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Abstract

We define for every positive Anosov representation of a nonabelian free
group into SO(2n, 2n−1) a family of R4n−1-valued cocycles which induce
proper affine actions on R4n−1. We construct fundamental domains in
R4n−1 bounded by generalized crooked planes for these affine actions, and
deduce that the quotient manifolds are homeomorphic to handlebodies.

1 Introduction

An affine manifold is a smooth manifold equipped with a flat affine connection.
If it can be obtained by taking the quotient of the affine space Rn by a discrete
subgroup of affine transformations acting properly and pushing forward the
trivial connection, it is called complete. The problem of classifying complete
affine manifolds is therefore the same as the classification of proper actions on
Rn by discrete groups of affine transformations.

An action of a discrete group Γ by affine transformations is determined by
two pieces of data: a linear part ρ : Γ → GL(n,R) which is a representation
of the group, and a translational part u : Γ → Rn which is a ρ(Γ)-cocycle. If
the action of (ρ, u)(Γ) on Rn is properly discontinuous, we will call u a proper
(affine) deformation of ρ(Γ).

Unlike complete Euclidean manifolds whose classification is well understood,
the classification of both closed and non-compact affine manifolds is still mys-
terious in general. Even though affine manifolds are flat, their fundamental
groups can be hyperbolic. Examples of properly discontinuous affine actions
by a nonabelian free group on R3 were first discovered by Margulis in [Mar83;
Mar84], in response to Milnor [Mil77] asking whether complete affine manifolds
with nonabelian free fundamental group exist.

In fact, properly discontinuous affine actions by free groups on R3 are fully
understood. Fried–Goldman [FG83] proved that the linear part of each such ac-
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tion must preserve a symmetric bilinear form of Lorentzian signature, and there-
fore defines a hyperbolic surface H2/ρ(Γ). Given such a linear part, Danciger–
Guéritaud–Kassel in [DGK16] describe all cocycles u : Γ → R3 such that
(ρ(Γ), u(Γ)) acts properly on R3. They do this in terms of strip deformations
of the hyperbolic surface H2/ρ(Γ). Their approach also allows them to con-
struct fundamental domains for these actions which are bounded by crooked
planes, first introduced by Drumm in [Dru92]. Crooked planes have been ex-
plored further for instance in [DG99; CDG10; Bur+14]. Though initially an
object in three dimensions, Burelle and Treib in [BT22] give a notion of crooked
half-spaces in higher-dimensional spheres and projective spaces which bound
fundamental domains for positive representations.

In higher dimensions, the story of complete affine manifolds is less complete.
Abels–Margulis–Soifer and Smilga give some criteria for which Lie groups admit
discrete free subgroups such that there exist translational parts giving rise to a
proper affine action; see [AMS02; Smi14b; Smi16; Smi18; Smi22]. In [Žag22],
some higher-dimensional examples for Fuchsian groups are constructed, adapt-
ing ideas in [DGK16]. In [Smi14a], Smilga also constructs fundamental domains
called tennis ball domains for affine actions of free groups with strongly con-
tracting linear part in SO(2n, 2n− 1).

The goal of this paper is to sharpen Smilga’s result for a specific class of
linear parts: positive representations of free groups into SO(2n, 2n − 1), in the
sense of Fock and Goncharov, see [FG06; GW18]. These representations are
defined in terms of a specific choice of punctured surface, and have geometric
properties which relate closely with the geometry at infinity of the surface and
its fundamental group (see Section 2.2 for the definition).

Theorem 1.1. Let S be a closed surface with k ≥ 1 punctures. Let ρ : π1(S) →
SO(2n, 2n−1) be a positive Anosov representation. Then, there exists a proper
affine deformation of ρ.

In contrast to Smilga’s result, no quantitative hypothesis is made on the
contraction strength of the representation ρ. To obtain this theorem, we define
a generalized notion of the infinitesimal strip deformations used by Danciger–
Guéritaud–Kassel. In this generalization, the flag intervals in Flag+(R4n−1)
defined in [BT22] play the role of hyperbolic geodesics, and the infinitesimal strip
deformations can be interpreted as an infinitesimal shrinking of flag intervals.
Using results on the Margulis invariant by Goldman–Labourie–Margulis and
Ghosh–Treib [GLM04; GT17], we then prove that all cocycles obtained by this
method yield proper affine actions.

Danciger and Zhang proved in 2019 that the analog of Theorem 1.1 for closed
surfaces is false [DZ19]: they showed that positive (or Hitchin) representations
of closed surface groups can never admit proper affine deformations.

We reprove properness via a different method not relying on the machinery
of diffused Margulis invariants from [GT17]. We construct fundamental domains
and show that they tile all of affine space:

Theorem 1.2. All proper affine actions (ρ, u) obtained from generalized in-
finitesimal strip deformations admit fundamental domains bounded by crooked
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planes. The quotient manifolds R4n−1/(ρ, u)(Γ) are homeomorphic to handle-
bodies.

Our construction depends on a choice of arcs and further on a choice of
extension of the positive boundary map associated to the linear part. For a
fixed choice, we do not obtain all the possible proper affine deformations of the
given linear part in dimension bigger than 3. However, it is natural to ask

Question 1.3. How does the deformation depend on these choices? Varying
over all the choices, do we get all proper affine deformations of a given positive
linear part?

If the answer to this question is yes, then in particular we would be able
to construct fundamental domains for all proper affine deformations with given
(free positive) linear part, showing that they are all tame (the quotients are
homeomorphic to the interior of a compact manifold with boundary).

By a dimension count we know that there are redundancies and that some
choices of the extension of the boundary map will give conjugate cocycles. How-
ever, for SO(2, 1), one can make some canonical choices (see [DGK16]) and ob-
tain a parametrization of the space of proper cocycles. It is not clear whether
there is an analog of this for generalized infinitesimal strip deformations leading
to a parametrization of the cone of proper cocycles.

In Section 2, we recall the notion of positivity for tuples of flags in R2n,2n−1.
We gather basic facts about positive representations of (non-compact) surface
groups into SL(4n−1) and SO(2n, 2n−1). This section is mostly for background
and fixing notation. For more detailed proofs, see [BT22].

In Section 3, we define a generalized infinitesimal strip deformation – a
cocycle associated to an extended boundary map of a free group with an arc
system. In Section 4, we compute the Margulis invariant of such a cocycle and
show that the cocycle determines a proper action of a free group on R2n,2n−1.

In Section 5, we use crooked half-spaces to construct fundamental domains
for actions from Section 3. This gives an alternate proof of Theorem 1.1.

