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IRREDUCIBLE DISCRETE SUBGROUPS IN
PRODUCTS OF SIMPLE LIE GROUPS

AZER AKHMEDOV

ABSTRACT: We produce an example of an irreducible discrete subgroup
in the product SL(2,R) x SL(2,R) which is not a lattice. This answers a
question asked in [I5]

1. INTRODUCTION

We are motivated by the following question of Fisher-Mj-van Lim-
beek (see Question 1.6 in [15]):

Question 1. Let G and G5 be semisimple groups over local fields
and I' < G x Gy be a discrete subgroup with both projections dense.
Is I' in fact an irreducible lattice in the product G; x G5?

[15] and [9] discuss some very interesting motivations for this ques-
tion relating it also to the following question of Greenberg-Shalom:

Question 2. Let G be a semisimple Lie group with finite center
and without compact factors. Suppose I' < G is a discrete, Zariski-
dense subgroup of G whose commensurator A < G is dense. Is I' an
arithmetic lattice in G7

In its own turn, Question 2 is strongly motivated by Margulis-Zimmer
Conjecture (see [21] and Conjecture 1.4 of [15]). Let us note that the
object A in Question 2 is an important characterizing object; by a land-
mark theorem of Margulis, A detects arithmeticity of lattices (in real
or p-adic semisimple Lie groups with finite center and without compact
factors; see [18] or Theorem 1.1. in [I5]).

We provide a negative answer to Question 1 by constructing a dis-
crete free subgroup in a product with dense projections. Let us recall
that an irreducible lattice I' in a higher rank semi-simple Lie group
without a compact factor has the following property:

n the forthcoming update of this paper, we will extend the result (i.e. Theorem
[[I) to all isotypic products of simple Lie groups with at least two factors and
without a compact factor. The proof of this more general result uses the main idea
of the current version.
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(i) T contains a copy of Z? (see [20]).

By property (i), I' cannot be free. Non-freeness is a weak (still a
meaningful) property of higher rank irreducible lattices, but it is the
easiest (that we found) to use to produce an example that needed for
Question 1.

Thus our aim will be to construct free discrete subgroups (with dense
projections).

Both freeness and discreteness of subgroups can be difficult to estab-
lish in various contexts/environments. For connected Lie groups, there
are elementary open questions in this area even for SL(2,R) [7], [16],
[17]. For the group Diff, (1), the Cy-discreteness has been studied in
[2] where a characterization of such groups have been presented in C1*+¢
regularity. A more complete characterization of such groups has been
presented in [3] and [4]. In [5], the C'-discreteness question has been
discussed and some elementary open questions have been raised. We
also refer the reader to [6] which directly studies free and discrete sub-
groups of Diff, (I). It is interesting that the Homeo, (1) and Diff (1)
environments provide other tools (not discussed in this paper) for es-
tablishing freeness and discreteness of certain subgroups. We refer the
reader to a series of remarkable papers [1], [10], [11], [12], [13], [22]
which establish existence of free subgroups.

Our main result is the following theorem.

Theorem 1.1. There ezists a free discrete subgroup I' < SL(2,R) x
SL(2,R) such that the projection of T to each factor is dense.

As pointed out in [15], it is easy to produce an example with a dense
projection in one of the factors. Let us also recall a classical fact that
the group SL(2,Z[v/2] is an irreducible lattice in SL(2,R) x S(2,R) by
the faithful representation p : SL(2, Z[v/2]) — SL(2,R) x S(2,R) given
by p(A) = (A,0(A)), A € SL(2,Z[2]) where o : SL(2,Z[V2]) —
SL(2,Z[v/2]) is the Galois isomorphism obtained from the Galois au-
tomorphism o : Z[v/2] — Z[v/2] of the ring Z[v/2] defined as o(m +
nv2) = m—ny/2,m.n € Z. The discreteness of p(SL(2,Z[v/2])) comes
from the fact, in it, if p(A) converges to identity in one factor, then
it escapes to infinity in the other. This phenomenon is also causing
a difficulty (among some other issues) in the attempts of constructing
a straightforward example for the claim of Theorem [Tl Let us also
recall that by the main result of [], every dense group in a semi-simple
Lie group contains a dense free subgroup; this result seems somewhat
relevant here, but in trying to apply it (or the idea of it), one has to
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fight this time to preserve the discreteness of a subgroup in the prod-
uct. Question 1 is indeed at a very interesting conjuncture of tensions
among freeness, discreteness and denseness. Another manifestation of
this lies in the fact that, to establish freeness, it is more suitable to
use hyperbolic or parabolic elements whereas for denseness, elliptic el-
ements are more efficient.

