : d(o,70) < T} for any T > 0. For all y € G/H,
we fix an open neighborhood U,, C G/H of y and a smooth section o, : U, — G
of the principal bundle G — G/H in the following way. For H € G/H, we fix
any smooth section oy : Uy — G whose image is a connected smooth submanifold
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on(Ug) C Bf(e) containing e € G with smooth topological boundary so that
0y = inf{d(o,g0) : g € Oog(Un)} > 0. For all other gH € G/H, we take any
optimal lift ¢ € G such that d(o,go) = min{d(o,g’0) : ¢ H = gH} and we fix
Uy = gl and ogp == mIQJ ooy o mlg;,l :Ugn — G where m{; and mlg;,l are the
left multiplication maps by ¢ and ¢g—!.

Recall the measure pug g on G/H satisfying dug = dpp dpgyp from Subsec-
tion 2.2. Since ug is the measure induced by the volume form on G, which can
be disintegrated over the image of any section o, (U,) along the fibers of the prin-
cipal bundle G — G/H, we conclude that g, g 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
pg,/a 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(v) 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 Holder functions C*X(G/H,R).

For all ¢ € C.(G/H,R), we define the constant
Dy == inf{r > 0:supp(s)) C BS(e)- H C G/H} > 0. (50)
Recall ¢, from Hypothesis 1.1 where ¢y = % min,cq+ a(v2,) as in Section 6.

Theorem 7.2. Suppose Hypothesis 1.1 holds. There exist Cy < co, k € (0,K0), and
0 € (00,200) such that the following holds. Let x € (0,1] and p := dim(G) + 1 + x.
Let ¢ € COX(G/H,R), go € G, w9 = I'gyp € T\G, and yo = goH € G/H. There
exists My, g, > 0 such that for all R > injp (20)~¢ and T > Cylog(R) + ce, +
My g0, at least one of the following holds.

(1) We have
i 3w - 1 Vo) diic (o)
pn(Hr) 2 T g )i aMNG) Jg, 071
- O(eO(DWLd("’gOo)))||1p||co,XR_X"“, r=1
O(eO(Dw-ﬁ-d(o,goO))) Y]l cox (T_ﬁ log(T)% + R—xm)7 r>2

(2) There exists x € T\G such that xH is periodic with vol(zH) < R and
d(xg,z) < REoT e T,

Moreover, we can choose My, ,, = C1eC2(Pu+d(©:.900) for some absolute constants
Cy >0 and Cy > 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 x € (0,1] and ¢ € COX(G/H,R). Let go € G, zg = T'gp €
I\G, and yo = goH € G/H. There exists My 4, > 0 such that the following holds:
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Suppose that there exists & > 0, p := dim(G) + 1 + x, & := &(dim(G) +2)~* -
4 -1 N -
(¢+ 95D 41) " R>0,C0>0, 6, >0, and T = Colog(R) + e, + Mg, such
that for allb € G, ¢ € CX(I'\G,R), and T' € [T — 1,T + 1], we have

ot .
_ o(xzoh) dug (h —/ o(x)dj T
i (Hrr[90,01) Jr,01g0.8) (woh) djurs (h) ne (=) diir\o(z)
O(eO(d(mgoo)))gé(qg)R—%? r=1
{O(eo(d(o,goowd(o,bo))) ||¢||00T_% 10g(T)% + o(eO(d(o,goo)))Sé(@R—%’ r>9.

Then, we have

1

1
1 B d
pr (Hr) yleT Vi) pr(Hr)pra(T\G) Ja, Vo) dhal)
O (eOPwtd:900)) ) l4h|| cox RTX7, =1
O(eo(Ddﬂ-d(o,goo))) ||w||CO’X (Tiﬁ log(T)ﬁ + R_X"C)a r> 2.

Moreover, we can choose My, 4, = CyeC2(Pu+d(©.900) for some absolute constants
Ci1>0and Cy > 0.