2 Positive Ping-pong

Fix the standard orientation on R4n−1 given by the canonical basis. An oriented
flag F in R4n−1 is a 4n-tuple of properly nested vector subspaces

0 = F (0) ⊂ F (1) ⊂ · · · ⊂ F (4n−2) ⊂ F (4n−1) = R4n−1,

together with a fixed choice of orientation on F (i), so that the orientation on
F (4n−1) agrees with that of R4n−1. Equivalently, one can specify a choice of 1-
dimensional orientation on each of the quotients F (i)/F (i−1) for i = 1, . . . , 4n−
1. The group SL(4n − 1,R) acts transitively on the set of oriented flags,
and so we can endow it with a topology by identifying it with a coset space:
Flag+(R4n−1) := SL(4n − 1,R)/B0, where B0 is the subgroup of upper trian-
gular matrices with positive entries on the diagonal.
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Let · denote the symmetric bilinear form of signature (2n, 2n− 1) given by
the following matrix in the standard basis

J =



0 0 0 . . . 0 0 −1
0 0 0 . . . 0 1 0
0 0 0 . . . −1 0 0
...

...
... . .

. ...
...

...
0 0 −1 . . . 0 0 0
0 1 0 . . . 0 0 0
−1 0 0 . . . 0 0 0


.

We will call a basis of R4n−1 a J-basis if, in that basis, the bilinear form · has
matrix J .

Definition 2.1. An oriented isotropic flag is an oriented flag such that

1. F (i) = (F (4n−i))⊥ for i = 1, . . . , 4n−1, where the orthogonal is taken with
respect to · and

2. For any choice of positive vectors v ∈ F (i+1)/F (i) and u ∈ (F (i))⊥/(F (i+1))⊥

with 0 ≤ i ≤ 4n− 2, the well-defined product (−1)i+1u · v is positive.

The subgroup of SL(4n−1,R) preserving · will be denoted by SO(2n, 2n−1).
Denote by Flag+(R2n,2n−1) the space of oriented isotropic flags.

Definition 2.2. A pair of oriented flags F,G is oriented transverse if for all
0 ≤ i ≤ 4n− 1 we have a direct sum

F (i) ⊕ F (4n−1−i) = R4n−1,

and the induced orientation matches with the fixed orientation on R4n−1.

Because the dimension of the ambient space is odd, oriented transversality
is a symmetric relation. The group SL(4n − 1,R) acts transitively on pairs of
oriented transverse flags ([BT22], Lemma 2.19). Similarly, it follows from the
next proposition that the group SO(2n, 2n − 1) acts transitively on pairs of
oriented transverse isotropic flags.

Proposition 2.3. A pair of oriented isotropic flags F,G is oriented-transverse
if and only if there exists a positively oriented J-basis E = (e1, . . . , e4n−1) such
that

F = {0} ⊂ ⟨e1⟩ ⊂ ⟨e1, e2⟩ ⊂ · · · ⊂ ⟨e1, e2, . . . , e4n−1⟩

and

G = {0} ⊂ ⟨e4n−1⟩ ⊂ ⟨e4n−2, e4n−1⟩ ⊂ · · · ⊂ ⟨e1, e2, . . . , e4n−1⟩.

Given a basis E, we denote this pair by (FE , FÊ), where Ê is the opposite basis

(e4n−1,−e4n−2, e4n−3, . . . ,−e2, e1). Note that Ê is a J-basis if and only if E is
a J-basis.
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Proof. By [BT22] Lemma 2.19, there exists a basis satisfying all the required
properties except that of being a J-basis. The fact that F,G are isotropic
guarantees that we can rescale each basis vector by a positive scalar to make it
into a J-basis, and this does not change the flags F,G or their orientation.

Remark 2.4. Note that the notion of an opposite basis Ê to a basis E is defined
for any basis, not just an isotropic one.

Definition 2.5. A triple of oriented flags (F,G,H) is positive if for every choice
of 0 ≤ i, j, k ≤ 4n− 1 such that i+ j + k = 4n− 1, we have the direct sum

F (i) ⊕G(j) ⊕H(k) = R4n+1,

and the induced orientation matches with the fixed orientation on R4n+1. In
particular, note that in a positive triple every pair is oriented transverse.

More generally, we say a k-tuple of oriented flags is positive if every ordered
sub-triple is positive.

Positivity of triples of oriented flags satisfies the following properties ([BT22],
Proposition 3.7):

1. If (F,G,H) is positive, then (H,F,G) is positive.

2. If (F,G,H) is positive, then (H,G,F ) is not positive.

3. If (F,G,H) and (F,H,K) are positive, then (F,G,K) is positive.

These are the axioms of a (strict) partial cyclic order. We will use the terms
cyclically ordered and positive for tuples of flags interchangeably.

Definition 2.6. Given two oriented transverse flags F,G ∈ Flag+(R4n−1), the
interval between them is

((F,G)) = {H ∈ Flag+(R4n−1) | (F,H,G) is positive}.

The opposite of an interval is defined by ((F,G))opp = ((G,F )).

Flag positivity is classically defined in terms of totally positive matrices. A
matrix is totally positive if all its minors are strictly positive. A matrix is upper
triangular totally positive (resp. lower triangular totally positive) if it is upper
triangular (resp. lower triangular) and all of its minors which are not zero by
triangularity are strictly positive.

Proposition 2.7. A triple of oriented flags F,G,H is positive if and only if
there exists an oriented basis E of R4n−1 and a unipotent lower-triangular totally
positive matrix U such that F = FE, H = FÊ and G(i) is the span of the first i
columns of U .

Proof. This is proven in Lemma 3.2 of [BT22].
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Lemma 2.8. Let C by a positive k-tuple of oriented flags, with F,G ∈ C an
adjacent pair. Let X ∈ ((F,G)). Then, the (k + 1)-tuple Ĉ consisting of C with
the flag X inserted between F and G is positive.

Proof. By cyclic invariance, we may assume that G is the first flag of the tuple
and F is the last, and X is inserted at the end.

LetH,K ∈ C be distinct and assume without loss of generality that (G,H,K)
and (H,K,F ) are positive (by switching H and K if needed). We must show
that (H,K,X) is positive.

Since (F,X,G) and (F,G,H) are positive, we get that (F,X,H) is positive.
Then, since (H,K,F ) is positive, we get (H,K,X) is positive as desired.

The following property of the cyclic order on oriented flags, which is called
properness in [BT22], will be useful.

Lemma 2.9 ([BT22] Proposition 3.13). If (F,G,H,K) is a positive quadruple,
then ((G,H)) ⊂ ((F,K)).

Proposition 2.10. A quadruple of oriented flags (F,G,H,K) is positive if and
only if there exists an oriented basis e1, . . . , e4n−1 of R4n−1 such that F,G,H
are as Proposition 2.7, and K is represented by SLS where L is lower triangular
totally positive and S = diag(1,−1, 1,−1, . . . ,−1, 1).

Proof. This follows from Proposition 2.7 and Lemma 3.10 of [BT22].

Proposition 2.11 ([BT22] Lemma 3.18). Suppose (FE , G,H, FÊ) is a positive
quadruple of oriented flags. Then, there exists a totally positive matrix M ∈
SL(4n− 1) such that MFE = G, MFÊ = H. If FE , G,H, FÊ are all isotropic,
we can choose M totally positive in SO(2n, 2n− 1).