Given a subgroup I' in a product G; X G5 X ... x GG, of simple non-
compact Lie groups with n > 2, we call I irreducible if for all 1 <17 < n,
m;(I') is dense in G; where m; : G — G; is the projection onto the i-
th factor. Thus, Theorem [L1] establishes an existence of a discrete
irreducible subgroup in the product SL(2,R) x SL(2,R) which is not
a lattice. In the forthcoming update of this paper, we will extend the
result to all products G = G; X Gy x ... X GG, of simple Lie groups
with n > 2 where the group G is isotypic (i.e. all simple factors of G¢
are isogenous to each other) and has no compact factors. Recall that
by a result of Margulis, if G has no compact factors and admits an
irreducble lattice, then it is isotypic. The converse (even without the
assumption about compact factors) also holds, cf. [19].

In section 2, we will briefly review classical methods of establishing
free subgroups. In Section 3, we discuss these methods in SL(2, Z[v/—d])
and indicate the difficulty in doing the same in SL(2,7Z[v/d]). Section
4 is devoted to a review of a key tool from the proof of the Tits Alter-
native for linear groups [14]. In the penultimate Section 5, we provide
a proof of our main theorem. The final section is devoted to verify-
ing conditions used in the proof of main theorem by specific choices of
matrices and a direct computation.

Acknowledgement: 1 am thankful to David Fisher, Tsachik Gelander
and Yehuda Shalom for being interested in this work; D.Fisher also
pointed out an inaccuracy (related to Proposition [£2]) in the earlier
draft of this paper.

2. KLEIN-SCHOTTKY METHOD
Let us review the argument due to Klein and Schottky which shows

that the integral matrices A = [1 0

1 2
9 1} and B = [0 1] generate a free

group of rank two.
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We consider the action of SL(2,Z) on R? and consider the open sets
U={(z,y) €R*: 2| > |y} and V = {(z,y) € R? : 2| < |y[}

in R%2. The key observation is that for all n € Z\{0}, A®(U) C V
and B"(V) C U. On the other hand, any word W in the alphabet
{A*! B!} is conjugate to a word W’ which starts in B! and ends
in A*!. Then, by taking p € U, we obtain that W'(p) € V. Hence
W'(p) ¢ U. Hence W’ # 1, therefore W # 1. Notice that we also show
that A and B generate a discrete free subgroup.

The argument above is also generalized as in the following lemma
essentially due to F.Klein.

Lemma 2.1. Let G be a group acting on a compact Hausdorff topo-
logical space X by homeomorphisms, U,V be disjoint open sets in X
and A, B be subgroups of G such that at least one of them has order
at least three, moreover, g(U) C V for all g € A\{1} and g(V) C U
for all g € B\{1}. Then the subgroup of G generated by A and B is
isomorphic to a free product Ax B. Moreover, GG is a discrete subgroup
of Homeo(X).

Let us clarify that the topology of Homeo(X) is the compact-open
topology. If X is metrizable, then this topology can be given by a
Co-metric on Homeo(X).

We will use the following easy and direct modification of Lemma 2.1

Lemma 2.2. Let G be a group acting on a topological space by home-
omorphisms and A, B < G such that max{|A|, |B|} > 3, and for all
a; € A\{1},b; € B\{1},1 < i <k, there exists disjoint open sets U,V
in X such that a;(U) CV and b;(V) C U, for all1 <i < k. Then the
subgroup of G generated by A and B 1is isomorphic to a free product
Ax B.

