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NON-EXPANDING RANDOM WALKS ON HOMOGENEOUS SPACES AND
DIOPHANTINE APPROXIMATION

GAURAV AGGARWAL AND ANISH GHOSH

ABSTRACT. We study non-expanding random walks on the space of affine lattices and establish
a new classification theorem for stationary measures. Further, we prove a theorem that relates
the genericity with respect to these random walks to Birkhoff genericity. Finally, we apply these
theorems to obtain several results in inhomogeneous Diophantine approximation, especially on

fractals.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we establish a new classification theorem for stationary measures on the space of
affine lattices. We next prove a dynamical result relating “random genericity” of random walks,
and Birkhoff genericity of diagonal flows, which we believe is interesting in its own right and which
we use to partially answer a question of Solan and Wieser. Finally, we use our classification and
dynamical results in turn to study inhomogeneous Diophantine approximation on fractals.

Beginning with the groundbreaking work of Bourgain, Furman, Lindenstrauss and Mozes [8] and
Benoist and Quint [4, 5], several important developments have occurred in the study of random
walks and stationary measures on homogeneous spaces. We refer the reader in particular to the
landmark works of Eskin and Mirzakhani [13], Eskin and Lindenstrauss [11,12] and Simmons and
Weiss [28]. Further recent progress was made by Prohaska and Shi [24], Prohaska, Sert and Shi
[25], and Bénard and deSaxcé [2], among others. The main novelty of our work is that this is the
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first paper where a random walk with a contracting direction is discussed. Thus, it doesn’t fit into
the framework of any earlier work, where the expanding property is the basic assumption of the
random walk being studied. Consequently, many new ideas are needed to deal with the problem.
This constitutes the first part of the paper.

The second part of the paper discusses the application of the above classification theorem to ho-
mogeneous dynamics. An essential ingredient to derive the latter from the former involves studying
the relation between the equidistribution of a random walk starting from a point with the Birkhoff
genericity of the point. The latter is a useful and well studied property in dynamics; a definition
follows below. Theorem 1.7 essentially states that both these properties are equivalent. This par-
tially answers a question posed in [29].

In the third part of the paper, we present several applications of Theorems 1.1 and 1.7 to inho-
mogeneous Diophantine approximation, among other things, we answer a question posed in [23].
Simmons and Weiss [28] were the first to realize that random walks can be profitably employed to
study generic Diophantine properties of a wide class of measures, for instance, the authors were
able to show that the set of badly approximable numbers are given zero measure by a wide class
of self similar measures, thereby improving the work of Einsiedler, Fishman and Shapira [9] who
established this fact for the middle third Cantor set. We are able to provide a comprehensive
bouquet of applications of our theorems to inhomogeneous Diophantine approximation, including
the more difficult ‘singly metric’ cases where one of the variables is fixed. Our results are new even
for the middle third Cantor set.

We now describe our results in detail.

Random Walks. Fix m,n > 1and let SLE, (R) denote the (m+n)x (m+mn) matrices of determi-

m+n
nant +1. We set G = SL,, ,(R) x R™*" T' = SLE _ (Z) x Z™*" and denote by X the finite volume
quotient G/T". This quotient admits a natural description as the space of affine lattices, i.e. lattices
in R™*" accompanied by a shift. We also define G’ = SLZ,  (R), I” = SL¥ , (R) and denote by X’
the finite volume quotient space G'/T”. This quotient admits a natural description as the space of
unimodular lattices in R”*" and X’ is a torus bundle over X”. Let puy (resp. puy/) denote the unique
G (resp. G') invariant probability measure on X’ (resp. X”). We denote by 7 : X — X’ the natural

projection. It is easy to see that m,(uy) = pxs. Also, denote by 7 : G — G’ the natural projection.

Let v be a measure on G supported on a compact set F, such that for all e € F, we have

» () (5),

where p. < 1 and O, € O(m) and w, € R™. Here, O(m) denotes the orthogonal group with respect
to some fixed chosen norm. Also, assume that E is not virtually contained in SLE +n(R), ie. there
does not exist g € G such that gEg~* C SLE,  (R) x {0}.

m—4+n

The first main theorem of this paper is:

Theorem 1.1. Let v be a measure on G as above. Then any probability measure p on X which is
v-stationary and satisfies wept = pyr, must equal .

+

Remark 1.2. The condition that v is not virtually contained in SL;,,,

are measures on X which are SLE n(R)-invariant besides .

(R) is minimal, since there

Remark 1.3. Theorem 1.1 also holds in more general cases when the elements e~! have O, € O(n)
in place of I,,, where O(n) denotes the orthogonal group w.r.t. some fixed norm on R".
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Remark 1.4. Without the condition that m.u = pys, the classification of v-stationary measures
implies the classification of all a;-invariant measures on X’ (a; is defined in (2) below), to which
we do not expect any interesting solution.

Remark 1.5. As stated earlier, the random walk given by v differs from those in [4], [28] and [11,12]
in the fact that it is not expanding on average, nor does it satisfy any bounceback condition. This
arises because the random walk has a contracting direction. To our knowledge, such a random
walk on a homogeneous space has not been studied before. As a result, the exponential drift
argument given here requires completely new and different ideas from the above papers. In order
to compensate for the existence of the contracting direction, the condition m,u = py is used in the
Theorem.

Random Genericity. We now state the results that make up the second part of the article.
For t € R, define

etr,,
(2) ay = < e_mt/nIn> .

Definition 1.6. We will say that = € X’ (resp. X) is Birkhoff generic if

. 1
lim T/ Ogpz dt = piyr (resp py).
(0,77

We denote by O(m) and O(n) the orthogonal groups with respect to some fixed norm on R™
and R" respectively. The second main theorem of this paper is

Theorem 1.7. Suppose V' is a measure on G’ supported on a compact set E' such that for all
e € E', we have

_ peOe
(3) el = < pe—m/noé> )

where pe < 1, O, € O(m) and O, € O(n).
Then a point x € X' is Birkhoff generic if and only if for (v')¥N almost every (by)pen € (G,
we have that

1 N
(4) N Z 5bp...b1:(: — Kxt,
p=1

as N — oo.

Remark 1.8. Tt is well known that x € X’ is Birkhoff generic if and only if for any ¢ > 0, the
orbit {(aq)Px}pen equidistributes in X" w.r.t. pys. This implies that the equidistribution of orbit
under flow {a;}er., is equivalent to the equidistribution of deterministic walk y — a,y. Theorem
1.7 extends this equivalence to the equivalence of the equidistribution of the orbit under the flow
{a:}1er and the equidistribution of the random walk, given by y — aiog .y With probability given
by v on E. A statement analogous to the ‘if” direction of the above theorem, was proved in [28].

One particular example is when the next step of random walk from y is given by flipping an
unbiased coin and then moving to asy if Head appears and otherwise to agy if Tails appears.
Theorem 1.7 tells us that this random walk starting from z equidistributes w.r.t. pys (random
generic) if and only if = is Birkhoff generic.

The theorem although stated for particular case of the system (X', uyr,at), holds in much more
general setting. In particular, the proof of Theorem 1.7 easily yields the following result.

Theorem 1.9. Let X be a locally compact, second countable, homogeneous space, H a locally
compact second countable group acting continuously on X and mx be an H-invariant probability
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measure on X such that the action of H on X is mizing. Let {a; : t € R} be a one parameter
subgroup of H such that a; — 0o as t — oo (i.e., leaves all compact subsets of H). Let K be a
compact subgroup of H commuting with {a; : t € R} and let v be a measure on H supported on
elements of the form {aik : t € [c,d],k € K} for some [c,d] C (0,00). Then, for any x € X, we
have that

1
lim —/ Oape dt = My,
T—oo T [0,T7] t

holds if and only if for v*N almost every (b,)pen € HY, we have that

1
(5) N Z Oby...brz = K7,

as N — oo.

One particularly interesting example is when a; is the unipotent flow on X”.
We now explain how Theorem 1.7 partially answers a question posed by Solan and Wieser in
[[29], Prob. 1.5].

Problem 1.10 ([29], Prob. 1.5). Let {t,} be a sequence of integers. Determine sufficient conditions
on a curve ¢ : [0,1] = My, x,(R) and the sequence {t,} so that for all z € X’ and for almost every
s € [0,1], we have

1 N
(6) N Z atpu(qb z 7 Mxr,

where for any A € My,,xn(R), u(A) = <Im A>.

Suppose that ¢ : [0,1] — M;,x,(R) satisfies that for all z € X’ and for a.e. s € [0,1], we
have u(1(s))z is Birkhoff generic. This happens when v satisfies some non-degeneracy conditions
mentioned in Theorem 11.5. Theorem 1.7 tells us that as long as the elements {t, —t,_1},>2 are
independent identically random variables in some bounded interval [c,d] C (0,00), the (6) holds.

Remark 1.11. See Prop. 9.1 for a statement about the general sequence (t,),, for which elements
{tp — tp—1}p>2 may not be independent identically random variables but are bounded in (0, c0).

Combining Theorems 1.1 and 1.7, we get the following application to homogeneous dynamics:
Theorem 1.12. Suppose x € X is such that w(x) is Birkhoff generic. Let o be a measure on R™
of Type 1 (defined in Section 10.1). Then, for a-a.e. v € R™, we have that [ M <g>] T is
Birkhoff generic.

Remark 1.13. The exact definition of Type I measures will appear in Section 10.1. Some interesting
examples of Type I measures include: normalised Lebesgue measure on a line segment (e.g. [0, 1] x
{0y Y or {(t,...,t) : t € [0,1]} etc.) or s-dimensional Hausdorff measure on the limit set of a
finite system of compacting similarity maps satisfying an open set condition, with s equalling the
Hausdorff dimension of the fractal. Note that the fractals are allowed to be contained in an affine
subspace of R™.