2.1 Positivity in SO(2n, 2n− 1)

The definition of positivity was extended by Lusztig [Lus94] to reductive Lie
groups. Since we are interested in orthogonal groups SO(2n, 2n − 1), we will
show that with the bilinear form J and the right choice of Cartan decomposition,
positive matrices in SO(2n, 2n − 1) are also positive in SL(4n − 1,R) (that is,
they are totally positive matrices).

We now recall Lusztig’s definition of the the positive subsemigroup of a real
split Lie group G. We fix a Cartan decomposition of g, a set of simple roots Σ
for some choice of positive roots, and a choice of generators Xα for the simple
root spaces. Let B be the Borel subgroup corresponding to the subalgebra
generated by the Cartan subalgebra and the positive root spaces. Denote by
sα ∈ W the simple root reflection in the root α and let sα1

sα2
. . . sαN

be a
reduced expression for the longest element in W .

Definition 2.12. The positive subsemigroup of B ⊂ G is the image of the map

(R>0)N −→ B

(t1, . . . , tN ) 7−→ et1Xα1 et2Xα2 . . . etNXαN
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We are interested in the groups G = SL(4n − 1,R) and G′ = SO(2n, 2n −
1). Consider the Cartan subgalgebra a ⊂ sl(4n − 1,R) consisting of diagonal
matrices. We choose the Cartan subalgebra a′ ⊂ so(2n, 2n − 1) which also
consists of diagonal matrices, so that a′ = a ∩ so(2n, 2n− 1).

The collection of roots αi ∈ a∗ given by αi(diag(a1, . . . , a4n−1)) = ai − ai+1

for i = 1, . . . , 4n − 2 forms a set of simple roots for sl(4n − 1). Similarly,
α′
i = ai − ai+1 for 1 ≤ i ≤ 2n− 1 is a set of simple roots for so(2n, 2n− 1).
Denoting by Ei,j a (4n − 1) × (4n − 1) matrix with a 1 in position (i, j)

and all other coefficients 0, the root space associated to the simple root αi is
spanned by Ei,i+1. The root space for α′

i is spanned by Ei,i+1 + E4n−1−i,4n−i.
Denote by si the simple root reflection in the root αi and by s′i the simple

root reflection in s′i. The longest word in the Weyl group of so(2n, 2n− 1) can
be written

w′
0 = ((s′1s

′
3 . . . s

′
2n−1)(s

′
2s

′
4 . . . s

′
2n−2))

2n−1

and for sl(4n− 1,R)

w0 = (s1s4n−2s3s4n−4 . . . s2n−1s2ns2n−1s2s4n−3s4s4n−5 . . . s2n−2s2n)
2n−1.

Note that w0 can be obtained from w′
0 by the replacing each instance of s′i by

sis4n−1−i if i < 2n− 1 and s′2n−1 by s2n−1s2ns2n−1.
Now, since

et(Ei,i+1+E4n−1−i,4n−i) = etEi,i+1etE4n−1−i,4n−i

for i < 2n− 1 and

et(E2n−1,2n+E2n,2n+1) = e
t
2E2n−1,2netE2n,2n+1e

t
2E2n−1,2n ,

the positive subsemigroup for SO(2n, 2n − 1) is contained in the positive sub-
semigroup for SL(4n−1,R). In particular, it consists of upper triangular totally
positive matrices.

2.2 Positive representations of free groups

Let Γ ⊂ PSL(2,R) be a free, convex cocompact subgroup. Denote by ΛΓ ⊂
∂∞H2 the limit set of Γ. It is an embedding of the boundary ∂∞Γ of the
group. The boundary ∂∞H2 is a circle; orient it counter-clockwise, inducing an
orientation on ΛΓ (and thus on ∂∞Γ). Topologically, the limit set is the Cantor
set.

Definition 2.13. A representation ρ : Γ → SO(2n, 2n − 1) is positive Anosov
if there exists a ρ-equivariant map ξ : ΛΓ → Flag+(R2n,2n−1) which maps
positively oriented triples to positive triples.

Remark 2.14. Note that the transversality condition of positivity forces ξ to
be injective, and that a positive Anosov representation is Borel Anosov. Our
definition of positivity therefore differs from some authors who allow the image
of the positive map ξ to be a topological circle (which allows generalized cusps).
From here on out, we will use the term positive to refer to positive Anosov
representations.
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On the surface S = H2/Γ, there exist pairwise disjoint properly embed-
ded geodesic arcs a1, . . . , aN that cut S into a topological disk. Moreover, we
can choose a pair of lifts ai+, ai− to H2 of each arc ai so that they bound a
fundamental domain for Γ in H2. We can choose elements γi ∈ Γ such that
γi(ai−) = ai+, and γ1, . . . , γN generate Γ. We can mimic this construction the
space of oriented isotropic flags:

Proposition 2.15. If ρ : Γ → SO(2n, 2n− 1) is a positive representation, then
there exists intervals I±1 . . . I±N ⊂ Flag+(R4n−1) with all endpoints isotropic flags
and satisfying:

1. If J1, J2 ∈ {I−1 , . . . , I−N , I1,
+ , . . . , I+N} are distinct, J1 ⊂ Jopp

2 .

2. ρ(γj)(I
−opp
j ) = I+j .

Proof. Let ξ be a positive ρ-equivariant map.
Choose properly embedded arcs ai± ⊂ H2 cutting the surface into a disk

as above. Denote the endpoints of each geodesic ai− by xi, yi and order them
so that the positive intervals ((xi, yi)) are pairwise disjoint. For each i, the
point xi ∈ ∂∞H2 lies in a unique complementary interval (ci, di) to the Cantor
set ∂∞Γ ⊂ ∂∞H2. Choose any oriented isotropic flag Ai ∈ ((ξ(ci), ξ(di))), and
choose oriented isotropic flags Yi using the same process on the points yi.

Define the intervals I−i := ((Xi, Yi)) and I+i := ((ρ(γi)Xi, ρ(γi)Yi)), so that
point 2 is satisfied.

By positivity of the equivariant map ξ and Lemma 2.8, the endpoints of
the intervals defined this way are cyclically ordered. This fact, together with
Lemma 2.9, implies point 1.

3 Constructing proper cocycles

In this section, we construct a ρ(Γ)−cocycle u : Γ → R2n,2n−1 by explicitly
describing u(γ) for each γ. The construction is inspired by Danciger–Guéritaud–
Kassel strip deformations [DGK16] (see also [Žag22]).

Recall that a properly embedded transversely oriented arc a on a surface
S = H2/Γ is an arc with no self-intersections exiting the convex core of S on
both sides, and endowed with a notion of a positive and negative direction of
crossing it, or equivalently with the notion of “left” and “right” along a.

