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ASYMPTOTICS OF INTEGRAL POINTS, EQUIVARIANT
COMPACTIFICATIONS AND EQUIDISTRIBUTIONS FOR HOMOGENEOUS
SPACES

RUNLIN ZHANG

ABSTRACT. Let U be a homogeneous variety over Q of a linear algebraic group. Let U be an integral
model and assume the existence of infinitely many integral points. Then one would like to give an
asymptotic count with the help of some height function. In many cases, with the help of measure
rigidity of unipotent flows, we reduce this problem to one on equivariant birational geometry. For
instance, we show that if G and H are both connected, semisimple, simply connected and without
compact factors, then G/H is strongly Hardy-Littlewood with respect to certain height function.
We also show that when H is “large” in G and both G and H are connected, reductive and without
non-trivial Q-characters, then for every equivariant height, the asymptotic of integral points is the
same as the volume asymptotic up to a constant. Three concrete examples with explicit heights are
also provided to illustrate our approach.
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Given a set of polynomials with integral coefficients, it is natural to ask whether solutions exist and
when they do, whether the number of solutions is finite or infinite. And when there are infinitely many
solutions, can one count them with the help of some height function? These problems are sometimes

referred to as Diophantine problems and, depending on the situations, could be extremely difficult.

In this paper we consider the special case when the equations have rich symmetries: their complex

solutions allow a transitive action of some linear algebraic group. There are many works on when

an

integral solution exist in this context (see [BR95, CTX09, EV08] for a small sample of researches).
Assuming that integral solutions do exist, the question remained is to count them and we are mainly
interested in the case when there are infinitely many solutions. It turns out that the set of integral
solutions has a nice structure: it is preserved by the action of an arithmetic subgroup and decomposes
into finitely many orbits. Thus, the task of counting integral solutions reduces to counting the orbits of
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an arithmetic group. It was observed by [DRS93] that such a question is related to equidistribution of
homogeneous measures on a special type of homogeneous spaces: arithmetic quotients of real points of
a linear algebraic groups. Ergodic theoretic methods then kick in and solve the problem in many cases
[EM93, EMS96]. It is also realized that the height function one use to count the solutions matters.

The purpose of the present paper is to continue the approach of [EMS96, Zha21] via unipotent flows
and reduces the counting problem in many cases to geometric questions about the height function.
In the remaining part of this introduction, we will present some theorems as well as problems one
encounters in this process.

As far as counting integral points on homogeneous varieties is concerned, there are many existing
works. Besides those already mentioned, some relevant works are [Sha00, HT03, Mau07, GOS09, BO12,
GN12, CLT12, MG14, OS14, KK18, SZ19, Zhal9], touching on different aspects of the question.

1.1. Hardy—Littlewood varieties. The notion of strongly Hardy-Littlewood varieties are intro-
duced in [BR95] (compare [Bir62]) for affine varieties. Such varieties are defined by certain nice
local-to-global properties. To simplify some discussions, we specialize to the case when U is isomor-
phic to G/H for some semisimple linear algebraic group G together with a semisimple Q-subgroup H.
In particular, we assume that U(Q) # 0.

1.1.1. Integral points. Let U be an affine homogeneous variety over Q. Let U(Ag) be the topological
space of adelic points. Given an open compact subset By C U(Ag,s) of finite adeles and a connected
component By, of U(R), one define the set of HB-integral points Ugk(Z) to be the intersection of
P = By, x By with the diagonal embedding to U(Q) in the set of adeles.

1.1.2. Tamagawa measures. Let w be a non-vanishing top-degree differential form on U over Q. It is
actually G-invariant and induces measures w, on each U(Q,) (Qs := R) and, in fact, the products
over finite p’s induce a measure wy on U(Ag, ¢). By the product formula and the triviality of global
regular functions on U, the measure wy ® ws is independent of the choice of w.

1.1.3. The definition. Let | : U(R) — Rsq be a proper function and
Bgr :={x € UR), l(z) < R}.

We say that U is a strongly Hardy-Littlewood variety (with respect to ) if for any choice of & as
above,

. #Ug(Z)N Bgr
1im

=1
R—o0 wf(Bf) . woo(BR)

In [BR95], ! is induced from an embedding of U into some affine space A".

1.1.4. Theorems. Now, assume further that G and H are both connected and simply connected. Also
assume that the real points of every non-trivial Q-factor of G is non-compact. Note that we have
assumed U(Q) # (. The following is [BR95, Theorem 0.3]:

Theorem 1.1. Assume that for any congruence subgroup T' C G(Q) and any rational point x € U(Q),
one has

lim #I'.x N Bg _ Vol(H,(R)/H,(R) N T) (1)
R—00 Weo (Br) NG(R).x Vol(G(R)/T)
where H, denotes the stabilizer of x in G and volumes are induced from compatible choices of Haar
measures on G(R), H,(R) and G(R)/H,(R). Then U is strongly Hardy-Littlewood with respect to I.

We remark that if IV C T is a finite-index subgroup, then the truth of Equa.(1) for IV implies
Equa.(1) for . Equa.(1) has been verified in many cases. For instance, when H is maximal in a
semisimple G without compact Q-factors, all “algebraic height functions” [ would work. What is
proved in this paper (See Section 6.8) is that

Theorem 1.2. Assumptions same as above. There exists | such that Equa.(1) holds. In particular,
U s always strongly Hardy-Littlewood for some .

Already when G = SL,, and H = SL,,, x... x SL,,, with > n; < n, this seems unknown before.
Generalizations can be obtained by combining Theorem 6.43 with [WX16].



1.2. Manin conjecture for a pair. In the previous section, there is no emphasis on which height
function [ one should use.

In the context of integral points in projective varieties, roughly speaking, Manin conjecture makes
prediction on the asymptotics of integral points with respect to heights associated to the anti-canonical
bundle. In the case of a pair, one should replace the anti-canonical line bundle by the log anti-canonical
line bundle.

1.2.1. Log anti-canonical line bundles. Let X be a G-equivariant compactification of U = G/H and
D := X\ U be the boundary. We assume that X is smooth and D is a simple normal crossing divisor.
Let Kx be the canonical line bundle. Then (Kx ® Ox(D))Y is called the log anti-canonical line bundle.

1.2.2. Heights. Without loss of generality, we only consider the height at infinity here (see Remark
2.4). Let D = ) ., Da be the decomposition of D into absolutely irreducible components. Let
L :=> \,D, with A, > 0 for all @« € &/. View the line bundle Ox (L) over R in the category of
smooth manifolds and equip it with a smooth metric ||-||. Let 1, be the canonical section of Ox (L)
and define for € U(R),

Hi(z) := [[1e ()] "

Points of height bounded by a fixed number is a compact subset of U(R).

1.2.3. Volume. Let D' := " d,D, be a divisor supported on D. We do not require D’ to be effective
or d, > 0, so 1p/ is only a rational section that is regular on U. Let Kx(D’) := Kx ® Ox (D).
Assume that Kx(D') (again, viewed in the category of smooth manifolds) is equipped with a smooth
metric ||-||, then a measure, denoted as Vol, on U(R) is locally defined by

Vol = Jl

= —————, for any non-vanishing local volume form w.
lwe 1p||

1.2.4. Haar measure. In the homogeneous setting, a natural choice of measure is the G(R)-invariant
Haar measure. For this we assume the existence of a non-zero G-invariant top-degree differential form
on U. Let wg be such a form and let mg, g be the measure on U(R) induced form it, then mg /g
is G(R) invariant. Let D’ := —div(wp), then 1p/ is identified with wy, the unique rational section
of Ox(D’) & K¥ (the dual of Kx) such that the natural pairing between wy and wy is the constant
function 1. Now define a smooth metric on Kx (D') by imposing ||(wo ® wy)(z)|| = 1 for every x. Then
the Vol from the last subsection coincides with mq /55 here.

1.2.5. The prediction. Fix an integral model X of X and D of D. Then U := X \ D is an integral
model of U. Or more generally, one can take U(Z) := Ug(Z) as above.

Let (Do )a’cerr be consisting of connected components of D, (R) as « varies in /. The analytic
Clemens complex 43", elements of which consist of connected components of non-empty intersection
of D,/’s, encodes the intersection patterns among boundary divisors.

Depending on the integral model, let 3", be the modified analytic Clemens complex consisting of
faces ' € 6" with

(ﬂ Da> Nl U GRex| #0.
a€F zeU(Z)
That is to say, we only take closures of connected components of U(R) where there exist at least one
integral point. Let Eg(U) be the abelian group of invertible functions on U modulo constant functions
Q* and
b := max {rk Picg(U) — rk Eg(U) 4 #F | F is a maximal face of 637

When G is semisimple and simply connected and H'(Q, H) is trivial, the modified analytic Clemens
complex coincide with the usual one. But in general, they could be different (see [Wil22]).

Here is a natural question inspired by Manin conjecture.

Question 1.3. Let Ht be a height function associated with a log anti-canonical divisor. Assume
U(Z) # 0. Does there exist a positive number ¢ > 0 such that

#{x cU(Z) | Ht(z) < R} ~ cR(log R)*~!
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as R — 4o00?
Here is what we can do on the positive side (combine Theorem 6.27, Lemma 5.2 and Theorem 2.13).

Theorem 1.4. Assume the following:

e G and H are connected and reductive, and both have no non-trivial Q-characters;
e the identity component of the centralizer of H in G is contained in H;
e the projection of H to the compact Q-factor of G is surjective.

Then the log anti-canonical divisor is big and Question 1.3 admits a positive answer.
Note that under the assumptions made in the theorem, rk Picg(U) = rk Eg(U) = 0.

1.3. Weighted counting. In this subsection, we assume that G is semisimple without compact Q-
simple factors and H is reductive and connected. However, as opposed to previous discussions, we
are mainly interested in the case when H(R)I'/T' has infinite volume. In this case, the number of
integral points of bounded height is no longer expected to be asymptotic to the volume. To remedy
the situation, we consider weighted versions of the counting problem.

We also assume Zg (H)® is contained in H throughout this subsection. First we discuss an analogue
of Theorem 1.2. Let wy be an invariant measure on U(R) induced from some invariant gauge form.

Theorem 1.5. There exists a height function Ht as constructed in Section 1.2 such that for every
x € U(Q) and every arithmetic lattice T' of G, one has

Z Wy ~ Woo(BR,z)
yel.2NBR,»
where Br , := {y € G(R)°.z, Ht(y) < R}.

See Theorem 6.26. For a more general height, our result would be much weaker. Let (X,D) be a
smooth G-pair over Q such that U is G-equivariantly isomorphic to X\ D. Let Ht be associated with
some divisor whose support is equal to D. Let G := G(R)°, H, := H;(R) N G and assume that T is
contained in G.

Let

v := max {#F | F is a maximal face of ¢g%,

The following will be proved in Theorem 6.27.

Theorem 1.6. Let v be a non-negative compactly supported function whose support is large enough.
For x € U(Q), define

W, 1= Z <’¢, h*m[HT(R)opil.
h€Hg /Hy (R)°
Then there exists ¢ > 0 such that
w, ~c- R(log R)" 1.
z€U(Z),Ht(z)<R

1.4. Examples. We provide three examples of different flavours. The first two examples are spherical
varieties but the third one is not.

1.4.1. Ezample I. Let (Q1,Q?) and (Q2, Q%) be two quadratic forms represented by symmetric matrices
Mg, for i = 1,2. Let Maty 2(Z) be the set of 4-by-2 matrices with integral coefficients and
U(Z) == {M € Maty»(Z) | M"Mg,M = Mg, }.

satisfying:

e Both (Q1,R?) and (Q,R*) are split. And (Q;,Q?) is Q-anisotropic;

e U(Z) is non-empty.
Hence we can find (Q}, Q?) such that (Q2, Q%) is isomorphic to (Q1,Q?)® (Q}, Q?). We further assume
that

e the orthogonal group of (Q1,Q?) is not isomorphic to the orthogonal group of (Q},Q?) as
linear algebraic groups over Q.



Let ||-|| denote the Euclidean norm of a matrix.
Theorem 1.7. As R tends to infinity, there exists some constant ¢ > 0 such that
#{M cU(Z), |M| < R} ~ cR?logR.
See Theorem 7.1 for more details.

1.4.2. Ezample II. Let A(n, 1) denote the set of splittings of Z"*! as a direct sum of two subgroups,
one of which has rank n. Each element of A(n,1) can be associated with (v, M) where v € Z"*! is
an integral vector and M is an element in A"Z"T1. Moreover, v, M are unique up to sign. Below |||
denotes the natural Euclidean norm.

Theorem 1.8. For two positive integers A1, Aa, we have
n+1
A A (SVIPYI R IOg(R), /\1 = )\2
#{[(v, M)] € A(n, 1), [lo]|™ [M]|™* < R} ~ __ng
Cx1,A2 ° RmintirAsy ) A 7& A2
for some cx, 5, > 0.
See Theorem 8.1 below for details.

1.4.3. Ezample III. The third example concerns with the space of triangles. Let M3(Z) denote the
set of three ordered linearly independent lines in Q3. For an element (1;,12,13) € M3(Z), we take v;
to be a non-zero vector on 1;. Here are two ways to measure the “height” of such an element:

2
Htq (11, 1p,13) == L ]lvi]
T [vi Ava| [[vi Avs| [[va Avs]

vi Aval v A vl [va Avs]®
- 3
(LT [[vill) - [[ve Ava A vl

Theorem 1.9. Let k1,k2 > 0 and Ht(x) := Hty(x)" Hta(x)"2 for x € M3(R). Then for some
constant ¢, x, > 0,

Htg(ll, 127 13) :

Ck1,ka2 'R%fifl ~10g(R) K1 = K2
Z Wa ™~ R,§ max{r] k5 1}
{xeMs(2) | He(a) <R} Criz " AL2 w1 7 Ko
See Theorem 9.1 below for more details.
1.5. Outline of the proof and future directions.

1.5.1. Outline of the proof. Let me explain what goes into the proof.

First, it is known that if U admits transitive action of a linear algebraic group, then its set of
integral points admits an action of some arithmetic subgroup and furthermore, there are only finitely
many orbits (see Theorem 2.3).

So now one should count points on a fixed orbit, say I'.z. It is discovered in [DRS93] that a
folding /unfolding argument transforms this orbital counting problem into an equidistribution problem.
We elaborate on this in Section 3.

This equidistribution problem is about limiting behaviour of certain average of translates of a fixed
homogeneous measure, which looks like:

1

Vol(Br) <IN Vol([g]).
Vol(Bg..) /[9163&19 w, ®)r/r Vol([g])

Here H, is the stabilizer of z in G, Vol refers to certain natural measure on G(R)/H,(R) and Bg ,
are those co-sets gH, (R) satisfying Ht(g.z) < R.

The study of the limiting behaviors of the integrand in the above expression is the subject of
[EMS96] and [Zha21]. Perhaps the most crucial input behind these works is the classification of
unipotent-invariant ergodic probability measures due to Ratner [Ra9l].

Theorems from [EMS96, Zha21] are most useful when H (and hence H,) is large in G. When this
is not the case, one may do the centralizer trick by considering, for instance, G x Z/H - A(Z) where Z
is contained in the centralizer of H in G. This trick works better when H is connected and reductive.
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Anyway, assume H is large in G in some sense, then one can try to analyze the possible limiting
measures of (g.mg, (r)r/r) as g varies. Preferably, the limiting behaviours are controlled by finitely
many vectors in finitely many linear representations. Or as a weaker goal, explain the failure of tending
to the full G-invariant Haar measure by finitely many conditions. Then one can try interpreting these
conditions in the language of algebraic varieties and their closed subvarieties, and finally, by resolution
of a pair, into language of smooth projective varieties and their simple normal crossing divisors. The
reader might jump ahead to Section 5 for more rigorous discussions.

Once this is done, the equidistribution theorem of [CLT12] becomes very useful. When applying
[CLT12], it is crucial to have some knowledge about the log anti-canonical divisor. Under some
(necessary) conditions, we show that its support is the full boundary (see Theorem 2.13 and 2.14).

1.5.2. What remains to be done? We list some questions that are related to the discussion of the
current paper. Of course, one natural task is to verify the log Manin conjecture recently proposed by
[San23]. Here we are a bit more specific.

Let U be a homogeneous variety over Q isomorphic to G/H. Assume U(Q) # 0. For z € U(Q),
we let H,, be the stabilizer of z in G. Let G := G(R)° and H, := H,(R) N G. Let I" be an arithmetic
subgroup contained in G. We let my, ), mig) and mg g, to denote invariant measures (so we need
to assume that they exists) on H,I'/T", G/T" and G/H, respectively. We require these measures to be
compatible. Namely, if my;, and mq are the corresponding invariant measures on H, and G respectively
that induce myy,) and mg), then for every compactly supported function f on G, one has

/ ( ] stammn <h>) mom, (o)) = [ F(e)me(z)

1.5.3. Finite-volume case. Assume that G and H are both connected. Assume all the non-trivial Q-
factors of G are non-compact over R. The case when H is not connected is less understood. Assume
further that G and H has no non-trivial Q-characters. Equivalently, G(R)/I" and H(R)I'/T have finite
volume.

We expect that there exists a class of good heights (or, good boundary divisors) such that

|mps, |
|m[G]|

for every x € U(Q) and every arithmetic lattice I’ (of course, it is sufficient to verify this for some
finite-index subgroup of T").

#{y e e [Hi(y) < R} ~ -mg/u, ({y € Gz [ Hi(y) < R}) (2)

Question 1.10. Assume that H is large in G and all the invariant measures exist. Let (X, D) be
a smooth G-pair over Q with X \ D equivariantly isomorphic to U. Is Equa.(2) true for the log
anti-canonical height on (X,D)?

Being large does not have a precise definition. For instance, one may say that H is large in G if
one of the following is true:

1. G is semisimple and G/H is a spherical variety;
2. G and H are reductive and the identity component of the centralizer of H in G is contained
in H.

1.5.4. Infinite-volume case. Assume that G is connected, semisimple and all Q-simple factors are non-
compact. Assume H is connected, reductive and has non-trivial Q-characters. In this case, we no
longer expect the asymptotic of integers is the same as the volume asymptotic on G/H. However, we
do have a replacement of the volume asymptotic.

Recall Z711?* is the collection of maximal parabolic Q-subgroups containing H. For each P € %%,
we fix an integral vector! vp € AYMPg that lifts the Lie algebra of P. Let Ht be a height function on
U(R) and let € U(Q). Let H/, be the largest connected Q-subgroup of H,, where all the Q-characters
of H vanish. For 1, R > 0, define the following region

Bk = {lg] € G/H, | Ht(g.x) < R, |Ad(g)ve] > n, VP € 25}

We expect that in good situations, the asymptotic of mg/u: (B, R.z) a8 R — +o0 is independent of 7.

1Implicitly, an integral structure gz of g is fixed.



Question 1.11. Fiz n > 0. For what height functions does
1

|mq|

#{yeT.z|Ht(y) < R} ~ ~mg/u (Byra) as R — 400

hold for every x € U(Q) and every arithmetic subgroup T'?
Question 1.12. Given n > 0, what is the asymptotic of mg/u, (By R.x)?

In the case of Example III (Section 1.4.3) discussed above, it seems that mq g, (By r.«) can be
expressed in terms of the norms of sections of certain line bundles.

NOTATIONS

For an algebraic group G over a field k, let the gothic letter g denote its Lie algebra over k. When the
notation looks cumbersome, we also use Lie(G). Let X*(G) (resp. X}(G)) be the group of characters
(resp. k-characters) of G. Similarly X¥ is the group of cocharacters over k. Following [BS73], we let

°G = ﬂ ker o.
a€X;(G)

Let Sg be the quotient Q-split torus G/°G and p*®! be the natural quotient morphism G — Sg.
Assume G to be a connected linear algebraic group and let R, (G) be its unipotent radical, then
G is equal to

G X Ry(G) = (G™ - Z(Q)) X Ry(G) = (G- G™ - Z(G)* - Z(G)*™') x Ry(G)

where G™ is a connected reductive Q-subgroup (called a Levi subgroup) lifting G/Ry(G), G* =
[Gred, Gwd} is a connected semisimple Q-subgroup, Z(G) is the identity component of the center of
G (called the central torus), G is the product of Q-simple factors of G* that are R-anisotropic,
G"¢ is the product of Q-simple factors of G* that are R-isotropic. A Q-torus T can be written
uniquely as an almost direct product of T*" - T%! a Q-anisotropic subtorus and a Q-split subtorus.
This explains the notation Z(G)*" and Z(G)**! above.

Let Ag denote the topological adelic ring of the field of rational numbers Q. Galg denotes the
Galois group of the extension Q/Q.

We say that (X, D) is a G-pair over Q if X is a projective variety over Q, D is a closed subvariety
over Q and X is equipped with the action of G such that D is preserved under this action. A pair
(X, D) is said to be a smooth pair over Q if X is a smooth projective variety over Q and D is a
simple/strict normal crossing divisor over Q.

For locally finite measures (v,) and v on a locally compact second countable Hausdorff space X,
following [SZ19], we say that [v,] converges to [v] and write lim,,—,[v] = [V] if there exists (a,) C Rsg
such that lim,,_, o a,v, = v under the weak-* topology.

2. ARITHMETIC AND GEOMETRY OF EQUIVARIANT COMPACTIFICATIONS

For this section we further assume the following notations:

X is a smooth projective variety over Q of dimension d;

e D C X is a reduced simple normal crossing divisor over Q and U is the complement of D in
X

(Da)acw are the irreducible components of D over the algebraic closure Q. This set and its
index set &/ are equipped with an action of Galg;

G is a linear algebraic group over Q and H is a Q-subgroup of G.

2.1. Integral points, adelic heights and orbits of arithmetic groups.
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2.1.1. Integral points. Let Val be the set of valuations on Q up to equivalence, identified with the set
of prime numbers and the Archimedean place {oco}. By convention Qu := R. Let Val; denote only
the set of finite primes. For a finite set S C Valy, let Zg denote the set of rational numbers that are
integral outside S.

Consider the space of adelic points given by certain restricted product

Ulhg) =[]

U@ X U®)

equipped with adelic topology (see [Conl2] for details). Let %} be a non-empty open compact subset
in Hpe\/alf U(Qp). More concretely, there exists a finite set S C Valy and a smooth model (X, D) of

(XéD) over Spec Zg such that 7 = Kg X ][+ 5 K) for some open compact subset Kg C [[,cs U(Qp)
an

Kp = (X\D)(Zp), Vp¢Ss. (3)

For # = X} x K where K, is a union of some connected components of U(R), define

Uy (Z) = X(Q) () H#f % Koo

This adelic point of view contains the classical case of taking the integral points of some integral model
as a special case.