Proof. Let v, go, zo, Yo, &, R, Co, Cey, 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 x-Hélder continuous functions ¢ € C9X(T'\G,R) with the error
term

{O(eo(d("’goo)))Sz(qb)R_’%, r=1

O(eO(d(o,gooHd(o,bo))) ||¢||ooT_% 10g(T)% + o(eo(d(o,goo)))3€(¢)R—n’ r>2

replaced with

O (e o R, s
O (¢4 101) 5] T~ log(T) + O (080D g RN, v 22

where

. —1 . —1
m’::f-@<e+cm;@+1) gi%(€+dlm2(G)+x) .

We outline the proof here for completeness. Convolving ¢ € COX(T'\G, R) with an
appropriate nonnegative smooth bump function ¢ € C*°(G, R) supported in BY (e)
for some 0 > 0 with [, pdug =1 and S*(p) < §—+939) one can approximate
¢ by a smooth compactly supported function ¢s such that

16 = @slloo < [16]lcox6¥, 8'(#5) < [[9llcond™+HE.
Now we simply take § = RAHEFE 0T < pn

We fix a finite open cover {U,, }}_, for the compact set supp(y) for some
{ye}i_, C supp(w)ind n € N so that {o,!(0y, (yk)Bg{(e))}Zzl also covers
supp(y) and J,_, Uy, C {9H € G/H : d(o,go) < Dy + 1}. We introduce a
parameter § € (O,min{%, 67“ ) which depends on R and 7" which we explicate
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H
; g=0c;(hj4
Yi.g
Lo G
- o
us
j
T~
— G/H
Upg u;

FIGURE 3. Cover for supp(v)

later. Now, depending on supp(¢) and J, take a finite open cover {Z/lj};\[:l for
supp(v) which is subordinate to {U,}}_;. Let 1 < j < N and fix a corre-
sponding 1 < k < n such that U; C U,,. For convenience, we set o; := oy,
and extend it to a Borel section o; : G/H — G. We may now assume that
Uy = o;(U;) = by ;B (e) Nay, (Z/{yk) for some b; € o;(U;), which is compactly con-
tamed in oy, (Uy,). Write U; := o (b; Bg),(e) Moy, (Uy,)). We may also assume
that {U; }5, is an open cover for supp(w). Fix the constant Ey, = e“*P» > 1 and
impose the condition

§< B! (51)
so that using Lemma 3.1 as in Eq. (10), we get the important containments

DB (e)b™" C Biaq, |1,,6(€) C BE,s(€) C BY (e) (52)

for all b € U;v:1 Z/T]" 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 o (Up) and induction on the finite open cover for supp(t)), we can also ensure
that the multiplicity of the open cover {L{j}é\’:l is bounded by a constant m;; € N
depending only on Uy and in particular, uniform in ¥ and 6. We deduce that the
open sets in the cover have measures of the order O(5dim(G/ H )) again using left
G-invariance of p1¢ and the fixed bounded set o g (Un).
We denote the positive and negative parts of ¥ by

$* = max(y,0) >0, ¢~ =min(¢,0) <0
which are still X -Holder continuous. We will use a set of nonnegative smooth bump
functions {(péj }J , on U] , U; subordinate to {U;} ¥
unity for U,: L{ . Clearly

j=1, which is a partition of

G/H G/H

| <071, 051 | o < || ndt X < 67X

|90 |cl

for all 1 < j < N. For brevity, we write 15 ; = 1 - ch/H and 1/)5J IR <p5GJ/H or
all1 <j < N. ’ ’

Similar to above, take the open symmetric neighborhood O = Bf(e) C H so
that by triangle inequality and left G-invariance of the metric and Eq. (10), we
have

d(o, ghb~'o) < d(o,gb™'0) + d(o,bhb™"0) < d(0,gb™ o) + E,6 (53)
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forallge G, h€ O, and b € Ujvzl LTJ" Take a smooth nonnegative bump function
ol € C>(H,R) such that

supp(p§') C O, / o5 dup = 1.
H

This will be used to “thicken” the function ¢ akin to Margulis’ thickening argument.
We can also ensure that

o3[l < 6=,
’306 |C1 < 6~ (dlm(H)-i-l),
|05 | o < |5 | 020" X < 67 (@mE)
again using Lemma 3.1.
Let 1 < j < N. Abusing notation, we define o;(g) := o0;(¢gH) and hj, =
oi(g)"'g € H so that g = 0j(g)hj,, for all ¢ € G (See Fig. 3). We define the
functions @5 ; € C2X(G,R) and ¢5,; € COX(I'\G,R) by