Let ρ : Γ → SO(2n, 2n− 1) be a positive representation and ξ its associated
boundary map. Denote by A a system of properly embedded pairwise non-
homotopic transversely oriented arcs on S = H2/Γ. Let ΛA ⊂ ∂∞H2 be the set
of endpoints of the lifts of all the arcs in Ã to the universal cover H2. The left
endpoint of a ∈ Ã will be called a+ and the right endpoint a−. Extend ξ to
a positive equivariant map from ΛΓ ∪ ΛA to Flag+(R2n,2n−1), and call it ξ as
well. This is possible by using Proposition 2.15 and extending by equivariance.
The action on intervals bounded by ξ(a±) then mimics the action of Γ on the
intervals determined by transversely oriented arcs in ∂∞H2.
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Choose positively oriented vectors

v+
a ∈ ξ(a+)(1)

and
v−
a ∈ ξ(a−)(1)

for each a ∈ Ã, satisfying the equivariance condition v±
γ·a = ρ(γ)v±

a .

Choose a lift p0 ∈ H2 \ Ã of the basepoint of π1(S) ∼= Γ, and let γ ∈ Γ.
Let cγ : [0, 1] → H2 be a path with cγ(0) = p0 and cγ(1) = γ · p0 such that cγ
intersects each arc in Ã transversely and does not self-intersect along any arc
in Ã. Denote Xcγ = cγ([0, 1]) ∩ Ã and for each each x ∈ Xcγ , let σ(x) = 1

if the path cγ intersects the arc ax ∈ Ã positively at x, and σ(x) = −1 if the
intersection is negative.

Definition 3.1. A generalized infinitesimal strip deformation of a positive rep-
resentation ρ : Γ → SO(2n, 2n − 1) associated to an arc system A is a map
u : Γ → R2n,2n−1 defined by

u(γ) =
∑

x∈Xcγ

σ(x)(v+
ax

− v−
ax
). (1)

An illustration of this construction can be seen in Figure 1. Intuitively, we
are adding a vector to u(γ) each time γ crosses and arc in A.

p0

γ · p0

cγ

a

b

c

a+

a−

c+
c−

b−

b+
Figure 1: Choose ρ(Γ)-equivariant positively ori-
ented vectors v±

a ∈ ξ(a±)1,v±
b ∈ ξ(b±)1,v±

c ∈
ξ(c±)1. In the example drawn, the curve cγ
crosses the arcs a and c positively and the arc
b negatively, so σ(a ∩ cγ([0, 1])) = 1 and σ(c ∩
cγ([0, 1])) = 1, while σ(b ∩ cγ([0, 1])) = −1.
We would associate to γ the translation vector
u(γ) = v+

a − v−
a − (v+

b − v−
b ) + v+

c − v−
c .

Remark 3.2. While the set Xcγ can depend on the choice of cγ , the sum
defining u(γ) does not.

Lemma 3.3. A generalized infinitesimal strip deformation is a cocycle.

Proof. We need to show that u(γ1γ2) = ρ(γ1)u(γ2) + u(γ1). Let cγ1
be a path

defining u(γ1) and let cγ2
be a path defining u(γ2). Define

cγ1γ2
(t) =

{
cγ1(2t) t ≤ 1

2
γ1 · cγ2

(2t− 1) t ≥ 1
2

As cγ1
(1) = γ1 ·p0 = γ1 ·cγ2

(0), the path cγ1γ2
is continuous. We have cγ1γ2

(0) =
p(0) and cγ1γ2

(1) = γ1 · (cγ2
(1)) = γ1γ2 · p0, so cγ1γ2

really does define u(γ1γ2).
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It follows from equivariance of the choices of v±a and the definition of u(γ1γ2)
when using the path cγ1γ2 that the cocycle identity holds.

Remark 3.4. This construction depends on the choice of base tile in which p0
lies. However, different choices of the lift correspond to cohomologous cocycles.
The cocycle u only depends on the arcs in A up to homotopy.

Remark 3.5. In the case when ρ is a Fuchsian representation, that is, when
ρ is the restriction to Γ of the irreducible representation σ4n−1 : SL2(R) →
SL4n−1(R) to Γ, we can obtain these cocycles as limits of higher strip deforma-
tions from [Žag22] when we send the “waists” to ∞. For n = 1, our construction
recovers infinitesimal strip deformations from [DGK16].

4 The Margulis invariant

In this section, we recall the Margulis invariant and compute it for cocycles of
the form defined in the previous section.

Call an element g ∈ SO(2n, 2n−1) regular if it is diagonalizable with distinct
real eigenvalues. A regular element has an attracting isotropic flag g+ and a
repelling isotropic flag g−, obtained respectively by taking the span of the first
k eigenspaces in decreasing (resp. increasing) order of eigenvalue modulus.

Since real eigenvalues in SO(2n, 2n − 1) come in inverse pairs and there is
an odd number of them, regular elements always admit a neutral eigenvector of
eigenvalue 1.

Moreover, we can choose a canonical representative on this neutral eigenline.
We can orient the attracting flag g+ of g, thus also orienting the neutral line.
The following proposition proves that the orientation of the neutral line does
not depend on the choice of oriented flag g+, and we will call this the positive
orientation of the neutral line.

Lemma 4.1. Let G, H ∈ Flag+(R2n,2n−1) be two oriented isotropic flags with
the same underlying unoriented flag. Then the orientations on the quotients
H(2n)/H(2n−1) and G(2n)/G(2n−1) agree.

Proof. Let E = (e1, e2, . . . , e4n−1) be a positive J-basis defining G, that is, ei
is positive in G(i)/G(i−1). For i = 1, . . . , 4n − 1, let σi ∈ {+1,−1} and let
(σ1e1, σ2e2, . . . , σ4n−1e4n−1) be a positive J-basis for H. We want to show that
σ2n = 1.

If σ2n = −1 but σi = 1 for all other i, then (σ1e1, σ2e2, . . . , σ4n−1e4n−1) is
not a positive basis.

Suppose σi = −1 for some i ̸= 2n. Then by Condition 2 of Definition 2.1,
σ4n−i also has to be −1. Therefore, an even number of σi for i ̸= 2n are negative.
Were σ2n also negative, we would have an odd number of negative σi, in which
case the basis (σ1e1, σ2e2, . . . , σ4n−1e4n−1) would not be a positive basis. This
means that σ2n has to equal 1.
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Definition 4.2. The neutral vector of a positive regular element g ∈ SO(2n, 2n−
1), denoted by x0(g), is the positively oriented eigenvector of g with eigenvalue
1, normalized so that x0(g) · x0(g) = 1.

We can also define a neutral vector from just a pair of isotropic flags:

Definition 4.3. The neutral vector of a pair of transverse isotropic flags (F,G),
denoted x0(F,G), is e2n where (e1, . . . , e4n−1) is any positive J-basis such that
F = FE and G = FÊ .

This neutral vector exists by Proposition 2.3 and is unique by Lemma 4.1.
The two definitions are related by x0(g) = x0(g+, g−).

Definition 4.4. Let ρ : Γ → SO(2n, 2n − 1) be a representation with ρ(γ)
regular for all γ ∈ Γ \ {1} and let u : Γ → R2n,2n−1 be a ρ(Γ)-cocycle. The
Margulis invariant of γ ∈ Γ is

αu(γ) = u(γ) · x0(ρ(γ)).