2.1.2. Adelic heights. As a reference, see [CLT10].
Let (L, s) be a line bundle over X together with a global section s € I'(X, L). An adelic metric
([[ll,,))pevar is the following:

1. for each p € Val, the [|-[|, is a smooth metric on the analytic line bundle £(Qj) over the
analytic manifold X(Q,);

2. there exist a finite set S C Valy and a smooth model £ — X over SpecZg such that [-[|,, is
defined by

[s(@)ll, <1 < s(z) €L (4)
where z € X(Q,) and = € X(Z,) is a lift of .

By saying that a metric ||-[|, is smooth, we mean that for every nonzero local section s, the map
z — |s(z)l, is a smooth function on the locus where s does not vanish. For simplicity, L together
with this adelic metric is called an adelic line bundle.

If L = Ox (L) for some effective divisor L and sg, is the canonical section, then for some finite set
S,

IsL(@)ll, =1, Vp¢S, z€ K, (5)
Indeed, since sy, is a local generator of L over Q, it is also a local generator of £ over Zg for some

finite S. Take S larger such that Equa.(4) also holds. Then Equa.(5) follows from Equa.(4) above.
Assume that the support of L is contained in D. We define an adelic height function on U(Ag) by

—1

He ((2p) = | JT lse(@)l,

pEVal
Now we choose a finite S C Valy large enough such that Equa.(3, 4, 5) hold. Moreover, the integral
models X appearing in Equa.(3) and (4) coincide over Zg. Then
-1

He () = | Ise(@)lloe - [T Isu(@p)ll, | Ve ez

peS

A great advantage of adelic height is that, by the product formula, this height is independent of the
choice of sections.
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2.1.3. Orbits of arithmetic subgroups. Keep the finite set S C Val; from the last subsection. Assume
that X is a G-equivariant compactification of G/H and D is the complement of G/H. Let ¢ and an
adelic line bundle (L, (||'Hp)peva1) be given as above. By enlarging S, we assume further that we have
a smooth model G of G over Zg and that the action G x U — U over Q extends to G x U — U over
Zs. Note the following:

Lemma 2.1. For p € Valy, the subgroup

staba(1,) = {9 € G(Qy) | Istll,.. = el . Vo € K, |
contains an open, compact subgroup of G(Q,).

Proof. Indeed, the function = + |[[sr(z)|, is smooth and hence locally constant on U(Q,) and in
particular on K,. By compactness and the totally disconnectedness of p-adic topology, we can cover
K, by disjoint open sets such that [[sg,(z)|, is constant on each open set. By choosing a small enough
open compact subgroup K C G(Q,), we can guarantee that each open subset is K-stable. Such a K
is thus contained in Stabg([-[|,), proving the claim. O

Let
__ Jan open, compact subgroup of Stabg(|[,), p€S
9@, pés,

and

r=G@Qn [[ I

pEValy
Lemma 2.2. TheT defined above is an arithmetic subgroup of G(Q) that preserves U (Z). Moreover,
Ht,(x) = Ht,(v.2p), Vp € Valy, © = (zp) € Uy (Z), y€T
where Ht,(z) := [[sw(z,)|| "

The theorem below follows from [GMB13, Proposition 7.13, 7.14]. Special cases can be proved using
reduction theory (see [Borl9, Remark 6.4]).

Theorem 2.3. There are only finitely many I'-orbits on U 4 (Z).

We sketch a proof following [WX16] assuming H is connected for the sake of completeness.

Sketch of proof assuming H to be connected. The conclusion is going to follow from a spreading-out
argument, finiteness of Shafarevich-Tate groups and finiteness of class numbers of linear algebraic
groups. We define
T~y = I'px =Ty, Vp e Valy
for two elements = = (z,) and y = (y,) in U (Z). Let [z]1oc denote the equivalence class containing
x. As a first step, we note that [z]jo¢ is finite (compare [BR95, Lemma 1.6.4]). Indeed, for p ¢ S, there
always exists 7, € I', such that y, = v,7, by Hensel’s lemma and Lang’s theorem on triviality of the
Galois cohomology group H'(F,H) for a finite field F' and connected H. So it remains to show that
for each p € S, K, N U(Q) is finite modulo the equivalence relation defined by « ~ y iff I').x =T',.y,
which follows from the finiteness of K,,/T,.
We define an equivalence relation ~g on U (Z) by

r~gy = GQ2 = GQ)w.

Then we show that for each z, the number of equivalence classes [x]x/ ~gq is finite. Indeed, by
inspecting the following commutative diagram

1 — HQ) —— G(Q) —— U(Q) ——— HY(Q,H)

| | | |

1 —— H(AQ) — G(AQ) — U(AQ) E— HpEValf Hl(QP’H)’
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we have an injection
[2]10¢/ ~g— ker (Hl(Q, H) - HHl(QWH)) .
P

But the latter is finite (See [BS64, Theorem 7.1]).

For y € []ioc; let [Ylioc,0 = [%]ioc N [y]o denote the equivalence class containing y. As the final
step, we show that this is finite for every x € U (Z) and y € [z]ioc. For each z € [ylioc,g, we find
¢ € G(Q) and v, € [[T, such that z = ¢,y = v,y. Then the map

[y]loc,Q — H,(Q)\H, (Ag)/Hy(Ag) N H Ly
20 g1

is well-defined and injective. As the right hand side is finite (see [PRR23, Theorem 5.8] or [Bor63,
Theorem 5.1]), we are done.
O

Remark 2.4. In light of Lemma 2.2 and Theorem 2.3, it makes no difference to count with respect to
the adelic height or the height at infinity.

2.2. Invariant gauge forms. Assume that (X,D) is a smooth G-pair over Q with U = X \ D
isomorphic to G/H G-equivariantly. Let o € U(Q) denote the identity coset. Let Tx be the tangent
bundle of X, 7% be its dual and Kx := det(7%) be the canonical line bundle. Let (-,-) denote the
natural pairing between Tx and T and their wedge products.

An element g € G(C) acts on X(C) and hence on tangent vectors by (g,v) — g.v and differential
forms by (g,w) +— g*w. From the definition, one has that for every analytically open subset O C X(C),
weT(0,T%) and 9 € I'(0, Tx),

(w,0) g0 = (g°w, (g7 1))z, Y2 € g0, g € G(C).

Identify the fibre 7,(X) (resp. 7.7(X)) of the tangent (resp. cotangent) bundle at o with g/b (resp.
(g/h)*). The natural pairing on ((g/h)*,g/h) is then identified with that on (7 (X), 75(X)). Let Ag
(resp. Ayp) denote the determinant character of the adjoint action of G (resp. H) on g (resp. b), that
is, Ag(g) = det(Ad(g),g) and Ag(h) = det(Ad(h),h).

Since H stabilizes o, its actions on 7Tx and Ty induce actions on 7,(X) and 7.;*(X). These actions
are identified with the adjoint action of H on g/b and (g/h)* respectively. Therefore,

_ det(Ad(h),0) _ Aa(h)
det(Ad(h),h) Au(h)

det(hy, To(X)) = det(Ad(h), g/h)

and

det(h )", T (X)) = det(h, To(X)) ! = SH.

Define (Ag/H)_1 = A(_;lAH, an element of X¢) (H).
For a Q-character a of H, let £, be the GIT quotient of G x Spec Q[z] by the right action of H
defined by

(97 >‘) h= (gh70[(h)_1)\)
It is a G-linearized line bundle over G/H. On the other hand, given a G-linearized line bundle £

over G/H, the (left) action of H on the fibre of o gives a Q-character az of H. One can check the
following:

Lemma 2.5. Let £ be a G-linearized line bundle, then L= L, . In particular, Kg/u = L:A(—;l/ .
H

Lemma 2.6. Let x be a Q-character of H,
T(G/H, Ly) = {f € Q[G] | f(gh) = x"'(n)f(g), ¥(9,h) € G x H} .

By [KKV89, 2.2, 2.3], the non-vanishing global sections of Kq /i consist of G-eigenvectors. Com-
bined with the lemma above, we have
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Lemma 2.7. The non-vanishing global sections of Kg u consist of
I'(G/H,Kg/m)* = {f €Q[G] | f=Xx, 3A € Q%, x € X3(G) with x|u = Ag/m} -
Hence we may label, up to a scalar, non-vanishing global sections of Kg/u as wé/H with x ranging

over extensions of Agu to G. In particular, Kg g is trivial iff Ax extends to a Q-character on G.

If both Ag/u and x are trivial characters, we abbreviate wg/m = wé /H and call it an invariant

gauge form. One may wish to compare the discussions above with those in [Rag72, Chapter 1] or
[Wei82, Chapter 2].

Lemma 2.8. If Kg /g is trivial, then H is observable in G.

Proof. By Lemma 2.7, A;Il extends to a character § on G and take some non-zero vector vg in the
one dimensional representation where G acts by 3. Let Ng(H)” be the stabilizer of vy ® vz, where
vy € A Hg ig o Tift of b.

Then Ng(H)? is observable in G by definition. On the other hand, H is contained in Ng(H)?
as a normal subgroup and is hence observable in Ng(H)?. By the transitivity of observability, H is
observable in G. O

Remark 2.9. The converse is not true. For instance, if G := SL3 and H is generated by elements of
the form
t 1
=2 1
Then H is observable in G yet Ay is not extendable to G.

2.3. Boundary components of anti-canonical divisors. Assumptions as in the last subsection
and assume that Kqg, g is a trivial line bundle. Here we are interested in the anti-canonical divisor
- div(w’é/H) on X where x € X3(G) is a fixed extension of Ag/n.

Note that g naturally maps to I'(X, 7x), inducing

Ag — T(X, ATx) 2 T'(X, (Kx)*).
For v =v; A ... Avg € A, let Oy denote its image. Then for each v € Ag,
pv(T) = <wé/HaaV>ﬁL’

defines a rational function on X that is regular on U. Thus, to understand the boundary behaviour
of wg /u» it suffices to understand that of ¢y and 0.

Take a nonzero element 1, € A%(g/h)* — A9g*. So (wé/H) = ¢, 1y for some ¢, # 0.

Lemma 2.10. For g € G(C), ¢y (g.0) = cyx(9) - (15, Ad(g) " v).

Proof. This follows from a direct computation:

(W& b O)go = Xx(9) - ((971) "W 1 W) .o
= X(9) - (@& 1 (97 )+0v)o
=x(9)- <wé/HvaAd(g)*1v>o
= cxx(9) - (1, Ad(g)~'v)

0

2.3.1. Dual. To simplify the conclusion of Lemma 2.10, we use a dual operation.

Fix wy € A Gg* and wi € A Gg with (wi,we) = 1. For two positive integers | + I’ = dim G,
we have a natural linear isomorphism:
l/

Ng— Alg* = (Al g)*

visvY
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defined by
vAw=(v', Wi, Vwe g
Note that (v¥,w) = (v,w"). Furthermore,
(Ad(g)v)", w)wi = Ad(g)v Aw = Ad(g)(v A Ad(g)~'w)

= Ad(g) ((v", Ad(g~)w)wp)

= Ac(9)(v', Ad(g™")w)ws.
Thus, (Ad(g)v)Y = Ag(g) Ad*(g)vY. So we see that (-)V intertwines Ad and Ad* ®Ag, or equiva-
lently, Ad®@AG" and Ad*.

Now take a Q-vector vy lifting h such that vy = 1ly. Then we have
(1y, Ad(g)~'v) = (Ad*(g) vy, v) = Ac(g) {(Ad(g)vy) ", V)
= Acl(g) ™ (Ad(g)vy, vY).

Combined with Lemma 2.10 above,

Lemma 2.11. For g € G(C), py(g.0) = c,x(9)Ac(9) " (Ad(g)vy,vY).

2.3.2. The conclusion. For v € Alg and o € &7, we define integers d,, d¥, and d?"V by
—div(wg ) = D daDa, div(dy) == Y d¥Da, —div(py) = Y dZ¥Da.
acd acad acd
By the definition of ¢y, we have

—div(wg i) = divoy —div(py), or do =di +d5Y, Va e . (6)

Each D, has dimension smaller than d, one sees that d}, > 1 for every v and a. As a corollary of
Lemma 2.11 we have

Theorem 2.12. Let a € o7, x € U(C) and H,, be the stabilizer of x in G. Let (g,) be a sequence in
G(C) such that

(1) limy—yo0 gn- € Do (C)° and ‘X(gn)Ag(gn)_l‘ =1;
(2) (Ad(gn).vp,) is bounded away from 0.

Then d, > 1. If additionally
(3) (Ad(gn).vy,) diverges,
then do > 2.

Here D, (C)° denotes the points in D, (C) that do not lie in any other Dg(C).
Proof. Without loss of generality assume = = 0 and H, = H. Note that after passing to a subsequence,
(Ad(gn).vy) bounded away from 0 = [ (Ad(g,).vy) > ¢, 31 € (A%g)*, ¢ > 0;
(Ad(gn).vy) diverges = 1(Ad(gy,).vyy) diverges, 31 € (A%g)*.

By Lemma 2.11 and our assumption, the first line implies the existence of v € A?g such that d%¥ > 0,
implying do, > 1+ d?2V > 1. Similarly, the second line implies d, > 2. U

There are two special cases that we would like to mention.

Theorem 2.13. Assume that H is reductive and x - Aal is trivial. Then do, > 1 for every a € &7. If
additionally, G is reductive and Zg(H?)° C H, then d,, > 2 for every o € <.

Note that when H is reductive, dg is trivial and hence K g is trivial. And if x corresponds to the
trivial extension of dg, then x - Aal is trivial.

Proof. If G is also reductive, then G.vy is closed. Indeed, for H' := Ng(H)?!, the stabilizer of Vg,
the identity component of its centralizer in G is in H', thus the closedness follows from the result of
[Kem?78]. For every o € o and = € D, (C)°, find (g,) C G(C) with lim g,,.0 = . Then Theorem 2.12
applies and completes the proof.
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Now assume moreover that Zg(H®)° € H. Let (g,) and x be the same as above. Thus (g,) is
unbounded modulo H, and under our assumption, this in turn implies that (g,) is also unbounded
modulo the stabilizer of v,. Note that identity component of the normalizer of a connected reductive
group (taken to be H® here) is the same as the identity connected component of the group generated
by its centralizer and itself. So (Ad(gy,).vy) diverges and we conclude by Theorem 2.12.

When G may not be reductive, we still claim that 0 ¢ G(C).vy, which is sufficient by discussion
above. Find a Levi decomposition over Q: g = [ x u such that i C [. Here u denotes the Lie algebra of
the unipotent radical Ry, (G) of G and [ is the Lie algebra of a maximal reductive subgroup L of G.

Decompose AImMHg — AdimH[ o 117 where

W:={ve NdimHg | vAu=0,VYVue /\dim“u} .
For an element g € G(C), written as g = v - with u € Ry(C) and I € L(C), we have
Ad(g)vy = Ad(ul)vy = Ad(l)vy + w

for some w € W. Hence ||Ad(ul)vy| is bounded from below by some positive multiple of ||Ad(l)vy]|.
But Ad(L(C))vy is closed and can never approach 0. So our claim follows. O

Therefore, if G and H are both semisimple and the centralizer of H in G is finite, the log anti-
canonical bundle of X is big by [HTT15, Proposition 5.1]. The reductivity assumption on H can not
be dropped (see Example 2.15 below). Also, in the second part, the assumption Zg(H")° C H is
necessary. Nevertheless, we have

Theorem 2.14. Let I'c C G(Q(i)) be an arithmetic subgroup of Resgq)(G) and o € /. Assume
that for some x € U(Q(i)) and sequence () in I'c one has lim,_,oo Yn.2 € Do (C)°, then d, > 1.
Assume additional that (v,) can be chosen to be unbounded modulo Ng(H)*(C) N ¢, then dy > 2.

Here Resg/q(;) denotes the restriction of scalar of a linear algebraic group (see [Spr98, 11.4,12.4]),
and Ng(H)! is the stabilizer of vy, under the adjoint action.

Related results are obtained in [HT99, Theorem 2.7] for bi-equivariant compactifications of the
additive groups G/ .

Proof. Take x € U(Q(7)) and let H, be the stabilizer of x in G, which is a subgroup defined over
Q(i). Let v, € (A™mHg) @4 Q(i) be a Q(i)-vector lifting h,. Define p% by modifying the definition
of ¢y with o replaced by x and H replaced by H,. Let I'c be an arithmetic subgroup of Resg(;),0(G)
obtained by the restriction of scalars. We view it as a subgroup of G(C). Note that XAal is defined
over Q(i) and thus (YAg')(I'c) is discrete in C, implying that (yAg')(T'c) lies in the unit circle of
C. We have |x(7)Ag(7)7!| =1 for v € Ic. As Ad(T¢)vy, is discrete in AY™Hg @ C, by similar
arguments as those used in the previous theorem, we complete the proof. O

Example 2.15. Let G := SLy and H be generated by upper triangular unipotent matrices. Thus,
G/H has an invariant gauge form and can be identified with Aé \ {0,0}. Note that G/H naturally
embeds in Pé as an open and dense subvariety. The action of G on G/H extends to P?@.

Let X be the blow-up of Pé at {[0:0:1]}, then X = UUPUE where P is the proper transform of
a hyperplane section and E is the exceptional divisor. By explicit computation, —wg/u = —E + 2P.

Therefore, not all do,’s are positive here. Nevertheless, one can verify that —wg u is still an effective
and big divisor (See [FZ13]).

2.4. Analytic Clemens complex. Keep the assumptions in the last section. Also assume that
max{d,} > 0. As a reference, see [CLT10, Section 3.1]. Since we are assuming D is a simple nor-
mal crossing divisor rather than just normal crossing, the discussions are simplified. For instance, if
0(Da) # D, for 044 € Gal(C/R), then D, (C) N X(R) = 0.

Let the analytic irreducible components of D(R) be indexed as (D, ) for a € @2". There is a natural
map from 8" to o. For a subset I C o2", let Dy := NaerDy. Since G := G(R)® is connected, each
connected component of Dy is G-invariant.

We define a partially ordered set by

" ={(1,2)| I C og", Z is a connected component of Dy},

7
(I1,Z)<(I',Z") < ICI', 7 CZ. @
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For z € U(R), let
= {ae " | DaNGa #0}.
And 3", is defined similarly as €g". Note that G.x is exactly the connected component of U(R)
containing x.

Now we take L := ) ., AoDq to be another divisor defined over R such that A\, > 0 for all o € &7
and

do >0 = A\, >0.

Thus points of bounded heights (associated with L) have finite volume. For every z € U(R) such that
Aa > 0 for some o € @7, let

v

Az = max ;

QEAER, o #0 A

and

do — 1
Ao

Cry(L) = {(I,Z) € R

:ax,Vaef}.

Also let by := dim 63", (L).
Let Vol denote the measure on U(R) induced from wé/H. Let Hty, be the height at co as-

sociated with certain smooth metric on L together with its canonical section. For R > 0, let
Bpr.. = {y € G.z, Ht(y) < R}. The following is proved in [CLT10, Theorem 4.7, Corollary 4.8]:

Theorem 2.16. Take z € U(R) such that A, > 0 for some a € ;af]Rf“;c Assume a; > 0 and b, > 1.
As R tends to infinity, there exists ¢, > 0 such that

cz R% log(R)b+~1 ay #0

VOI(BR,x) ~ {% 1og(R)bz az = 0.

The family of probability measures on X(R)

N 1BR,:c - Vol

Hie = Nol(Br.a)

has a limit v under the weak-x topology. Furthermore, v is a sum of smooth measures on Z as (I,Z)
varies over faces of 63", (L) of dimension b,.

3. EQUIDISTRIBUTION AND ORBITAL COUNTING

In this section, we explain the relation between equidistribution and orbital counting. Compared
to [DRS93, EM93], the possibility of focusing is also considered. On the other hand, we put more
restrictions on the height functions, which do not apply to those coming from Riemannian metrics on
symmetric spaces.

3.1. Orbital counting follows from equidistribution. Let G be a locally compact second count-
able topological group and H be a closed subgroup. Let I' be a discrete subgroup of G. Let m¢ (resp.
my) be a left G-invariant locally finite measure on G (resp. on H). Let o € G/H denote the identity
coset.

Assumption 3.1. We assume that

(1) G/T has a G-invariant locally finite measure myg);
(2) HT'/T is closed in G /T and supports an H-invariant locally finite measure myg;

(3) there exists a G-invariant locally finite measure mg, g on G/H and that the triple (mg, mg, mq,fr)

is compatible, that is,

[ t@ymeta) = [ [ #ghymi ) men(lo) (8)

for every compactly supported continuous function f on G.
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Item (1) always holds in the arithmetic setting. By [Rag72, Lemma 1.4], item (3) above is equivalent
to the coincidence of the modular functions Ag and Ag on H. For instance, if G is a semisimple Lie
group, then Ag is trivial and such a mq /g exists iff Ay is trivial.

Let I : G/H — R+ be a continuous function and for a positive number R, define

B :={x € G/H |l(x) < R}.

If we wish to emphasize the role of [, an upper index will be added Bé%. Assume that mg, g (BR) is
finite for each R.

A family of (Bgr)g>1 is said to be well-rounded (see [EM93, Proposition 1.3]) iff for every 0 < e < 1,
there exists an open neighborhood O, of id € G such that

(1—-¢e)meg/u U gBr | <mg/p(Br) < (1+¢e)mg/p m gBRr | . 9)
g€e0, g€0,

Remark 3.2. This is different from the notion of (two-sided) well-roundedness as introduced in [GN12]
which does not seem to hold in many examples considered in this paper.

Here we assume that one can find O, such that additionally the following is true for all R > 1:

B(l—E)R C m gBR - U gBR C B(1+€)R' (10)
9€0; ge0.

This property allows us to prove counting results in the presence of focusing and it is satisfied by all
the heights considered in this paper.

A family (Cg)r>1 of positive real numbers is said to have a polynomial asymptotic if there exist
c1 > 0, c2,c3 > 0 such that (c;R2?(InR)*) /Cr — 1 as R — +o0.

For the application when mg is an infinite measure, we consider a weighted variant. Assume that
w : G/H — Ry satisfies the following: For every ¢ > 0, there exists an open neighborhood O, of
id € G such that

(I1—e)wgy <wy < (1+e)wy,, YreG/H, VgeO.. (11)
The weighted orbital counting problem is to study the asymptotic of the function ®% : G/I' — R
defined by
w 1
% ([9]) == = Z Wz

C
R zegl.oNBR

as R tends to +oo.

Theorem 3.3. Assume that Assumption 3.1 is met, Equa.(9,10,11) hold and (Cgr) has polynomial
asymptotic. Assume further that there exists a nonzero locally finite measure pio on G/T such that in
the weak-x topology,

lim —/ (Wg.09:sm(p1) mc,r([g]) = fhoo- (12)
l9leBr

Then there exists a positive continuous function foo such that jie = foo - Mg and limpr_,oc PR ([g]) =
foo(lg]) for every [g] € G/T. Actually, if Equa.(12) holds only against compactly supported continuous
functions supported in some fized open neighborhood of the identity coset, then we still have that
oo = foo iG] when restricted to this neighborhood with fu, continuous and limp_,c ®F([g]) = foo(lg])
in this neighborhood.