The proofs of both Lemma2Tland Lemma2.2] are by the argument of
Klein-Schottky as indicated above. The practical difference of Lemma
is that, here, the choice of open sets U,V depend on the data
{ay,b1,...,a5,br}. As a result, we cannot claim that the subgroup
(A, B) is discrete in Homeo(X) (in the case when X is compact). This
is an interesting moment for us, because we are interested in methods
which establish free groups without implying that the free group is also
discrete. Although not using Lemma directly, we will be using a
somewhat similar idea that given a certain group G acting on a compact
Hausdorff space X by homeomorphisms, we will derive another action
of G' by homeomorphisms on another compact Hausdorff space space
Y and using the ping-pong method establish that G splits as a free
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product. G will be a discrete subgroup of Homeo(Y"), but not a discrete
subgroup of Homeo(X).

3. SL(2,Z[Vd]) AND SL(2,Z[v/—d))

In this section, we let d > 2 be a square-free integer. We write
v/—d to denote v/di. We will consider the rings Z[v/d], Z[v/—d] and
the groups SL(2, Z[\V/d)), SL(2, Z[v/—d]) of integral matrices over these
rings.

Let the subgroups A, B, C be defined as

Az(B ?]),B:{{(l] m+1n/c_l} :m,n € 27}, and

C:{{(l] m+q* —d cm,n € 27}

Notice that A 2 Z, B = 72, C = 7% A can be viewed as a subgroup
of both SL(2,Z[\/d]) and SL(2,7Z[v/—d]), whereas B < SL(2,Z[/d])
and C' < SL(2,Z[v—d)).

We will fix the notations A, B, C for the rest of this section.

Notice that the subgroup B is dense in {E ﬂ :x € R}

The rings Z[v/d] and Z[v/—d] significantly differ from each other, and
this difference also reflects in the properties and structures of groups
SL(2,Z[Vd]) and SL(2, Z[v/—d]). We will recall the notion of a normed
ring to highlight these differences.

Definition 3.1. Let R be a commutative ring. A function ||.|| : R —
R>g is called a norm if it satisfies the following conditions:

i) ||z|] = 0 if ad only if x = 0;

i) || — al| = ||l

iii) |z +yl| < |l + [yl

) [Jzy|| < ||| - [yl

.|| is called a strict norm if it satisfies properties (i)-(iii) and, instead
of (iv), the following stronger property:

@) llzyll =l - lyll-

For all z = m — nVd € Z[\V/d], we let ||z]|, = \/]m® — dn?|. Then
||.||1 satisfies properties (i), (ii) and (iv) (in fact, it even satisfies a
stronger property (iv)’), but does not satisfy property (iii), the triangle
inequality. In contrast, in the ring Z[v/—d], we can define the norm

(
(
(
|
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|/m +n+/di|| = v/m? + dn? and this even becomes a strict norm. Using
this strict norm, we can prove the following

Proposition 3.2. The subgroup of SL(2,Z[v/—d]) generated by the
subgroups A and C is isomorphic to Ax C = 7 * 72.

The proof follows the same Klein-Schottky scheme: Let R = Z[v/—d].
We consider the action of SL(2,R) on R?. Let U = {(z,y) € R?:
[lzl] > llyl1}, V = {(z,y) € R* : ||z[| < [ly[|}. Then (A\{1})(U) €V
and (C\{1})(V) C U, hence we can apply Lemma 2.1]

Let us emphasize that the subgroup of SL(2, Z[v/d]) generated by the
subgroups A and B does not split into their free products, and because
of the lack of a norm, we cannot execute the same idea. In fact, it is
problematic to even find a weak (satisfactory) analog of Proposition

4. MATRICES WITH DOMINANT EIGENVALUES

In this section, we will briefly review the tools used in the proof of
Tits Alternative for linear groups. Our terminology is somewhat differ-
ent from the one used in [I4]. In particular, we will restrict ourselves
to the real case, but the discussions can be generalized to any locally
compact normed field (in particular, to any local field) as it is done in
[14].