The invariant was first introduced by Margulis in [Mar83; Mar84], where he
showed the opposite sign lemma:

Lemma 4.5 (Margulis, [Mar83; Mar84]). Let Γ < SO(2, 1) be a convex cocom-
pact free group and u : Γ → R2,1 a Γ-cocycle. If there exist γ, η ∈ Γ \ {1} such
that αu(γ)αu(η) ≤ 0, then (Γ, u) does not act properly on R2,1.

In [Lab01] Labourie extended the Margulis invariant to the diffused Margulis
invariant, taking as an argument a geodesic current instead of a closed curve.
Later, Goldman–Labourie–Margulis [GLM04] used this diffused version to show
a converse of Margulis’ opposite-sign lemma; an affine action with linear part in
the image of the irreducible representation SO(2, 1) → SO(2n, 2n− 1) is proper
exactly when its diffused Margulis invariant is bounded away from 0.

This result was extended by Ghosh-Treib in [GT17] for representations with
Anosov linear part, and it is their result that we will use here to show properness
of our actions. Though not the most general restatement of the result of that
paper, the formulation most convenient for us is:

Proposition 4.6 ([GT17]). Let ρ : Γ → SO(2n, 2n − 1) be Borel Anosov and
denote by t(γ) the translation length of γ ∈ Γ < PSL(2,R). Let u be a ρ(Γ)-

cocycle such that αu(γ)
t(γ) ≥ c > 0 for all γ ∈ Γ \ {1}. Then the affine action on

R2n,2n−1 defined by u is proper.

Lemma 4.7. Let g ∈ SO(2n, 2n − 1) be a positive regular element and fix an
orientation on g+ and g− such that the pair is oriented transverse. Let F,G
be oriented flags such that the quadruple g+, F, g−, G is positive. Let v be any
vector in the cone spanned by the positive half-lines in F (1) and −G(1). Then,
v · x0(g) > 0.

11



Proof. Choose a J-basis e1, . . . , e4n−1 adapted to the quadruple as in Propo-
sition 2.10. Then, a positively oriented representative vector u for F (1) has
strictly positive coordinates and any positively oriented representative vector
w for G(1) has signs which alternate, starting with positive. In particular, the
2nth coordinate of G(1) is negative, so any linear combination v = au − bw
with a, b > 0 has a positive 2nth coordinate.

Since the basis e1, . . . , e4n−1 is adapted to g+, F, g−, G, the neutral eigen-
vector for g is e2n. Then we have

αv(g) = a e2n · u− b e2n ·w > 0.

Lemma 4.8. Let M ∈ SO(2n, 2n − 1) be a totally positive matrix. Then,
M2n,2n ≥ 1.

Proof. Denote the canonical basis by E. By total positivity of M , the oriented
isotropic flags FE , MFE , MFÊ , FÊ are cyclically ordered.

This implies that there exists a unipotent lower triangular totally positive
matrix L ∈ SL(4n − 1) such that LFE = MFE ([BT22], Lemma 3.2). In fact,
L ∈ SO(2n, 2n−1) since it maps a pair of isotropic flags to a pair of isotropic flags
and is unipotent. By invariance of the cyclic order, the triple FE , L

−1MFÊ , FÊ
is cyclically ordered and so there exists a unipotent upper triangular totally
positive matrix U such that UFÊ = L−1MFÊ .

We therefore have LUFE = MFE and LUFÊ = MFÊ , and so M−1LU = D
stabilizes FE and FÊ . This implies that D is diagonal with positive entries,
and its middle entry is 1. Since LU = MD, the middle entry of M is equal to
(LU)2n,2n. Finally,

M2n,2n = (LU)2n,2n = 1 +

4n−1∑
k=2n+1

L2n,kUk,2n > 1.

Lemma 4.9. Let g and h be regular elements in SO(2n, 2n− 1), and let F be a
flag, with f ∈ F (1) positively oriented. Suppose g+, F, g−, h−, h+ are cyclically
ordered for some choice of orientations on g± and h±. Then x0(g)·f ≤ x0(h)·f.

Similarly, if g−, h−, F, h+, g+ is cyclically ordered, x0(h) · f ≥ x0(g) · f.

Proof. Let E be a J-basis such that h+ = FE and h− = FÊ . By Proposition
2.11 there exists M ∈ SO(2n, 2n − 1), totally positive, such that Mh+ = g+

and Mh− = g−.
With this choice of basis, x0(h) = e2n is the neutral eigenvector for h and so

Me2n is the neutral eigenvector for g. Let F ′ = M−1F . Since M((h+, h−)) =
((g+, g−)) and F ∈ ((g+, g−)), preservation of the partial cyclic order by SO(2n, 2n−
1) implies F ′ ∈ ((h+, h−)). This in turn implies that f ′ = F ′

1 has only positive
entries in the basis E by Proposition 2.7. We then have

12



x0(h) · f = f2n = (Mf ′)2n =
∑
k

M2n,kf
′
k > f ′

2n

since M2n,2n ≥ 1 by Lemma 4.8. Moreover, f ′
2n = e2n · f ′ = Me2n ·Mf ′ =

x0(g) · f .

Recall that we call a set of properly embedded disjoint arcs on a surface
filling if the arcs cut the surface into topological disks. In particular, every
homotopically nontrivial curve on the surface intersects at least one of the arcs
in a filling arc system.

Theorem 4.10. Let ρ : Γ → SO(2n, 2n−1) be a positive Anosov representation
of a convex cocompact free group Γ < PSL2(R) and let A be a filling system
of arcs on H2/Γ. Let ξ : ΛΓ ∪ ΛA → Flag+(R2n,2n−1) be a positive equivariant
map. Let u : Γ → R2n,2n−1 be a generalized infinitesimal strip deformation
associated to A. Then (ρ, u)(Γ) acts properly discontinuously on R2n,2n−1.

Proof. By Proposition 4.6, it is enough to show that the Margulis invariant αu

is bounded below away from 0.
Let γ ∈ Γ \ {1}. Recall the definition of u(γ) from Equation (1):

u(γ) =
∑

x∈Xcγ

σ(x)(v+
ax

− v−
ax
).

Let a be an arc crossed by a path cγ in a positive direction. We need to
compute x0(γ) ·u(γ), for which it is enough to compute an inner product of the
form x0(γ) · (v+

a − v−
a ). The vector v = v+

a − v−
a is in the cone spanned by the

positive vectors in ξ(a+)(1) and −ξ(a−)(1), and due to the positivity of ξ and
because γ intersects a in the positive direction, ρ(γ)+, ξ(a+), ρ(γ)−, ξ(a−) is a
positive quadruple of flags. Therefore by Lemma 4.7, x0(γ) · v > 0.

Similarly, if cγ crosses a in the negative direction, the product x0(ρ(γ)) ·
(v+

a − v−
a ) is negative and this sign is cancelled by σ(x).

As u(γ) is a sum of vectors of the form v+
a −v−

a , we conclude that αu(γ) > 0
for all γ ̸= 1.

We now show that for each γ, the contribution to its Margulis invariant upon
crossing each arc is uniformly bounded below.