3.2. Proof of the theorem. The proof follows similar lines as [EM93, Section 5] or [DRS93, Section
2] with some modifications.

3.2.1. Step 1, limit exists and is continuous. Fix [go] € G/T, we first show that the limit limp_, ®% ([g0])
exists and is continuous.

For 0 < € < 1, choose O, satisfying Equa.(9, 10, 11). By shrinking to a smaller one we assume that
O.=07%
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Then we choose V! C V. C O, to be two families of open neighborhoods of identity such that the
closure of V. is contained in V. and

lim Hoo (Velgo]) = lim M -1
20 proo(Velgol) =0 myg(Velgol)

Then we choose a continuous function f. with lyg) < fo < 1y, (g
By an unfolding and folding argument as in [DRS93, EM93], we have

@ £y = | B (e) mi (@)

z€G/T

1
:CiR lgleBr oo (/weG/F fe(gz)mpm (:c)) me) r([9])

:/ f-(@)pn(z)
zeG/T

where
1
HR = Cn (Wg.og*m[H]) mG/H([g])'
R JigleBr
Therefore,
h]r{n Sup<¢‘1¥a 1V5’[g0]>m[G] S ngn <(I)‘FA{,7 f6>m[G]
—00 0
(13)
= /fE(x)NOO(x) < hRHi}loIlf@)vb%a 1Vz[go]>m[c]'
Also note that
oo (VZg0]) < [ £t @) < o (Ve L) (149)

Assume ¢ to be small enough so that the natural map O. — O.[go] is a homeomorphism. Then
Aomg|o. is identified with m(g|o, [go) Under this homeomorphism for some A\ > 0.
Now we can start to estimate:

w 1
(@F, Lvzigo)) mig =Cn /[g]eV,[g] > wa | mg(lg))
190

zegl.oNBR

1
=— W Ao
G0 A WD SRR TH PUT)

z€gol.oNg—1Br

m[G](VE/[gOD
by E (11)) >————7— z
(by Equa.(11)) 2= 52 > w
wEgoF.oﬁ(ﬁgevslg_lBR)
miq1(V/[go])
by E (10)) >2—"——FF+— z
(by Baua.(10)) 2=F=5 2 >, W

z€gol.oNB1_o)r

mig(V[g0]) Ca—o)r - w
14¢ OR (I)(lfs)R([gOD'

By taking the limsupp_, ., and making use of Equa.(13, 14), we get

(by definition of ®F) =

: Cu-or
i (V/[go]) im sup 25 8% ) ([90])
oo

< (1 + E) hgl sup(@‘g, 1V;[g0]>m[c] < (1 + 6),“00(‘/6[90])'
—c0

Similarly we have

.. . Cltor . w
myc) (Ve [go]) lim inf —2-"= &% 4oy r([90]) = (1 = &)ptoo (Ve [g0])-
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Combining these two while replacing (1 — )R by R in the first inequality and (1 + ¢)R by R in the
second inequality, we get

. Cr  too(VZ]g0]) -
1 —¢)liminf £ < liminf ®%
( ) R—o00 CR(I_;’_E)—l m[G](Vs[QOD - R—oo R([QO])

C'R(l—a)—1 Noo(‘/é[QO])
< limsup % < (1+¢)limsu
=y t(lgol) < (1 +¢) o Cr myg (V2 [g0])

By our assumptions, the limsup,_,, of the left end coincide with the liminf, ,o of the right end.
Hence we must have

W) — T Moo (Velgol)
A, P ool = o Vo)

Call this limit f([go]). It is continuous because for v € O,
1

o) = m = Y wemdm Y
fimve CR z€ugol'.oNBRr fimveo CR r€gol.onu—1BR
1 Ca-or
> i — -1 5 —1q: s (1—¢)
>lim oo 3wl > (o) Himind = 22 ([go)),

z€gol.oNB1_¢)r

which converges to f([go]) as € — 0. A similar argument shows that the limit is no larger than f([go])-
Thus limy,—iq f(u[go]) = f([go]), proving the continuity.

By similar arguments, it is not hard to see that for any two g¢1,gp in G, there exists a positive
constant cg, g, such that f([g1go]) > ¢g1,90([90]). Therefore f is either constantly equal to 0 (which
will be excluded below) or strictly positive.

3.2.2. Step 2, absolute continuity. Now we switch our attention to po, and show that it is absolutely
continuous with respect to mjg). That is to say, we need to show ji () = 0 whenever mg(E) = 0.

Recall that mg is the Haar measure on G whose restriction to a fundamental set induces some
constant multiple, which we may just assume to be 1 for simplicity, of m|g). By a Fubini-type argument,
we first observe that if mg)(E) = 0, then for any probability measure A on G/T" and any bounded

nonempty open set U in G, we have
(/ UsA mg(u)> (E) =0.
uelU

Now take a bounded measurable set £ with m(g)(£) = 0, there exists a family of shrinking bounded
measurable sets (E;);cz+ such that E = NE; and p10(0F;) = 0. For u € O,

u*,uoo(Ei) = lim 7/ g*mH(Ei)wufl[g] mg/H([g])
[gl€u-Br

1

<(1—¢)! lim —/ gy (E))wigmg, i ([g])
755 Or Jiglenerson i) Wig G/ m (9]

Clie
<(1-g)! <ligl_>5up (ng) fhoo (E5).-

A lower bound for u.peo(E;) can be similarly obtained. Thus we have positive number &', which
converges to 0 as € does so, such that for every u € O,

(1= & ptoo (Ei) < tapoo (Ei) < (14 ") pioo ().

Hence
1
ooEi—i/ Un oo (E;) M (v)| < € oo (E3).
20 = oy [ e (B < £ (2)
Letting ¢ tend to infinity, we get
1
OoE—i/ Usfhoo (B)ma ()| < €' tioo ().
) = ot [ ot < ()
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However, by our observation, the measure of F with respect to “Haar average” of any probability
measure is 0. So we are left with

foo (E) < € oo (E;)

for &’ arbitrarily small, which forces pi(F) = 0. This ends the proof of absolute continuity.

3.2.3. Step 3, completing the proof. Write po = 1 - m|g) for some non-negative measurable function
¥. By what has been shown in Step 1, for any [go] € G/T,

Pl = timg L0 — i o [ wulg]) mto).

Therefore f = 1) almost surely. As pio = 9 - m|g) is nonzero, we see that f can not be the 0 function.
As mentioned towards the end of step 1, this implies that f is strictly positive.

4. EQUIDISTRIBUTION AND NONDIVERGENCE

In this section we collect some results on equidistribution and nondivergence of homogeneous mea-
sures on a special type of homogeneous spaces: arithmetic quotients of real points of linear algebraic
groups over Q. The structure of linear algebraic groups over Q and reduction theory for arithmetic
subgroups are well-understood (see [BHC62, Spr98, Borl9]). For instance, arithmetic quotients have
finite volume iff the algebraic group has no non-torsion Q-characters. The study of dynamics of sub-
group action on such homogeneous spaces comes later. The full classification of unipotent-invariant
ergodic measures is obtained by Ratner [Ra91] with shorter proof given by [MT94]. The analysis
of ergodic components of a unipotent-invariant measure is also possible by the linearization method
developed in [DM91]. In addition to these works, the results presented below (mainly taken from
[EMS96, Zha2l, Zha22]) also rely on the theory of (C,a)-functions of [KM9I8] (see [EMS97] for a
slightly different approach).

4.1. Notations. Throughout this section we adopt the following notations:

e For a linear algebraic group G over R, write G := G(R)°. When it is understood that there
is some ambient algebraic group G over R, let L := L(R) N G for an R-subgroup L. If H is
another R-subgroup contained in L, let L := L° . H.

o Let I' € GN G(Q) be an arithmetic lattice;

e For an observable Q-subgroup L of G, let mjy; denote a locally finite L-invariant measure
supported on LI'/T". For other L° C L C L, we similarly define m[;, supported on LI'/T.

e For an algebraic subgroup L of G, let Zg (L) be the centralizer of L in G.

We fix an integral structure (that is, a lattice) gz on g and hence on its exterior powers. Whenever an
arithmetic lattice is fixed, we further require that gz is preserved by Ad(T"). Also, Euclidean metrics
on these spaces are fixed. For every parabolic Q-subgroup P, take vp to be the unique (up to +1)
primitive integral vector in AY™ P g, that lifts its Lie algebra. Also define

Pn = {proper parabolic Q-subgroups of G containing H} .

2 .= {maximal proper parabolic Q-subgroups of G containing H} .

Recall that a subgroup L of a linear algebraic group G is said to be observable iff there exists
a finite-dimensional representation of G and a vector whose stabilizer subgroup is equal to L. If L
is assumed to be a Q-subgroup, then LI is closed iff L is observable in G ([Wei98, Corollary 7]).
Reductive groups and unipotent groups are automatically observable in any ambient group. If one is
only interested in the case when myy is finite, which implies the observability, then one can ignore
the word observable or replace it by having finite invariant measure on the quotient by an arithmetic
subgroup.

Related to observable subgroups is the notion of epimorphic subgroups. A subgroup L of G is said
to be epimorphic iff the smallest observable subgroup containing L is G. Alternatively, for every v in
a finite-dimensional representation of G, v fixed by L implies that v is fixed by G.
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4.2. Subgroup convergence and equidistribution.

Definition 4.1. Let L be a connected linear algebraic group over Q and (M,) be a sequence of
connected observable Q-subgroups of L, we say that (M,,) converges to L iff there is no proper connected
observable subgroup of L that contains M, for infinitely many n’s.

Note that (M,,) always converges after passing to a subsequence. It is not true that if (M,,)
converges to L, then the associated homogeneous measures also converge. Below is a special case when
this does happen.

Theorem 4.2. Let H and L be two observable connected Q-subgroups of a connected linear algebraic
group G over Q. Let (v,) be a sequence in T such that (v, Hv, ') converges to L. Then there exists a
sequence of positive numbers (ay) such that lim,_, . ai(’yn)*m[Ho] = myr0) under the weak-x topology.

This is proved in [Zha21, Theorem 1.3] building on previous work of [EMS96] (see also [OS14, SZ19,
Zhal9]).
The asymptotic of (a,) is unique. Let 1 be a compactly supported non-negative function on G/T’
with (¢, mpe)) # 0, the conclusion of last theorem unwraps to the following:
lim (fs (%)*m[Ho]> _ <f7m[LO]> .
n—oo (U, (Vn)smyme)) (1, myre))

4.2.1. Definition of p*®. For a connected linear algebraic group G, let G := (f) , the identity

component of the Zariski closure of I'. Let p** be the natural quotient map G — G/ G, Actually
G®" is independent of the choice of the arithmetic subgroup T.
More explicitly, recall

G = (G*-Z(G)) X Ry(G) = (G- G™) - Z(G)) x Ryu(G).

Also, Z(G) is an almost direct product Z(G)°* - Z(G)*! . Z(G)*! where Z(G)*! is a Q-split torus,
Z(G)°Pt is an R-anisotropic Q-torus and Z(G)! is the identity component of the Zariski closure of
some/any arithmetic lattice of Z(G). In terms of the character groups, these tori can be described as
follows:

Let Ag < X*(Z(G)) be the primitive subgroup fixed by Galg. It admits a unique Galg-stable
complementary primitive subgroup A; (in the sense that Ag N A; = {0} and Ag + A; is of finite-index
in X*(Z(G)) ). Then Z(G)*' is the common kernel of characters in A;. Similarly, let Ay be the
primitive subgroup of X*(Z(G)) fixed by the smaller subgroup Galg, and Az be the Galg-stable
complement of Ay in X*(Z(G)). As Galg.p is normal in Galg, A2 and Aj are Galg-stable. Then

Z(G)P* corresponds to Ag and 7 corresponds to the primitive subgroup containing Ag + As.
With these notations, G*" is the normal subgroup (G"°-Z(G)*!) x R, (G) by Borel density lemma.

4.2.2. Criteria on convergence to the full group.

Lemma 4.3. Let G be a connected linear algebraic group over Q, N be a connected normal Q-subgroup
of G and H be an observable Q-subgroup contained in N. Let I' be an arithmetic lattice of G. The
followings are equivalent:
(1) There exists (g,) C G such that [(gn)smpme)| — [mpye];
(2) There exists (vn) C T such that [(vn)smpme)] — [mpey];
(3) p***(H) = p***(N) and any proper Q-subgroup that is normalized by N - G* and contains H
must also contain N.

Proof. Part (1) and (2) are easily seen to be equivalent. That (2) implies (3) is quite direct. Let us
explain why (3) implies (2).

By [Zha21, Lemma 4.14], if (2) were not true, then we can find an observable Q-subgroup L that
is properly contained in IN, contains H and is normalized by some arithmetic subgroup I'. Hence L
is normalized by G*. But p**(H) = p***(N), thus L is normalized by NG®", which can not be true
by (3). O

In the special case of N = G we get
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Lemma 4.4. Let G be a connected linear algebraic group over Q and H be an observable Q-subgroup.
Let T be an arithmetic lattice. The followings are equivalent:

(1) There exists (g,) C G such that [(gn)smme)| — [mg];

(2) There exists (v,) C T such that [(yn)«mpme)| = [mg];

(3) p*** restricted to H is surjective and H is not contained in any proper normal Q-subgroup of

G.
4.3. Non-divergence criteria.

4.3.1. Non-divergence of homogeneous closed subsets. Recall that a Q-group L is said to be Q-anisotropic
iff the set of Q-cocharacters of L is finite, which is equivalent to L(R)/T" being compact for some/any
arithmetic subgroup I" of L. The following is from [Zha21, Theorem 1.7].

Theorem 4.5. Assume that H and G are reductive linear algebraic groups over Q and I' is an
arithmetic subgroup of G contained in G. If Zg(H®)/Z(H) is Q-anisotropic, then there exists a
bounded subset Br C G such that

G=DBr-T' -H"

Moreover, if L is an observable Q-subgroup containing H, then L is reductive.
Here is a more general version.

Theorem 4.6. Let G be a connected linear algebraic group over Q, H be a connected observable Q-
subgroup and I' be an arithmetic subgroup of G contained in G. Fiz a maximal reductive subgroup
G™ of G and write G = G*4 x Ru(G). Also fiz a Cartan involution and hence a mazimal compact
subgroup K of Gred(R). Given a sequence (g,) C G, after passing to a subsequence, there exist a
sequence (hy,) C H®, (vn) C T' and a parabolic Q-subgroup P such that the following holds. Write
Gnhny, b = knanp, using horospherical coordinates of (P,K). Then
(1) (pn) is bounded;
(2) alan) — 0 for every a € A™(Ap k,P);
(3) if (an) is unbounded, there exist a Q-representation V of G factoring through G/Ry(G) and
v € V(Q) such that the line spanned by v is preserved by P, v is fized by v,Hry, ! for all n
and lim, o a,.v = 0;
(4) (voHny, 1Y) strongly converges to some observable subgroup of G.

The theorem is restated and proved in the appendix (see Theorem B.1).

Corollary 4.7. Let G,H,T" be the same as in the last theorem. Let (g,) be a sequence in G such that
(g.H°T/T') diverges topologically, then there exists a Q-representation p : G — SL(V), an integral
structure V(Z) on V and a sequence of non-zero vectors (v,) C V(Z) that are p(H)-fized such that

o(gn).vy, — 0.

4.3.2. Non-divergence of a bounded piece. Let G be a connected linear algebraic group over Q and H
be a Q-subgroup. For a non-empty open bounded subset Oy of H°T'/T', let mep, be the restriction of
my; to Oy and let m}QH be the unique probability measure proportional to me,,.

Theorem 4.8. Fix a non-empty open bounded subset Oy of H°T'/T'. Then
(1) for every bounded set B C G/T, there exists ng > 0 such that for every g € °G,
gOuNB#0 = ||Ad(g)vel|| > ns, VP € 25
(2) for every n > 0, there exists a bounded set B, C G/T" such that for every g € °G,
|Ad(g)ve| >n, VP € 248" = gOun B, # 0.
For every € € (0,1), by enlarging B,, if possible, one can arrange that for every g € °G,
|Ad(g)vell > 1, VP € ZEZ — (gumb,) (B,) > 1 —=.

Part (1) follows directly. It remains to prove part (2). Due to the (C, «)-good property, it suffices to
prove the first claim of part (2). The special case when G is semisimple is proved in [Zha22, Theorem
1.3]. In order to reduce the general case to this, we need a little preparation.
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4.3.3. Parabolic subgroups and radicals. Let m1 denote the dimension of R(G), the radical of G. Let
p*® : G — G/R(G) be the natural quotient morphism. For a non-negative integer [, let Aldp® be
the induced morphism between exterior powers of Lie algebras Alg — Alg/t(g). Fix an integral vector
v € A"g that lifts the Lie algebra t(g) of R(G).

For every w € Alg/t(g), choose some @ € Alg with Aldp™ (@) = w. Define a map ¢ from Alg/t(g) to
/\l+rg by

W p(w) == WA Vy.
One can check that ¢(w) is independent of the choice of @ and ¢ is a linear injection. Thus, there
exists C' > 1 such that
CH el < llwll < Clle@)ll,  Yw e Alg/x(g).

Moreover, ¢ is °G-equivariant since °G fixes the vector v,.
In addition to this, we need another simple fact:

Lemma 4.9. Every parabolic subgroup of G contains R(G). Consequently, the map P — P/R(QG)
defines a bijection between parabolic Q-subgroups of G and those of G/R.(G). It also induces a bijection
between ZP{HE* and @;QSE‘HO).

By [Spr98, Theorem 6.2.7], a parabolic subgroup contains some Borel subgroup and hence R(G).
The rest of the claim follows from this.
Therefore, we find some C; > 1 such that for every P € @II)ES(XHO) and every g € °QG,

Cr ' [Ad(g)vall < [Ad(p™(9))vell < C1[|Ad(g)val (15)

where Q = (p**)~!(P) is an element in Z252*. Note that vq = cpyp(vp) for some positive constant
cp bounded away from 0 and +oo as P varies.

4.3.4. Proof of Theorem 4.8. For simplicity, write G’ := G/R(G) and G’ := G'(R)°.
The morphism p* induces p** : G/T' — G’ /p™(T'). By [Zha22, Theorem 1.3], there exists a bounded
subset B; C G'/p*(I") such that for every g € G/,

[Ad(g)vell > n, VP € Py = gp™(Ou) N B, # 0. (16)
On the other hand, take a bounded open subset B! C Sg(R)°® containing 7°°'(Oy). Let P} be the

restriction of 7* to the closure of (p°P!)~! (BSpl). Then p3 is a proper map. Define a bounded subset
of G/T" by

By = () (B, ) ) (57,

Now fix some g € °G such that ||Ad(g)ve| > n for every P € 2288%. Since p*P!(gOn) = p*P(On),
the containment gOy C (p') ! (B°P!) is assured. For the other part, by Equa.(15),

IAd(p™(g))vell > Cr'n, VP € Ppe).
Hence we are done by Equa.(16).

4.4. Refined versions. In this subsection, G is a connected linear algebraic group over Q and H is
a Q-subgroup. Let H' :=°G N H.
4.4.1. Explicit form of (ay). Assume the natural injective morphism H/H1 — S@ is an isomorphism.

~H
We choose a lift S |, a Q-split torus, of Sg in H. Then the natural product map
~H
S (R)° x H'(R)° — H(R)°

is a homeomorphism. From this we deduce that the natural map
~H
S (R)° x HY(R)°/H'(R)°NT — H(R)°/H(R)° NI (17)
is a homeomorphism.
Based on this, for g € °G (which, one can verify, is connected) and n > 0, define

Qi g = {[h] € H'(R)°/H (R)° NT | [|[Ad(gh)vp|| > n, VP € 25e*}. (18)
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Theorem 4.10. Assume additionally that H is observable. Let (g,) be a sequence in °G such that
lim,, oo [(gn)*m[Ho]] = [m[G}], Then for every n > 0,
1
lim (gn)*m[Ho] = m[G] (19)
n—oo m[(Hl)o] (Qh,gnm)

In Equa.(19), the Haar measures are chosen as follows: Choose some Haar measure mg on gH(R)O
and mg1)e) on H'(R)°/H'(R)° NT. By Equa.(17), define Mgo) = Mg @ m{g1e]. Likewise, one has
~H
S (R)° x°G/T =2 G/T.

And define m(g) := mg ®m[10 G- The truth of Equa.(19) is independent of the choice of mg and myg1ye;.

4.4.2. Two lemmas. The proof of Theorem 4.10 is essentially contained in [Zha21] by using Theorem
4.8. We outline a proof here for the sake of completeness. Theorem 4.10 can be directly deduced from
the following two lemmas:

Lemma 4.11. Assumption as in Theorem 4.10. There exists (n,) diverging to +0o such that for any
n>0,
1
lim m[(Hl)o] (QHygn7nn)
n—oo
mirnye) (O, )

Lemma 4.12. Assumption as in Theorem 4.10. Let (n,) be a sequence of real numbers diverging to

+oo. Then for every (h,) C Qh’gmnn and non-empty open bounded subset Oy C H°T'/T,

=1

: i _ 1
A3 (9 fin)e IR0 = Womp

where
Oi{)l — (ﬁspl)fl (ﬁSpl(OH)) .

In the above, mo,, (resp. m:pi) denotes the restriction of myyo) (resp. miqg)) to On (resp. (9;‘)1).
H

The upper index (-)! is used to denote the unique probability measure proportional to (-).

4.4.3. Proof of Lemma 4.12. By Theorem 4.8, g,hnwy, = 0,7, for some bounded sequence (w,) C H
lifting elements in Oy, some bounded sequence (0,,) in G and (v,) C I'. Passing to a subsequence,
may assume (w,) converges to weo. Thus it is sufficient to establish the claim with g, replaced by 7,
and Oy replaced by w 'Oy =: Of.

By the work of [EMS96] (see [Zha21, Section 4] for details), it is sufficient to show that (v, H®v, ')
is not contained in any proper Q-subgroup of G for infinitely many n’s. So assume otherwise and we
seek for a contradiction. Let L be such a Q-subgroup. If L is observable, then this would violate the
assumption that lim [(gn)*m[Ho]]] = [myg]. So let us assume that L is epimorphic in G. By Lemma
4.13 below, we assume that L = P is a maximal proper parabolic Q-subgroup.

Find an infinite subsequence (n) such that ~,, Hofy;kl C P. Let Py := fygkleynk, then by assump-
tion

”Ad(gnk hnk)VPk ” — +-00.
On the other hand, there exists C > 1 such that

CTHAd () VeIl < [Ad(gn, hny ) Vel < C A (v, )ve, Il
Therefore, [|Ad(7yy, )vp, || = +00. On the other hand, P = ~,, Pyy, !, thus for some C > 1,
Ot vell < [IAd(yn)ve,ll < Clivell,

which are bounded and unbounded at the same time, leading to a contradiction.
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4.4.4. Epimorphic subgroups.