Definition 4.1. An eigenvalue A of a matrix C' € GL(n,R) is called
dominant if X is real, has multiplicity 1 and |A] > max{|u|, 1} for any
other eigenvalue p of C. A matrix C' € GL(n,R) is called hyperbolic-
like if both C' and C~! have dominant eigenvalues.

The group G L(n, k), for any field k, has a standard action on Pﬁ_l.
If C € GL(n,R) is hyperbolic-like, then it has unique and distinct
attracting and repelling points a,b € Pﬁ_l, and characteristic crosses
I1,, I, such that for any compact K; C Pﬁ_l\ﬂa, K, C Pﬁ_l\ﬂb there
exist open neighborhoods Uy, Us of a, b respectively and a natural N >
1 such that for all n > N, A"(K;) C U;,1 <i < 2. The points a,b are
indeed (the class of) eigenvectors of C, corresponding to the biggest and
smallest eigenvalues; 11, = P(V,),II, = P(V}) are projectivizations of
subspaces V,, V, C R" of dimensions n—1 (so I1,, I, are subvarieties of
Pﬁ_l of dimension n — 2; moreover, a ¢ I1,,b ¢ II, and a € 11, b € 11,,).
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If we let A¢ be the set of eigenvalues, with A, 1 being the biggest and
the smallest eigenvalue, then, in the subspaces V,,V, are associated
with the set of eigenvalues A\{\} and A\{u} respectively. In the case
when A C R, we have V,, = Span(A\{\}) and V, = Span(A\{u}).

We will use the notation Aq, Re for attractive and repelling points
of C respectively and write Fo = {A¢, Rc}, i.e. Ac := a,Rc = b.
We also will write HZS = I, Il := I, and II¢ = HJCC UIl,. Let us
note that if C' is hyperbolic-like, then for all n € Z\{0}, Fen = F¢;
moreover, if n > 0, then Agn = Ag, Ron = Re and if n < 0, then
Acn = R, Ren = Ac. By a standard ping-pong argument, we will
obtain the following proposition.

Proposition 4.2. Let n > 1, and A, B € GL(n,R) be hyperbolic-like
matrices such that FxN (FpUIlg) = FpN(FaUIl,) = (0. Then there
exists N > 1 such that for all m,k > N, the matrices A™, B¥ generate
a free group of rank two.

Let us note that, for any hyperbolic-like matrix C' € GL(n,R), we
also have F C Ilg therefore the statement of Proposition can be
simplified by observing that F4 Ull4 =114 and Fp Ullg = IIp.

We also would like to note (recall) the following easier fact which
will be used in the sequel as well.

Proposition 4.3. Let n > 1, and A, B € GL(n,R) be hyperbolic-like
matrices such that FANFp =0 and A(Fg)NFp =0. Then AB # BA.

5. PROOF OF THEOREM [I.1]

A typical ping-pong table involves (big enough powers) of hyperbolic
or parabolic elements; the dynamics of the actions allows to find copies
of non-abelian free subgroups. By the nature of the argument, typically
one can also establish the discreteness of these free subgroups. In this
section, we will use different arguments to establish freeness of certain
subgroups which are generated not by hyperbolic or parabolic elements,
but by elliptic ones. Here, the obtained free subgroups will not be
discrete, but they will rather be dense.

Let E2 and H? denote the Euclidean plane and the hyperbolic plane
with their standard metrics, respectively. We will identify E? with
R? and H? with the upper half-plane R? = {(z,y) € R? : y > 0}
considering Poincare model on the latter. This also allows us to view
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R? as a domain of both E? and H?. We will also fix an orientation on
H? (hence we fix an orientation on [E?).

~/

Recall that the orientation preserving isometry group Iso, (E?) =2
SO(2,R) x R? of the Euclidean plane E? is standardly generated by ro-
tations and translations whereas for the orientation preserving isometry
group Iso, (H?) = PSL(2,R) of the hyperbolic plane, besides rotations
and translation we also distinguish the parabolic isometries. The max-
imal compact subgroups (which is unique up to a conjugacy in any
connected Lie group) of these (very different) Lie groups actually co-
incide, both being isomorphic to SO(2,R). In both groups, a rotation
either generates a finite group (if it is a torsion) or an infinite group
with the closure isomorphic to S!.