Suppose γ is not in the boundary of the convex core and that cγ crosses
the arc a positively. The arc a crosses exactly two lifts of the boundary of the
convex core of S, call them c+a and c−a , with c+a being closer to a+. Let ga ∈ Γ
be the element translating along c+a in the positive direction with respect to
the transverse orientation on a, and let ha translate positively along c−a . An
illustration of such a configuration is in Figure 2

Then ξ(g+a ), ξ(a
+), ξ(g−a ), ξ(γ

−), ξ(γ+) and ξ(h−
a ), ξ(a

−), ξ(h+
a ), ξ(γ

+), ξ(γ−)
are both positive, as the axis of γ has to lie inside the convex core of S and thus
separates c+a and c−a . From Lemma 4.9, we get

x0(γ) · v = x0(γ) · v+
a − x0(γ) · v−

a ≥
≥ x0(ga) · v+

a − x0(ha) · v−
a .
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γ

γ+

γ−

aa+ a−

ga

ha

g+a

g−a

h+
a

h−
a

Figure 2: We can see the configuration of end-
points of an arc a (in blue) in Ã and an element
γ that crosses it (in pink). The red curves are
the lifts of two boundary curves, with elements
ga and ha translating along them. The points
a+, g−a , γ

−, h−
a , a

−, h+
a , γ

+, g+a are oriented posi-
tively, and therefore so are their images under the
boundary map ξ, giving a positive configuration
of eight flags in Flag+(R4n−1).

If γ is one of the boundary curves of the convex core, then the above in-
equality still holds for the same reason, even if one of the inequalities coming
from Lemma 4.9 is an equality.

Since the system of arcs A is finite, the set {x0(ga) · v+
a − x0(ha) · v−

a }a∈A
is a finite set of positive numbers, so it attains a minimum c > 0.

Because the holonomy of the surface S is convex cocompact, its convex
core has bounded diameter D. The translation length of an element γ ∈ Γ <
PSL2(R) is the same as the length of its geodesic representative, which stays
within the convex core of S. Therefore, if γ crosses n arcs in A, its translation
length is at most nD, and conversely, a closed geodesic of length l must cross
A at least ⌊ l

D ⌋ times.

Suppose γ has translation length l. Then it crosses A at least ⌊ l
D ⌋ times, and

each crossing contributes at least c to the Margulis invariant of u. Therefore,

αu(γ) ≥ c
l

D
,

and by Proposition 4.6, the action of (Γ, u) on R2n,2n−1 is proper.

5 Fundamental domains

In this section, we prove properness of the action by building a fundamental
domain bounded by piecewise linear hypersurfaces in R4n−1. The hypersurfaces
are boundaries of crooked halfspaces introduced in [BT22], adapted to the affine
setting by taking the cone over a halfspace in the sphere of directions. This no-
tion is a generalization of crooked planes in three dimensions defined by Drumm
and Goldman, see [Dru92; DG99].

The upper sign variation of a nonzero vector v ∈ R2n,2n−1, denoted S+
E (v),

is the number of times the sign of the coordinates of v in the basis E change,
where we independently assign a sign to the 0 coordinates in order to maximize
this value. The lower sign variation S−

E (v) is the number of sign variations in
the coordinates of v in the basis E, assigning the signs to 0 that minimize the
value.

For example, let v = (1, 0, 3) in the basis E. Then S+
E (v) = 2 and S−

E (v) = 0.
For v′ = (−1, 1, 2), the lower and upper sign variations are both 1.
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Definition 5.1. The open crooked halfspace associated to an isotropic basis E
is the following open subset of R2n,2n−1:

HE = {v ∈ R2n,2n−1 | S+
E (v) ≤ 2n− 1 and in case of equality the sign of the

last coordinate used for computing

S+ is positive}.

The closed crooked halfspace HE is defined similarly:

HE = {v ∈ R2n,2n−1 | S−
E (v) ≤ 2n− 1 and in case of equality the sign of the

last nonzero coordinate is positive}.

Lemma 5.2. The closed crooked halfspace is the topological closure of the open
crooked halfspace.

Proof. This follows from the fact that HE is closed and the observation that
for any sequence vk ∈ R4n−1, the inequality S−

E (limk→∞ vk) ≤ limk→∞ S+
E (vk)

holds.

When n = 1, a crooked halfspace is obtained by taking the interior of the
closure of 4 of the 8 open orthants in R3, corresponding to the signs (+,+,+),
(−,+,+), (−,−,+), (−,−,−). In general, a crooked halfspace contains half of
the orthants, and it is open and contractible.

We see from this example that the name halfspace seems justified, and indeed
in general we have the following lemma:

Lemma 5.3. The complement of the open halfspace HE is the closed halfspace
defined by the opposite basis, HÊ .

Proof. If v = (v1, v2, . . . , v4n−2, v4n−1) in basis E, its expression in the basis

Ê is (v4n−1,−v4n−2, . . . ,−v2, v1). The sign variations with respect to the two
bases are related by S+

E (v) + S−
Ê
(v) = 4n− 2.

Therefore, S+
E (v) ≤ 2n−1 if and only if S−

Ê
(v) ≥ 2n−1. Further, if S+

E (v) =

2n− 1 and v4n−1 is positive (or 0), putting v ∈ HE , then v1 has to be negative,
and thus v /∈ HÊ .

The boundary HE −HE = HÊ −HÊ of a closed crooked halfspace will be
called a crooked hyperplane and denoted by CE .

Definition 5.4. The stem-quadrant of a halfspace is the set of vectors which
translate HE inside itself:

SQ(E) = {u ∈ R2n,2n−1 | u+HE ⊂ HE}.

Note that since HE = (HE)
◦ where ◦ denotes the topological interior, the stem

quadrant is also the set of vectors which translate HE inside itself.
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This is the same as the original definition of the stem quadrant (or transla-
tional semigroup) for a crooked plane in R2,1 introduced in [Bur+14].

Proposition 5.5. The stem-quadrant SQ(E) is the convex cone generated by
the vectors −e1 and e4n−1.

Proof. Let v ∈ HE and let u = −αe1+βe4n−1. with α, β ≥ 0. If v has negative
first coordinate and positive last coordinate, so does v + u, and S+

E (v + u) =
S+
E (v) and therefore u+ v ∈ HE .
If the first and last coordinates of v are both positive, S+

E is even, so S+
E (v) ̸=

2n− 1. Then v+u might have negative first coordinate, in which case S+
E (v+

u) = S+
E (v)+1 ≤ 2n−1 with last coordinate positive, so v+u ∈ HE . A similar

argument holds when v has negative first and last coordinate.
If the first coordinate of v is positive and the last is negative, S+

E (v) is odd
and not equal to 2n− 1, so S+

E (v) ≤ 2n− 3. If adding u to v changes just the
sign of first coordinate, the sign change increases by at most 1. If adding u to
v changes the sign of both the first and last coordinate, then the sign variation
increases by at most 2. But if it increases by 2, note that v + u has positive
last coordinate and S+

E (v + u) = 2n− 1 is allowed to hold, so v + u ∈ HE .
If the first or last coordinate of v vanishes, use the sign assigned to that

coordinate when computing S+
E and the same arguments as above.