D5(9) = s (gH)ps (hjg),  ¢55(Tg) = Z ®5.5(79), forall g € G
yel’

and define <I>f;t’j € C%X(G,R) and qbfd € C9X(T'\G,R) analogously. The above
sum is actually a finite sum for all I'¢g € I'\G and in fact, the number of nonzero
summands is bounded above by an absolute constant depending only on I'. Using
the above bounds on various seminorms and norms, we have

G/H G/H
125 llcox < llol |05 | 105 o + ¥lcos 057 Nl 408 [l oo
G/H G/H
1 loel 555 Lo 98 g + 1 loel 125 ™ |5 o
< [ llood™ T 4 9] oo™ D
+ [[)[|ood X6 D 4 |lgp | o6~ (HmUH) )
< H¢||CO»X5_(dim(H)+X)
and similarly with superscripts +. Consequently, we have
15,5100 < [[4h]] 006~ 0, 5,5/l cox < (e[| o s~ (mEI+0)
and similarly with superscripts =+.
Let 1 < j < N and g € G such that ggo € U H. Following definitions, we get
d(0, goh; 4,,05(990) " 0) = d(0,90(9g0) " 0) = d(0,g0) < T.
Hence by Eq. (53), h € O implies
d(O, goh;;goho—j (990)710) <T+ E¢6
Consequently, supp(pf) C O C hjg90Hris(g0.05(990)7"]. Calculating as in
[GWO07, Section 4] using the above, we get

¥s.5(990H) = V5,3 (990hH) @5 (hj ggon) dpver ()

~/HT+Ew5[90,0j(990)_1] (54)

= / ®5.5(gg0h) dpw (h)
Hrig,s [90,75(990) 1]
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and similarly with superscripts . Using these formulas and Eq. (53), we obtain

> wdim) = > /H oF (vg0h) dprr (h)

~EDly ~ely Y Hr+By5[90,05(790) 1]

> /H @5 ;(vgoh) dpurr ()

velp  Hr2p, 590,65 ']

(55)
:/ > @5 (vg0h) dpurs ()
HT+2E¢6[!]Oa N ~elr
HT+2EwaMob7ﬂ
Similarly, we have
> i) = / D5 (vgoh) dpupr (h)
yelr ~elr Y Hr+5[90,05(990) 1]
= Z/ B (I’g,j(”goh) dppr (h)
~yelp Y Hr— 28,5(90,05 * (56)

/H (90,5 1] Z ‘ba_,j(vgoh) dpg(h)
T—2E,6 go

yel'r

-/ O35 (woh) dpn ().
Hr 2Ew6[907b-71]

The last equahty holds for the following reason. First, h € Hyr_op ¢5[go7 b] ] means
d(o, gohb] 0) < T —2Ey§ which, by a similar inequality as Eq. (53) using Eq. (52),
implies d(o, gohb~0) < d(0,gohb;'0) + Eyd < T — Eyd for all b € UF. Writ-
ing vgoh = bh' € U O, we have vt = goh(R)~1b~! and again Eq. (53) gives
d(o,77to) < d(o, gohb~'0) + E,,d < T, meaning that v € I'r. Combining the above
two inequalities, we obtain

Z 7/)60'(73/0) < / d)g,j(.’lioh) dp,H(h)
Hr 2Ew5[go,bf1]

yel'r

+f 63 (woh) dpn (h).
Hry2m, 590,05 "NHr— 28,,5[90,0; 4

Similar calculations for the reverse inequality yields

> vsi(vwo) = / ~ ¢s,5(woh) ()
Hr_2m,5(90,b 1

yel'r

+ O3y (@oh) dusa (h).
Hry2m, 590,05 NHp— 2Ew6[907b_ ]

We can combine and simplify the previous two inequalities to get

; - (xzoh)d h
> wasm) — [ o e P20 (1

Yel'r
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<

/ |65, (zoh)| dugr (h).  (57)
HT+2E¢5[QOab;l]\HT—QEw‘S[go’b;l]

Now, we deal with the error term in Eq. (57). First, we rewrite the error term as

/ 03, (aah) dusa(h) [ (65,5 wo)] dyasa ().
HT+2E,W<S[QO,b;1 H !