Diophantine approximation. We now explain applications of our dynamical results to Diophan-
tine approximation. Let M,,«,(R) denote the space of m x n matrices with real entries. Following
the notation of [10], we denote by Bad(m x n) the set of badly approximable systems of affine
forms, namely the set of (A4,0) € My, xn(R) x R™ for which there exists ¢(A4,b) > 0 such that
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c(A,b)

gl
for all p € Z™ and non-zero ¢ € Z". Further, for fixed b, we set

Bad®(m x n) := {A € Myxn(R) : (A4,b) € Bad(m x n)},
and for fixed A, we set
Bada(m x n):={beR™ : (A,b) € Bad(m x n)}.

In [18], it is shown that Bad(m x n) has full Hausdorff dimension. In the case where b = 0,
namely the homogeneous case, this was further generalized in [21] to the statement that K N Bad is
winning (for a suitable variant of the Schmidt game) for sets that appear as supports of a wide class
of measures, called friendly measures, which were previously introduced in [19]. In [10], Einsiedler
and Tseng, answering a question posed by Kleinbock, studied the more difficult case when one of
the parameters A or b is fixed. That is, it was proved that K NBad®(m x n) and K NBad(m x n)
are both winning for a wide class of K. We refer the reader to [10] for the precise statements.
The results of [10] leave open the natural question of the measure of these sets with respect to
the natural measure supported on a fractal. There are three natural questions one can ask for a
suitably wide class of fractals K:

|Ag +b+pl|| >

(1) Does Bad(m x n) N K have zero measure?
(2) Does Bad®(m x n) N K have zero measure?

(3) Does Bad4(m x n) N K have zero measure?

We address these questions in this paper. Somewhat paradoxically, it turns out that the measure
theoretic question is often more nuanced than the Hausdorff dimension question. It is relatively
easy to construct fractals that entirely consist of badly approximable numbers.

We now turn to the opposite end of the Diophantine spectrum in a certain sense.

Definition 1.14. An affine form (A, b) is said to be Dirichlet improvable if there exists a A(A4,b) > 0
such that for all sufficiently large @@ > 1, there exists ¢ € Z" \ {0} and p € Z™ such that

lall < Q and [|Ag + p + bl < A(4,5)Q /™.
We define Dirichlet(m x n) as the set of all Dirichlet improvable linear forms. Furthermore, for a
fixed b, we set
Dirichlet®(m x n) := {A : (4,b) € Dirichlet(m x n)},
and for a fixed A, we set
Dirichlet 4(m x n) := {b: (A4,b) € Dirichlet(m x n)}.
These sets have been extensively studied in recent years, we refer the reader in particular to [20].

Definition 1.15. An affine form (A, b) is said to be of generic type if the element

(" 2) @)l
is Birkhoff generic. We define Generic C M, x,(R) x R™ as the set of all affine forms that are of
generic type. Furthermore, for a fixed b, we set
Generic’(m x n) := {A : (A,b) € Generic},
and for a fixed A, we set

Generica(m x n) := {b: (A,b) € Generic}.
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Using Theorem 1.12, we get the following result:

Theorem 1.16. There ezists a subset M C Mp,xn(R), which is large in the sense that it gets full
measure w.r.t. each measure of Type 2 (defined in Section 11.1) and Type 3 (defined in Section
11.2), such that for every A € M the following holds: for every measure o of Type 1 (defined in
Section 10.1), we have:

a(Bada(m x n)) = a(Dirichlet 4(m x n)) = 0 and a(Generica(m x n)) = 1.
In fact, the set M is maximal, in the sense that if A ¢ M, then Generica(m x n) = (.

Remark 1.17. The exact definition of Type 2 measures will appear in Section 11.1. In case m =1,
these include the pushforward of Lebesgue measure [0,1] under an analytic map such that the
image is not contained in any affine subspace. Examples include the famous Veronese curve t +—
(t, 82, ..., t").

Remark 1.18. The exact definition of Type 3 measures will appear in Section 11.2. In case n =1
or m = 1, the examples include s-dimensional Hausdorff measure on the limit set of a finite system
of compact similarity maps satisfying an open condition, with s equals the Hausdorff dimension of
the fractal. In this case, the fractals should not be contained in any affine subspace of R™ or R™
respectively.

Remark 1.19. In [23], Moshchevitin, Rao, and Shapira prove that under certain explicit conditions
on A, for any nontrivial algebraic measure (see loc. cit. for the definition) x on the m torus T™,
u(Bada(m xn)) = 0. They further ask if such a result can be proven for other classes of measures.
Theorem 1.16 provides an answer to this question. We note that this result for the Lebesgue
measure on the torus was known earlier. In dimension 1, due to Kim [16], and in higher dimension
due to Shapira [27]. See also [7,17,22].

Remark 1.20. Theorem 1.16 sets a dichotomy: for any A € M, (R), either Generica(m x n) is
an empty set or it is large, in light of the fact that it gets full measure w.r.t. all measures of Type
1 (defined in Section 10.1).

Also using the results of [25] in place of Theorem 1.12, we get the following result:

Theorem 1.21. For every b € R™ and for every measure v of Type 3’ (defined in Section 11.2,)
we have

v(Bad®(m x n)) = ~(Dirichlet’(m x n)) = 0.
Moreover, if b ¢ Q™, we have ~y(Generic®(m x n)) = 1.

Remark 1.22. Tt turns out that even though the questions involved in Theorem 1.16 and Theorem
1.21 look very similar, the associated random walks have completely different properties. As a
result, both the problems are of different levels of difficulty. For Theorem 1.21, we can use existing
results, namely the work of Eskin and Lindenstrauss [12] along with the strategy of Simmons and
Weiss [28], in the form of [[25], Thm 1.10] to prove the result. Theorem 1.16 turns out to be
substantially more involved and needs the full strength of the new dynamical results proved in this
paper.
Combining Fubini’s Theorem with Theorem 1.16 and Theorem 1.21 we get that

Theorem 1.23. Let A be a probability measure on My,xn(R) X R™ which is in the convex hull of
measures of the form:

(1) {a x B : s of Type 1 and (3 is of Type 3}

(2) {a x B : s of Type 2 and (3 is of Type 3}

(3) {axB: aisof Type3'}.
Then A(Bad(m x n)) = A(Dirichlet(m x n)) = 0.
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Previous work. We survey the literature concerning measure theoretic Diophantine approxima-
tion on fractals briefly. Subsequent to the important work of Einsiedler, Fishman and Shapira,
[9], there was the breakthrough [28] where it was demonstrated that both Bad**"°(m x n) and
Dirichlet**"°(m x n) have zero measure for a wide class of fractals. A weighted analogue of
Bad®**"’(m x n) was examined in [25] and was shown to have measure zero. The two previous
works use the technology of random walks on homogeneous spaces. In [6], a very general approach
using techniques from geometric measure theory and Diophantine approximation was developed
to show that badly approximable sets in a wide variety of contexts have measure zero. Another
important advance was made in the paper [15] of Khalil and Luethi where a Khintchine theorem
is proven for certain measures.

1.1. Structure of the paper. The paper is divided into three parts. Sections 2-8 constitute the
first part of the paper. The main goal of this part is to prove Theorem 1.1. Sections 2.1,4,5,7
are mostly devoted to introducing notation and borrow significantly from the work of Benoist and
Quint taken from [3] applied to our case. We have included them to keep the paper self-contained.
Section 3 contains some key observations that are essential for the exponential drift argument in
section 6. Section 6 contains the exponential drift argument. This requires significant new ideas
to deal with non-expanding random walks. The exponential drift will allow us to decompose a
stationary measure p into homogeneous measures. Section 8 deduces that such a decomposition
implies that p equals py. In [4], [28], such a deduction was proved using expanding properties of
the random walk. Concretely, it was shown in [4] and [28] that the only possible decomposition
of stationary measures into homogeneous measures is the trivial decomposition. However, in our
case, we cannot use any such argument. This is not only due to the fact that the random walk is
not expanding but also because a non-trivial decomposition of py into homogeneous measures is
possible. Thus a completely new argument is needed here as well.

Sections 9, 10 constitute the second part of the paper. Section 9 gives a proof of Theorem 1.7.
This section is independent of previous sections and can be read on its own. The section 10 defines
Type 1 measures and provides a proof of Theorem 1.12. If the reader assumes Theorems 1.1, 1.7,
then they can read this section without reading previous sections.

Section 11 constitutes the third part of the paper. This section proves the Diophantine results
mentioned above. The reader who is only interested in the Diophantine part can assume Theorem
1.12 and can directly read this section without reading previous sections.

2. RANDOM WALKS

2.1. Notation. The main goal of this part of the paper is to prove Theorem 1.1. Before starting,
we fix a measure v on GG as in Theorem 1.1 and a v-stationary measure p on X. We will denote by
E the support of the measure v. In what follows, we will sometimes also treat E as an indexing
set and use the notation g. := e for e € E, to denote the corresponding element in G. Also, we will
sometimes treat v as a measure on F, instead of G.

We define the following four dynamical systems required for the proof:

The system (B,B,3,T). Here B = EV, which is equipped with the product o-algebra B and
measure 3 = v®N. We denote by T : B — B the shift map, which clearly preserves j.
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The system (B7,B",07, (1] )icr). Define a map 7 : B — R as 7(b) = —log(ps, ), where for
e € E, pe is defined as in (1). For p > 0, and b € B, denote

(7) Tp(b) = T7(TP(b)) + ... + 7(b).
We denote by (B7,B",37,T7) the suspension of (B, B, 3,T) with roof function , i.e.,
8) B ={c=(bk)eBxR:0<k<7(b)}

The measure 87 is obtained by normalizing the restriction to B” of the product measure of 5 and
the Haar measure of R, the g-algebra B” is the product c-algebra, and for almost every [ € Ry
and ¢ = (b, k) € BT,

17 (¢) = (TP k41 = 7,00 (0))
where
pi(c) =max{p € N: k+ 1 — 7,(b) > 0}.