For the reverse inclusion, let u ∈ SQ(E). Adding large multiples of −e1 and
e4n−1, we may assume that u1 < 0 and u4n−1 > 0. Note that

a = a1e1 + a3e3 − a4e4 + a5e5 − · · · − a2n+1e2n+1 + a2n+2e2n+2 ∈ H(E)

for any choice of ai > 0. Making these coefficients large enough, a+u will have
2n−1 sign changes when only looking at the coordinates 1, 3, 4, . . . , 2n+2. This
implies u2 ≥ 0. Similarly,

a = −a3e3 + a4e4 − a5e5 + · · · − a2n+1e2n+1 + a2n+2e2n+2 ∈ H(E)

for any choice of ai > 0. Again making these coordinates very large and con-
sidering the sign variation of a + u yields u2 ≤ 0 and so u2 = 0. A similar
argument using the last 2n+ 2 coordinates shows that u4n−2 = 0.

For 2 < i < 4n − 2, choose a subset I of 2n indices not containing i, with
an odd number above i and an odd number after. A vector a with nonzero
coordinates in these 2n places will always have S−

E (a) ≤ 2n − 1. Assign very
large values, alternating in sign starting with + to the coordinates above i,
and similarly with the coordinates below i. This will give a vector a such that
S−(a+u) ≥ 2n−2 and ui is between two positive coordinates, implying ui ≥ 0
(otherwise S−(a + u) ≥ 2n would not be in H). Similarly, if we choose an
even number of coordinates above and below i we can assign very large values
alternating in sign so that S−(a+ u) ≥ 2n− 2 and ui is between two negative
values. This implies that ui ≤ 0 and hence ui = 0.

It remains to show that u1 ≤ 0 and u4n−1 ≥ 0. For the first, again adding a
vector

a = −a2e2 + a3e3 − a4e4 + ...− a2n + a2n+1 ∈ H
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with very large coordinates alternating in sign, u + a ∈ H implies u1 ≤ 0
otherwise S−(u+a) ≥ 2n. The same argument with the last 2n+2 coordinates
gives u4n−1 ≥ 0.

There is an alternate description of a crooked halfspace, similar to crooked
halfspaces in [BT22], Section 5.2.

For a flag F ∈ Flag+(R4n−1), define the positive half-subspace as

F
(2n)
+ = {v ∈ R2n,2n−1 | F (2n−1) ⊕ v = F (2n) as oriented vector spaces}.

Proposition 5.6 ([BT22], Proposition 5.15). Let F1, F2 be oriented flags and
let E be the isotropic basis associated to them so that FE = F1 and FÊ = F2.
Then

HE =
⋃

F∈((F1,F2))

F
(2n)
+ ,

and

HE =
⋃

F∈((F1,F2))

F
(2n)
+ .

We will also denote HE = H(FE , FÊ), and CE = C(FE , FÊ). Note that
HÊ = H(FÊ , FE). It also follows from this definition that gHE = HgE .

Proposition 5.7. Let F,G,G′, F ′ be a positive quadruple of flags. Then we
have:

1. H(G,G′) ⊂ H(F, F ′) and

2. H(F,G) ∩ H(G′, F ′) = {0}, and in particular H(F,G) is disjoint from
H(G′, F ′).

Proof. 1. By Lemma 2.9, ((G,G′)) ⊂ ((F, F ′)) and so the claim follows from
Proposition 5.6.

2. Any pair of flags X ∈ ((F,G)), Y ∈ ((G′, F ′)) is oriented-transverse. This

implies that the subspaces X
(2n)
+ and Y

(2n)
+ intersect only in 0. Indeed, if

E is a positive basis such that FE = X and FÊ = Y , then X(2n)∩Y (2n) =

⟨e2n⟩, with e2n ∈ X
(2n)
+ but not in Y 2n

+ .

We now construct a fundamental domain for (ρ(Γ), u) acting on R2n,2n−1,
with u defined by an arc system A as in Section 3. Our strategy is to use
appropriately translated crooked hyperplanes to bound the domain.

We will mimic the construction of a cocycle from Section 3. Let a ∈ Ã be
an arc in H2. Let pa be a point in the region of H2 − Ã that borders a and
is separated from the basepoint p0 by a. Let ca : [0, 1] → H2 be a path with
c(0) = p0 and c(1) = pa, with no self-intersections along any arc in Ã. Denote
Xca = ca([0, 1]) ∩ Ã, and let σ(x) = 1 if at x the path ca crosses the arc ax
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positively, and −1 otherwise. Additionally, let y ∈ Xca be the last intersection
of ca([0, 1]) and Ã. Define

ũ(a) =
∑

x∈Xca

σ(x)(v+
ax

− v−
ax
)− 1

2
σ(y)(v+

ay
− v−

ay
).

Intuitively, ũ(a) is the displacement vector between the region containing p0
and the region containing pa. This definition is very similar to the definition of
u(γ) in 3.1, but here pa is not necessarily a translate by Γ of p0, and the very
last “contribution” to ũ(a) is only counted with a factor of 1

2 .

For each a ∈ Ã, define a translated crooked hyperplane

C(a) = C(ξ(a+), ξ(a−)) + ũ(a)

and the translated crooked halfspace

H(a) = H(ξ(a+), ξ(a−)) + ũ(a).

Lemma 5.8. Let a, a′ be different arcs in Ã. Then C(a) and C(a′) are disjoint.

Proof. Consider first the case when a and a′ bound a common region, and
assume without loss of generality that a′ is oriented away from the basepoint,
in the same direction and further from it than a. We can write the translated
crooked hyperplane as C(a) = C(ξ(a+), ξ(a−)) + ũ(a) and

C(a′) = C(ξ(a′+), ξ(a′−)) + ũ(a) +
1

2
(v+

a − v−
a ) +

1

2
(v+

a′ − v−
a′).

Denote v = 1
2 (v

+
a − v−

a ) and v′ = 1
2 (v

+
a′ − v−

a′). Note it is therefore enough to
show that C(ξ(a+), ξ(a−)) and C(ξ(a′+), ξ(a′−)) + v + v′ are disjoint.

By 5.6,H(ξ(a′−), ξ(a′+)) ⊂ H(ξ(a−), ξ(a+)). As v′ is in the stem-quadrant of
H(ξ(a′−), ξ(a′+)), we have H(ξ(a′−), ξ(a′+))+v′ ⊂ H(ξ(a′−), ξ(a′+)). Similarly,
v is in the stem quadrant of H(ξ(a−), ξ(a+)). Therefore

C((ξ(a′−), ξ(a′+)) = ∂(H(ξ(a′−), ξ(a′+)) + v′ + v

⊂ H(ξ(a′−), ξ(a′+)) + v′ + v

⊂ H(ξ(a′−), ξ(a′+)) + v

⊂ H(ξ(a−), ξ(a+)) + v ⊂ H(ξ(a−), ξ(a+)),

with H(ξ(a−), ξ(a+)) being disjoint from C(ξ(a−), ξ(a+)).
We can show the general statement of the lemma for non-consecutive arcs

inductively.