] T—2Ew6[907b; ]

Recalling that |¢s ;| is x-Holder 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

(NJH(HTqLQEwé[gOab;l]) - NH(HT72E4,5[907651])) /\G |#s,5] dfir\c
r

+(pu (Hr128,5090, b_j_l]) + pu(Hr—28,5(90, bj_l]))

O (Od(e:900)+d(0.b50)) || s || o RTXH r=1
O (9 d(@:900)+d(0.0;00)) (|| s | (o T~ 7 log(T) + || bs.5]lcox RTXF), v >2.

We can carry out analogous calculations using formulas indicated in Eq. (54)
where sums over I'y are replaced with integrals over Gr. Similar to Eq. (55), we
have

| wtomdncto= [ [ OF  (gg0h) dyus () dpci(g)
Gr Gr JHrip,s(90,05(v90) 7]

= / / o/ (990h) duc(g) dpr (h)
HT+2E¢6[907b;1] Gr

< / » / Dy duc dpp (h)
Hry2p,s(90,0; 1 /G
= ,LLH(HT+2E,¢5[907bj_1])/ ¢y dpra-
G
Similar to Eq. (56) and the above, we also have
| vastow) duote) < pu(Hr—a,lant™D [ o5, durve
Gr e

Combining the above two inequalities gives

; ¥s.5(9y0) dua(g)

< pua(Hr-28,5[90, bj_l])/ b5, dpr\a
\G
+ (um (Hry2m,5090,05 ') — e (Hr—2m, 5190, 05 ') /I"\G b5 dur\a:-
Similar calculations for the reverse inequality yields

; ¥s.5(g9y0) dua(g)

> pu(Hr 25,590, b5 ']) /r\c b5, dpr\a
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+ (pr(Hryom,5090,05]) = pi (Hr 25,590, b5 '])) /F\G b5 dpr\G-

As before, we can combine the previous two inequalities to get

bs.5(990) duc(9) — uar (Hr—a,olg0,571]) / | duadan
T

Gr
< (uH(HT+2E¢5[907bj_1]) - ,LLH(HT—QEwﬁ[gOabj_lD) /\G |ps,5] dur\a- (58)
r

Now, we treat the integral fHT o5 slg0,b7 Y] ¢5,5(xoh) dum (k). As before, using
—2E,,5(90,0;

the hypothesis regarding equidistribution of Riemannian skew balls, we obtain

/ 5 (0h) dps (1) — s (s slan. b)) [ 005 diiro
Hr_25,5(90,b; '] I\G

< pu(Hr—28,5(90, b5 '])
O(eO(d(o,goO)er(Oabjo))) | ps. o R™X =
O (e0(d0:900)+d0b;00) (|| 35 i1 00T~ % log(T) 2 + || s 5]lcox RXF), r>2.
(59)

Thus, summing over 1 < j < N and using the triangle inequality and Egs. (57)—
(59) gives

1
d
MH(HT 7;: vwo) H(HT),“F\G(F\G) /GT Vo) duato)
pr (Hr128,5(90, b5 ) - MH(HT—2Ew5[90’bj_1D / 1
- bs,5] it
; por (Hr) F\G| e
N 32 WEH HT+2Ew5[90abJ 1])
pr (Hr)
O(eO(D¢+d(07900))> H(b&j”CO'XR_XH/’ r=1
O(eOPurtaoD) (|5 oo T~ ¥ log(T) + [l l|con BX), v > 2.

We call these two sums, F; and Fs respectively, which we bound above using similar
techniques as in the proof of Proposition 6.4.
We first bound FEs above. In ther = 1 case, forall 1 < j < N, we use Theorem 4.2

with the same notations to calculate that

pr (Hri2m, 690,07 ']) ~ pa(Hri2m,s(90, bj ')e02T

pr (Hr) prr (Hr)e=%20T
 Clgo, by \Je?Ed + Ego, by 1]emT+2Eud(20-m)
Cle,e] + Ele, e]e‘”lT
_ O(eO(Dw-i-d(O,goO))).