We will build a homomorphism ® : SL(2,Z[\/r]) = GL(4,R) as a
key tool in the proof of Theorem [IL1I. A crucial property of this ho-
momorphism will lie in the fact that even for elliptic matrices A €
SL(2,Z[/r]), the associated matrix ®(A) in GL(4,R) can still be
hyperbolic-like.

Let r > 2 be a square-free integer. Any matrix A € SL(2,Z[/r])
acts on Z[y/r]?. Any 0 € Z[\/r]? can be written as X + /1Y € Z[/r]?

. x y : a+my/r b+nyr
with X = [2} and Y = {t} Letting A = [c+k\/? d+l\/?} we

obtain that A — [ax +rmy + bz + rnt] S {mx +ay+nz+ bt] .

cr +rky +dz +rit kx4 cy+ 1z +dt
a rm b rn
Then we define ®(A) = 7? 73@ Z fl . One can check directly
k¢ 1 d

that ® is a monomorphism.

Now, we will choose r = 2 (we could still work with any square-
free ). Let (a;, m;);>1 be the sequence of all non-negative solutions

of the Pell equation a? — 2m? = 1 where a; < ay < .... (As is well
known, we have a; = ko;, m; = ho; where (Z—Z) is the sequence of the
continued fraction of v/2. Thus the sequence (@;,m;)i>1 is given as

(1,0),(3,2),(17,12),(99,70),. ... The odd terms of the sequence (%)

correspond to the solutions of the partner equation a? — 2m? = —1).
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For all i > 1, we let P, = [ai _;nl\/g _01} and Q; = o(P) =
{ai—l—mi\/ﬁ —1:|

1 0
Then we have
—m; a; O —1 m; a; O —1
()= | 4 0 o o|@®@)=14" 4 ¢
0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0

Notice that the matrix P; is elliptic for all ¢ > 1, but the matrix Q);
is hyperbolic unless ¢ = 1. On the other hand, for sufficiently big ¢,
the matrices ®(F;) and ®((Q);) are both hyperbolic-like. Indeed, the
characteristic polynomials of both ®(P;) and ®(Q);) are given as

p(A) = At —24/2m2 — IN* + X% —2¢/2m2 — 1A + L.

This polynomial satisfies the equation p(\) = A*p(1/)), and this easily
implies that if A1, A2, A3, A4 are the roots of p(A) such that [\;| > [Ay] >
|As] > |A\4], then Ay, Ay are real with Ay > 1 > Ay > 0 (the middle roots
Ao, A3 are imaginary).

Using the above observations, one can obtain that the matrices ®(F;)
and ®(Q);) are hyperbolic-like for all i > 2. The eigenvectors of ®(F;)
and ®(Q);) are easily computable, and viewed as elements of P2, they
depend on i. Letting u;,v; € P§ be the eigenvectors of ®(P;) corre-
sponding to A4 and \; respectively, we observe that u; is an attractive
point of ®(P;) whereas v; is a repelling point of ®(F;). Similarly, if
u), vl € P¥ be the eigenvectors of ®(Q;) corresponding to Ay and A
respectively, we observe that u/, v, are attractive and repelling points

of ®(Q);) respectively.

We can choose and fix distinct 7,7 > 2 such that the following con-
ditions hold:

(1) Fapy N Fa@) =0 = Fa@) N Far);

(2) Fapy Nlla(q,) = 0 = Faq) N Har,);

(3) For all sufficiently big M, N € N, [®(Q,)M®(P;))N®(Q;)~M, ®(P;)"] #
1 and [2(Q)Y @(P)V®(Q;) M, ®(P)"] # 1.