The flow T} is then defined for all positive times and preserves the measure 57 (see e.g. [[4], Lem.
2.2]). It is easy to see that 87 is a T -ergodic measure.

The system (BX, BY, Bt TX). We denote by BY = B x X equipped with the product sigma-
algebra BY. We denote by % the transformation on BY = B x X given by, for (b,z) € BY,

(9) T (b, x) = (Tb, by 'z).
Define the probability measure u; on X as
(10) oy = pll)ngo(bo* by

The existence of the limit in (10) for S-a.e. b € B is shown in [[4], Section 3] where it is furthermore
shown that for 8-a.e. b € B, we have

(11) b = bowfiTh,
(12 n= | mdse)
The measure 5 is defined as

(13) fY = /B 6 ® 1y dB(D).

It is easy to see that 3% is T'*-invariant using (11).
The system (B™, B7¥ 37X, (TZT’X)IE]R). We denote B™Y = BT x X equipped with the product
sigma algebra B™¥. For 7-a.e. ¢ = (b, k) € B", we denote u. = ju,, where i, is defined in (10).
For [ > 0 and for f™-a.e. ¢ = (b,k) € B", we introduce the map p;(c) of X given by, for any
reX,

pi(c)x = b;l%b’k)_l by ta
We define for (c,z) € B™X and [ > 0,
17 (e,2) = (T ¢, pi(e)z) -
By [[4], Lem. 3.6], for f7-a.e. ¢ = (b, k) € BT and for every [ > 0, one has
HTre = pi(C)ple-

Thus, we have that for all [ > 0, the transformation TlT’X of B™X preserves the measure 37~ (see
also [[4], Lem. 3.7]).
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3. Basic FACTS AND OBSERVATIONS
Lemma 3.1. For 8-a.e. b € B, we have
(14) 7 (1) = pr

Proof. Note that m: X — X’ is continuous, hence we have

Tk < lim (bg, . . . bp*),u> = ph—>r§o Tw ((bos - - - bp, )1t -

p—00

Thus, we have

e (pip) = Ts <pli>n;o(bo* e bp*),u>

= lim m, ((bo* . bp*),u)

p—00

= plg{.lo(wc;(bo coobp))spar
= par,
where the last equality follows from G’-invariance of py. g

We follow the notation of [4] to parameterize the branches of the inverses of TIT’X. For ¢ > 0
and a,b € B, we denote by a[q] the beginning of the word a written from right to left as a[q] =
(ag,...,a1) and a[g]b € B the concatenated word

alglb = (aq,...,a1,b0,b1,...,bp,...).

For ¢ = (b,k) € B" and l in Ry, let ¢ : B = N, hy.: B — B" and hj., : B — B7 the maps
given, for a € B, by

Qe=qe and h.= El,c/, where ¢ =T} (c)

and
Qi.c(a) = min{qg € N: k — [ 4 74(a[g]b) > 0},

hic(a) = (alglb, k — 1+ 74(alq]b)) with ¢ = qc(a).
Since, 7(b) = —log pp > —log(max.ck pe) > 0, we have that the function g . is always finite and
the image of the map ﬁl,m is the fiber (TlT’X)_l(c, x). The function ¢ is thus also always finite.
Note that the image of the map hy ., is the fiber of TIT’X passing through (c, z):

{(a") & B TP ) = T (),
that is the atom of ¢ in the partition associated with the o-algebra
oY — <TZT,X>_1 (B,
For ¢ = (b,k) € B and [ in Ry, let us define Ay ., : B — BT as
(15) hica(@) = (hie(a), pr(hue(a) ™ pu(e)z)

Denote by 07X the tail o-algebra of (BT’X ,BoX, X X ), that is the decreasing intersection
of sub-o-algebras onx = nlzo QIT’X.

Proposition 3.2 ([4], Prop. 2.3, Cor. 3.8). For any B7X-integrable function o : B"* — R, for
every | > 0, for B7X-a.e. (c,x) € B™X, one has

(16) B (o107) (e.0) = [ lhicate)dsta)
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k) e

Lemma 3.3. There exists a k > 0,T > 0 and constants C1,Co,C3 > 0 such that for all ¢ = (b,
c) >k

BT, we have that for all 1 > T, there exists a measurable subset Yi(c) C B satisfying B(Y;(
and for all a € Yi(c) we have

(17) pl(hl,c(a))_lpl(c) = [Al,c,aavl,c,a]y
which satisfy

A ¢'0 L [t] < 2C1,0 € O (R
Lea € e—mt/nIn : |t| = L,UE m( )
and vy cq € R™ x {0}" such that e G110y < e_l||vl,c7a\|oo < e Q.
Proof. Consider the map n: B — R™ defined by

n(b) = Jim dy, ... 0, (0),

where for each e € F, ¢, : R™ — R™ is defined as ¢(z) = pcOcx + w.. Note that the map is well
defined and continuous since maxecg pe < 1.
First of all £ = n(B) is not a single point, since otherwise if K = {x}, then

[Im—i—n, x]_le_l [Im—l—n, l‘] € SLTjr:L+n(R)7

hence F will virtually be contained in SLTin +n(R). Consider the measure px = 7.3 on K. Clearly

the support of the measure px equals K and K is compact using the fact that supp(8) = B and n
is continuous.

For z € R™ and s > 0, set Bs(z) = {y € R™ : |ly — z|| < s}. We claim that there exists a
d > 0 and £ > 0 such that for all z € K, we have ux(Bs(x)) < 1 — k. To see this, assume that
0 is small enough so that K is not contained in the closure of any ball of radius 26. Now assume
by contradiction that for every k, — 0, we can find x, such that px(Bs(xp)) > 1 — kp. Using the
fact that K is compact and passing to a subsequence, we may assume that x, — z¢ as p — oc.
Note that for all large enough p, we have i (Bas(z0)) > px(Bs(zp)) > 1 — kp, which implies that
pic(Bas(zg)) = 1. This in turn implies that supp(ux) C Bas(x). Since, supp(ux) = K. This
contradicts the definition of . Hence the claim follows.

Let p = maxcep pe. Let M be large enough so that K C Bys(0) and ¢.(Bas(0)) C Bas(0) for all
e € E. Let C; = —log(mingeg pe). Suppose Ly is chosen large enough so that 3p" M < 6. Choose
T large enough so that T' > L1C;. Let C3 = 2M and let Cy = 0 — 2p1,, M.

We claim that these constants suffice. To see this, let ¢ = (b,k) € B™ and a € B be arbitrary.
Then for | > T we have

pr(huc(a)) "t pi(c)
:aq...albgl...bl_l,

where p € N is given so that p = max{j € N: k+{—7;(b) > 0} and ¢ = ¢ (a). Note that
7j(d) < jCy for all d € B, hence p > L and g > Ly. Also, note that

byt byt

_ pprbp <—wbp> Pby Ob1 <—wb1>
pb—pm/nln ) 0 e pb—lm/nIn ) 0

_ <<Pb,,---ﬂb10b,,---0b1 > <—gbbp0...o¢b1(0)>>
(Pby -+ o)™ ) 0

:<I <—¢bpo...0¢b1(0)>> <<Pbp---Pb10bp---Ob1 > O)
m+n; 0 (pbp s pbl)_m/n‘[" 7 .
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Similarly, we have

Qg ...0a1

=(a;'... aq_l)_l

B <<pa1...paq0ao...0aq

(Pao - - - paq)—M/nIn> : <_¢a1 °. ; o ¢aq(0)>>—1

~{{(pa, ...pal)_lO;ql...O;ll o) (1 Gag © -+ . 0 ¢q,(0)
B (Pag - - pa)™/ "L, ) ) T 0 '

Thus, we have

pl(hlﬁ(a))_lpl(c) = [Al,c,aavl,c,a],

Ay = <(Paq ...pal)_lpbp ...pblqul ---Oa_llObp ---Ob1

(Pag - - Par (Pb, - -- pbl)‘l)’”/"fn>

Viea = (Pag - Par) 05+ Ot (Pag © -+ © $ay (0) — ¢y, © ... 0 3, (0)) .
Note that by definition of p, we have that

e 101 < okl < Dby - Py = () < (Cr—h—l < il

Also, by definition of ¢, we have that
el—01 é el—k é (paq . -pal)_l — e’Tq([l[q]b)) é 601+l—k S el—‘rCl‘

Thus, A; ., satisfies the conditions of the theorem. Similarly, we have that |lv; 4| < e“1C5.
Let z.; € K be arbitrary such that ||¢y, o...0 ¢, (0) —zc,|| < p“*.M. Note that such an element
exists because for any d € B with d; = b,1—; for 1 <17 < p, we have

In(d) = v, 0.0 dp, ()| < PPIIn(TP(d))[| < p"M.
Then, let Yi(c) = n71(K \ Bs(zc,)). Clearly B(b) > k. Let a € Yj(c) be arbitrary. Then, we have

[$ag © -0 Pa,(0) — ¢p,0...0¢ (0)
> —¢ag 0 ---0¢q,(0) =n(a)|| + [n(a) = zcall = lTep — @b, © - - © dp, (0|
> 5 —2p" M > C.

Thus, inequality that [|v; .|| > €/~“1Cy holds for all a € Y;(c). This proves the lemma. O

4. CONDITIONAL MEASURES

We follow [4] closely in this section and are indebted to the translation [3] by Barak Weiss. Let
R be a locally compact separable metrizable group and (Z, Z) a standard Borel space with a Borel
action of R. Let A be a Borel probability measure on Z. Assume that the stabilizer subgroups for
the action of R on Z are discrete.

Let M(R) denote the space of positive nonzero Radon measures on R and let M;(R) = M(R)/ ~
be the space of such measures up to scaling as in [4].