Similarly, in the r > 2 case, for all 1 < j < N, we get

pr(Hryom,s90,0;')  pa(Hriom,s90,05 ')
pur (Hr) pur (Hp)T= Lle—ész
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r—1 rg—1
_ 2E,6\ 5 55 _ _1 1 2E,6\ 5 55
_ Clgo.b; 1](1+T¢> 2 2By 20 +E[go,b; T+2E46)™ 2 log(T+2E, )2 (1+T¢> 2 2By992p

Cle,e] + Ele,e]T~2 log(T) 2
— O(OPu o000,

Next, recalling the bound on the nonzero summands, we have |@s jllcc < [|%]/o0
for all 1 < j < N. Since the multiplicity of the open cover {U; }j\;l for supp(v),

which we recall consists of open sets with measures of the order O(§4™(G/H)) s
bounded above by my,, the number of open sets is
N

N K MG /H (U Uj> 5~ (dim(G)—dim(H))

j=1
Let P denote the coarsest measurable partition of Ujv:1 U; formed by the open

cover {U; }ﬁvzl For each P € P, we can assign a choice of section op := o; for some
1 < j < N such that P C U;. We can then bound

N
payu(upp(¥)) < payu (JL_JJ/G) = IZ;)/P]ld(UP)*(NG/H) (60)

< MG(GDw+2) < O(eO(D"H'Z)) < O(eO(DW)

by applying Theorem 4.2 where we take G itself for its subgroup. Thus, we have
N < O(eO(DV’))5_(dim(G)_dim(H)). Set ¢ := dim(G). Recalling various norms and
putting everything together, we get

5 O(eo(Derd(O,goO))) l|h| co.x 6~ (@+X) R=xK" r=1
7 0(e0Pu @000 (|[4p]| 69T~ 3 1og(T)? + 1]l cond™ @HOR™X), ¢ > 2.
Now, we bound E; above. In the r = 1 case, for all 1 < j < N, we use

Theorem 4.2 with the same notations to calculate that
(i (Hr428, 590, bfl}) — pu(Hr—2p,5[90, bfl]))e_ész
prr (Hp)e=02T
C[go,bj—l](62E¢662p76—2Ew552p)+E[go’bj—l](e—n1T+2Ewri(62p—n1)76—n1T—2Ew6(52p—n1))
Cle,e] + Ele,eJle=mT
< O(eO(Dwad(O’goO))) . (5 + 6*771T)

for all T' > 0, where we used Ey = O(eo(Di/’)). Similarly, in the r > 2 case, for all
1 <5 <N, we get

rgp—1
(r (Hr428, 590, bfl]) — pu(Hr—2p,5(90, bfl]))T_HTe_ézf’T
ozt (Hr) T~ e=020T

rpg—1

C’[go,bj_l]<(1 + 21:;;/,6)”76215@520 _ (1 _ 2Ew5)%e—2Ew552p)

T

B Cle, €] + Ele, e]T~% log(T) >
rg—1
Elgo.b; |(T+2B,8) % log(T+2E,8) 3 (14+2527) T emyan,

org—1
—Elgo,b; (T —2E,8) % log(T—2E,8) % (1-25%2) T 2By a5,
Cle, €] + Ele,e]T~ 2 log(T)2
< O(OPutde:900)) . (§ 4T~ % log(T)?)

+
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for all T > 0, where we again used Ey = O(e?(P»)). We also calculate that

N N
Z/ |bs.5] dpir\ =/ Z|(I)6,j|d,UG
j=17T\G Gj=1

N

:/ S (g5 ™ (9H)@f (hyg) duc(g)

j=1

g/ \w\dua/fz-/ Lps ey din
G/H H

< gy u (5upp ()]l oo

< 0(e?P) ]

using Eq. (60) and in particular, there is no dependence on N and hence on é.
Thus, combining the above bounds, we get

. JO(CPTAnM) |y (6 + e7mT), =1
1= O(eO(D’P"’d(O’gOO)))||1/JHOO(5 + T3 10g<T)%)7 rz2.