Lemma 4.13. Let A be a linear algebraic group over Q. Every proper epimorphic Q-subgroup of A
s contained in a proper parabolic Q-subgroup.

Proof. Let C be epimorphic in A, we need to show that C is contained in some proper parabolic
Q-subgroup.

Let U be the non-trivial unipotent radical of C and let vy € AY™UYq be a vector lifting the Lie
algebra of U.

When A is reductive, vy is an unstable A-vector. Thus, the stabilizer of the line spanned by vy is
contained in a parabolic Q-subgroup P of A (see [Kem?78, Corollary 5.1]). In particular, C is contained
in P.

In general, consider the morphism p™ : A — A/Ry(A). Then p'4(C) is epimorphic in A/Ry(A)
and hence is either contained in a proper maximal parabolic Q-subgroup of A/Ry(A) or equal the
full A/Ry(A). In the former case, we are done by taking the preimage. In the latter case, we see
that U is contained in Ry(A). Hence A/C is affine by [Gro97, Theorem 7.1]. Thus C is observable,
a contradiction. d

4.4.5. Proof of Lemma 4.11. Thanks to the properties of convex polytopes (See [SZ19, Section 4]), it
suffices to show that there exists (n,,) diverging to +oo such that Q%I g 7 0.

By assumption, there exist (h,,) C H, (b,) C G bounded and (v,) C I such that

gnhn = by, for all n.

Since p*P!(h,) = p*(g; 'bnyn) = p*P!(b,) remains bounded, we can find (w,) C H° bounded and
(hy,) € (H')° such that h,, = h},w,. Therefore, it suffices to find diverging (7,,) such that Qg ., # 0.

For simplicity, let H? := H*(R)°, Sg10 := H0/H n°(H)(R) and p : H© — Sy10 be the natural
quotient map. One sees that p factors through p : HX9/H NT" — Sy1o. Then for any g € °G, Qi

H,g,n
1

descends along p, i.e, Qg . = p! (exp (P%I,g,n)) where

P%I,gm = {x € Lie(Sy1o) | ||Ad(gt~)vPH >n, VP € 2355, te pil(exp(x))}.
For P € /%%, let lp be the induced linear functional on Lie(Sy10) such that
Ad(t)vp = exp(lp(x)) - vp, Yt € p~ ' (exp(x)).

Let ® denote the collection of linear functionals ! on Lie(Sgi0) such that [ = Ip for some P € F[2*.
Then

Pepmax, lp=l

,PI%I,QJI = {LE S Lie(SHm)

I(x) > log(n) — log inf lAd(g)vel, VI € @} .

After passing to a subsequence, we assume that for each [ € ®,

inf |Ad(~,)ve|| either remains constant or diverges to infinity.

Peppas, lp=l

Let ®o, consist of those I € ® with (inf [|[Ad(v,)vp||) diverging to infinity and let ® be its complement.

Let @ be consisting of [y € ® such that there exists (a;),.5 C Z>o such that } = 0 and a;, # 0.

Let ®; be the complement of ®; in P. By [Zha21, Lemma 3.4], if &g = ), then P%I,%,,nn is non-empty
for some (n,,) diverging to +o00 and hence the proof is complete.

Note that by assumption, v, H°v, * can not be contained in any proper observable Q-subgroup of G
for infinitely many n’s. Let us assume that ® is non-empty and find a proper observable Q-subgroup
containing v, H®~, ! for infinitely many n, which is a contradiction.

So take (I, ...,1;) C ® and (ay, ...,ax) C Z* with S a;l; = 0. As (inf ||Ad(7,)ve|) is bounded and
(Ad(v,)vp) is discrete, after passing to a subsequence, for each i, we find (P?,) C 22%** such that

Ad(yn)vp; = Ad(m)vp: Vi=1,..k ne Z".
Let vy := Ad(m) ®f:1 v%?"’, then vg lies in a G-representation space and is a v, H°~, '-weight
1
vector. Since Y a;l; = 0, vg is fixed by 7, H%v, ! for all n. Replacing vy by vy™ for some positive
integer m, we assume that vnHlfy; ! fixes vy for all n.
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Let 3, € X*(H®) be such that v, kv, 'vg = B (h)vg for every h € H°. By rigidity of diagonalizable
groups (see [Spr98, Proposition 3.2.8]), there are only finitely many possibilities for 3,. By passing to
a subsequence, assume 3, = 31 for all n. As 81 trivializes on H', it factors through some 3 € X*(Sq).
Let W3 be a one-dimensional representation of G, factoring through Sg, defined by

——1
g-wg:=8 " (pP(9)) ws, VYwse Ws.

Fix some non-zero wg € Ws. Then ~,H%y, !

.+ is contained in the stabilizer subgroup of vy ® wg for all
n. And we are done.

5. Goop HEIGHT FUNCTIONS

In this section, we reduce the counting problem to various properties of equivariant compactifica-
tions. Those actually satisfying these properties will be constructed in the next section under suitable
assumptions.

Notations from Section 4.1 are inherited except that H' is replaced by its identity component
here. Also, for a smooth G-pair (X, D) over Q such that X \ D is G-equivariantly isomorphic to U,
notations/definitions from Section 2.4 are kept.

5.1. Notations and assumptions. We start with some notations and assumptions.

e G is a connected linear algebraic group over Q and let G* := (°G)®;

e U is a variety over Q that is homogeneous under some action of G and assume that U(Q) # 0;

e Assume the canonical line bundle Ky on U is trivial and wy is an invariant gauge form on U;

e for every x € U(Q), let H,, (resp. HL) be the stabilizer of x in G (resp. G'). We assume that
H,’s are connected.

Recall G := G(R)® and for every R-subgroup H of G, H := H(R)NG. Note that G* = GNG*(R) is
connected but in general, H could have different connected components. For z € U(Q), choose mg /g, ,
an invariant measure on G/H, that is identified with the measure induced from wy ~ under the orbit
map. We choose invariant measures mg on G and my, on H, such that the triple (mg, mpg,, mg /Hm)
is compatible. We similarly ask (mg:, mp1, mgi/p: ) to be compatible. When G/H, is isomorphic to
G‘rl/H;,7 we further ask mq1 /1 to be identified with wy . We also require that my,) is compatible
with my,, namely the triple thI], my, and the counting measure on I' N H, are compatible.

5.2. Definition of good and ok heights. Let Bii' := {z € U(R), Ht(z) < R} for a function Ht :
U(R) — R>p. And if z € U(R), let Bgfx = {y € G.z, Ht(y) < R}. The upper index Ht may be
dropped if the function is clear from the context. Note that any arithmetic lattice I' of G has a
finite-index subgroup contained in G and hence in °G = G1.

5.2.1. Good and ok heights. If Pic(U) is torsion, we say that a function Ht : U(R) — R is good if
for every x € U(Q) and every arithmetic subgroup I' of G contained in G!, one has that as R tends
to infinity,

|mpz)

#I.xN By ~ mg:/m (BR',) -
|| T
The function Ht is said to be ok if the above asymptotic holds up to some constant ¢ > 0 possibly
dependent on x and T'.
For n >0, g € G and = € U(Q), let
Bi,,, = {lg) € GY/H.NT | He(g) < R, |Ad(g)ve] > n, VP € 752}

LM T

where Z8* denotes the set of maximal proper parabolic Q-subgroups containing H,.
Without assuming Pic(U) to be torsion, we say that a function Ht : U(R) — R is good if for
every z € U(Q), n > 0 and every arithmetic subgroup I' of G contained in G, one has

#.x N Bgt ~ —— g1, (Egtz 77)
|miga| -

where mg1), denotes the G'-invariant measure on G'/H, NT compatible with mg:. The function Ht

x

is said to be ok if the above asymptotic holds up to some constant ¢ > 0 possibly dependent on x and
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I'. One can check that this is compatible with the above when Pic(U) is torsion (that is, when mjq1;
is a finite measure).

5.2.2. Weighted versions. Unfortunately, in this paper we are not able to exhibit any good or ok height
when Pic(U) is not torsion. Nevertheless, here is a weighted version. For n > 0 and y € U(Q), let

Oy = {[h] € Hl/HLNT ‘ |Ad(h)ve|| > 7, VP € @g}

We say that Ht : UR) — R>¢ is good with weights if for every € U(Q), every arithmetic
subgroup I' contained in G, there exists n > 0 such that for every ¢ > 0 as R — 400,

Z w #mgl/H; (Gl.x N Bgt) (20)

~Y
yEl"wﬂBg“ ! |m[G1]’

where w;l := max {m[Hﬂ (Qy.n) ,c}. Here we need to assume that Mg is the same as my1) when
conjugating by 7.

The naive definition of “ok with weights” does not seem natural for us. Here is a slightly different
one. We say that Ht is ok with weights if for every z € U(Q) and every arithmetic subgroup T’

contained in G, there exists a compactly supported non-negative function ¢ : G!/T" — R such that

(1) (¥, (vh)«m1ye;) # 0 for all v € T and h € H};
(2) for some constant ¢ > 0,

Z WZ’ ~c- #mGl/H% (Gl.x N Bgt)

yEl"..’L‘F‘lBgt ‘m[G1]|

where for y = .z, we set WZ’ = ZheH;/(H;)O (1, (vh)smppop) 1.

We usually take G = G in the discussion of heights that are ok with weights.

5.3. Conditions implying good heights. Here are some additional conditions on the pair (X, D)
that might give good heights. We always assume that Ht is as constructed in Section 2.1.2. So
implicitly there is some L := > A,D,, a divisor supported on D satisfying:

e For every a € %ﬁf@, Ao > 0andifd, —1 >0, then A\, > 0.

Let B := ) .5 Da be a closed Q-subvariety of D that is a union of irreducible divisors indexed
by some subset # of /. We let Z5* be the subset of @™ corresponding to sets contained in B(R).
By, and By are defined in a similar way.

5.3.1. Conditions for good heights. We say that (X, D, B) satisfies condition (B1) if
(B1) For every z € U(Q) and (g,,) C G such that lim g,,.x € B(R), one has

lim [(gn)*m[H;}] = [myq] -

n—oo

For z € U(Q), R > 0 and Ht : U(R) — R>g, let
1

VR 1= ———F— " WU, Ht
r BHt ° BR’I
WU, 00 R,x

be a probability measure on X(R).
We say that (X, D, B, Ht) satisfies condition (BH1) if
(BH1) For every = € U(Q), Voo,p := iMp_,o0 VR 5 exists and supp(Veo,) C B(R).

Lemma 5.1. Assume that (Bl) and (BHL) hold. If Pic(U) is torsion, then Ht is good. In general,
Ht is good with weights.
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5.3.2. Proof of Lemma 5.1. For x € U(Q), by assumption, there exists some sequence (g,) C °G such
that lim [(gn)*m[Hgﬂ = [m[Gﬂ, hence the natural injective morphism HI/H; — Sg is an isomorphism

~ ~H,
by Lemma 4.4. So Theorem 4.10 is applicable. For simplicity, we write S, for S = and Q}C’gm for

Qn, 4. Thus for every 1 > 0,
lim (gn)mipg) mq).
n=oe myye] (4, )

In the following, for g € G, we let s, € H, be such that p*P!(g) = p*P!(s,) and let g, := gs; . In other
words, we choose g, € °G such that g, € gH,. Note that the coset space g,H?! is uniquely determined
and Q1 is independent of the choice of the coset representatives.

Z,9x,1
For a subset B C G/T, let

—1
Boi= (s, @) (7(B).

Assume that B is non-empty, open, bounded and contains the identity coset, then there exists nz > 0
such that for every g € G,

{[h] € HyT'/T | go[h] € B} C By X Qa. g s

under the natural homeomorphism as in Equa.(17). One can check that this condition is independent
of the choice of g,. In particular, g*m[Hg]\B = 0 and actually g.mpy, |5 = 0 if Q4 g, ny = 0. For any
c> 0, let

-1
Wy = (max{myu1)e] (Qa,g,.m),c}) -
Note that when g = v € " and y = 7.2, w,, coincides with the w, as defined following Equa.(20)
since y.myy,](B) # 0. In virtue of Theorem 3.32, it only remains to prove that
1
mau, (BR'y)

against all test functions i) € C.(B). Here Cy := |H,/HS(H, NT)|.

Now fix ¢ € C.(B) and € > 0. By assumption and Theorem 4.10, Lemma 4.11, for R sufficiently
large, we find Good UBad = Bgfx such that

1.

/ Wy - (gsmm,]) ma/m, converges to Comig
lgle BE®,

mG/HI (Bad)

-1
m = ~Co- 5. (r)o (Bz), B
G/Hw(Bgfm) 5(”¢”$“P 0 maX{mSg(R) (Bz), mycy( )})

) — (¥, Co - mg))

’ ()« M| <e, Vg € Good.

" mygye) (23,4,.0)

3. mym1)o] (Q}E,gmn) > ¢ for every g.x € Good.

Note that for every g € G,

Wg.z ’<w»g*m[HT]>| <Cy- Wg.mm[(Hi)O](Qx,gz,mg) : ||¢||sup mgl(R)O(BI)
S CO : ||1/}||sup mgx(R)O(BZ)

Therefore, item 1 above implies that

1
< In(;/Hz (Bad)
~ maym, (Bg',)
< 2e.

/[] . de‘x(w,g*m[HszG/Hz — Co(¥, mqy)
gleBa

(Co - 14y s, sy (Be) + Ci - 4] ic (B))

2The remaining hypothesis either follows from Theorem 2.16 or can be verified directly.
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On the other hand, w, } = mju1ye) (23 ;. ) when g.z € Good. Thus,
1

‘ me,m, (BRY)

< mg /g, (Good)

~ meyu, (BRL)

The proof is thus complete.

/ ng<¢7g*m[HT]>mG/H, - C()<'¢,IH[G]>
[g]€Good

e<e.

5.3.3. When the log anti-canonical height is good.
(B2) For every x € U(Q) and y € G.z, one has G.y N B(R) # 0.
(K1) For every a € @), do — 1> 0.

Lemma 5.2. If condition (B2) and (K1) hold, then condition (BH1) holds for the log anti-canonical
hezght Ht = Htf(Kx+D)'

Proof. Fix z € U(Q) and take L = —(Kx + D). By condition (K1), Ay, = d,, — 1 > 0 and hence

% =1 for every a € of",. Thus, 63", = ¢¢",(L). By Theorem 2.16, v, exists and is supported

on Dy as F varies over maximal faces of R 1t remains to argue that Dp C B(R) for every such F.
Indeed, since Dp is G-invariant and closed, Dy N Dg # ) for some 3 € HB", by condition (B2). By
maximality of F', we must have § € F and therefore, Dp C Dg C B(R).
O
5.3.4. When good heights exists.
(B4) For every z € U(Q), do — 1 > 0 for some a € #g",. In particular, %5", is non-empty.

Lemma 5.3. If condition (B4) holds, then there exists an effective divisor L supported on D such that
(BH1) holds for Ht := Hty,.

Proof. For every x € U(Q), choose 8, € Br , with dg, —1 > 0. Choose (Aa)acer such that
min _— > max .
zeU(Q) A8, acd\{B} Ao

d, —1 if a € {B:}
Ao i=142(do—1) ifda—1>0 and o ¢ {B,}
1 otherwise

Then by Theorem 2.16, for every x € U(Q), supp(Veo,») C B(R).

For instance, one can pick

O

5.3.5. Ok heights. Assume that Hj has no non-trivial Q-characters. For x € U(Q) and ' C G(Q) NG,
let ¥, : G.z — Prob(G/I') be defined by ¥,(g.2) := g:mfy ;. Let ppe = Bary (¥s).(Vra2)) €
Prob(G/T'). Here Bary : Prob(Prob(G/T")) — Prob(G/T) is defined by v +— f¢epmb(G/F) o v(g).
(H1) For every z € U(Q) and arithmetic subgroup I' C G(Q)NG, Hj, has no non-trivial Q-characters
and impg_,o0 piR,, exists in Prob(G/T).
The following is a direct corollary of Theorem 3.3 and 2.16.

Lemma 5.4. If (H1) holds, then Ht is ok.

(D1) For every z € U(Q) and arithmetic subgroup I' € G(Q)NG, H; has no non-trivial Q-characters
and ¥, extends continuously to G.z — Prob(G/T') U {0} where the closure is taken in X¢°r,
the manifold with corners associated with (X, D) (see Section 6.4.2).

(S1) For every x € U(Q) and arithmetic subgroup I" in G(Q) NG, there exists a bounded subset B
of G/T" such that gHST'/T" intersects with B for every g € G.

Lemma 5.5. If (D1) and (S1) hold, then (H1) holds for Ht = Hty, for every L from Section 2.4,
namely, Ao, >0 and d,, >0 = A, > 0 where L =Y A\,D,.
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Proof. Indeed, V¥, extends continuously to G.z — Prob(G/T). By Theorem 6.13, limvg , exists in
Prob(X°°r). Applying Bary o(U,)., we get that lim i, exists in Prob(G/T). O
With more care, (S1) can be weakened as

(DS1) There exists a closed subset D of B(R) such that for every (gn) and every x € U(Q) with
lim g,,.z not in D, there exists a bounded subset B of G/T" such that g,HST /T intersects with
B for every n. Moreover, for every F' C 63, if Lebp denotes a smooth measure on D, then
Lebp(B) = 0.
With a similar proof, noting that fic o ((¥2)~'({0})) = 0, one has:

Lemma 5.6. If (D1) and (DS1) hold, then (H1) holds for Ht = Hty, for every L from Section 2.4.

5.3.6. Ok with weights. Assume that G has no non-trivial Q-characters. Take x € U(Q) and an
arithmetic subgroup I Now we allow H; to have non-trivial Q-characters. Take a non-negative
compactly supported function ¢ on G/I" such that (¢, g«me;) # 0 for all g € G. Such a ¢ exists if
(S1) holds. Now we define

¥ : G.z — Prob? (G/T)

g.T — a‘g” (mﬁ{x]) .

See Section 6.4.5 for the definition of o (mﬁ’{mﬁ and Prob”(G/T). Let

1, = Bary (V). (vr.)) € Prob?(G/T).
(H2) For every x € U(Q) and arithmetic subgroup I' C G(Q) N G, there exists a non-negative
compactly supported continuous function ¢ on G/I' such that (¢, g.mpe)) # 0 for all g € G
and for every such ¢, limp_, ,u}d%,w exists in Prob¥ (G/I).

Lemma 5.7. Assume that G has no non-trivial Q-characters. If (H2) holds, then Ht is ok with
weights.

The proof is analogous to that in Section 5.3.5, except that there are weights and Theorem 3.3
should be applied to H = HY rather than H = H,.
(D2) For every = € U(Q) and arithmetic subgroup I' C G(Q) N G, there exists ¢ satisfying the
paragraph above and WY extends continuously to G.xz — Probw(G/F) where the closure is
taken in X", the manifold with corners associated with (X, D).

Lemma 5.8. Assume that G has no non-trivial Q-characters. If (D2) and (S1) hold, then (H2) holds
for every Ht = Htr,.

The proof is analogous to that of Lemma 5.5 with Prob¥(G/T) in the place of Prob(G/T).

6. EQUIVARIANT COMPACTIFICATIONS AND FOCUSING

Notations from Section 4.1 and 5.1 are inherited. Furthermore, G and H are assumed to be
connected linear algebraic groups over Q and H is assumed to be observable in G.
We will construct compactifications (and heights) of G /H satisfying various properties from Section
5. Two guiding examples are
(1) G and H are connected reductive and Zg(H)° C H;
(2) G is Q-split semisimple and H contains a maximal unipotent subgroup of G.

6.1. Finiteness of intermediate subgroups. Let
INT(H,G):={H C L C G |L is connected}

be the set of intermediate connected closed subgroups between H and G. Let INTo(H, G) (resp.
INT°?(H, G)) collect elements in INT(H, G) that are defined over Q (resp. that are observable).
Let INTr(H, G) denote the even smaller subset consisting of L € INT?QbS(H7 G) such that (v, H~,!)
converges to L (see Definition 4.1) for some sequence (7y,) C I'. We say that (G, H) satisfies condition
(F1) if
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(F1) INTr(H, G) is finite.

Lemma 6.1. Assume G is reductive and that one of the following is true:

(1) H is reductive and Zg(H)® is contained in H;
(2) H contains a maximal unipotent subgroup.

Then (F1) holds.
From the proof, INT(H, G) is finite in case (1), which is no longer true in case (2).

6.1.1. Proof of Lemma 6.1, part 1. Under our assumptions, the central torus Z(G) of G is contained
in H, so it suffices to show this for H/Z(G) C G/Z(G). When H/Z(G) is semisimple, this already
follows from [EMV09, Lemma 3.1].

In general, every intermediate observable subgroup is reductive by Theorem 4.5. Then, up to
G(Q)-conjugacy, there are only finitely many L € INTObS(H, G) (see for instance, [EMV09, Lemma
A.1] and the beginning part of [ZZ21, Section 4]) Fix finitely many representatives {Lq,...,Lg} C
INT°*(H, G). By Lemma 6.6, for each i = 1, ..., k, find (f)j=1,..1. € Z(H,L;)(Q) such that

UL ) fH(Q

where we used the fact that H is of finite-index in Ng(H) under our assumptions. Now we claim that
INT»(H,G) = {(f}) 'Lif} |i=1,...k; j=1,...1i} .

Indeed, for L € INT°*(H,G), we find g € G(Q) and i € {1,...,k} such that gLg~' = L;. So
g € Z(H,L;)(Q). Find I € L;(Q), h € H(Q) and j € {1,...,;} such that g = lf;h. Then,

L =g 'Lig = (f{h)"'Lafjh = (f}) " 'Lif;.
So we are done.

6.1.2. Proof of Lemma 6.1, part 2. Assume that H contains a maximal unipotent subgroup and L €
INTr(H, G). By Section 6.3.1, L = My, - Ty, with My, normalized by the torus Ty, and [ = m; @ ;.
When L is defined over Q, both My, and Ty, can be arranged to be over Q. Let # : L — L/My, be
the natural quotient morphism.

Let (7,) C T be such that (y,H~, ') converges to L. Then (w(v,Hv,')) = (r(H)) also converges
to L/My,, which is impossible unless 7(H) = L/Mj,. Hence L = My, - H. This implies that L is
determined by My,. So there are only finitely many possibilities.