A Borel subset X C Z is called a discrete section of the action of R if, for any z € Z, the set of
visit times {r € R : rz € ¥} is discrete and closed in R. By [14], we know that there is a discrete
section X for the action of R such that RY = Z.
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Choose a discrete section ¥ for the action of Z on R and denote a : R x ¥ — Z, (r, z) — rz. For
any positive Borel function f on R x 3, the following measure a*\ on R x X

(18) A= X s ) ae)

(r,2")ea=1(z)

defines a o-finite Borel measure on R x X..

Denote by 7y : R X X — X the projection on the second factor, and by Ay, the image under 7y
of a finite measure on R x 3 equivalent to a*A. We therefore have, for any positive Borel function
on R x Z,

(19) N = [ [ 102 irs (o)
X JR
We denote by ¢, the right translation by an element r € R.

Lemma 4.1 ([4], Lem. 4.1). Let ¥ be a discrete section for the action of R on Z. For Ax-a.e.
z €3, for all r € R such that rz € X, we have

o5 (2) ~ troxn(rz).

Proposition 4.2 ([4], Prop. 4.2). Consider a Borel action with discrete stabilizers of a locally
compact separable metrizable group R on a standard Borel space (Z, Z).

Then there is a Borel map o : Z — Mi(R) and a Borel subset E C Z such that A(Z \ E) =0
and such that, for any discrete section ¥ C Z for the action of R, for As-a.e. zg € X, for every
r € R such that rzg € F,

0(20) = trwoxn(rzg).

This map o is unique up to a set of A-measure zero.
For every r € R and every z € E such that rz € E, we have

(20) 0(2) >~ tr(o(rz)).
The measure o(z) is called the conditional measure of z along the action of R.

Remark 4.3. Suppose f : Rt — R™*™ is a measurable map and suppose o € M1 (R™*"). Then,
the notation fio ~ o means that there exists ¢; > 0 such that any ¢ € M(R™"") whose image
in M; (R™*") equals o satisfies f,0 = cyo. The notation f.o = o means that any o € M(R™1")
whose image in M (R™1™) equals o satisfy f.o = o.

In the following proposition from [4], Gr(R¢) denote the Grassmannian variety of R%.

Proposition 4.4 ([4], Prop. 4.3). Let (Z, Z) be a standard Borel space endowed with a Borel action
of R® with discrete stabilizers, and let \ be a Borel probability measure on Z. For A-a.e. z € Z, we
denote by o(2) the conditional measure of z for the action of R%, and

V. = {r e R%: t,,o(z) = 0(2)}o,
and by
A= / AedA(2)
Z

the distintegration of A along the map Z — Gr(R?), z + V.. Then for A-a.e. z € Z, the probability
measure A, is V,-invariant.
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5. HOROCYCLE FLOWS

Following Benoist and Quint [4], we define an action of R™*" which plays a role analogous to
that of the horocycle flow.

Definition 5.1. We define the horocycle flow as the action ® of R™*™ given by, for any v € R™"
and (b, k,r) € B™" as

(21) D, (b, k,x) = (b, [I;p4n, arv] x).
We then have the following Lemma, see Lemma 6.10 in [4].
Lemma 5.2. For any v € R™" and any | € N, we have for any (c,z) € BT,
(22) T7™ 0 @, (¢, ) = ®q_yy o T (¢, ).
Proof. Let S denote the transformation of B x R x X given by
S(b,k,x) = (Tb,k — 7(b), by 'z).
So S sends B™¥ to points outside B x Ry x X. We define the flow TIT’X on B xR x X by
T (b, k,x) = (b, k + 1, ).
The flow TlT’X is given, for [ > 0 and (b, k,z) € B™X, by
T (b, k,x) = (SP o ) (b, k, )
where p > 0 is the unique integer for which (S? o ]N}T’X)(b, k,z) € B™X. Now define an action ® of
R™" on B x R x X by: N
O, (b, k,x) = (b, k, [Imsn, ap(v)].z).
Note that for S-a.e. b € B and every x € X, k € R we have
S0 ®y(b,k,x) = S(b, k, [Inin, axv]r)
(T(b), k — 7(b), by [Linsn, axv]z)
= (T(b),k — 7(b), [Tmtn> ah—r () v]by ')
= B,(T(b). k. by )
=, 0S(b, k).

Thus,
(23) Sod,=dos.
Also, for f-a.e. b € B and every x € X, kK € R we have
T7 0 (b, k, ) = T, (b, k, [Lnn, agv])
= (b, k + 1, [Lytn,axv]z)
Dy u(bk+1,2)
Na,lv o flT’X(b, k,x).

Thus,
(24) TZT’X 0®, =B, 0 TZT’X.
Equations (23) and (24) prove the lemma. O

Definition 5.3. Let us denote by og : B™* — M;(R™") the map given by ‘conditional measures
of the probability measures of the probability measure 5% with respect to the horocyclic action of
R™*" > Also, denote by t, the translation of R™*" by an element v € R™1",
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Lemma 5.4. There exists a measurable map o : B™* — M(R™™) such that the composition
of o with the natural projection map M(R™T"™) — Mq(R™T™) equals o9, and satisfy that for any
v € R™" and (b, k,z) € B™, we have

tv*o-(q)v(bv ka :E)) = O-(bv ka $)
Proof. Choose the discrete section of the action of R™*™ as

Y ={(b,k,[A,01):be B,0<k < 7(b),AeSLE, (R)}.

m-+n

Then it is clear that if z € ¥ and v € R™*™ satisfy that ®,(z) € X, then ®,(z) = 2. Hence, for all
z € ¥ and v € R™" such that ®,(z) € 3, we have

(25) 05(2) =ty (Dy(2)).
Hence, we can define for all [A,v]' € X
a((b,k,[A,v]T)) = (t—y)+ox(b, k, [A,0]T),

which is well defined by (25). This map o satisfies the conditions of lemma. O
Lemma 5.5. For any | >0, for B7%-a.e. (c,r) € B™*, we have

o(T* (¢, 2)) = (a-1)s0(c,)
Proof. First of all, note that for 7%-a.e. (c,z) € B™*, we have

o(T7(e,2)) = (a1)wo (e, 2)

This is a result of the uniqueness of oy, equality (22) and the fact that for S-a.e. b € B, for any
p € N, the action of b, L... bl_1 induces an isomorphism between the measure spaces (X, ) and
(X, vrpp). To show that equality hols, suppose that x = [A,v|T.
Then, note that both J(TlT’X(c, z)) and (a_;).0(c, z) both give measure one to the set a_; A[0, 1]™*".
O

Corollary 5.6. The map o : B™Y — M(R™") is Q52" -measurable.

Proof. Tt suffices to show that for any [ > 0, it is Q;’X—measurable. This results from the equality,
for f¥-a.e. (c,x) € B™, o(c,z) = (al)*(a(TlT’X(c,x))). 0

6. THE EXPONENTIAL DRIFT

The main goal of this section is to study “exponential drift”. This is encoded in the following
key proposition:

Proposition 6.1. For 37%-a.e. (c,z) € B™*, for any ¢ > 0, there exists a nonzero element
v € R™T™ of norm at most € and an element (c',z') such that

(26) o(c,z) =o(c,2') = a(P,(,2")).

Proof. The argument begins in the same fashion as that of Benoist and Quint. Namely, we may
assume that M(R™T") is endowed with the topology of a complete separable metric space. We
may also endow B”7 with the topology of a compact metric space and endow B” x X with the
product topology of this topology and the usual topology on X.

Let a > 0; by Lusin’s theorem, there is a compact subset K in BY such that g% (K¢) < a? and
such that the function ¢ is uniformly continuous on K. Due to Lemma 5.4, we can assume that K
is invariant under the horocycle flow.

Since o is Q&X-measurable, it is Q;’X—measurable for each { > 0, and hence, by Proposition
3.2, we can assume that for every (c,z) € K, for f-a.e. a € B, for any | > 0 rational, we have

o(hcz(a)) =o(c,x).
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We will study the function E (1x|Q%). On the one hand, it is bounded above by 1 and on the
other,

(27) !LXEumggﬂg@wﬁﬁmgzﬁﬂK)>1—J.

We therefore have that E (1 K|Qfo) is bounded below by 1 — « on a set of measure 1 — a.. There is
then a compact subset L1 C F in BY such that 3% (L$) < a and such that, for every (c,z) € L1,
we have

(28) E(1x|Q%) (c,x) > 1 — a.
Now by the Martingale convergence theorem, for 3¥-a.e. (c,x) € B¥*, we have

(29) Jim E (1]Q1) (¢,2) = E (1x1Q%) (¢,2).

By Corollary 3.2, we may also suppose that for every (¢, z) € L; and I € Q, the left-hand side of
(29) is given by the formula (16). Thus

(30) E (1x]QF) (¢, ) = /B 1 (i e.e(a))dB(a),

where
hiea(a) = (¢, 2') with ¢ = by (a) and 2’ = py(¢) (e
We now appeal to Egorov’s theorem which guarantees us that outside a subset of L, of arbitrarily
small B%-measure, the convergence in (29) above is uniform on L;. Therefore, after removing a
subset of L of small measure, there exists [y > 0 such that for every rational | > [y, for every
(¢,z) € L, we have

(31) E(1x|9) (c,x) > 1 - a.

Let L = (Uyegmin ®o(L1)) N K. Clearly, we have that L is compact and since L C K, we have
that o is uniformly continuous on L. Also, we have that for every rational | > Iy and (¢,z) € L,
we have

/ﬁKmmA@mm@z1—m
B

Note that the S7*-measure of L¢ is at most 2a and since o was chosen arbitrarily small, it
suffices to prove (26) for f%-a.e. (c,z) € L.