Worsening ' if necessary so that ' < Corn1, we combine the two error terms to
get

E1 + Es
O (e9(Putd(0:900)) ||4h| cox (6 + 5—(q+x)R—xn’)7 r=1
O (OPu+d(0:900))|11p| o (8§ + 69T~ 2 log(T) 7 + 6~ @TORX ) ¢ > 2,

Fix p:=q+ 1+ x and k := q'%. In the r = 1 case, we choose ¢ in the optimal

way up to a constant factor by setting § = CP5— @+ X) R=x%" for some C' > 0. This
gives § = CR™X% and we choose C' = E;l = e @Pv = O(eO(DW) so that it

satisfies Eq. (51). Then, §—latX) g=xr" = E;f'XR*X% < O(eO(D"P))Rf’(%. Thus,
we obtain the desired error term of the proposition after worsening the second

factor of the exponent from 5" to Kk to remove the dependence on x. In the r > 2

P
case, we slightly worsen the second term by replacing the factor 69 with 6~ (¢+%)
and then we choose ¢ in the optimal way up to a constant factor by setting § =
Cpé_(q'*‘X)(T_% log(T)2 + R_X”/) for some C > 0. This gives

1

§=C (T2 1og(T)? + R—xn’)% < Cmax{ (2172 log(T)%)%7 (2R—XN’);}_
Similar to above, we choose C' = (2Ew)—1 — 9—lg—caDy _ O(eO(Dw)) <o that it

satisfies Eq. (51). We again worsen 5 to k 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 [GWO07, Subsection 2.5] the limiting density v, associated
to each yo € 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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& : G x G —= Rxg by

H -1
64(91’92) — lim IU/H( T[gl7g2 ])

for all g1, g2 € G.
T 500 MH(HT) or all gi, g2

Observe that & is right H-invariant in both arguments since gy is bi- H-invariant.
Thus, & descends to a map « : G/H x G/H — R>¢. For all yg € G/H, we define
a measure vy, on G/H by

dvy, = (-, y0) dpa -

In this section we prove the following theorem, effectivizing [GWO07, Theorem
2.3]. Tts proof is also similar to that of [GWO07, Theorem 2.3] in [GW07, Section
5] but we use Corollary 4.3. Recall the constant D, > 0 associated to each ¢ €
C.(G/H,R) from Eq. (50), and the constant 1; > 0 from Eq. (4).

Theorem 8.1. Let i) € C.(G/H,R). Let go € G and yo = goH € G/H. Then, we

have
L w< )d, / Yd
v
MH(HT) gyO MG Yo
O(ePH000) [yoe™T,  r=1
S 1 1
O(eDwﬂl(oygoO)) |]|coT ™2 log(T)z, r>2

for all T > Q(Dy + d(o, goo)) in the r =1 case and for all T > Q(eQ(D“P+d(°’9°°)))
in the r > 2 case.

Proof. Let ¢, yo = goH, and T be as in the theorem. We have

Y(gyo) pa(g) = /{ Y(gH) duc(g)

g€G:d(0,99; 1 0)<T}

[ G(gH) dprr (1) dpacs (9 )
G/H J{h€H:d(o,ghg; '0)<T}

= / V(gH) - pa(Hrlg, g5 ') dpga(9H).
G/H

Gr

Now, we use the precise asymptotic formulas for the volume of Riemannian skew
balls together with the above calculation. Let E[g, gy '] = O(eo(d(o’goHd(o’gOo))) 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
(i) e ¢ 9y0) ka9 / ¥ dvy,

_ pu(Hrlg, 90')

= ou Y(gH) - (,uH(HT)O —04(9790)> dMG/H(gH)‘
pa(Hrlg,g0'])

< [ wta) 0D g, ) ducymtarn

< {fG/H [W(gH)| - Elg. g5 'le™ " dugyu(gH), r=1

= eyu [¢(gH)| - Elg, g5 1T~ 2 10g(T)? ducu(gH), r=>2
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where we use the optimal lifts ¢ € G for each gH in the sense that d(o,go) =
min{d(o,g'0) : ¢ H = gH}. Since v is compactly supported, the theorem follows
by using Eq. (60). ]
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