6.2. Compactifications using intermediate subgroups.

6.2.1. Condition (F2). To detect nondivergence we introduce
(F2) there are only finitely many parabolic Q-subgroups containing H, i.e., &y is finite.
For simplicity we abbreviate INT := INTr(H, G) and INTP := INTr(H, G) U &y in this subsection.
Clearly INTP is finite if INT&bS(H, G) is, but the converse does not hold. For instance G = SL,,
(n > 3) and H is a maximal unipotent Q-subgroup. Another case is when G = SL,, xD (n > 3) with
D embeded in SL,, as a Q-anisotropic maximal Q-torus and H is the diagonal embedding of D in G.
For a parabolic Q-subgroup P, we let #'(P) consist of all triples (p, V,, v,) where
1. V, is a finite dimensional vector space over Q;
2. p: G = G/Ryu(G) = GL(V,) is a Q-representation of G factoring through G/Ry(G);
3. v, € V,(Q) is not fixed by p(P) but the line spanned by v, is preserved by p(P).
By abuse of notation, we simply write an element of ¥ (P) as p or v, when no confusion might arise.
And we let oy, denote the Q-character of P attached to v,. Let mp : P — Sp be a Q-split quotient
torus of P such that every Q-character of P factors through 7p. By rigidity of diagonalizable groups,

{rp(gHg™") | g € Z(H,P)} = {Sy, ..., Sy}
is finite. For each S;, let
Y (P)SH .= {pec ¥(P)| v, is fixed by S; and H}.
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We find a finite subset %; C ¥ (P)S:H such that {a, | p € ¥ (P)S"H} is contained in the cone spanned
by {av, | p€ %}. Let ¥ (H,P) :=J¥ and ¥ (H) := Upcw, ¥ (H,P).

6.2.2. Definition of the compactification. For a finite dimensional vector space V over Q, let P(V) be
the associated projective variety over Q. For L € INT, let v be a vector in V| := AYmLg that lifts .
In order that vy is fixed by H we need to assume that the modular character of L is trivial on H. If H
is assumed to have no non-trivial Q-characters, then this automatically holds. To get an embedding
of G/H, we fix a rational G-representation Vi, and vig € Vi (Q) such that the stabilizer of vy in G
is exactly H.

Definition 6.2. Assume both G,H are connected and (F1), (F2) hold. Moreover, assume that the
modular character of L is trivial on H for every L € INT. Let

m T GH-Veo @ Vie @ V,»P(VeoQo & PVioQ
LEINT pEV (H) LeINT UV (H)

gH = g.va @ (©g.v1) © (Bg.v,)

Let X' be the Zariski closure of Y™ (G /H) and XINTP be the analytic closure of G.o in Xi -+ (R)
where o denotes the image of the identity coset.

By extending every representation p here to (p ® 1,V & Q), we see that (f ¥ is G-equivariant.

6.2.3. Nondivergence. Every element v in XINTF can be written as @[vl : t¥] with t& € {0,1}. Let
(gn) be a sequence in G and v = lim,,_, gn.0. If v» =0 for some p € ¥ (H), then (g,HI'/T") diverges
topologically in G/I" by Mahler’s criterion. The converse is also true by Theorem 4.6:

Lemma 6.3. Assume (F1) and (F2) hold. If (gy) is a sequence in G such that v = lim,_ g,.0 exists
in XINTP and vP # 0 for every p € ¥ (H), then g,H°T /T intersects with some bounded set in G/T for
all n.

Proof. By Theorem 4.6, if the conclusion were not true, then there exist (y,) C T, (h,) C H°,
a parabolic Q-subgroup P containing all v,H~,; ! and a rational P-eigenvector v that is fixed by
vnH~, !t and lives in a G-representation that factors through G/Ry(G) such that g,h,v,.v — 0.
S0 gny;n t.v — 0. Since v, Py, € Py for all n and Py is assumed to be finite, v, 'Py, = v; 'Py
for all n after passing to a subsequence.

Let P’ := WflP% € Py and v/ = Wfl.v. Then v’ is a P’-eigenvector fixed by 'yfl"/nvalfyl for
all n. Passing to a subsequence, we find i such that 7p, (v 'vHy, 'v1) = Sy, for all n. So day is
a Rxo-linear combination of {dav,, p € %, }. In particular, passing to a further subsequence, we can
find a fixed pg € ¥, C ¥ (H,P’) such that (note that ,,1v; € P'NT)

gnV' = ign%:l'yl.v’ =0 = gp.vy, = 0.
In particular, v = 0 and this is a contradiction. O
Definition 6.4. Assume condition (F1) and (F2) hold and that the modular character of L is trivial

on H for every L € INT. Let BE;ITP be the G-invariant closed Q-subvariety of XIPII\ITP consisting of
elements of the form ©yemiuNT LY (H) [vL : Y] with t* = 0 for every L € INT.

Lemma 6.5. Assume that G is reductive, or more generally, the unipotent radical of G commutes
with G. Also assume that Condition (F1), (F2) hold and that the modular character of L is trivial on
H for every L € INT. Let (g,) be a sequence in G such that (g,.0) converges to v € XN then

nILrI;O [(gn)«mpy] = [m(g)] < veBR .

In particular, assuming the equivalent conditions in Lemma 4.4, B%\ITP is non-empty.

Proof. The non-trivial direction is “<=". So we assume g,.v; — oo for all L € INT.

By Theorem 4.6, we can find (h,,) C H®, (y,) C T, a parabolic Q-subgroup P and an observable
Q-subgroup O such that v,H~, ! is contained in P and strongly converges to O. Replacing 7, by
71 'y, if necessary, we assume H C O and hence O € INT. Thus, 7;, 'O, € INT for all n. But INT
is finite, by passing to a subsequence, we assume that 7, 1O~, = 'yflO'yl =: O’ for all n. So 7, 'm
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normalizes O, implying 7, 1v1.Ver = £V, Thus g,.Ver = 29,k 171-Vor. Let gnhnyi 'y = knanpn
using the horospherical coordinate attached to P’ (and some choice of maximal reductive subgroup of
G and Cartan involution), then Theorem 4.6, together with our assumption on G, asserts that a(ay,)
is bounded for all character appearing in the Lie algebra of P’ and in particular, of O". Since (p,,) is
bounded, we have that g, hnv, '71.Ver = knanpn.ver is bounded. This is a contradiction against our
assumption. O

6.3. Conjugacy of subgroups. Consider the following closed subvariety of G:
ZMH,L):={geG|gHg ' CL}

for two Q-subgroups H, L of G. From the definition, it admits an action of L by multiplying from the
left and an action of Ng(H) from the right. One naturally wonders whether the action has finitely
many orbits. We formulate two conditions related to this. We say that (G, H) satisfies (C1) or (N1) if
(C1) Z(H,L) decomposes into finitely many orbits under the action of L x Ng(H) for every L €
INT(H, G);
(N1) I'NH is a finite index subgroup of I' " Ng (H) for an(y) arithmetic subgroup T".

Lemma 6.6. Assume that one of the following is true:

(1) G and H are connected reductive and Zg(H)° C H;
(2) H contains a maximal unipotent subgroup of G, which is a Q-split semisimple group.

Then (C1) and (N1) hold.

Ttem 1 is true by [EMS96, Lemma 5.2] (cf. [Ric67, Theorem 8.1]). Item 2 will be proved in
the following subsections. Note that (2) might fail if G is not Q-split, for instance, when G =
Resg(,/3)/g(SL2) (but the discussion in the last subsection still applies). For now, we note the following
consequence of these conditions plus Theorem 2.3:

Proposition 6.7. Assume condition (C1) holds. Let T' be an arithmetic subgroup of G, then there
exists a finite-index subgroup T' with the following property: The action of LNT' x Ng(H) NI’ on
ZH,L)NT' has finitely many orbits for every L. In particular, if (N1) also holds, then the action of
LNIY x HNIY has finitely many orbits.

Indeed, IV can be taken to be the intersection of I" with any congruence subgroup.

Remark 6.8. The statement [EMS96, Lemma 5.2] seems to suggest that (C1) holds whenever G is
reductive. This is wrong. One can find unipotent subgroups H and L of G := SLg such that (C1) fails
(even after replacing the action of L by that of Ng(L)).

6.3.1. Structure of L containing Up.x. Fix a Borel subgroup B containing a maximal unipotent
subgroup Upa.x and a maximal torus T in B. Let ® be the set of (non-zero) weights. Thus
g = (BPacofa) ®t. Let L be a connected closed subgroup containing Uy, then one can show
that its Lie algebra is

[= (Baca 8a) @ (INY, IO C D. (21)
Let m; be the Lie subalgebra generated by ®qeca,8o and My, the corresponding connected algebraic
subgroup. Then there exists a torus T, in T such that L = My, - Ty, and [ = m; & t;. So we get an
injection

INT(U, G) — 2% x {subtori of T}

L~ (9, TL).

6.3.2. Proof of Lemma 6.6: verify (N1). Now we explain that Ng(H) N T is virtually contained in
H under the assumption that G is Q-split and H contains a maximal unipotent subgroup Upax. It
suffices to show that Ng(H)°/H® is a Q-split torus (without assuming G to be Q-split, Ng(H)°/H"
is only proved to be a Q-torus). As G is Q-split, we assume that U, and T are defined over Q.

By Equa.(21), H is normalized by T. Hence Ng(H) contains a Borel subgroup, implying that it
is a parabolic subgroup P. In particular, it is connected. By assumption H contains Ry, (P) and so
H/R,(P) is a normal subgroup of P/Ry(P). But H/R,,(P) contains a maximal unipotent subgroup
of P/Ry(P), so H/R,(P) contains every semisimple factor of P/R,,(P). Hence P/H is a quotient of
the central torus of P/R,(P), which is Q-split since G is Q-split.
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6.3.3. Proof of Lemma 6.6: verify (C1). Condition (C1) is a geometric one and holds without assuming
G to be Q-split. B
Take g € Z(H,L)(Q), 50 gUnaxg t € gHg ! C L. As both gUaxg™ ! and Up,ay are maximal

unipotent subgroups of L, there exists [, € L(Q) such that
lg9Umax(lg9) ™" = Unmax C Hy == l;gH(ly9) " C L.

Thus lyg belongs to the normalizer of Uy,.y, which is exactly B. By the structure of subgroups
containing Uy, H is normalized by T and hence B. So we conclude that {;g € Ng(H) and

Z(H,L)(Q) = L(Q) - Ne(H)(Q).

6.3.4. Another compactification by intermediate groups. For each L € INT, we fix a rational G-
representation Vi, and vy, € V5(Q) such that the stabilizer of vi, in G is exactly L. Here we do
not need to assume that the modular character of L is trivial on H.

Definition 6.9. Assume both G,H are connected and (F1), (F2) hold. Let

W GH- P Vie P V,»- H  P(VieQ

LeINT pEV (H) LEINT U (H)
gH = (Bg.vL) © (Bg.v,)

Let X be the Zariski closure of iy (G /H) and XIMTP be the analytic closure of G.o in X5 ¥ (R)

where o denotes the image of the identity coset. Define Blfllv[TP in the same way as Definition 0.4.

Statement analogous to Lemma 6.5 also holds assuming additionally (C1) and (N1).

6.3.5. Focusing and intermediate subgroups. For a sequence (g,) in G, assuming g, H°T'/I" intersects
with some bounded set in G/T for all n, then g, h,, = 6,7, for some (h,) C H°, (7,,) C T and bounded
(6r) C G. So the limiting behaviour of g, H°T' /T is essentially the same as v, H°T'/T". A sequence (7y,)
in I is said to be clean if for every L € INT, one of the following holds

1. (yn.v1) is bounded, or equivalently, (v,) is bounded modulo L;
2. (yn-vy) diverges, or equivalently, (7,) diverges modulo L.

For a clean sequence (7y), let
Z((yn)) :={L € INT | (75.vL) is bounded }.

Lemma 6.10. Let (v,) be a clean sequence in T'. Further assume condition (C1) and (N1) hold. Then
for every L1, Lo € Z((vn)), there exists L' € £((vn)) that is contained in Ly N Ly. In particular,
Z((yn)) has a unique minimum element, denoted as L((7y,)).

Proof. Since (y,vy,) and (y,VvL,) are bounded, we must have that (v, (vL, @ vr,)) is bounded, that
is, (yn) is bounded modulo L; N Ly. Without loss of generality we assume (7,) is contained in
L3 := (L; N Ly)°. But we do not know whether L3 belongs to INT. If not, then by Lemma 4.4, at
least one of the following is true

1. H is contained in a proper normal Q-subgroup of Lg;
2. HL§" is a proper subgroup of Ls.

Let Ly be the identity component of the proper normal Q-subgroup in case 1 and be HLgri in case
2. Note that Ly is observable in G. In the second case, (7y,) is clearly bounded modulo Ly by the
definition of L3". For the first case, we invoke the condition (C1), (N1) and Proposition 6.7 to see
that v, = lfyn fin Iy, for some lin ceLyNnI, hy, C HNI and f;, belongs to certain finite subset of
Z(H,Ly4). Since (y,) belongs to Ls, (f;,) is contained in Z(H,Ls) N L. And since Ly is normal in
L, we find that v, = fi, (f; '3 fi.)h,, is bounded modulo Ly.

in 'Y
Continuing this process one will end with the smallest element in .Z((y,)). O
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6.4. Resolution of singularities and manifolds with corners. Assume myy) is finite for the
moment. It is not true that in general, the natural map®

Uy : G.o — Prob(G/T)

g.x — g*m[lH]

extends to a continuous map from XIMTF to Prob(G/I') LU {0}. This is because the limiting measure of
('yn)*m[lH] is of the form m[lLoH] but the stabilizer of mp0g) may not contain L even though it contains
a Zariski-dense subset.

The issue would disappear if one had assumed that L°H = L for all L € INTr(H, G). This is indeed
the case, for instance, when G is semisimple and H contains a maximal R-split torus (see [Mat64] or
[BT65, Theorem 14.4]). As we are not assuming this, one is forced to pass to the non-algebraic world.
It will be shown (see Theorem 6.16 and 6.20 below) that under some assumptions ¥y extends to the
closure in a manifold with corners.

6.4.1. Resolution of singularities. As a first step, one applies the resolution of singularity due to Hiron-
aka [Hir64]. The desired statement can be found in [Wo05, Theorem 1.0.2] and the lifting of algebraic
group actions is explained in [Kol07, Proposition 3.9.1].

Theorem 6.11. Let (X,D) be a G-pair such that X \ D is homogeneous. There exists a smooth
G-pair (X, D) over Q and a G-equivariant morphism 7 : X — X such that 7 is an isomorphism
restricted to 7~ (X \ D) = X\ D.

Assume (F1), (F2) hold and Bi"" is non-empty. Apply Theorem 6.11 to the pair (Xg ' F, BE ).
We get 1 ¢ (X1,B1) — (X, BT where (X;,By) is a smooth pair over Q. Let D; be the
preimage of Dy’ -~ under m; where Diy " = X3 " \ 4y""P(G/H). Apply Theorem 6.11 again to
the pair (X;1,D1) to get mg : (Xg,D2) — (X1,Dq) where (X3,D3) is a smooth pair. If By denotes

the preimage of the (Cartier) divisor By, then By is a union of certain irreducible components of Ds.
~1 ~ IMTP ~TMTP
Define Xz~ := Xy, Dy :=Djand By  := B,. If one is only interested in whether (g,).mp

converges to the full Haar measure, then it is not necessary to pass to the non-algebraic world.

6.4.2. Manifolds with corners. Let (X, D) be a smooth G-pair over Q with X \ D being homogeneous
under the action of G. We take o € (X \ D)(Q). Let X be the analytic closure of G.o and D be its
intersection with D(R). We define in this section the associated “manifold with corners”, denoted as
(Xeor, D), together with an equivariant continuous map 7" onto (X, D).
For i =1,2,...,d, let e;(z1,...,24) := x; be the standard coordinate functions on R¢. Then X can

be glued by local charts (O;, v;)ic.#, where (O;) is an open covering of X, such that for each i € .#,

1. ¢;: O; = ©;(0;) is a homeomorphism onto a connected open neighborhood of 0 € R?;

2. there exists 0 < r; < d such that

ei(DNO)=p0)n | |J {e=0}
j=1

By shrinking O;’s if necessary, we further assume the following: For every (i,j) such that O;; :=
0;NO; # 0, there exist I;; C {1,...,r;}, I;; C {1,...,r;} and a bijection 7;; : I;; — I;; such that

1. QOZ(O”) N {ek = O, Vk e Iij} 75 [Z), (pj(Oji) N {ek = O7 Vk e Iji} 7é @;
2. for every ke {1, --~7ri}\Iija @1(013) ﬂ{ek = 0} = @, every ke {1, ...,Tj}\]ji, cpJ(Oﬂ) ﬂ{ek =
0} = 0;
3. for every k € Ij;, there is a number €’ € {—1,1} such that the homeomorphism
piopit 1 ¢i(0y) = ¢;(0y)

sends € (k) >0 to ekeffj > 0.

3This was called W, in Section 5.3.5.
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We define a new topological space X" by “cutting along the boundaries”. For x = k() € {—1,1}"
and i € .7, let

OF :={z € O,;, k(k)eg(z) >0, Vk=1,...,7};

O0r° :={x €O, s(k)ex(z) >0, Vk=1,...,r;}.
To distinguish OF (resp. O;) as an independent topological space from a subset of X, let ¢ : OF — X
(resp. ¢; : O; = X) be the natural inclusion map. Their inverses are well defined and continuous on
the image.

We define an equivalence relation ~ on Llieﬁne{q,l}w OF as follows: x ~ y iff there exist ,j € &

and k; € {—1,1}",k; € {—1,1}" such that

reOf, ye (’);j, (O N L;j((’);j’o) #0 and /[ (z) = L';j (y).

Let X" := |—|i,/< OF/ ~ be equipped with the quotient topology.

Note that OF can be viewed as an open subset of X°*. Also, the natural continuous map |_]Z-,,‘i or —
X factors through some map 7" : X°°* — X which is continuous by the definition of quotient topology.
Let D" be the preimage of D under 7°°". From the construction we see that

Lemma 6.12. The restriction of 7 to X"\ D", or to each OF, is a homeomorphism onto its
mage.

As the structures are compatible with the group action, one can also check that the G-action on X
lifts to a continuous G-action on X°°r.

Let us also point out that the proof of Theorem 2.16 in [CLT10] also yields similar equidistribution
statements on the manifolds with corners:

Theorem 6.13. Under the weak-+ topology, the family of probability measures on X°°*
. 1BR,m - Vol
H = Nol(Br.g)
has a limit v in Prob(X°") as R — +o00. Moreover, the support of v is equal to the union of Z* =
(o)=Y Z) as (I, Z) varies over faces of Cfﬂgnw(L) of dimension b,.

6.4.3. Measure compactifications, finite volume cases. Whereas Theorem 4.2 gives a satisfactory de-
scription for the limiting behaviour of (g, ).mge], what is really needed for the counting problem is the
limiting behaviour of (g, )«my). For this assume H to be connected and apply the following corollary
to the weak approximation property [PR94, Theorem 7.7]:

Lemma 6.14. Let A be a connected linear algebraic group. Under the analytic topology, A(Q) is
dense in A(R).
By Lemma 6.14, we choose a finite subset (cH);c; € H(Q) such that
H=| |c'H,
iel
and let
rsme .= m (-1
iel
s™ma g a finite index subgroup of I'. We define two equivalence relations on I. We say that i ~q j iff
the image of ¢/ in H/H°(HNT) equals to that of ¢}'. For L € INTp(H, G), we say that i ~p, j iff the
image of ¢ in H/HN (L° - (LNT)) equals to that of ch. One can check that
HM = | | 'B°T, Lfr= || JL°T
i€/~ i€l/~L
where L := L°H. Hence,
-1
m:[lH] = |1/ ~| Z (CzH)*m%Ho]?
[i]€1/~1
-1
m[lLH] = |1/ ~| Z (C?)*m[lm]-
liJel/~vL
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Lemma 6.15. Assume H is connected and my) is finite. Let (v,) be a sequence in ™™ such that
(vHy, 1) converges to L, then limnﬁoo('yn)*m[lH] = m[lLH].

To avoid redundancy, the reader is referred to Lemma 6.18 below for the proof in a similar case.

6.4.4. The measure compactification is dominated by manifolds with corners. For the sake of simplicity,
write X 1= Xi{MTP"Cor and D := D%{MTP’COY in this subsection.

Theorem 6.16. Assume (F1), (F2), (C1) and (N1) hold and that H is connected with no non-trivial
Q-characters. Let (zy,) be a sequence in X\D converging to some zoc € X. Then (Wwu(xy)) is convergent
in Prob(G/T) U{0}. Consequently, Uy extends to a continuous map ¥y : X — Prob(G/T") U {0}.

Such an extension Wy is necessarily G-equivariant.

Proof. Let m denote the natural projection X — XIMTP Write

T(Xoo) =t Voo = BLeintuy (1) [Vas  T5)-

If v&_ = 0 for some p € ¥ (H), then (Vg (z,)) converges to 0. Assume otherwise, by Lemma 6.3, we
find (y,) C I'™? and a bounded sequence (4,) C G such that z,, = 6,7,.0. Let Lo := L((v5)) by
Lemma 6.10, noting that (v,,) is a clean sequence since (6,7v,[vL : 1]) converges. Let do € G be such
that lim 6,7, vL,, = doVL., - As we are going to apply Proposition 6.7 (to I'™® in the place of I'),
we may replace I'*™? by a finite-index subgroup from the beginning and assume that the conclusion of
Proposition 6.7 holds with TV = I's™&,

By assumption, (v,.vr_ ) is bounded. Take a finite set F C I'™™® such that for every n, there exists
v € F such that v,.vy,__ = v.vL_ . By ignoring finitely many terms, we can find a subsequence (7, )
and vy € F such that v, v = yvy_ for all k. We claim that ('y’l’ynk H’ygklfy) converges to L.

Write Iy, := v~ 1y, € Lo N2, If the claim were not true, by passing to a further subsequence,
we may assume that lkHllgl’s are all contained in some L € INT(H, G), a proper subgroup of L.
By Proposition 6.7 and passing to a further subsequence, we assume I}, = I} fhj, where (I}) C LNT™?,
(h) c HNT™* and f € Z(H,Ly) NT®?  Note that actually f is contained in L. Write
L; := f~'Lf, then it is also an element of INTp(H, G) contained in Lo.. But (), and hence (7, ),
is bounded modulo L¢. This is a contradiction against the minimality of L., and the claim is proved.

Fix v € F and (v,,) with v,,.vL.. = 7.vL_. Then (d,,) converges to 6,7~ ! modulo YLy}
or equivalently, YLy~ !. Let F, C 7Looy™! be a finite subset such that every limit point of (8,) in
G/yLE~71 is equal to the image of dc for some ¢ € F,. By Theorem 6.15, we have

. 1 1

Up to now, we have shown that whenever (z,) converges to x, all limit points of ¥y (x,) are
contained in the following finite set:

F .= {(50067)*m[1L§O] "ye}', CGfW}.