For ¢ € BT, define L, = {z € X : (¢,z) € L}. We will show that for f7-a.e. ¢, we have that for
te-a.e. x € L, satisfies (26). For the rest of the proof, we fix ¢ € B” such that p.(L.) > 0.
Note that due to invariance under the horocycle flow of the set L, we get that

L. = {[A,v]l : AT € n(L.),v € R™"}.
We will denote by L’ the set 7(L.).
Note that p.(L.) > 0 implies that using Lemma 3.1, we may assume that puy/(L.) > 0.
Set D = (m +n)? — 1. Using the manifold structure of X', we can cover L’ by finitely many
open sets {U; : i € I} in A’ and can fix embeddings {f; : U; — RP};cr. Clearly for all i € I, the
pushforward of py/|y, under f; is absolutely continuous with respect to Lebesgue measure on R”,

hence we get that f;(U; N L) is a set of positive Lebesgue measure in R”.
Fix i € I and AT € U; such that

pro (Bs(fi(AL)) 0 fi(Us 0 Ly))

weo Bs(fiAT))

(32)
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as § — 0, where ugp denotes the Lebesgue measure on RP and Bs(z) C RP denotes the open
ball around z of radius 6. Note that by the Lebesgue density theorem, (32) holds for puy/- a.e.
point in U; N L. Let L consist of all points in L, such that (32) holds for some i € I. Clearly,
pxr(LL\ LY) = 0 and the definition of L” is independent of the open cover {U;}; and the embedding
{fi}i

For the rest of the proof, fix AT” € L”. Also fix v € R™*™ to be arbitrary and define z = [A, v]T.
We will prove (26) for (¢,z). This will prove the Proposition.

Fix {Ej; 1 i # j} U{Ei — Emynm+n : 1 < i <m+n} as a basis for sl 1, (R). Let B, (sly4n(R))
denote the Euclidean ball in sl 1, (R) with respect to the above basis. Fix v > 0 small enough
so that the map f : By(slp1n(R)) = X as f(M) = exp(M).x is a diffeomorphism onto its image.
Then, by (32), we get that

pirp (Bs (slntn(R)) N f1(Le))
HRD (B(5 (Slm+n (R))

(33) —1
as 0 — 0.
Fix § > 0 small enough, to be chosen later. Let k,T,C7, Co, C3 be as in Lemma 3.3. The notation
Yi(¢), Aic,a, Vic,q for 1 > T, will be as in Lemma 3.3.
The goal now is to find a sequence (M;); € B (Slmtnm+n(R)), (;); € Ry and (a;); € B such
that
M; — 0 as j — oo.
l; =00 as j— oo.
f(M;) € L for all j.
b ex(aj), by e pnyy(ag) € K for all j.
e For all j, hy, . ru;)(aj) = exp([M], v;])hy; cx(a;) such that M] — 0 as j — oo and ¢ <
o]l < e.
e 0(hycx(a)) = o(c,z) for all j.
o (hy, ¢ .r;)(aj)) = o(c,exp(M;)z) for all j.

If we can find such a sequence, then up to passing to a subsequence, we will have that
e The sequence hy; . (a;) has a limit (¢,2') € K.
e The sequence v; has a limit v such that 0 < ¢ < |lv| <e.
e The sequence hy, . ¢( Mj)(aj) has a limit and equals

exp([Oman, v)).(¢',2") = [Lin,v].(d,2") = ®,(c, 2").
Then, since all the limits considered have values in K and L, we have

o(d,2') = lim o(hy; cx(a;)) = lim o(c,z) = o(c, z),
j—00 Jj—o0
o(®y(c',2)) = lim o(hy, ¢ pary)(a5)) = lim o(c, exp(M;)z) = o(c, ).
j—s00 I J j—s00
Thus, (26) will hold for (¢, z). Hence, it is enough to prove the existence of a sequence satisfying
the above inequalities.

Let ¢ = £/e“1Cy and let | > max{T,lp} be a rational number. Consider the set X; C
B.i(sly4n(R)) x B defined as the set of all points (M, a) such that
a € Yi(c),
fle7tM) € L,
hl,m(a) S K,
by pe-tan(a) € K,
O-(hl,c,:c(a)) = O-(Cv$)7
O-(hl,c,f(e*lM) (a)) = U(Ca f(e_lM))a
[M.vgc0ll > 0.
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The measure of this set with respect to the product of Lebesgue measure pg,, . (&) on Slytn(R)
and f is greater than equal to the measure of the set Z; \ (Zo U Z3U Z4 U Z5 U Zg), where

o 71 ={(M,a) : a € Yi(c)},

o Zy={(M,a): f(e7'M) ¢ L.},

o Zs={(M,a): hjcy(a) ¢ K},

o Zy={(M,a): f(e7'M) € Le, by ge-12r)(a) ¢ K},

o Zs ={(M,a) :a €Y, |le” M .| < 6},

o Zsg={(M,a): f(e7'M),0(hical(a)) # olc,x),0(hy e pe-t1ar) (@) # ole, fle™ M)}
Clearly,

sl s (R Z1) 2 Bl yn () (Ber (Slinn(R))) K,

®) © B(Z1) >

sl in(®) @ B(Z2) — 0 as | — oo,

Bl sn (R) @ B(Z3) < fhlyyn () (Ber (Slintn (R))).x,
®) ® B(Z4) < /‘slm+n(R)(Ba’(SIm-l-n(R)))'aa
®) ® B(Zs) =

:uslm+n R
:uslm+n R

We will now estimate the measure of Zs. Note that if a € Yj(c), we have e"“1Cy < e7!||vy 0. al2-
Then the measure of the set

{M € Bos(Matyxn(R)) : [le ™ M.y ol < 8}
equals the measure of the set
{M € B (Maty,xn(R)) : e M.eq|| < 6},

which is less than (¢/)(™~D" 6" (up to a constant). Thus, we have

My M _
o ({3 = (M 32) € B () oMol < 5}

2,2 _
L ()™M e (R) <M21 € Bor: e Myy.en|| < 5)

< (E/)mn-i—mz—l—nz—l—l—(m—l)n'5n'

Thus by Fubini’s Theorem, the measure of Zs is less than (¢/)mntm?*+n°=1+(m=1n sn

If 6 > 0 is small enough and a < k/4 and [ is large enough, we get that
Pl in (R) ® B(X1)

2 MSlm+n ® 5 Zl Z MSlm+n Z)

> 0.

Hence, along a sequence [; € Q such that [; — oo, one can always choose (M]” ,aj) € Xi;. Then
with M; = el M, the required properties are satisfied.
O

7. DISINTEGRATION OF 1, ALONG THE STABILIZERS

Following Benoist and Quint, we consider the connected stabilizers of the measures oy(c, ),
namely the subspaces of R™*" defined by

J(c,x) = {v e R : ty00(c, x) = oo(c,z) }o-

As in [4], we then have
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Proposition 7.1. For ¥ -a.e. (c,x) € B™% | we have
J(c,x) # {0}.

Proof. We will show that for B%-a.e. (c,z) and every € > 0, the stabilizer of o(c,z) contains a
nonzero vector of norm at most €.

The drift argument (Proposition 6.1) gives us that for f¥-a.e. (c,z) € B™* and every ¢ > 0,
there exists a nonzero vector v € R™" of norm at most ¢ and an element (¢, z’) such that

a(®y(c,2")) = o(d,2") = o(c, ).
By applying Lemma 5.4 to this element (¢, '), we find
toxo (P (d,2")) = o(d, 2)
and hence
tyxo(c,z) = o(c, x).

which gives that t,.o0(c,x) = op(c,x). The vector v is indeed in the stabilizer of o(c,x). The
stabilizer is non-discrete and closed. It thus contains a nonzero linear subspace of R™*", O

For f-a.e. b € B, and pp-a.e. x € X, we denote by oy, € M(R™*") the conditional measure at
x of pp, for the action on X of R™*™ as a subgroup of G, and we denote V;,, C R"™" the connected
component of the stabilizer of o3, , in R™". We then have the analogue of Proposition 7.5 in [4].
Proposition 7.2. For fX-a.e. (b,z) € BX, we have oy, , ~ 76 (00)«0rx (b2)s Vo = T (bo) (VTX(b@))
and Vi # 0.
Proof. For B-a.e. b € B, we have up, = (bgl)*,ub and, for every x € X and v € R"™™"

TX(bv [Im-i-m U]:E) = (Tb’ [Im—i—na WG(b(;l)U]b(Tlx)-

This gives the first equality and the second equality is immediate. The fact that V},, is nonzero
follows from Proposition 7.1 and the equality, for 3%-a.e. (b,z) € BY, Voo = ai.(J(b, k, x)). O

The disintegration of 3% along the map (b, ) — (b, V}) can be written as

MbZ/ b,V ()
X

where, for f¥-a.e. (b,z) € B¥X, the probability measure ty on X is supported on the fiber
{o' e X : Vi =Viu}

Proposition 7.3. For 37X -a.e. (b,x) € BX | the probability measure Uy z 18 Vi g-tnvariant and has
the equivariance property vy . = bosVpy, by e

Proof. The first assertion follows from Proposition 4.4.
The second assertion follows from the equality pp = bos iy, from Proposition 7.2, and from the
disintegration of measures. 0

8. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1
This section aims to prove Theorem 1.1.

Definition 8.1. We will call a probability measure o on T"+" = R™*" /Z™+" homogeneous if there
is a connected closed subgroup H of T™*™ containing supp(a) such that o equals Haar measure
on H.

Definition 8.2. A measure o will be called a translated homogeneous toral measure if o = g,/ for
some g € G, where o equals the measure obtained by the pushforward of a homogeneous measure
p" on T™t" under map w > [Iy1pn, w|T.
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Proposition 8.3. Suppose 1 is a measure on X which is v-ergodic and satisfies (Tx)spix = [
Assume that there exists a probability measure © on Prob(X), the set of Radon probability measures
on X such that

e u= fProb(X)pd(a(p)'
e For ©-a.e. p is a translated homogenous toral measure.

o The measure © is v-stationary.