For F,G a pair of oriented, transverse isotropic flags, define

((F,G))⊥ = {X ∈ ((F,G)) | X is isotropic.}

Recall Definition 4.3 of x0(X,Y ) for X and Y isotropic; it is the normalized
middle vector of the basis adapted to X and Y. Note that it suffices for the
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middle vector of this basis to be spacelike to make this definition. We will thus
extend x0 to pairs of transverse flags where one is isotropic, landing in unit
spacelike vectors.

Definition 5.9. For Y an isotropic flag andX transverse to Y , define x0(X,Y )∗ :
R4n−1 → R by writing

v = x+
(
x0(X,Y )∗(v)

)
x0(X,Y ) + y

with x ∈ X(2n−1),y ∈ Y (2n−1).

As the notation suggests, this function associates to v the coefficient of
x0(X,Y ) in a positive basis adapted to the pair X,Y extending this unit space-
like vector.

Lemma 5.10. Let F1, F2, F3, G3, G2, G1 be a positive 6-tuple of isotropic ori-
ented flags, and fix f, g positive vectors in the 1-dimensional parts of F2, G2

respectively. Then, there is a uniform lower bound

x0(X,Y )∗(f − g) > mf,g
F1,F3,G3,G1

for some constant mf,g
F1,F3,G3,G1

> 0, where X ∈ ((F3, G3)) and Y ∈ ((G1, F1))
⊥.

Moreover, this bound is invariant under the simultaneous action of SO(2n, 2n−
1) on F1, F3, G1, G3, f, g.

Proof. By Lemma 4.7, x0(X,Y )∗(f − g) > C.

Now, the closures ((G1, F1))
⊥

and ((F3, G3)) are compact and so the con-
tinuous function (X,Y ) 7→ x0(X,Y )∗(f − g) has a positive minimum value

mf,g
F1,F3,G3,G1

. This minimum value cannot be 0 as the function is also posi-

tive on a pair of slightly larger intervals respectively containing ((G1, F1)) and
((F3, G3)) in their interiors.

Let A ∈ SO(2n, 2n − 1). Then, x0(AX,AY )∗(Af − Ag) = x0(X,Y )∗(f −
g). It follows that the minimum found above satisfies mAf,Ag

AF1,AF3,AG3,AG1
=

mf,g
F1,F3,G3,G1

.

Lemma 5.11. Let ρ : Γ → SO(2n, 2n− 1) be a positive Anosov representation
of a free group Γ < PSL2(R) and let A be a filling system of arcs on H2/Γ. Let
a1, a2, a3 be three consecutive arcs in H2 that are lifts of arcs of A. Then for all
X ∈ ((ξ(a+3 ), ξ(a

−
3 ))) and Y ∈ ((ξ(a−1 ), ξ(a

+
1 ))), the estimate x0(X,Y )∗(v+a2

−
v−a2

) ≥ m > 0 holds, with m independent of a1, a2, a3, X, Y.

Proof. By Lemma 5.10, we know that x0(X,Y )∗(v+
a2

− v−
a2
) ≥ Ca1,a2,a3

> 0

for Ca1,a2,a3 := m
v+
a2

,v−
a2

ξ(a+
1 ),ξ(a+

3 ),ξ(a−
3 ),ξ(a−

1 )
. However, up to the action of Γ <

SO(2n, 2n− 1), there are only finitely many configurations of three consecutive
arcs. Because the quantity x0(X,Y )∗(v+

a2
− v−

a2
) is invariant under the action
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of SO(2n, 2n − 1), that means there are only finitely many distinct Ca1,a2,a3 .
Define

m = min
(a1,a2,a3) consecutive arcs

{Ca1,a2,a3
} > 0.

Let K be a fundamental domain in H2 for the action of Γ bounded by
some of the arcs in Ã, call them a1, a

′
1, . . . , ak, a

′
k, and let γi ∈ Γ be such

that γiai = a′i. Then the γi are a free generating set for Γ. Define D to
be the domain in R2n,2n−1 bounded by the translated crooked hyperplanes
C(a1), C(a′1), . . . , C(ak), C(a′k). Due to the equivarience of crooked halfspaces
and crooked hyperplanes, (ρ(γi), u(γi))C(ai) = C(γ ·ai) = C(a′i). We can see this
using the same technique as in the proof of Lemma 3.3.

Theorem 5.12. Let ρ : Γ → SO(2n, 2n−1) be a positive Anosov representation
of a free group Γ < PSL2(R) and let A be a filling system of arcs on H2/Γ. Let
u : Γ → R2n,2n−1 be the ρ(Γ)-cocycle obtained from this data. Then D is a
fundamental domain for the action of (Γ, u) on R2n,2n−1.

Proof. By definition of D, we get that (Γ, u) identifies the sides of D.
Lemma 5.8 and its proof guarantee that D and ρ(γ) ·D+ u(γ) have disjoint

interiors for every non-trivial γ ∈ Γ.
Suppose (Γ, u) · D is not all of affine space. Then there is some sequence

(ak)k of consecutive lifts of arcs such that
⋂

k H(ak) ̸= ∅. We can assume they
are all oriented away from p0 on one side of a1. Let p be an element in the
intersection

⋂
k H(ak). By Proposition 5.6, we can write p = xk + ũ(ak) with

xk ∈ (X
(2n)
k )+ for some Xk in ((ξ(a+k ), ξ(a

−
k ))) for every k. Choose an isotropic

Y ∈ ((ξ(a−1 ), ξ(a
+
1 ))).

For each k, we have x0(Xk, Y )∗(xk) > 0, as xk ∈ (X
(2n)
k )+ = X

(2n−1)
k +

R+x0(Xk, Y ).
Denote by va = v+

a − v−
a and estimate

x0(Xk, Y )∗(ũ(ak)) =

k∑
i=1

x0(Xk, Y )∗(vai)−
1

2
x0(Xk, Y )∗(vak

)

= x0(Xk, Y )∗(va1
) +

1

2
x0(Xk, Y )∗(vak

) +

k−1∑
i=2

x0(Xk, Y )∗(vai
)

≥ 0 +

k−1∑
i=2

x0(Xk, Y )∗(vai)

≥ (k − 2)m,

where the first inequality is due to Lemma 4.7 and the second inequality is due
to Lemma 5.11, using the fact that Y ∈ ((ξ(a−1 ), ξ(a

+
1 ))) ⊂ ((ξ(a−i−1), ξ(a

+
i−1)))

and Xk ∈ ((ξ(a+k ), ξ(a
−
k ))) ⊂ ((ξ(a+i+1), ξ(a

−
i+1))) for all 2 ≤ i ≤ k − 1.
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We therefore have the estimate

x0(Xk, Y )∗(p) = x0(Xk, Y )∗(xk + ũ(ak)) ≥ (k − 2)m

for all k. However, the functionals x0(Xk, Y )∗ converge to x0(X,Y )∗ where
X = limk→∞ Xk, a contradiction.
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