For each v € F, there exists a neighborhood N, C Prob(G/I") such that N, NN, = @ for v # p € F.
By discussion above, there exists an open neighborhood N, of o in X" such that

TN, \D) C || N

veEF

By construction, there exists a smaller neighborhood NV of z, such that A, \D is connected (this is
the only place where the construction of manifolds with corners is needed!). Thus Y (N, \D) C N,
for a unique v € F. This shows that lim,, ., Vg (z,) exists and is equal to v for all sequences (z,,)
converging to ... And the proof is now complete. d
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6.4.5. Measure compactifications, infinite volume cases. For this subsection, we assume that G and H
are connected and reductive, and Zg(H)° C H. Here we are mainly interested in the case when my;
is infinite.

By Theorem 4.5, for any arithmetic subgroup I' C G N G(Q), there exists an open bounded set
Br C G such that G = Bp - I' - H. Therefore, for a positive function 1) whose support is large enough,
one has (¢,v) > 0 for all v of the form g.mype; with g € G and L € INTp(H, G). Fix such a ), define

Prob? (G/T) := {v € Meas(G/T) | (,v) = 1}, (22)

equipped with the weak-* topology where Meas(G/T") denotes the set of locally finite Borel measures
on G/T. We will be concerned with measures v € Meas(G/I") such that v = Zle v; where

e each supp; is connected and supp v; Nsuppv; = 0 for i # j;
e (Y,v;) # 0 for all i.

For such a measure v, let % := k=2 3% v /(,13) = k=L 2 ¥ € Prob? (G/T).

Remark 6.17. The definition is made so that Lemma 6.18 below holds. If H(R) — G(R)/G(R)® is
surjective, then we could have defined v¥ = R

For g € G, if both v and g.v enjoy the above properties, we define a;z’(uw) = (guv)¥ € Probw(G/F).
Let

X[ = ad (mEbH]) C Prob%(G/T).
Similar to Section 6.4.3, one has
mty = 11/ ]S () amge),
[i]€l/~1

mipay =11/~ 7Y () empe))?.

liJel/~v
Lemma 6.18. Let (v,) C ™2 be a sequence such that (v, Hy, 1) converges to L € INT(H, G), then
lim,,— 00 a}fn (mﬁ’{]) = m?iH}.
Proof. For every n,i, let 7% := (cF)~1y,c? € . Then
(Yneih)smie) = (¢717;,)«mpgro].-

Also, (vAH(vi)™!) converges to (cff)"'LcfY, which is equal to L as H C L. By Theorem 4.2 and 4.5,

P

lima’,;
Vi

(ml[pHo]) = mﬁ:(}] and so lim afnc? (mﬁlo]) = ((cf‘)*m[Lo})d’. Consequently,

lim a?/” (mﬁﬂ) = |1/ N1|*1 Z lim ((*ynciH)*m[Ho])ll)

n—r oo
[{] €I/~
_ P
=1/~ D0 ((e)ampe)
[dlel/~1
-1 W
=11/ ~7 Y (e)amie)” = mipa.
[{lel/~L
O
Define an equivalence relation ~ on INT := INTr(H, G) by
L, ~ Ly, «— LIT =g4LIT JgeC.
Lemma 6.19. We can decompose Xﬁleas’w = rjenvr /~ ofé (mEZI:H]) In particular, the map (g,v) —

Cklgp(V) defines a continuous action of G on Xﬁleas*w,
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meas,

Proof. 1t suffices to show every v € Xy is equal to o (mﬁ’ﬁ]) for some L € INTr(H, G) and

g € G. Indeed, every sequence (gy,,) in G, after passing to a subsequence, can be written as g, = 0, Vnhn
with (8,,) converging to some 0, (7,) C I with ~,, H, ! converging to some L € INT and (h,,) C H.
By Lemma 6.18, lim a‘g”" (mﬁ’ﬂ) = a:é’m (mEZLH]). So we are done. O

Define Wi(g.0) := ay (m’[’f{]). Let X := X' 7% and D := D™ as before. Similar to

Theorem 6.16, we have:

Theorem 6.20. Assume that G, H are connected and reductive, Zg(H)° C H and ¢ is as above
Equa.(22) where Prob? (G/T') is defined. Let (z,,) be a sequence in X\ D converging to some oo € X.

Then (\Iﬂlﬂ(mn)) is convergent in Prob¥(G/T). Consequently, \I/ﬁ extends to a continuous map @ﬁ :
X — Prob¥(G/T).
Note that conditions (F1), (F2), (C1) and (N1) hold under the assumptions made here.

6.5. Compactifications of U. Let U be a variety over Q equipped with a transitive G-action and
assume that there exists o € U(Q) such that the stabilizer of 0 in G is H. Let H, denote the stabilizer
of z € U(Q). For different rational points, H,’s may not be isomorphic to each other. So there seems
no canonical choice of H, to identify U with G/H,,.

6.5.1. Conjugacy between intermediate subgroups. While H, and H, may not be isomorphic for dif-
ferent z,y € U(Q), the set of intermediate groups are related.

Lemma 6.21. Let x,y be two rational points on U(Q). Find f € G(Q) such that fy = x. Assume
L is a Q-subgroup normalized by H,. Then fLf~! is defined over Q. Therefore, L — fLf~! induces
bijections between INTg(H,, G) and INTo(H,, G); INT*(H,,G) and INTQ*(H,,G); Py, and
Py,

x

Proof. For o € Galg, we have

fy=z=0(z) =0(fy) =o(fly = f'o(f) € Hy.
Let hy := f~1o(f), then o(fLf™) = fhoLh ;' f~' = fLf~! for all 0 € Galg. So fLf™! is defined
over Q. The rest of the claim follows from this. O

6.5.2. Convergent intermediate subgroups. However, it is not clear whether conjugation by f maps
INTr(Hy, G) to INTr(H,, G). Consequently, though Lemma 6.5 or its analogue for XMIP g oreat
for counting a single I'-orbit, it needs to be modified for counting integral points, which may consist
of different I'-orbits. Define

INTg(g@(H, G)={LeINTgH,G) |[L=gL'g"', 3g€ G(Q), L' e INT(H,G)}.

Lemma 6.22. Assumptions same as in Lemma 6.21. Then L — fLf~! induces bijections between

cvg cvg
INTGE (H,, G) and INTGE (He, G).

Proof. This follows from Lemma 4.4 and Lemma 6.21 above. O

We formulate a condition that guarantees the finiteness of this set:
(N2) Ng(H)° € Ng(L) for every L € INTQ™(H, G).

Lemma 6.23. Assume that one of the following is true:

(1) G and H are reductive and Zg(H)° C H;
(2) H contains a mazimal unipotent subgroup of G.

Then (N2) holds.

The example SL,, xD modulo the diagonal embedding of D mentioned in Section 6.2.2 also satisfies
this.

Proof. Part 11is easy as Zg(H)° = Ng(H)°. Part 2 follows from the structure of subgroups containing
some maximal unipotent subgroup. O
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Lemma 6.24. Assume (C1), (F1) and (N2) hold, then INTg(g@)(H, G) is finite.

Proof. By (C1), for each L € INTr(H, G), find finitely many elements (f;)ic ¢ such that
ZH,1)Q) = | | L@/ NeH)°(@).
i€ 7L
For g € Z(H,L)(Q) such that g~ 'Lg is defined over Q, written as I, f;n, according to this decompo-
sition,
g 'Lg= ngl(fi_lLfi)”g = fi 'Lf;
by (N2) applied to ng_lfflLfmg € INT?QbS(H7 G). Therefore,

INTE}V(%)(H, G)C {f[lLfi ‘ L€ INT, i € #, f; 'Lf; is defined over Q}

is finite. O

6.5.3. Refined compactifications and condition (B1). We similarly define (abbreviate INTg(g@ =
INT2_ (H,G))

G©
xXp™ 11 P(VL® Q) (23)
LeINTg(g@ Uy (H)
and
Xpg P cP(VvueQ x [ PvVie@x [ PV,eQ (24)
LeINTg(%) peY (H)

which admit natural morphisms onto X3y '+ or XN F In defining B%/[TP/

cvg o ~IMTP’ ~IMTP’ ~IMTP’
INTr(H, G) by the larger INT (H,G). For simplicity refer | Xz ,Dyg ,Bpy as the log

, we replace the index

G(Q
smooth IMTP’ compactification of U. Log smooth INTP’ compactification is similarly defined. We
have the following:

Lemma 6.25. Consider one of the following two situations:
(1) Assume (F1), (F2), (C1), (N1) and (N2) hold. Let (X,D,B) be the log smooth IMTP" com-
pactification;
(2) Assume that the unipotent radical of G commutes with G. Assume (F1), (F2), (C1), (N2) hold

and that the modular character of L is trivial on H for all L € INTCC:?@(H, G). Let (X,D,B)
be the log smooth INTP' compactification.
Let x € U(Q) and (gn) C G be such that (g,.x) converges to some v € X. Then

Jim [(gn)mpuz)] = [mig)] < veB.
In particular, condition (B1) holds for (X,D,B).
Proof. The proof is similar to that of Lemme 6.5 and is omitted. O

6.6. Wrap-up. By combining efforts made so far, we have arrived at a few theorems.

Theorem 6.26. Consider one of the following two situations:

(1) Assume (F1), (F2), (C1), (N1) and (N2) hold. Let (X,D,B) be the log smooth IMTP" com-
pactification;

(2) Assume that the unipotent radical of G commutes with G. Assume (F1), (F2), (C1), (N2) hold
and that the modular character of L is trivial on H for all L € INTCCZ(%)(H, G). Let (X,D,B)
be the log smooth INTP' compactification.

Also, assume equivalent conditions in Lemma 4.4 hold for H, C G for all x € U(Q). Then condition
(B4) holds for (X,D,B). Therefore, there exists L supported on D such that Hty, is good if Pic(U) is
torsion and is good with weights in general.
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Proof. By assumption, there exists (v,) C I' that is unbounded modulo the normalizer of H,. So
Condition (B4) holds by applying Theorem 2.14. Lemma 5.3 shows the existence of height satisfying
(BH1). (B1) holds by Lemma 6.25. Lemma 5.1 then concludes the proof. O

Theorem 6.27. Assume G and H are connected and reductive and Zg(H)° C H. Also, assume that
the projection of H to the compact Q-factor of G is surjective. Then (B2) and (K1) hold for (X,D,B),
the log smooth IMTP’ compactification. In particular, the log anti-canonical height is good if Pic(U)
is torsion and is good with weights in general. Every other height is ok if my) is finite and is ok with
weights otherwise.

Note that under these assumptions, (F1), (F2), (C1), (N1), (N2) and equivalent conditions in
Lemma 4.4 hold for H,, for all z € U(Q).

Proof. Condition (K1) follows from Theorem 2.13. By Theorem 4.5, every limit measure p is non-zero

and hence homogeneous. By Lemma 4.4, there exists (v,,) C I' such that [('yn)*m[ ]} converges to

mHg
[mg)] for every z € U(Q). Hence (B2) holds. Lemma 5.2 gives condition (BH1) and Lemma 6.25
gives (B1). So we are done by invoking Lemma 5.1.

If my) is finite, then H and G have no non-trivial Q-characters under our assumption. Also, thanks
to Theorem 6.16 and 4.5, condition (S1) and (D1) hold, which implies (H1) by Lemma 5.5. Then one
can conclude with Lemma 5.4.

In the infinite-volume case, apply Theorem 6.20 and 4.5 to get (S1) and (D2). Then we get (H2)
by Lemma 5.8. Finally one concludes with Lemma 5.7. O

6.7. Lift equidistributions. We would like to extend Theorem 6.26 to a more general setting. This
is necessary to prove Theorem 1.2 in full generality.

6.7.1. Standing assumptions. Take G to be a connected linear algebraic group over @, U to be a
homogeneous variety under G with a point o € U(Q) and H to be the stabilizer of o0 in G. Assume

Assumption 6.28. Ry (G) commutes with the reductive part of G. Namely, G = G x Ry(G).
Thus G can be written as (GP" - G™ - Z(G)) x Ry(G). Under these assumptions, here are a few

natural quotient morphisms:
o pstau G — G/Gnc; p1:G— Gy = G/Z(G)Spl, p12: G — Go = G/(GCptZ(G))XRu(G),
and ps : G — Gy is the composition pis o p1.
Regarding H, we assume that

stau

Assumption 6.29. H is a connected observable Q-subgroup of G, p
p1(H) is observable and PE** is finite.

18 surjective restricted to H,

Note that under this assumption, G/H is a homogeneous space under G"¢. However, we get some
advantage by considering the larger automorphism subgroup. Also, since every parabolic Q-subgroup
of G must contain (G- Z(G)) x Ru(G), thus 2™ being finite is equivalent to Z2§™ being finite,
which is again equivalent to & being finite.

Remark 6.30. By Lemma 4.4, p***" being surjective is a mecessary assumption for the existence of
(vn) C€ T such that [(’yn)*m[Hoﬂ converges to [m[Gﬂ since maximal proper subgroups of a unipotent

group is normal. Of course, when G acts non-trivially on Ru(G), this is no longer necessary.

Recall that the stabilizer of a general point z € U(Q) in G is denoted as H,. Its image in G; is
denoted as H, ; for i = 1,2. We have assumed H; := p;(H) to be observable, thus Hy := py(H) is
also observable (see Lemma 6.37) and my. ; makes sense.

Assumption 6.31. There exists (and we fix such) a Ga-pair (X,B) over Q with X being a G-
equivariant compactification of Go/Hs such that

1. for every x € (G2/Hz2)(Q), the analytic closure of Go.x intersects with B(R);
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2. for every x € (G2/H2)(Q) and (g,) C Gz such that every limit point of (gn.x) is contained in
B(R), we have

lim {(gn)*m[Hg,m]} = [myg,]

n— oo
where Hy ,, denotes the stabilizer of x in Ga.

The compactification of Go/Hs as in the assumption can be easily upgraded to one of U = G/H
with the same conclusion. Namely, for every z € U(Q) and every (g,) C G with limg,.2 € B(R),

one has lim,,_, o [pg (gn)*m[Hgyz]} = [m(g,]] and such a sequence (g,) does exist. Note that if ¢ is the
quotient morphism G/H — Gy/H and z € G/H(Q), then H, » = Hy 4(5).

e Let T' be an arithmetic subgroup of G and T'; := p;(T).
Note that T'; is an arithmetic subgroup of G; for i = 1,2 (see [PRR23, Theorem 4.7]).

6.7.2. Main theorem and outline of the proof.

Theorem 6.32. There exist a smooth G-pair (X, D) over Q such that U := X\ D is equivariantly
isomorphic to G/H over Q, and B C D, a union of irreducible components of D defined over Q, such
that (B1) and (B4) hold.

Proof of Theorem 6.32. We explain that Theorem 6.32 follows from Lemma 6.35 and 6.39 below.

We fix some = € U(Q).

Let (X1,D1,B;) be the one obtained by Lemma 6.39. (X3, B3) is constructed by firstly applying
Theorem 6.11 to (X1,B1) to get (X2,D2,Ba) (D3 is the inverse image of D). Apply Theorem 6.11
again to (X, Ds) to get (X3, D3, B3) where Bj is the inverse image of Bo. Thus (X3, D3) is a smooth
G-pair over Q and Bjs is a union of irreducible components of D3 that is over Q.

Now assume that (gn.z) converges to a point in B3(R) for some (g,,) C G. By Lemma 6.39, we find
(hy) C H2, a bounded sequence (b,) in G and (v,,) C ' such that g,h,w, = by, and

[Ad(p1(yn)) Vel = 00, VP e P57
By Lemma 6.39 again,
lim [p1(’yn)*m[HgJ]} = [m[Gl]] :

n— 00
Hence (pl(%)Hm)lpl (’yn)_l) converges to G1. Passing to a subsequence if necessary, assume that
(pl('yn)Hw)lpl (Vn)_l) strongly converges (see the next subsection for the definition) to some L. Then
by Lemma 6.34, L is observable in G; and hence L = G;. Invoking Lemma 6.35, we have that
(fyon'y; 1) strongly converges to G, showing that

Jim [(n)empee)] = lim [(9n)<mpug)] = [myq] -

This proves condition (B1).

By Lemma 6.39, we can find (v,) C T’ with lim~,,.z € B3(R). Thus, some irreducible component B
of B3(R) is contained in G.z. So we have some sequence (g/,) C G such that g/,.z converges to B° (the
complement in B of other boundary components). By (B1), lim [(g;)*m[Hg]] = [m[Gﬂ. In particular,
gn-x = byy,,.x for some bounded (b,) in G and (v],) C I'. Thus we are done by Theorem 2.14 since
(v;,) can not be bounded modulo the normalizer of H. This proves (B4). O

6.7.3. Strongly convergence and observability. Let us introduce the notion of strongly convergence and
a simple criterion of observability. Strongly convergence is indeed stronger than convergence from
Definition 4.1.

Definition 6.33. Let (A,) be a sequence of connected Q-subgroups of a connected linear algebraic
group C over Q and E be another connected Q-subgroup of C. We say that (A,,) strongly converges
to E if

1. every A,, is contained in E;

2. for every subsequence (A, ), E is the smallest Q-subgroup containing all Ay, ’s.

Lemma 6.34. Assume that A is a connected linear algebraic group over Q with no nontrivial Q-
characters and C is a connected observable Q-subgroup. Let (vy,,) be a sequence in some fized arithmetic
subgroup of A and E be a connected Q-subgroup of A such that
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(1) infpezpe |Ad(yn) Vel = oo;
(2) (7 Cy 1Y) strongly converges to E.
Then E is observable in A.

Proof. If E is contained some maximal proper parabolic Q subgroup P, then C is contained in
P, := 7, P, for all n. Thus [[Ad(yn)ve, | = [|Ad(yny, ") ve| is bounded, contradicting our first
assumption.

So E, and hence ER,,(A) are not contained in any parabolic Q-subgroup. Thus ER4(A)/Ry(A) C
A/R,(A) is reductive and hence observable. Equivalently, ER,(A) is observable in A. But E is
observable in ER,(A) since ER,;(A)/E is a homogeneous space under a unipotent group and hence
affine. So we are done. O

6.7.4. Lift strong convergence. Strongly convergence, unlike convergence, is liftable.

Lemma 6.35. Let () be a sequence in T and (L,,) be a sequence of connected observable Q-subgroups
of G. Assume that p***" is surjective restricted to any Ly,. The followings are equivalent:

(1) (Ly,) strongly converges to G;

(2) (p1(Ly,)) strongly converges to G1;

(3) (p2(Ly)) strongly converges to Ga.

Proof. The nontrivial implication is 3. = 1.

By passing to a subsequence if necessary, we assume that (L,) strongly converges to L. Thus
Go = po(L). Write L = (L* - L®") . R(L). Then the image of R(L) under py is contained in the
radical of py(L), which is trivial. Similarly, L°°" is contained in the kernel of py. Thus, the subgroup
L" of G™ must be the full G". In particular, L contains the kernel of p*'a*. But p*a" is surjective
restricted to L,, and hence to L, implying that L is equal to G.

O

Remark 6.36. The analogous statement is wrong replacing “strongly converges” by “converges”. For
instance, let G := SLy xG,,, Gy, be embedded in SLo as the diagonal torus, and H be the diagonal
embedding of G, in G. So here p1 = p2 : G — SLy = Gy are the natural projection. Let N be the
upper triangular unipotent subgroup of SLo and let N’ := N x {id} in G. Take v, := ([ (1) 711 } ,id) .
Then one can verify that H - N’ is an observable subgroup of G and (ynH’y;l) converges to H -
N’. However, po(HN'), being the upper triangular Borel subgroup, is not observable in SLo and
(p2(vnH, 1)) actually converges to SLy.

6.7.5. Lift equidistribution through compact fibrations.

Lemma 6.37. Let A be a linear algebraic group over Q, B be a Q-anisotropic normal subgroup of A
and m: A - A/B =: A be the natural quotient. Let C be a Q-subgroup of A. If C is observable in
A, then w(C) is observable in A.

Proof. Let T be an arithmetic subgroup of A and 7 be the induced quotient map A(R)/T' — A(R)/T
where I' := 7(T) is an arithmetic subgroup of A. By [Wei98, Corollary 7], it is sufficient to show that
7(C)(R)T'/T, or equivalently, 7(C(R))T'/T is closed in A(R)/T. This follows from the properness of 7.

O

The equivalence between the convergence when applying p12 does hold, which leads to the following:
Lemma 6.38. Let (g,) be a sequence in G and x € U(Q). If [pg(gn)*m[H; ,1| converges to [mya,]
then |p1(gn)«mme 1]} converges to [myg,].

Proof. As p12 is proper, p1(g,)H; T'1/T'1 intersects with some bounded set for all n. We may assume
p1(gn) = A € 1. So (p12(AHz 1A, 1)) converges to Go. After passing to a subsequence assume that
(AnH, 1A, 1) converges to L, an observable Q-subgroup of Gi. By Lemma 6.37, p1a(L) is observable
and has to be equal to Go. But LGT° = GI° by assumption. Hence L has to be G; by arguments
similar to those in the proof of Lemma 6.35. And we conclude by invoking Theorem 4.2. d
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6.7.6. The general case. For x € U(Q), fix a non-empty open bounded subset Q, C HSI'/T. Up to
now, it only remains to prove the following:

Lemma 6.39. There exist a G-pair (X,D) over Q and a closed G-invariant Q-subvariety B of D
with X\ D being G-equivariantly isomorphic to U such that the following holds. For every x € U(Q),
the analytic closure of G.x intersects with B(R). Moreover, for every x € U(Q) and (gn) C G such
that every limit point of (g,.x) is contained in B(R), we have

(1) Timsoe [ (p1(g0))mpme ] = e, ]

(2) there exists a sequence (hy) in HS such that
(2.1) (gnhn€s) intersects with some bounded subset of G/T for all n;
(2.2) for every P € 23 | |Ad(p1(gnhn))ve| — oo.

z,1’
6.7.7. Splitting of parabolic characters. Let My := (HN (G¥Z(G)**Ry(G)))°. Then H/Mpg is a
Q-split torus.
Let My := p1(Mgy), then H/Mpg naturally surjects onto Hy/Myg ;. Therefore, H; /Mgy is

~H
also a Q-split torus. So there exists a Q-split subtorus S; of H; that maps to Hy /Mg 1 surjectively

with finite kernel. Choose another Q-split subtorus S%{ of Mpy,; such that the restriction of pilﬁ to

~ ~H
S, := S - S, is surjective onto Sy, with finite kernel. By definition
~ ~H
Lie(Sq,) = Lie(Sty) @ Lie(S; ).
Note that the image of My, under pilﬂ is the same as that of Sh: certainly it contains pﬁ’i (Sh)7 but

it can not be strictly larger as it has to be disjoint from the image of g?

For a Q-eigenvector v of Hy, let I, (resp. ay) be the associated linear functional (resp. character)
on Lie(Sw,) (resp. H).