Then, = px.

Proof. We can assume that © is v-ergodic, since y is v-ergodic. Consider the set M (X') C Prob(X)
of all translated homogeneous toral measures on X' and the set G\ M(X). Since the subgroups
of T™*™ are countable, so is G \ M(X). The pushforward of © under the natural map M(X) —
G\ M(X), say ©, is a v-stationary ergodic probability measure on a countable set. Since the action
of G on G\ M(X) is trivial, this implies that © is supported on a single point (see [[4], Lem. 8.3]).

Thus, © is supported on a unique orbit Ga, where a can be assumed to be the pushforward
of a homogeneous measure o/ on T™*" under the map w + [I;;4,, w]' and the pre-image of the
subgroup supp(a’) under the natural map R™*™" — R™*"/7™+" equals V,, which is a rational
subspace of R™*",

Clearly, Ga ~ G/G,, and we have

Go={9€G:g.a=aqa}
= {[A,w] € SLE  (Z) x R™" : AV, = V,,w € V,}.

m—+n

Now, we have two cases to consider:

Case 1: V, = R™"™, Then, the measure o/ equals Haar measure on T™"". Using the fact that
0= fGa pdO(p), this implies that p is invariant under the action of R™*". Since 7, (1) = pyr, this
implies that p = px.

Case 2: V, C R™", Then we have that G, is a discrete subgroup which is not a lattice in
G. Let Z C G denote the set of all [A,w] € G such that for v®N-a.e. (b;); € B, we have that
the sequence (bj...01[A, w|Gy); diverges to infinity in G/G,. Then we have that mqg(Z¢) = 0.
Clearly, Z is invariant under the left action of R™*". By removing a set of measure zero, we may
assume that Z is invariant under the right action of I'. Then, Z is right invariant under the action
of G, as well.
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Note that the set Z.G, has measure zero with respect to O, since for G-a.e. x € G/G, ~ Ga,
the random walk equidistributes with respect to ©. Thus,

1= px(ra(Z.1))
= pu(ZT)

- /G p(Z) dO(p)

:/ ([A, w).a)(Z.T) dO([A, w|G.)
G/Ga

:/ 1r([A, w]T) dO([4, w]Ga)
G/Ga

_ / 1.6, (1A, 0]Ga) dO([A, w]Ga)
G/Ga
= 0.

This means that Case 2 is not possible and proves the Proposition. O

Proof of Theorem 1.1. We may assume that p is a v-ergodic stationary measure. For X-a.e.
(b,x) € BX, the decomposition of fp,z into Vj, ,-ergodic components can be written simultaneously
in the form

(34) e = /X C(b, 2!)dpup o (),

where ¢ : BX — Prob(X) is a BX-measurable map such that, for 3X-a.e. (b,z) € BX, the
restriction of ¢ to the fiber {(b,2') : V4 ;v = V} .} is constant along V}, ,-orbits.
It is easy to see that for f¥-a.e. (b,[A,v]I"), we have that Vp,[4,0r must be of the form A.V}/ (AT

where ‘/Z,[Am]r is a rational subspace of R™*". Hence, for 3%-a.e. (b,z), we have that ((b,x) is of

the form ([A,,v,])«p', where p’ is a measure on X, obtained by the pushforward of a homogeneous
measure p” on R™+"/Z™*" under map w +— [Iy4p, w]T.

The uniqueness of the ergodic decomposition, and Propositions 7.2 and 7.3, prove that, for
pX-a.e. (b,x) € BX, we have

(35) ¢(b, ) = (bo)C(TX (b, ).

This implies that the image probability measure © = (.3~ is therefore a p-stationary probability
measure on Prob(X) (see e.g. [[4], Lem. 3.2(e)].
Also, note that

p= /B,Ub dp(b)

Z/B/Xub,xdub(iﬂ)dﬁ(b)
_ /B /X /X C(b, o) dytn o (') () dB(D)
_ /B /X C(b,2') dpuy(2')dB(D)

[ pdelp)
Prob(X)

Thus, p satisfies the conditions of Proposition 8.3. Hence by Proposition 8.3 we get that u = px.
This proves the Theorem. O
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9. RANDOM GENERICITY: PROOF OF THEOREM 1.7

Proposition 9.1. Fiz (t;); a sequence in the closed interval [c,d], for some 0 < ¢ < d < o0o. Fiz
xg € X' which is Birkhoff generic. Suppose that the measure u is a weak limit of the sequence of
probability measures

p

1
(36) = Z 6at1+.4.+tix()7

p i=1

along a subsequence. Then i is a probability measure and we have

/ (a_t)updl < par < / (ap)upudl,
[0,¢] [0,d]

where a < B means that the measure a is absolutely continuous w.r.t (5.

Proof. Let pu be a weak limit of the left-hand side of (36) along a subsequence, say (pk)g.

First of all, let us show that p is a probability measure. Let € > 0 be arbitrary. We will show that
there is a compact subset K. C X’ such that pu(K.) > 1 —e. This will prove that u is a probability
measure. To see this, note that since z is Birkhoff generic, there exists a compact subset K. C X’
and T such that for all T' > T, we have

T C
(1) 7| ) < S

Define K, = Ule[o,d] a; K. Then for py > Te/c we have t; + ...+ tp, > T, and

1 Pk d Pr 1 t14...+1;
c /\c
o 6at1+.4.+ti550(K€) < Z _/ 6a150((Ka) )

Pk im1 T+ + tpk P t; fid i1

1 t1+...Flp,
_ O0g 2 (K
t1+...+tpk/0 aa(Ke)

This proves that y is a probability measure.
Now, by further passing to a subsequence of (px)x, we may assume the existence of a weak limit
of the sequence of the measures on X’ X [c, d]

IN A
O oo

1 Pk
_§ 5at1+4.4+tix07ti7
Pr

say, fi. Since the pushforward of /i along the natural projection map X’ x [a,b] — X’ must equal
u, we get that [ is a probability measure.
Fix a function f € C.(X’). Define F : X’ x R — C as

0
Flat) = /_ ).
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Note that |F(z,t)] < ||f|lco-d, hence F is a continuous bounded function on X’ x [¢, d]. Also, define
¢: X' x[e,d] = R as ¢(x,l) = 1. Then, we have

founf Homiitan = [ i

Pk

1
= lim — F(a xo, t;
k—r00 Dk 2; t1+...4+t; L0 )

klggop—kZ/ flagt,+..4¢,70) dl

1 t1+..Alp,
= lim —/ f(agzo) dl
0

k—00 P

1 fite Aty ti4...+t
i (e [T ) ()
k—o00 t1+---+tpk 0 Pk

= </X’ f(z) dux'(a:)> - Jim. <pik§¢(at1+...+tﬁ07ti))
= ( » f(x) d/w/(a:)> (/X/X[C’d} ¢(,1) dﬂ(l)> ,

where in the last equality we have used the fact that xg is Birkhoff generic. Since, this holds for all
f € Ce(X), we get that

< /R WRm) vt = / » / bags dldfi(z, )
< / » / Suv dldji(, 1)
-/ “lai). < /[, s dﬂ(M)) i
_ /Od(a_,)* </5x d,@:)) dl
- /0 Yoo

0
( / tdum(t)> = / / bore dldfi(z, )
R X' x[e,d] J —t
0
> / / Suye dldfi(z, 1)
"x[e,d] J—c
:/ (a—p)« </ O dﬂ(az,t)) dl
0 X'xR
:/ (a_l)*< 5xd,u(x)> di
0 X’

- [[@na

This proves the Proposition. O

Similarly, we have
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Proof of Theorem 1.7. First of all, assume that x € X’ is Birkhoff generic. We will show that for
()N almost every (b,)pen € (G')Y, we have that

N
(38) % > Oyobrz = e,
p=1
as N — oo.
Case 1. Assume that O, = I, and O, = I,, for all e € E’. By Breiman’s law of large numbers
(see e.g. [5], Sect. 3.2), we have a co-null subset A of (E')N such that for all b € A, we have that
any weak limit u of

1 N
(39) N Zébp...b1w7
p=1

is /-stationary.

Fix b € A, we claim that (4) holds for this b. To see this, note that for all e € E’, we have
€ = a_Jog(p,) and due to compactness of E, for any b € B, the sequence (—log(pp,;)) is bounded in
some interval [c, d] with 0 < a < b < co. Hence, by Proposition 9.1 we get that any weak limit of

N
(40) N Z 5bp...b11‘7
p=1
say [, is a probability measure and
| (@i < .
[0,d]

Since the measure pys is v-ergodic and for all | € R (a_;).p is v-stationary, we get that py =
(a_p)«p for a.e. 1. Thus, p = pys. Hence the result holds in this case.

Case 2. Now assume that O, # I, or O, # I, for some e € E. Let us define for b € B and
p €N, themap t,: B — R as

(41) tp(b) = —(log pp, + ... +log s, ).
Then by Case 1, we have that for (/)N almost every (b,)pen € GV, the following holds

N
1
(42) N Z 6atp(b)93 — pxr,
p=1
as N — oo.
We will need the following proposition to proceed.

Proposition 9.2 ([28], Prop. 5.3). Let Y be a locally compact second countable space, H a locally
compact second countable group acting continuously on'Y , my a H-invariant and ergodic probability
measure on Y, and myg a probability measure on H with compact support Eg. Suppose A is the
subgroup of H generated by supp(my). Let K be a compact subgroup, mg the Haar measure on K,
and Kk : A — K a homomorphism. Let Z =Y x K and consider the left action of A on Z defined by
the formula y(x, k) = (yz,k(y)k). Assume that this A-action is ergodic with respect to my ® mg.
Let wy : Z — Y be the projection map onto first factor, and let my be a myg-stationary on Z such
that (my)smz = my. Then myz = my Q@ mg.