Notice that, since ® is a monomorphism, condition (3) is implied by
the conditions

QY PNQM, PN £ 1 and [QY PNQTM, PN #1
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for all non-zero integer M. Thus it is straightforward (a direct com-
putation) to satisfy conditions (1)-(3). For condition (3), alternatively,
for sufficiently big M and N, it immediately follows from condition (1)
and Proposition .3l

Now we are ready for a quick finishing argument. We let f =
(PHQZ)vg = (Q]apj> and [' := FN = <fN7gN>

Let also m; : SL(2,R) x SL(2,R) — SL(2,R),1 < i < 2 be the pro-
jections onto the first and second coordinates. Then m(I') = (P}, Q)
and mo(I") = (Q;, Pj). Then mo(I') = om(I') hence the subgroup I' of
SL(2,R) x SL(2,R) is discrete.

Notice that the matrix P; is elliptic but not a torsion. We claim
that for sufficiently big N, the subgroup (P}, QY) is non-Abelian free.
Indeed, if not, then there is a non-trivial relation between ®(F;)" and
®(Q;)". But these matrices are hyperbolic-like with Fg(p,) N1leq,) =
Fa@;) Nllap) = (). Then by Proposition 1.2, we obtain a contradic-
tion. Thus for sufficiently big N (we will fix this N) m(I") is a free
group of rank two, hence so is I'.

Thus we established that I' is both discrete and non-Abelian free.
It remains to show that the projections of I' to first and second co-
ordinates are both dense. Since P; is an elliptic non-torsion element,

the closure (P/) is isomorphic to S'. By condition (2), the closure

m(T) = (P, QY), as a Lie subgroup, contains infinitely many copies
of S!, hence it is at least two-dimensional (let us also recall a clas-
sical fact, due to E.Cartan, that a closed subgroup of a Lie group
is a Lie subgroup). On the other hand, since two-dimensional con-
nected Lie groups are solvable (hence do not contain a copy of Fy), the

closure (PN ,Q;V ), as a Lie subgroup, must be 3-dimensional. Hence
(PiN,Qé.V> = SL(2,R). Similarly, <PjN, QN) = SL(2,R).

6. VERIFYING CONDITIONS (1) AND (2)

In this section, we will provide specific examples and direct elemen-
tary computations to verify conditions (1) and (2) that we used in
the previous section. We have already defined wu;, v; as the eigenvec-
tors of ®(P;) corresponding to eigenvalues A\; and A4 respectively. We
also have defined u},v] as the eigenvectors of ®((Q);) corresponding to

eigenvalues \; and )4 respectively.
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Let now, for all ¢ > 1, w;, w; be the eigenvectors of ®(F;) correspond-
ing to the middle eigenvalues A3 and A\, = A3 respectively. Similarly,
we let w/}, w] be the eigenvectors of ®(Q;) corresponding to the middle
eigenvalues A3 and Ay = A3 respectively.

We now let © = 2 and j = 3. Thus a; = a; = 3,m; = my = —2 and
a; = a3 = 17,m]’ = M3 = 12.
3 —4 -1 0 17 24 -1 0
-2 3 0 -1 12 17 0 -1
Then we have ® () = . o0 0 o0 and ®(Q3) = L o0 0 o
0O 1 0 0 0O 1 0 0

For the matrix ®(P,): We compute that
uy = {a,b,—v2,1),v5 = (c,d, —/2,1),wy = (e + fi, g+ hi,/2,1)

where a, b, c,d, e, f, g, h are non-zero real numbers.

Recall that the attracting point of ®(P,) is represented by the vector
ug, i.e. by [us] € RP?, and the repelling point is represented by the
vector vy, i.e. by [v] € RP?. Also, the characteristic cross I}, is
associated with the subspace Span(vy,wo, W) in RY. Computing this
we get it as

U= Span(”% <6ag> \/57 1>> <f> h,0, O>)

Here, (f, h,0,0) € Span(ws,,w;) therefore we have % =2.

Similarly, the characteristic cross Ilj,,) is associated with the sub-
space Span(usg, wy,Ww;) in R, Computing this we get it as

V= Span(u2> (e,g, \/§> 1>> <.fa h, 0, 0))

Thus we have Hq:.(pQ) = H[uﬂ U H[vﬂ = P(U) U P(V).