Let

9;_;1 = {®nPVP ’ n, € Map*(ﬂﬁlfx,Zzo)} (25)

where Map™ (2§, Z>0) denotes the collection of set-theoretic maps from 2 to Z>¢ excluding the
zero map. Note that 2™ can be naturally viewed as a subset of 274 .

For a subset & of ,@IJ_FII, let the corresponding P := {l,, v € &}. A subset of a Q-vector space is
said to be non-degenerate iff Q>¢-linear combinations of this subset equal to the whole space.

Lemma 6.40. Let A be a connected linear algebraic group over Q with no non-trivial Q-characters. Let
B be an observable Q-subgroup of A. Define 3”; in the same way as ‘@;11 above. And P corresponding
to some &P C @g is viewed as a subset of Lie(Sg)" here. Then Py, corresponding to PE*, is non-
degenerate.

Before presenting the proof, we firstly deduce that

Lemma 6.41. There exists a finite subset & C 9{;1 such that P is non-degenerate and for each
~H
v € P, either Lie(Sy) C ker(ly) or Lie(S; ) C ker(ly).

Proof. Indeed, it is easy to find a finite subset of Lie(Sg,)" satisfying the required properties. By
Lemma 6.40, replacing this subset by suitable ZT-multiples one gets a subset of 73;11 without losing
any required properties. O

Henceforth, we fix such a choice of &2, = 2! LI 22 where

Py ={ve P, Lie(Sy) C ker(ly)},
~ 26
P2 = {v € P, Lie(SfI) C ker(lv)}. (26)

Replacing elements v € &, by v®? if necessary, we assume that each a, = 32 for some Q-character 3

of H. Note that for v € 92! the character ay, vanishes on My (since it factors through p;lﬂ (Myu1),

which is the same as pi‘l’i (Si;)) and factors through Sg.
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6.7.8. Proof of Lemma 6./0. For the purpose of the proof, we may consider &g, including all the
proper parabolic Q-subgroups containing B, not just the maximal ones. This is because the character
associated to a parabolic Q-subgroup can be expressed as Q>-linear combinations of the characters of
mazximal parabolic Q-subgroups containing it.

By [Gro97, Theorem 7.3], we find a highest weight Q-vector v and a parabolic Q-subgroup P,
preserving C.v such that v is fixed by B, B is contained in P; and Ry(B) is contained in Ry (P1).
Here x is the Q-character of P associated with v.

Let B™? be a maximal reductive Q-subgroup of B and Sg be the Q-split part of the central torus
of B, Find a maximal reductive Q-subgroup Lp, of P; containing B*?. Then B™¢ c Lg, =
Lp, Nkerx. Let Sp, be the Q-split part of the central torus of Lp, and Mp, := (°Lp,)°. Then Lp,
is an almost direct product Mp, - Sp,.

~/ ~ ~/
Let Sigl := Sp, Nkery and Sy := Sy - Sigl7 contained in the centralizer of B*!. Then Sg is an
~/
almost direct product of two subtori: S; := S%l and some Sy C Mp, N Sg.

The proof below actually proves the conclusion with B replaced by B’ := §;3 -B-Ry(P1), which is
a stronger claim. For this purpose, we are interested in two types of parabolic Q-subgroups.

The first type &7 consists of parabolic Q-subgroups containing P;. The other type &, is con-
structed as follows. Take a Q-cocharacter a; : G,, — Ss, let

QL = {g: € Lp, | limaza; " exists } Q., == QL, x Ru(Py).

Then Q}it is a parabolic Q-subgroup of Lp, and Q,, is a parabolic Q-subgroup of A. Define &%, to be
the collection of all Q,,’s constructed this way. One sees from the definition that every element from
P1 U Py contains B'. Let P and P} be the associated linear functionals (denoted as lp as P varies
in ] U }) on Lie(§;3). It suffices to show that P; U P} is non-degenerate in Lie(§;3)v.

First we explain that P] is non-degenerate when restricted to Lie(S;). Let Spax C Lp, be a
maximal Q-split torus of A containing Sp and Sp,. Also fix a Q-minimal parabolic subgroup Ppin
containing Sp,ax that is contained in Py. So

§;3 :Sl’SZ CvaB'SP1 C Smax C:Pmin C]-31~

Let A be the set of simple roots. Then one can find I C A such that Sp, = (Naerker a)°.
Moreover, x is a non-zero Qx>-linear combination of I as P varies over maximal parabolic Q-subgroups
containing P;. If P} is not non-degenerate inside Lie(S1)Y, then I (v) > 0 for some vxo € Lie(S;) and
for each maximal parabolic Q-subgroup P containing P, implying that dx(v) > 0, a contradiction.

Next we show that Pj is non-degenerate restricted to Lie(Sz). Take Q = Q,,, € &. Let l’é be the
linear functional on Lie(S3) associated with Q}it. Since the determinant character of the adjoint action
of S on Ry (Py) is trivial, lg is equal to lg restricted to Lie(Sz). Since Lp, is reductive, it admits
an involution whose restriction to Sy brings each element to its inverse. Therefore, if {I3}qe, is not
non-degenerate, then there exists a Q-cocharacter by : G,,, — So such that lé vanishes on the image
of db; for all Q,, = Q € H,. In particular, this is true when a; = by, which is a contradiction.

The general case follows since Lie(Ss) is contained in the common kernel of elements from Pj.

6.7.9. Definition of the compactification. For v € 2} let V, be the Gi-representation where v lives.
The character ay, : H — G,,, defined by

pi(h).v=ay(h)v, Vhe H

factors through some (8, : Sg@ — G,,. Now we define a Q-linear action p, of G on V; twisting the
G-representation by £,

pu(9) - w = By (P (9)) " pilg)w, Vg € G, w e V4.
Thus for every h € H,
pv(h)v = By (P (h) - av (h)v = v,
implying v is fixed by H.
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Let (X1,B1) be as offered by Assumption 6.31 (by the remark after the assumption, we assume
this is a G-pair). Recall that G/H = U with identity coset sent to o € U(Q). For the rest of this
subsection, let X be the Zariski closure of

U< X x EB Ve C X4 X H P(V, ® Q)
vePL veP]
g.0— (g.0,®py(9)V),
And let
B = {(x,H[xv : tv]> ‘ r€B; ty,=0,Vve @;}
Let D be the complement of U in X.

6.7.10. Proof of Lemma 6.39, I, equidistribution. Take z € U(Q) and (g,) C G with lim g,,.2 € B(R).

Find g, € G(Q) such that x = g,.0. So (gng..0) converges to some point in B(R). By our assumption,
we may and do require that g,,’s and g, are contained in G*Z(G)*" x R, (G). Item 1 of Lemma 6.39
holds for free by Lemma 6.38. In particular, replacing g, by g,hl for some (hl) C H2, there are (by 1)

bounded in Gy, (y,,1) C I'1 such that p1(gn) = bn,17vn,1 and lim, o [(Vn,l)*m[Hgyl]] = [m[Gl]].
Now turn to item 2. Namely, we need to find (h,) C Hz(R)® such that
1. (gnhn€:) is nondivergent in G/T’;
2. for every P € g™, [[Ad(p1(gnhn))ve| — oc.

Thanks to Lemma 6.21, for every Q-subgroup F of G; that is normalized by Hy, p1(g.)Fp1(g.)~*
is defined over Q. In particular, conjugating by pi(g.) induces bijections between Zj** and P
The proof of Lemma 6.21 also shows that conjugating by p1(g,) induces bijections between %a(Hl)
and X3 (Hy,1)-

For i = 1,2, let fi be the characters of H; associated with 22! and fi (resp. Z2%) be the subset

of X (Hy,1) (resp. ,@ﬁzl) induced from conjugating by p1(g,). By assumption we have
1P1(gngz)-v] — +o0, Vv e 2L
Then
lp1(gn)vI = +00, VveE P, (27)

We choose a QQ-split subtorus gHm C H, 1 such that pi‘l’i | restricted to gHz,l is surjective onto
S, , with finite kernel. For i = 1,2, let P, collect the linear functionals on Lie(Sy, ,) induced from
— _ ~ ~H, .
P.. Let S%{w be the identity component of the common kernel of ’Pi in Sg,, and S;  be that of ’Pi.

~ ~H,

Then Sy, , = S%{w -S;  is an almost direct product of two Q-subtori. We need the following lemma:

Lemma 6.42. Let A be a linear algebraic group over Q and (v,) be contained in a fized arithmetic

subgroup of A. Let C be a Q-subgroup and assume that PE** is finite. Let Sc be a Q-split subtorus
spl

of C that surjects onto Sc under pg with a finite kernel. After passing to a subsequence, one of the
following holds:
(1) there exists (z,) C Lie(Sc(R)) such that
|Ad(yn exp(zn))ve| — 00, VP € &%
(2) there exists v € P& fired by C such that (||yn-v||) is bounded.
Proof. The proof is essentially contained in Section 4.4.5. Indeed, by [Zha21, Lemma 3.4], if the first

alternative were not true, then there are positive integers (a;) and (P;) C g such that v := ®vi€§?"'
is fixed by C and (7,.v) is bounded. O

By our assumption, Lemma 6.42 is applicable to A = G;, C = H;; and v, = 7,,1. As the
second alternative violates the equidistribution towards mjq,), there exist (s,) C Lie(Shm (R)) and

() C Lie(S; " (R)) such that
|Ad(p1(gn) exp(sn + tn))ve| — 0o, VP € P57
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Therefore,

lp1(gn) exp(sn + tn). V|| = 00, Vv € @ﬁm
Now observe that one can replace (t,) by zero. Indeed, for every v € &2,

121 (gn) exp(sn)-v|| = [[p1(gn) exp(sn + tn).v][ = oo

On the other hand, by Equa.(27),

1p1(9n) exp(sn) V[ = [Ip1(gn)-vI[ — o0
for every v € 2L. Find (h,) C My, (R)° (Mg, := (H, N °G)°) such that exp(s,) = p1(hy,), then

”Ad(pl(gnhn))vPH — 00, VP € 'gzlﬁljxl (28)

To complete the proof, it only remains to verify that (g,h,S);) is nondivergent in G/I'. Since
PP (gnhn Q) = p*PY(Q,) is bounded in Sg(R), it suffices to show that (p1(gnhn)Q ) is nondivergent
for every nonempty open bounded subset € , of Hj ;' /T'1, which is true by Equa.(28) and Theorem
4.8.

6.7.11. Proof of Lemma 6.39, II, non-empty intersection. Here we prove the remaining assertion of
Lemma 6.39, namely,

Claim. For x € U(Q), the closure of G.x under the analytic topology intersects with B(R) non-
trivially.

Proof. By Assumption 6.31, let (g,) be a sequence in G such that every limit point of (g,.x) is
contained in B (R). We will build a new sequence (g,,) C G such that (g},.z) converges to some point
in B(R).

By Lemma 6.38,
lim_[p1(ga)empme | = i) (29)

n— oo

There exist a bounded sequence (4,) C Gy, a sequence (v,) C I'1 and (h,) C Hg ; such that p1(g,) =
5n7nhn-

Apply Lemma 6.42 with C = H; 1, A = G;. The second alternative can not hold because of
Equa.(29). Therefore, there exists a sequence (2,) of Lie(Sg, , (R)) such that

[Ad(p1(gn) exp(zn))vell = o0, VP € Py (30)

Recall g, € °G(Q) and = = g,.0. Also take g], € °G such that p1(g),) = p1(gn) exp(2,,). We shall show
that the sequence (g,.z) = (g,,9..0) converges to some point in B(R). For this, we only need to check
that

v (90 92)VI| = IP1(ghg2) V] = 00, Vv e 2L

As vectors in ) C Py are obtained by tensoring powers of vp’s for some P € Z2i*, the above
holds if

HAd(p1(g;Lgm))Vp|| — 00, VP ¢ gzlr_rllixx

By Lemma 6.21, for every P € 25, P, = p1(g.)Pp1 (g2)~! belongs to @ﬁ‘j"l So there is a non-zero
complex number cp such that Ad(p1(g.))ve = cpve,. So

IAd(p1(gng=))vell = le| - |Ad(p1(gn) exp(zn))ve, |,

which diverges to 400 by Equa.(30).
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6.8. Proof of Theorem 1.2. Let us prove something more general:

Theorem 6.43. Let G be a connected semisimple linear algebraic group over Q without compact
factors and H be a connected reductive Q-subgroup without non-trivial Q-characters. Then there exists
a smooth G-pair (X,D) with U := X\ D equivariantly isomorphic to G/H and an effective divisor L
supported on D such that for any smooth metric on Ox (L), the associated height function Ht := Hty,
satisfies:

] . .
Aim woo(BHt 5 G i ‘m[c] , Yx e U(Q), Yarithmetic subgroup T (31)

Remark 6.44. This result, combined with [WX16, Theorem 4.3], gives generalizations of Theorem
1.2.

Proof. Write Zg(H)®° as an almost direct product:
Zc(H)° = Z(H)° - Mgz - Tz = Z(H)° - Mg - T3 - T

where Mgz is semisimple, Tg" is a Q-anisotropic torus and TSZpl is a Q-split torus. Let G =G x
Mz x T x TSpl. It acts on U =2 G/H by (a,b1,bs,b3).gH = agb~'H with b := bybyb3. Write
F := Mz x TZ' x Ty Pl for simplicity. Let ¢, : F — G be the natural product map. And let
A, :F—=G be deﬁned by f+ (to(f), f). For a general z € U(Q), fix g, € G(Q) with z = g,.0. Let
te(f) = guto(f)g,  and A, be defined similarly. Similar to the proof of Lemma 6.21, one shows that ¢,
is actually defined over Q. Then, the stabilizer of z in G is Hy x A, (F). Let T' := T x MzNT x T3 NT.

We now apply discussions in previous sections to the pair (6}7 ﬁ) in the place of (G,H). Suppose
that (é ﬁ) satisfies the assumption listed in Section 6.7.1. Theorem 6.32 is applicable. Note that

Pic(U) is torsion under our assumption. Combined with Lemma 5.1 and 5.3, this shows that for every
x and T,

i #f.xﬂBgt B ‘m[ﬁ;]

= = , V2 e U(Q), Varithmetic subgroup I'.
R—oo oo (BE* N G.z) ’m{@q Q)

Note that:
o .= Iz, G = G.z;
~1 ~1
¢ G =GxMzxTy and H, =H, x A, (Mgz x T%") and hence

itz [mprg| and [mg| = |mig)| - e - [

‘m[ﬁ;] = ‘m[ .
Thus Equa.(31) follows.

Now it only remains to verify the assumptions. As G is reductive, Assumption 6.28 holds. As for
Assumption 6.29,

(1) H being reductive implies the observability of H and pl(H)
(2) G = G by assumption, so p**3%, the quotient of G by G" , factors through that by G. Thus
P> |5 is surjective by the definition of H,

(3) Tt is direct to verify that the identity component of the centralizer of py(H) is contained in
itself and hence ,@ J(F) is finite, which is equivalent to ?‘Pax being finite.

Finally, let us take care of Assumptlon 6.31. By Theorem 6.26 and Lemma 6.25, this reduces to the

fact that the identity component of the centralizer of py(H) in po(G) is contained in po(H).
O

7. EXAMPLE I, REPRESENTATION OF A BINARY QUADRATIC FORM BY A QUATERNARY FORM

Let (Q1,Q?) be a Q-anisotropic quadratic from of rank 2 and (Q2, Q*) be a rank 4 quadratic form.
Let Ug,.Q, be the Q-variety defined by
UQl»Q2 (@) = {¢ € HomQ(Qz’Q4)v ¢*Q2 = Ql} .
We assume that
e (Q1,R?) has signature (1,1) and (Q2,R*) has signature (2,2);
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e Ug, ,.(Q) #0.
Thus we can find (Q},Q?) such that (Q2,Q*) = (Q1,Q?) ® (Q},Q?). We further assume that

e SO is not isomorphic to SOgq, as an algebraic group over Q .

For i = 1,2, let Mg, € Maty(Q) or Mat4(Q) be symmetric matrices representing Q;: Q;(v,w) =
v Mg, w if v,w € Q% or Q* are written as column vectors. Then Ug, ¢, is naturally embedded into
Mat, > as

{M € Mat,»(Q) | M"Y"Mg,M = Mg, } .

Let Ug, ., be the integral model by taking closure of Ug, ¢, in Mat, 2 which is naturally an affine
space over Z. Let w be an invariant gauge form on Ug, g, over Q. For each prime p, let |w|p be the
Haar measure on Ug, o,(Q,) induced from w. For a matrix M with real coefficients, let || M|| be the
Euclidean norm of M.

Theorem 7.1. Write U :=Ug, q, for simplicity. Then as R tends to infinity,

#AM eUZ), M| <R} ~ T] w»@(Zy)) wee (M €UR), [M]| < R}).
pEValy

Namely, Ug, g, with this embedding is strongly Hardy-Littlewood. Also, there exists some constant
¢ > 0 such that

#{M €U(Z), |M|| < R} ~ cR?log R.

By [WX16, Theorem 4.3, Lemma 4.1] (one should use replace SOg, by its simply connected cover
when applying this result and verify that the stabilizer group remains connected. Details are omitted),
for the first part, it suffices to verify certain orbital counting statement which then is implied by
equidistribution towards the full Haar measure generically in certain sense. At this point, let us note
that Ug, @, is homogeneous under the action of G := SOg, x SO¢,. The stabilizer of ¢g € Ug, 0,(Q)
is of the form Hy, = H; x Hy where H; is the subgroup of SO¢, preserving the ()2-orthogonal
complement of the image of ¢g and H is suitable diagonal embedding of SO¢,. Under the assumptions
imposed above, the only connected intermediate Q-group is the maximal torus Ty, containing Hy, .
By equidistribution theorems, the Haar measure supported on Hg, (R)I'/T", where I is an(y) arithmetic
lattice of G, when pushed by (g, ), equidistributes towards the full Haar measure unless (g,,) is bounded
modulo Ty, which one can show is generically not true. Our main purpose here is to explain how this
is done using the approach taken in the current paper.

Let X™2* denote the Zariski closure of Ug,.q, inside P(Maty > Q) = P%. It is covered by another
“incidence compactification” which we now describe.

For a matrix M, let (M) be the linear subspace spanned by the column vectors of M. Then
is the Zariski closure of

XINC

{([M :1],(M)), M € Ug, g,} in XM x Gr(2,4).

Let D'™C be the complement of Ug, o, in X™N°. The pair (X', D™ is still not smooth.
Luckily, it is equipped with a natural stratification, components of which one can try blowing up.

For simplicity, we often work with complex-valued points and a typical point in XINC g written as
([M : A],{(N)) where N is some 4-by-2 matrix.

At the level of complex points, one sees that the functions rk({N), Q2), tk(M) and rk({M*), Q1)
are G(C)-invariant. Note that f < ¢, for f being one of these functions and ¢ an integer, is indeed
(locally) defined by zeros of certain polynomials and defines a closed G-invariant subvariety over Q.

Definition A. For a tuple of integers (a, b, c),

o let Sy p. be the subvariety of X™NC whose complez-valued points consist of ([M : A], (N)) such
that
tk((N), Q2) = a, tk(M) = b, tk((M™),Q,) = ¢;
o let Dy be the Zariski closure of Sap.c, whose complez-valued points consist of ([M : A], (N))
such that
I‘k(<N>,Q2) <a, I‘k(M) <b, rk(<MTr>vQ1) <c.
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When ¢ = 0, S, 5,0, if non-empty, splits into two disjoint irreducible components, denoted as S, o+
and S, j, o-. Similarly, Dg 3,0 is also a disjoint union of two irreducible components D, ;, g+ and Dy, 5, o-.
As they are disjoint and we will be working inside affine open subvarieties where only one of them
appears, we will sometimes not distinguish them.

The values of these functions are subject to certain constraints. Some easy-to-observe ones are

rk((N),@Q3) € {0,1,2}; tk(M) € {1,2}; tk((M™),QY) € {0,1,2};
rk((M™), Q) < rk(M).
Working harder, one finds that

Lemma 7.2. The space X'NC decomposes into non-empty locally closed subvarieties:

XMNC =8,,, |_| S2.1,0 |_| Si1,1 |_| Si1,0 |_| So,2,2 |_| So,1,1 |_| So.1,0-

Moreover, X™NC has the following stratified structure:

S22

So.1,0
where A — B means “A is contained in the closure of B”.

Now, a smooth pair can be obtained from the following three-step blowup processes:

3 2
X°:=Bl X
(E2mD(Tz+2)UDT1t u(E2m]:)z+1J(r))

|

X! := Blp,,, X'N¢

[

XINC

where E; denotes the exceptional divisor of ; and DV the birational transform of a closed subvariety,
which is well defined as long as D \ C (C := center of the blowup) is dense in D.
Let D be the complement of Ug, o, in X'. Let Ej (resp. E3) be the inverse image of Dg;; (resp.
D},,) under my. Let E} (resp. Ej, E3) be the total transform of E N D5, (resp. DT, E3 N D3 5).
Let (Lo, s0) be the line bundle and the global section over X2 that underlies the definition of ||-||
and let (Lo, 50) be their pull-backs over X3,

Lemma 7.3. (XS,D3) is a smooth pair. Moreover, the irreducible components of D3 are

(E;rJr? Dgrlg7 E%, (E%)Jr’ EZI% (E%)+7 Ega D(J)r22)a
which in this order are labeled as (D3, ...,D3). Also D3 intersects with the rest of the divisors transver-
sally, and for the other i’s, D?, besides D‘;’, only intersects with D?H. Moreover,

—div(wy) = 2D} + 1D + 3D + 5D + 3D} + 7D} + 5D3 + 3D§ =: » _d, D}

and
div(3) = 1D} + 1D3 + 2D3 + 3D} + 1D} + 3D} + 2D3 + 1D} =: Y A, D}.
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Consequently,

do —1\°
( > =(1,0,1,4/3,2,2,2,2).
Aa a=1

The proof of Lemma 7.3, which can be found in the appendix, relies on explicit construction of
blowups and explicit calculation of the divisor of the invariant gauge form.

Note that G := SOg, (R) is connected in analytic topology. Also, H, denotes the stabilizer subgroup
of G of some point z € U(Q). Thanks to our R-split assumption,

Lemma 7.4. For every o € {1,...,8}, D3(R) # () and U(R) consists of a single G-orbit. Consequently,
for every a=1,...,8 and x € U(Q), the analytic closure of G.x intersects with D, (R).

Proof. That D2 (R) # () follows from the construction (see appendix for details). It is easy to see that
the analytic closure of U(R) intersects with every D2 (R). However, G.z is equal to U(R) thanks to
the following “exact” sequence

H, — G — U(R) — H'(Gal(C/R),H,)
and the triviality of H!(Gal(C/R), H,). O
Let I' be some arithmetic lattice.

Lemma 7.5. For every x € U(Q) and every sequence (g,) of G, the following two are equivalent:
L. every limit point of (gn.x) is contained in \J, o D? (R);
2. under the weak- topology, limnﬂm(gn)*m[le] = m[lG}.