To see this, let Y = X’. Let H be given by

t
H= {(e o e_mt/n0,> teR,0 € 0(m),0 ¢ O(n)}.
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The action ® of the group H on X’ is given as

0(“0 )= (7))

The measure my equals puy/. Note that the measure v/ on SLm +n(R) has its support in H, hence
we may treat it as a measure on H. Let mpy denote this measure. The support Fy equals E’,
which is clearly compact. As in the above theorem, we let A be the subgroup generated by E’. The
group K C O(m) x O(n) is defined as the closure of the group generated by {(O., O.)}eccr. The
measure my is defined as the probability Haar measure on K. The map k : A — K is defined as

e!O p
K < e—mt/no/) - (O’ 0 )

Note that by the Howe-Moore theorem (see e.g. [30]), the action of A on X’ is mixing, and hence
also weak mixing. Moreover, the action of A on (K, mg) (via k) is ergodic since x(A) is dense in
K. This implies (see [[26], Prop. 2.2]) that the product action of A on X’ x K is ergodic.

Now, let mz be a weak limit of measures on X’ x K

N
1
(43) N Z 5(atp(b)7ﬁ(bp---bl))
p=1

along a subsequence, say (Nj)x, where b = (b1, ba,...) € (E')Y is chosen from a (v/)®N co-null subset
of (E')N, so that the weak limit is 1/-stationary and (42) holds. Clearly this means (7x/)smz = my:.
Hence, by Proposition 9.2, we have that myz = my ® mg. Since this holds for any weak limit of
(43), we get that for (v/)®N a.e. b e (BN
N

(44) N Z 5(atp(b)”i(bp"'b1)) = P @ MEK.

p=1

Consider the map ¢ : X' x K — X' as

(2,(0,0')) = (O 0/) .

Clearly, 1 is continuous, we get that for (/)N a.e. b € (E)N,
| X
Z\}E)noo N Z 51)7, bie = ]\}1—H>100 ¢*(N Z 5(atp(b)7“(bp---b1)))
p—l
= ¥ ]\}1_13100 N Z (atp (b) 5 (bp-- b))
= i (px ® mk)

= B

This proves the first part of the Theorem.
We now show the converse. We assume that the point z € X’ satisfy that for (v/)®N almost
every (by)pen € (G')Y, we have that

N
1
(45) N E Obp..byz — KX,
p=1

as N — oo.
We will need the following theorem.



NON EXPANDING RANDOM WALKS 25

Theorem 9.3 (28], Thm. 2.2). Let H be a unimodular connected Lie group, let T be a lattice
in H, let X = H/Tg, and let mx be the unique H-invariant probability measure on X. Let v be
a compactly supported probability measure on H. Let F' = supp(v). Fiz y € X. Suppose that for
7*Noa.e. (hy)p, € HY, the sequence (hy...hy)pen is equidistributed with respect to my. Let A
denote the subgroup of H generated by F'. Let K be a compact group, let mg be the Haar measure
on K, and let k : A — K be homomorphism such that the A-action v(y, k) = (vy, k(7)k) on X x K
is ergodic with respect to mx ® mg. Let Y be a locally compact metric space, f : FZ —Y be a
continuous map, and my = f.(v%).
Then for vE-a.e. (hy)pez, the sequence

(hp ‘e hly, /i(hp ‘e hl), f(Tp(b)))

18 equidistributed with respect to the measure mx @ mg @ my on X x K x Y.

We will use the above theorem with H = G/, T'y =1V, X = X/, my, = puxr, v =V, y = =z,
F = E'. The group K is taken to be the closure of subgroup in O(m) x O(n) C SLE(m + n)(R),
generated by (Og, O.)ecp. The map k: A — K is the unique homomorphism such that

The element x(e~!) will also be denoted as O,.

By the Howe-Moore theorem (see e.g. [30]), the action of A on X’ is mixing, and hence also weak
mixing. Moreover, the action of A on (K, mg) (via k) is ergodic since x(A) is dense in K. This
implies (see [[26], Prop. 2.2]) that the product action of A on X’ x K is ergodic.

Let Y = R. Define f : (E')2 — Ras f((by),) = — log(py,). Using Theorem 9.3, we get a sequence
b= (by)pez € (E)N such that

N
1
(46) N > Sy iy ) f (TP (b)) — Hr @ mE @ fu(V7),
p=1

as N — oo.
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Fix ¢ € C.(X'). Define @ : X' x K x R — X’ as ®(x,k,t) = floz_tf(k:_lx). Also, define
X x K xR — X as ¢(x,k,t) =t. Then, we have

/mm /tdf( 2)(6))

/ o(ark ™ a) didp © mi ® £.(V7%) (@, k, 1)
XXKXR Jl=—t

= / (IJ(a:,k,t) dﬂ)( ® mg & f*(V®Z)($,k,t,§)
XX K xR

=0 NIE%ONZ b k(b ), F(T (D))
1L o - -
= ]\}E)noo N /l 1 gb(alObl ce Obj bj ce bll‘) dmR(l)
og py
1 [0
= J\}E)noo N Z/l log (b(ala—(logpbj+...+1ogpb1)x) dmR(l)
og py

1 —(log py 5 +--+1og pp, )
= lim
N—oo \ —(log ppy + ... +1logpp,) /I:O

o(ayx) dmR(l)>

Zw Cbaz, k(b by), F(T(D)))

1 —(log pp 5 +---+log py, )
=4 lim
(46) N—o00 —(log pr —|— “ee + log pbl) /I:O

X </ ¢(x7k7t7£)dﬂé\f‘®mK®f*(V®Z)(x7k7t7£)>
XX KXRxRm+n

: 1 —(log pp; +---+log pp, ) 5 J l df ( o7
= im a;x)dm . tdf.(v t) ).
N—oo —(logpr—l—...—l—logpbl)/l:O (@) dmz() </R s )>

Since this holds for all ¢ € C.(X), we get that

o(ayx) dmR(l))

1 —(log pp py +---+1og pv; )
/ 5(1;32 = ux.

lim
N—oo —(log pyy + ... +108 pb, ) J1=0
Since —(log ppy + ... +log pp,) — oo and the gaps —log py, (p € N) are bounded, it follows that

1 T

This proves the converse part of the Theorem.

10. APPLICATION TO HOMOGENEOUS DYNAMICS

10.1. Type 1 measures. We begin by introducing the class of sets on which the measures of Type
1 are supported. We follow the notation in section 8.1 of [28].
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A contracting similarity is a map R™ — R™ of the form = — cO(x) + y where O is an m x m
orthogonal matrix, ¢ € (0, 1), and y € R™. A finite similarity IF'S on R™ is a collection of contracting
similarities ® = (¢, : R™ — R™).cp indexed by a finite set F, called the alphabet. Assume that

¢e(x) = peOe(x) + We.
Let B = EN. The coding map of an IFS ® is the map 7 : B — R™ defined by the formula

(47) n(b) = lim ¢y (a),
k—oo P
where ag € R™ is an arbitrary but fixed point and
PpL = by © ... 0 Py,

It is well known that the limit in (47) exists and is independent of the choice of o and that the
coding map is continuous. The image of B under the coding map called the limit set of @, is a
compact subset of R, which we denote by K = K(®).

All of this can be generalized to compact similarity IFSs. In this case, the set E is a compact
set and ® = (¢¢)eck is a continuously varying family of contracting similarities of R”. Note that
since F' is compact, we have sup.cg pe < 1. Thus, the coding map 7 is still a continuous map and
the image of B under 7 is compact.

Let Prob(FE) denote the space of probability measures on E. For each v € Prob(E) we can
consider the measure 7,09 under the coding map. A measure of the form 7,0 is called a
Bernoulli measure. Note that by replacing E by supp(v), we may always assume that supp(v) = E.

Definition 10.1. A measure o on R™ will be called measures of Type 1 if it equals a Bernoulli
measure on R (defined as above) such that supp(«a) is not a singleton set.

Note that some interesting measures of Type I include Lebesgue measures on bounded subsets
of lines or hyperplanes in R™.

10.2. Proof of Theorem 1.12. Assume the notation as in sub-section 10.1. We fix a fractal
and a measure v on E, such that supp(v) = E.
Now, for each element e € F, define

e_loe_l —10—1 .
(48) Je = <<p m/n> ) (pe 06 v >> .
Pe

Identifying elements e € E with g, € GG, we may assume that £ C G, hence v is a measure on G.
The main goal of this part of the paper is to prove Theorems 1.12 and 1.7.

Proof of Theorem 1.12. Claim that by Breinman’s law of large numbers, Theorem 1.1 and Theorem
1.7, we have that for v®N almost every b € GV,

N
1
(49) N E Oby..byz = Hx
p=1

as N — oo. To see this, we use the following form of Breiman’s law of large numbers:

Corollary 10.2 ([5], Cor. 3.4). LetY be a compact metrizable topological space carrying a con-
tinuous action of the locally compact second countable group H. Suppose v is a probability measure
on H. Then, for any y in'Y and for vN-almost any (bp)pen, we have that any weak limit of

1 N
N Z 5bp71---b1y
p=1

18 v-stationary.
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We apply corollary 10.2 to the compact space Y = X U {oco} (the one point compactification of
X), with H = G acting usually on X and trivially on co. Using Corollary 10.2, we have for v®N
almost every b € G, any weak limit of LHS of (49) is v-stationary. Thus the same holds for LHS
of (49). Now, by Theorem 1.7, we have that for v®N almost every b € GV, the image of any weak
limit of LHS of (49) under 7, equals pys. Thus Theorem 1.1 implies (49).

We will now apply Thm. 9.3 with H = G, 'y =T and X = X and U = v. The point y equals
x € X', which satisfies the hypothesis of Theorem 9.3 due to (49).