Let us also present the numerical values for A\j, Ao, A3, As:

A1~ 5.65148, Ao &~ 0.0857864+0.9963141, A3 ~ 0.0857864—0.996314i, \y ~ 0.176945;

and for the numbers a, ..., h:
a = —7.9924, b~ 5.65148, ¢~ —0.250238,d ~ 0.176945,

e~ 0.12132, f ~ 1.409, g ~ 0.0857864, h =~ 0.996314.

For the matrix ®(Q;): We have
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uhy = (a', b, —/2,1), v = (¢, d', —/2,1),wh = {'+f'i, g +N'i,/2,1)
where o/, V', ¢, d, ¢, f', ¢, h' are non-zero real numbers.

The attracting point of ®(Q3) is represented by the vector by [uj] €
RP?, and the repelling point is represented by [v}] € RP?. The charac-
teristic cross I, is associated with the subspace Span(vy, wh,ws) in
R*. Computing this we get it as

U' = Span(vy, (€', ¢',V/2,1), (f',}1',0,0))
where (f' h',0,0) € Span(w), w}) therefore we have i—: = 2.

Similarly, the characteristic cross IIj,, is associated with the sub-

space Span(ub, wh, wh) in RY and it is equal to

V' = Span(uy, (¢, ¢, V2, 1), (f,1,0,0)).
Thus we have H<I>(Q3) = H[u’z] U H[Ué] = P(U’) U P(V’).

We also would like to present the numerical values for Aq, Aa, A3, Ay
(These are the eigenvalues of ®((Q)3) this time; we use the same letters
by abuse of notation):

A1~ 33.9411, \s = 0.0147186+-0.999892i, A3 ~ 0.0147186—0.999892i, \4 ~ 0.0294628

and for the numbers o', ..., A

a' ~ 48, b ~ 33.9411, ¢ = 0.0416667,d =~ 0.0294628,

¢ ~ —0.0208153, [’ ~ —1.41406, ¢’ ~ 0.0147186, h’ ~ 0.999892.

To verify our conditions (1) and (2) (condition (3) is already verified
in the previous section) we need to show that

{ug, v} N (U'UV') =0 and {ul,v5} N (UUV) = 0.

We will show that u), ¢ U (all other seven tasks are equally short
and very similar as we point out below).

We write a vector in U = Span(vs, (e, 9,v2,1), (f, h,0,0)) as
avy + Ble, g, V2, 1) +~v(f, 1, 0,0).
Recalling that vy = (c,d, —v/2,1) and letting
uy = (d, ¥, —v2,1) = ale,d, —V2,1) + Ble, g, V2, 1) + 7(f, h,0,0) (1)
we obtain a = 1, 8 = 0. Then we obtain a system

c+vyf=d,d+~vh =1
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which yields % = % = /2. But the numerical values of a’,¢c,V,d
immediately imply that the latter is not the case; we have ‘g,’:fl ~
1.4290373 % /2.

Similarly, for the other seven cases, we obtain that:

vh ¢ U because 5=¢ ~ —1.9995952 3 1/2;

/

uh ¢ V because $=¢ ~ —1.4295699 # V/2;
vy ¢ V' because “b::‘g ~ —1.9792559 % \/2;
uy ¢ U’ because =5 ~ —1.4295699 % —/2;
vy & U’ because =5 ~ —1.9995952 —V/2;
us ¢ V' because ZiZf ~ 1.4290373 % —/2;
vy ¢ V' because =% ~ —1.9792559 % —/2.

We use the % sign above to indicate the deviations starting the
second digit after the decimal point. Notice that the numbers 1.4295699
and 1.4290373 are close to v/2 (but stay at least 0.01 apart), and this
is expected essentially due to the facts that the ratio ;‘1—’; converges to

V2 as k — oo where (ay, my,) is the k-th solution of the Pell equation

a®> — 2m? = 1 and the vectors (1/2,1) are eigenvectors of matrices

[a Qm} [ a —Qm}
and .
m a —-m a
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