Let K C O(d) be the closure of the subgroup generated by (O;1).cp where

- O,
oe_< Iﬂ).

Note that A, the subgroup of G generated by E is contained in the set

t
{Ke © o—mt/n ] > ,fu} :teR,0€0(m),v E]R””"}.

Let x : A — K be defined as

(% )] = (7).

Note that the action of A on X is mixing (see for e.g. [18]), and hence also weak mixing. Moreover,
the action of A on (K, mg) (via k) is ergodic since x(A) is dense in K. This implies(see [[26], Prop.
2.2]) that the product action of A on X x K is ergodic. Let Y = RxR™*" and f : EZ — R x R™*"

be given by
1ty = (=108, (")),

Then by Theorem 9.3, we have that for v%-a.e. (b,) € EZ

1

N
(50) =S 00, by ) f(rne) M @i ® o).
p=1

Note that for any b € EN, we have

(51) 0t ) min: <77E)b)>]x — Oy .. Oy (L, <”(Té(b))>]bj bz

Define ¢ : X x K XxRxR™™™ — R as (z, k, t,&) — t. Fix ¢ € C.(X). Define ® : X x K x Rx R™*"
as

0

(I)($, k,t, f) = . ¢(alk7_1[lm+m £]$) dmR(l)
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Clearly ® is continuous and ® € Loo (X x K X R x R™" yixy @ mp @ fo(v®%)). Thus, we have for
any sequence b = (bp)pez (with b = (b,)pen) satisfying (50)

(o) (L. w00)

0
:/ d(ark™ [Ingn, €lz) dldpy @ my ® f.(v%7) (2, k,t,€)
XxKxRxRmtn J]l=—¢t

-/ Bl kt, ) dpxe © mi @ Fo(v59) (z, k. 1,6)
X><K><R><R7”+"

=(s0) lim _Z<1> bz, k(b ... b)), F(TI(D)))

N—>oo N
N 0 .
g L 5 5 n(T? () \ 1,
= ]\}E)noo Z/l g ¢(al0b1 ... Obj [Im+m ( 0 ]b] ... bll‘) dmR(l)
N 0
.1 n(b)
=(51) ]\}gllOONZ/l e <Z5(aza_(10gp,,j+...+1ogp,,1)[Im+m< 0 >]x) dmg (1)

o 1 v (8) n(b) 1Y .
= lim (W/z ¢(al[Im+n,< 0 )]az) dmR(l)> (NZq/}(bj...blx,n(bj...bl),f(T’(b)))

=0

i ()
0 (&l&ﬁ [ ottt (" )10 dmRa))

X (/ (2, k,t, ) dux @ mg @ f (V%) (x, k, t,€)>
X x KxRxRm+n

- <N“310 o [ ottt ("1 dmR<z>> ([ o).

Since this holds for all ¢ € C.(X), we get that

1 tn (b)
lim —— / 0 = lx-
N—oo tN(b) 1=0 alImin,: <T,(0b)>]m

Since tn(b) — oo and the gaps ty+1(b) — tn(b) (N € N) are bounded, it follows that
1 T

lim — 0 = lx-
T—oo T 1=0 al[lerJrn,(nE)b))}x

This proves the Theorem. O

11. DIOPHANTINE APPROXIMATION

In this section, we will study inhomogeneous Diophantine properties of (A,b), when the Dio-
phantine properties of A are known and b varies in a fractal.

Definition 11.1. Define a map u : Myxn(R) — SL ., (R) as

w(A) = <Im }i) .
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11.1. Type 2 Measures. Following [1] and [29], we define constraining pencils. Let P < G’ be
the parabolic group given by

(52) P={geG: lim aiga_,; exists}
t—00
and note that we may identify P\G ~ Gr(m,m + n).

Definition 11.2. For an integer 7 < m and a proper subspace W C R”*" the pencil Py, is given
by:

Pw,r ={V € Gr(m,m +n) : dim(V NW) > r}.

r — m °

The pencil is constraining if dimT(W) < mTJr" and weakly constraining if
Definition 11.3. A partial flag subvariety of P\G (for {a:}) is a subvariety of the form PHg

where H < G is a reductive group containing {a;} and where g € G.

A measure § on M, x,,(R) is said to be a Type 2 measure if it equals the pushforward of Lebesgue
measure on [0, 1] under an analytic map ¢ : [0,1] — R™, such that the image of u o ¢ in P\G is
not contained in a weakly constraining pencil or in a partial flag subvariety.

Remark 11.4. In case m = 1, the above conditions for ¢ : [0, 1] = M, xn(R) translate to the image
of v not being contained in any affine hyperplane.

Theorem 11.5 ([29], Thm. 1.10). For 8 a measure of Type 2, the following holds: for any x € X’
and for B-a.e. A € My, xn(R), we have u(A)x is Birkhoff generic.

11.2. Type 3 Measures. Following [28], we define an algebraic similarity of My,x,(R) to be a
map of the form A — pO;AO; + B, where O; € O(m), Oz € O(n), p > 0 and B € M;,,xn(R). If
m = 1 or n = 1, then every similarity is algebraic. An algebraic similarity IFS is a continuously
varying family of algebraic similarities of M;,x,(R). It will be called irreducible if it does not leave
invariant any proper affine subspace of M, x,(R) = R™". It will be called compact if the set E of
algebraic similarities is a compact set and ® = (@¢)ccp is continuously varying family of algebraic
similarities of My, xn(R).

A measure p € Prob(E) is called contracting on average if

/ log |4 du(e) < O,

where ||@L| denotes the scaling constant of the similarity ¢. which is equal to the norm of the
derivative ¢/, at any point of R%. If y is contracting on average, then by the ergodic theorem
¢4 ]| = 0 exponentially fast for S-a.e. b € B. In this case, the limit

P

(53) n(b) = lim ¢y (),

converges a.e. b € EN and for any fixed ag € My,xn(R), thereby defining a measure-preserving map
7 (BN, 1®) = (R . (v)®N). Note that the definition of 7 is independent of the choice of ay.

Definition 11.6. Let ® be an irreducible compact algebraic similarity IFS on M,,«,(R) and fix
v € Prob(E), contracting on average, such that supp(v) = E. Then the Bernoulli measure 7, (v)®N
consists of Type 3 measures. In addition, if there exists e € E such that ¢.(0) = 0 then we will call
it a measure of Type 3.

Theorem 11.7 ([28], Thm. 8.11). For v a measure of Type 3, the following holds: for v-a.e.
A € My xn(R), we have u(A)x is Birkhoff generic.
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Let ® be an irreducible compact algebraic similarity IFS on M,,x,(R) and fix v € Prob(E),
contracting on average, such that supp(v) = E. Assume that for some e € E, we have ¢.(0) = 0.
Let v = n.(v)®N. Suppose for all e € E, we have

$e(A) = peO.AO., + Be.
Define for all e € F, the element g. € G’ as

(pe—n/m—l—noe_l _pe—n/m+nOe_136)

Je = p;n/m—l—noé

Identifying e with g., we may assume that £ C G’. Then v can be treated as a measure on G.
It was proved in [[28], Section 10.1] that the Zariski closure of the closed subgroup generated by
supp(p) contains the group u(M,,x,(R)). Also, it is easy to see that

-1 -1 —n/m+n

The map (b,), — limp 00 @, © ... 0 ¢p, (0) therefore equals . Thus, the conditions of [[25], Thm
1.11] are satisfied and it yields the following result in our special case:

! ! . 0)).
Oy, --- Oy, (o, - - - Pbl)_"/m+nfn> w(¢p, 0. . .opp, (0))

Theorem 11.8. Fiz vy a measure of Type 3’. Then, for any x € X’ and for v-a.e. A € Mp,xn(R),
we have

1 T
T/O 5atu(A)m — KGT o

where G'.z denote the closure of G' orbit of x. Note that by Ratner’s Theorem, we know that G'.x
is a homogeneous space for any x € X. The measure g, denotes the homogeneous probability
measure on G'.x.

11.3. Proof of Theorem 1.16.

Proof of Theorem 1.16. Let M = {A € My,,xn(R) : u(A)I” is Birkhoff generic}. Clearly, by Theo-
rems 11.5 and 11.7, we have that M gets full measure with respect to each measure of Type 2 and
Type 3.

Also, it is clear that if for some A we have Generica(m x n) # (), then we have for b €
Genericg(m x n) ,

1 T
(54) T/o Oy u(A),) —F M

where b € R™t" equals <8> Applying the map 7, to (54), we get that u(A)I" is Birkhoff generic,

i.e, A € M. This proves the last claim.

Fix A € M. The fact that a(Generica(m x n)) = 1 for all measures of Type 1 follows from
Theorem 1.12. Now using the Dani correspondence, we get from a(Generica(m x n)) = 1, that
a(Badg(m x n)) = a(Dirichlet 4 (m x n)) = 0. This proves the Theorem. O

11.4. Proof of Theorem 1.21.

Proof of Theorem 1.21. Fix v a measure of Type 8 and let b € R™. Let b= <8

that b ¢ Q™. Let b = (8) Then, by Theorem 11.8 we get that for y-a.e. A € M;,xn(R), the

> . Firstly, assume

element [u(A), )T is Birkhoff generic. Thus, v(Generic’(m x n)) = 1. By Dani’s correspondence,
we get that v(Bad®(m x n)) = ~(Dirichlet®(m x n)) = 0.



32

GAURAV AGGARWAL AND ANISH GHOSH

Now, assume that b € Q™. Again, using Theorem 11.8 we get that for y-a.e. A € Mp,xn(R), the

closure of set as[u(A), DT is G'.[Inin, §. Again, by Dani’s correspondence, we get that v(Bad®(m x
n)) = ~(Dirichlet’(m x n)) = 0. O

29]
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