Proof. By our assumption, the only intermediate connected closed Q-subgroup between H, and G is
the centralizer of H,, a maximal torus in G. And a sequence (g,) is bounded modulo this maximal
torus iff the limit of (g,.x) is contained in D3(R)° U U(R). The conclusion thus follows from Theorem
4.2. O

Proof of Theorem 7.1. For the first part, by [WX16, Theorem 4.3] and the fact that Pic(H) and hence

Br(U)/Br(Q) is trivial, it is sufficient to show that for every x € U(Q), and every arithmetic lattice T’
of G,

#{Mela||M|<R} [mm,

waa{ﬂ4’€ G.x |”A4H §<R} ’H”G]

where we is identified with the Haar measure mgq gy, which is assumed to be compatible with the

Haar measures mg and myj, .
By Lemma 7.3 and Theorem 2.16, the limits

. mg/u, 1B,
v:= lim ———F——%
R—o0 an/HI(Ehﬁx)

exists and is supported on U]_;D?(R) N D?,;(R). Here Bg, := {M € G.z, |M| < R}. It only
remains to invoke Lemma 5.1.

The second part follows from Theorem 2.16 and the calculation of (”\“_1

d(!

) as in Lemma 7.3. O

8. EXAMPLE 11, (n,1)-SPLITTING OF Z"*!

Let
A(n,1) == {(v,M) | v € Z", M € Prim™(Z"*"), Z"*' = Zv & M}

where Prim"(Z"*!) denotes the collection of the rank-n subgroups M of Z"*! such that Z"™/M is
torsion-free.
Theorem 8.1. For two positive integers A1, Aa, we have
n+1
A s Cang - R T0g(R), A=A
{(0.M) € Aln, 1), ol 2] < RY ~ {0t B 08D
c>\1))\2 . Rmm{AI,A2}, )\1 # )\2

for some cx, n, > 0.
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Here ||-|| denotes the covolume in the R-subspace spanned by the subgroup with respect to the
standard Euclidean norm.

Remark 8.2. As one sees in the proof, in the case \1 # Ao, focusing happens.

Let G := SL, 1, which naturally acts on Q"*! and its dual (Q"*!)V. Let (ej,...,e,11) be the
standard basis of Q" and (eY,...,e) ;) be its dual basis so that (Q"!)" is identified with Q"*!
under this basis. Note that Q"' naturally embeds in P&H by x — [x : 1]. Let yo := ([e1 : 1], [ey : 1])
and H be its stabilizer in G.

Let X be the Zariski closure of U := G.yg in P(&H X P(&H and D be the complement of U in X.

Write ([x : s], [a : t]) for a point in X. Define the following subvarieties:
1. Dy is defined by s = 0 and Dy by t = 0;
2. S; (resp. Sg) is defined by s =0 but t # 0 (resp. t = 0 but s # 0);
3. 8% (resp. SY) is the subvariety of S; such that a # 0 (resp. o = 0). S} and S are similarly
defined.

Lemma 8.3. The pair (X, D) is smooth. Moreover, D1 and Do are the irreducible components of D
whose intersection is non-empty and irreducible.

As for real points, we have
Lemma 8.4. With respect to the analytic topology, U(R) is connected and dense in X(R).

For convenience we fix some representatives in each G-orbit as follows
e yo:= (e : 1],[e} : 1]) as above is a representative of U(R);
o yi:=([e2:0],[e) : 1]) € ST(R) and v3 := ([e1 : 1], [ey : 0]) € S5(R);
o 30 :=([e2:0],[0:1]) € SYR) and 39 := ([0 : 1], [eY : 0]) € SH(R);
e y1o:= ([e; : 0], [ey : 0]) € D1(R) N Da(R).

Lemma 8.5. Under the G-action, we have
X(R) = U(R)|_|Si(R)|_|SI(R)[ |S5(R)|_|S5(R)| | (D1(R) N D2(R))
=G| |Gur| |G| |Gus| |Gus| |Gae.

Let T' := SL,,11(Z). Let M; be the stabilizer of e; in G and My be the stabilizer of ). We define
a map ® from X(R) to Prob(G/T") U {0} (here O denotes the zero measure) by

gsmiy, z = g.y0 € UR)

g:smpy, = =gyi € SI(R)
(x) = gempy,;; =gy € S3(R)

0 z € SY(R) U SH(R)

m[lc] z € D1(R) N D2 (R).

Lemma 8.6. The map ® is well-defined (independent of the choice of g) and continuous.
Let wy be the G-invariant gauge form on U.
Lemma 8.7. The anti-canonical divisor is —div(wy) = (n + 2)D1 + (n 4 2)Ds.

See Section A.2.2 for the proof.
Finally, note the metric line bundle underlying the height function.

Lemma 8.8. There exist smooth metrics ||-|| on Ox(D;) fori=1,2 such that for (v, M) € A(n,1),

~1/2 ~1/2
Itoulloan = (3202) 7 Il = (D)
where v =Y v;e; and M = a,e; .

See Section A.2.4 for details on this construction.
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Proof of Theorem 8.1. From Lemma 8.8, there exists a smooth metric ||-|| on Ox(A1D; + A2D2) such
that

—A —A
= [lol 1M
(v,M)

By Lemma 8.6 and 5.6, there exists some ¢ > 0 such that
#{(v. M) € A(n, 1), [[ol|™ |M|** < R} ~ ¢ mgu(Bruy,)-

Thus the conclusion follows from Theorem 2.16 and Lemma 8.7. O

®A1 ®A2
|15y @ 1p)

9. EXAMPLE III, THE SPACE OF TRIANGLES

In this section we consider the space of three linearly independent lines on Q3. In fact, there exists
a Q-variety M3 such that

M;3(Q) = {(I1,12,13) € (P?(Q))? | (11,13,13) are lincarly independent} .
One can show that M3 is dense in P?@ X Pé X Pé. Let D° be its complement. Pé has a natural

integral model over Z, denoted as P%, where Pé is viewed as the generic fibre. Let D° be the closure
of DY in P} x P2 x P3. Let M3 be the complement of D° in P} x P7 x P7. Then one can verify
that, viewed as a subset of M3(Q) as above,
M;3(Z) = {(11,1,13) € M3(Q) | 3v; € Z® with I; = Q.v;, det(vy, vy, vs) = +1}
={(l;,15,13) e M3(Q) | Z> = (L NZ*) & (1, NZ*) & (15N Z%)}.

To measure the complexity of an element in M3(Z), we introduce the following functions:
For a discrete Z-submodule A of R?, let

[IA]l := Vol(A ®z R/A)

where A ®z R is naturally embedded in R? as a linear subspace and Vol is induced from the standard
Euclidean metric on R3. By convention, [|{0}|| := 1. Let (Aj,A2,A3) be three rank one free Z-
submodules of R? that form an R-linear basis of R®. For I C {1,2,3}, let A; := @®;c7A;. By default,
Ag :={0}. For I,J C {1,2,3},

ALl - 1A
[Araull 1A 7ol
Finally, for x = (11,12,13) € M3(R), take some non-zero v; € 1;, and let A; := Z.v,. For [ = 1,2, define

Ht;(x) := 11 drs((Ai)izy)-

I,JC{1,2,3}, [I|=[J|=!

drs((M)i,) =

One can check that this definition is independent of the choice of A;’s.
Now we define weights for points in M3(Z). Take some x = (13,1,13) € M3(Z) and let A; := 1;NZ3.
Consider, for n > 0,

Q. 1= {t = (t1,to,t3) €R3

titta+t3=0, Y t;>—In|[As]+Inp, VI C {1,2,3}}
il
where summation over an empty set is set to be 0. The weight function is just

wx = min{Vol(Qx,) ", 1}.

Theorem 9.1. Let k1,k2 > 0 and Ht(x) := Hty(x)"* Hta(x)"? for x € M3(R). Then forn >0 small
enough and some constant ¢, x, > 0,

) 1 -1
Crki,ka * R e K1 7é K2

‘R

wloo  woloo

W { Kkt 1 R _
{xEMa(2) | Hi(2) <R} Crmy - ST log(R) g =
Remark 9.2. Without weights, we expect an additional log(R)? factor in the asymptotic. We hope
to discuss this in a future work. This counting problem has been studied in [SZ19] with respect to a
different height function.
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It will be clear that the counting problem is naturally related to the embedding of M3 into the
following incidence variety:

XMNC = {(11,12,13, 112, 1i3, 1a3) € (P?)® x (Gra3)® |1; C 1y, VI C J}.

The morphism M3 — X™ is given by mapping (I3,12,13) to (11, 12,13, 112, 113, l3) where 1;; is the
unique plane spanned by 1; and 1;. One can check that the morphism is an open embedding with
dense image. As points in XNC are tuple of points and lines in P? satisfying incidence conditions,
they describe “triangles” in P?. The space is thus sometimes referred to as “space of triangles”. It
is also related to certain counting problem studied by Schubert, see [Sem54, RS84, Rob88] for further
discussions.
The space XN is naturally stratified. Let
Diyy = {li =l = Is}, D}y = {lig = Lz = lus},
D12,3 = {11 =1, I1i3= 123}7 D13,2 = {11 =13, lip= 123}7
Dos 1 = {l =13, liz = L13}.
Also let the corresponding S} denote points contained in D} but not the other D’s.
Let X! := Blp: . (XINC) and D' be the complement of My in X*.

Lemma 9.3. The pair (X*, D') is smooth. Irreducible components of D' are
(E7 D-1i_2,37 DTB,% D;S,lv (D%23)+)

where E denotes the exceptional divisor, same as the inverse image of D1ys. Moreover, the intersection
pattern is given as follows: DJr kS do mnot intersect with each other and for each i,j, k, the triple

(D”k7E (D3,5)* ) intersects transversally.

The proof is in Section A.3.6. We henceforth label (E, D7, 5, D5 ,, D35 ;. (D3,5)) as (D, ..., D).
To continue, note that G := SL3 acts on M3 and also XINC by linear transformations, making Mj
into a homogeneous space. If o € M3(Z) is the base point (Ze1,Zes, Zes), then the stabilizer H of o
in G is equal to the full diagonal torus in SLg.

Let wm, be the invariant gauge form, then

Lemma 9.4. In X', the anti-canonical divisor is — div(wp,) = 9D + 6Dy 4 6D3 + 6D, + 9Ds.

See Section A.3.9 for the proof.
Let 1 be a non-negative function on G/T" (here G := SL3(R) and T" := SL3(Z)) whose support is
large enough. Now we construct a continuous map from X™°(R) to Prob? (G/T). Let

o x1 := (Zey,Ze1,Ze1, Le, ® Ley, Le, ® Les, Ze, ® Z(es + e3)) in 8%23(R);
® X9 = (Zel,Zel,Zeg, 7e1 @ Zey, 7e, & Les, Ze, Zeg) in Sio 3( )
® X3! (Zel,Ze2,Ze1, Zel D ZeQ,Zel D Zeg, Zel D Zeg) m 813 2( )
® X4 . (Zel, ZGQ7 Zeg, Ze1 D Zeg, Ze1 D Zeg, ZEQ D Zeg) in Sgg 1(R)
o x5 := (Zey,Zes, ZL(e1 + e3),Ze1 © Zea, Zey ® Les, Zei ® Zes) in 8123(R).

Lemma 9.5. We have
XINC GO|_|G£E2|_|G $3|_|G354|_| D123 123(R))

For a partition {i, j}l_l{k} of {1,2,3}, let H;; be the simultaneous stabilizer in G of the line spanned
by e and the plane spanned by e;, e;. Define 5 : X'™N°(R) — Prob¥(G/T) by

ag(m[H) if x=g.0€ M3(R)
Oéigz)(In[H12 ) if x= g.x2 € Slg 3(R)
(PH(X> = Oé:’][}(m[ng ) lf X =g.73 c 813 Q(R)
a;p(m[Hze, ) if x = g.x4 € S231(R)
m;g} if x € D]y3(R)UD2Z,,(R).

Lemma 9.6. The map ®g is well-defined and continuous.
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This is a corollary to discussions in Section A.3.10.
For {i,7} € {1,2,3}, let

XN = {(1;,15,1;;) € P? x P? x Gra3 | 1;,1; C 1}

together with a natural morphism m;; : XNC X%\IC. Let M,;; denote the open subvariety where I;
and 1; are linearly independent and D;; be its complement.

Slrmlarly7 for {{i,7}, {i, k}} C {{1,2},{1,3},{2,3}}, we define X” <., a subvariety of P? x Gry 3 x
Gra 3, and ;41 ¢ c XINC Xgﬁ Let M;; ;1 denote the open subvariety where 1;; # 1;;, and Dj; ;1 its
complement.

Lemma 9.7. The pair (XINC D;;) is smooth. Moreover, there exists a smooth metric on OxlNC(DiJ‘),
as a real analytic line bundle, such that if v; and v; are non-zero vectors onl; and 1; respectwely, then
for x = (1;,1;,1;;) in M;;(R),

HlDi]’ _ [vi A vyl

< vl vyl
Similarly, the pair (Xﬁff}c, Dij.ik) is smooth. And OXI_NCk (Dijix) can be equipped with a smooth metric
; e

such that
_Avillllvi Avi A
HlDu,ik |x -

Vi AVl e A vl
where 1;; is spanned by v;,v; and L, is spanned by v;, vi.

Let s;; be the pull-back of the section 1p,; to a section of the pull-back of Oxmvc(Dy;) to a line
bundle over X*. Similarly define s;; .
Lemma 9.8. F20r {i,7} € {1,2,3}, div(s;j) = E+D;;-,k where k is such that {i,j, k} = {1,2,3}. And
div(sij,ix) = (Dia3) " + ng i

Proof of Theorem 9.1. By Lemma 5.1, it suffices to check condition (B1) and (BH1). (B1) follows
from Lemma 9.6. For any (k1, k2),

{91 91} 6—1
max s > s
K1 K2 K1+ K2

hence the limit
. mg/u-1pg,
v:= lim —————=
R—o0 mG/H(BR,o)
exists and is supported on E(R)U (D3,5)*(R) by Lemma 9.4 and Theorem 2.16. Consequently, (BH1)
holds.
g

Remark 9.9. Let L := Zle X;D; be a divisor on X with Ai > 0. If we count with respect to a
height function associated with L, then the focusing phenomenon happens exactly when min{Ay, Ao} >
4 .

3 min{Az, Ay, As}.

APPENDIX A. DETAILS ON THE ExampLES I, II, III
A.1. Example I. Here we fill in the various missing details from Section 7.
A.1.1. Change of coordinates.

Definition A. e Define quadratic forms QY and QY by QY(z1,22) = 2x129 and QY (w1, w2, T3, 24)
20124 + 2T073;
e Identify vectors with column vectors and linear maps with matrices. Let Mgo (i=1,2) be the
matriz representations of QY (i = 1,2), we have

—_

0
MQ?:[l 0]’ Mgy =

_ o O O
o = o o
o o= O
S oo
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o Let xqg be the point ([My : Ao], (No)) with Ao = 1,

0 0 0 0
1 0 10
Mo=1 4 1|+ No=|¢
0 0 0 0

Note that (Q1,R?) is isomorphic to (Qf,R?) and (Q2, R*) is isomorphic to (Q9,R*). Therefore,
over R, we may and do replace Q2, Q1 by Q9 and QY in the definition of XINC,

A.1.2. Local coordinates: ideals of the closure. Without loss of generality, we assume that ([M :
Al, (N)) lies in an open affine subvariety O where, since (M) is contained in (N), they take the
form

1 b1 1 0

% B2 0 1
M = N = . 32
1+ oy Bz + B T Y1 (32)

To + aoya B2 + Poyo T2 Y2

Hence we regard O as a closed subvariety of the affine space

SpeCR[Oé27ﬁ]_7 627 )\,l‘]_, x2aylay2]-

We need to find the (prime) ideals that correspond to X™NC and various strata. By restricting to the
open subvariety A # 0, 82 — f1as # 0, we have the equations (write M = [a, B])

Q3(a, ) =0 Q) =0
Q. B) =N = (Q(a,B - fra) = \?
Qg(,@”@)zo Qg(ﬁfﬂlaalg*ﬁla)“i’Qﬂl)\z:O
(x2 + aoys) + ao(x1 + ayr) =0
= 1 (B2 — fraz)(y2 + @1 + 200y1) — N
(B2 = Braz) [(B2 — Bro)yr + Bi(y2 + 21 + 202y1)] = 0
(72 + a2y2) + az(21 + az2y1) =0 (1)
= 1 (B2 = Braz)(y2 + 21 + 2a9y1) — N> =0 (2)
(B2 — Bra2)yr + Bi(y2 + 21 + 2a2y1) =0 (3)

The last © <= 7 is because fS2 — B1ae is invertible in this open subvariety. If Zxinc stands for the
prime ideal corresponding to O, then we have seen that

(x2 + aoy2) + as(z1 + agyn),
(B2 — Braz)(y2 + z1 + 200y1) — A%, C Ixinc
(B2 — Braa)yr + Bi(y2 + 21 + 200y1)

It will be shown that Zxinc is actually generated by these polynomials. This follows once we know
that the ideal generated by the left hand side, denoted as Zy, is prime. To see this, we first do a few
change of variables.

By equations above, we eliminate x5 and replace 8o and ys by

By := P2 — Praz, Yy = y2 + 1 + 200201. (33)

Then O is the closed subvariety of SpecR[A, 51, 85, y1, ¥4, o, 1] corresponding to the smallest prime
ideal containing

To = (Boys — A2, Byy1 + Biyh)- (34)

Lemma A.1. In R := C[z,y,a,b,w], the ideal I generated by xy — w? and xa + yb is prime. Hence
Ty is a prime tdeal and Ty = Ixinc.

Proof. Once we know Zj is prime, the closed subscheme X cut out by Zj is irreducible. In particular,
the closure of Xo N {\ # 0} is Xo. But X™C by definition, is the closure of X™N¢ 0 {\ # 0} =
XoN{X# 0}, so Xg = X™NC and 7y = Zxine.
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To show I is prime, we first prove that x is not a zero divisor in R/I. Otherwise, there exist
$0, 1, $2 € R such that

T - ¢o = ¢1(zy — w?) + da(za + yb). (35)
Quotienting by (z), we have
bw? = dyyb.

Since Cly, w, a, b] is a unique factorization domain, we have

¢1 = xd3 + yboa, ¢2 = x5 + W Py

for some ¢3, ¢4, ¢5 € R. Inserting back to Equa.(35), we have

z- g0 = [¢3(zy — w?) + ds(za+ yb) + ¢a(y’b + w’a)]
= ¢ = ¢3(zy — w?) + d5(za + yb) + ¢a(y*b + w?a)
= ¢3(zy — w?) + ¢5(za + yb) + da(—a(zy — w®) + y(za+ yb)) € I

So z is not a zero divisor modulo I. By inverting x, we see that (I) = (y — 27 'w?, a + 7 1yb) in
R[z,27,y,w,a,b]. In particular, it is a prime ideal. So if ¢ -1 € I, then there exists n such that
"¢ € I or ™ € I. But z is not a zero divisor modulo I, thus, ¢ € I or ¢ € I. This shows that I is
prime.

O

A.1.3. Local coordinates: ideals of the stratum. Now we give the explicit local equations of Dt .. Let
I,.b,c be the ideal corresponding to Dy, 5  in the local affine subscheme given by Spec R\, 51, 85, y1, Y5, a2, 1],
same as last subsection.

Lemma A.2.

Lo+ = (N B Bs), Tiia = (N B, 5), Toze = (N1, ys), Tia,0+ = (N B, Bas ys),
Toa1 = (\y1,v5, 83), Toa0+ = (A, B, By, y1, o)

Proof. Via column operations, transform M into

1 0

!

M = a2 /82
T1+ a2t Bhy
T2+ oy2 By

Thus rk(M) < 1 iff all two minors of M’ vanishes, which happens exactly when S5 = 0.
To detect tk({N), Q9), write N = [x,y] (as in Equa.(32)) and

B = Qg(xvx) Qg(xvy) :| —_ |: 2371 y2+$1
N QS(x,y) Q3(y,y) y2 + 1 2y

Thus the ideal corresponding to rk((N),Q9) < 1 is the radical of (zoy; — (y2 + x1)?, A), which, after
eliminating o, is equal to ((y2 + 21 + 2a2y1)?, \). So its radical is (y = y2 + 21 + 2a2y1, A). And the
ideal corresponding to tk({N),Q9) = 0 is then (2, y1,y2 + 21, A), which, after eliminating x5, is equal
t0 (31,4, ).

To see tk([M™],QY), first we perform row operation on M to get

1 B A2

0 BI Vo
M// — 2 —

0 By V3

0 By vy
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Then we compute

[ QV(vi,vi) QY (vi,va) QY (vi,v3) QY (vi,va)
By = QY (vi,v2) QY(va,va) QY (va,vs) QY (v2,va)
QI(vi,vs) QY(va,v3) QY(vs,vs) QF(vs,va)
Yvi,va) QY(va,va) QF(v2,v3) QF(va,va)
281 By wiBy Y20
_ L0 0 0
| wpBy 0 0 0
L v2By 00 0
Thus the ideal for tk((M ™), QV) < 1 is (8%, \) and the ideal for tk({M ™), Q%) = 0 is (B, 35, \).
Now it is not hard to check the claim using these computations. O
A.1.4. Ezplicit constructions of a resolution, step I. By Lemma A.1, XN restricted to this affine

open subvariety corresponds to
< éyé - )‘2aﬁéy1 + ﬁlyé> - R[ﬂl?ﬁé? )‘7y1a yé] X R[OQ?xl]'

As the variables ais, 1 play no role in the calculation, we will omit them for simplicity. So we work
inside a 5-dimensional affine space.

First we blow up Dgg+.

Then Blp_ . X™NC can be viewed as a subvariety of Blp . A®° C A° x P If (1 : 291 ... 0 T5)
(vesp. (z1,Za,...,x5)) is a typical point of P* (resp. A®), we let U; (resp. A?) be the open subvariety
of Blp . A® (resp. A5) with z; # 0. Therefore, Blp . X™NC AU, is viewed as a subvariety of
A' x A*. Recall that we are going to ignore as, 1.

A.15. U;. On Uq = {X # 0}, we let Bl, Eg,fjl, 72 be the coordinates of A*. So Uy is identified with
Spec R[A] x Spec R[El,gg,yjl,gg] and we have

1. B = ABi, By = ABa, y1 = A1, ¥ = Niii;

2. The ideal of Blp . X' on Uy is (G232 — 1, 5371 + Bu);

3. The proper transforms of Dy1g, D111 and Dgyo are contained in the complement;

4. The exceptional divisor E; is given by (\).
According to 2, we can eliminate 51 = —ngl and view BlD010 . X'NC o0 Uy as a closed subvariety of
Spec R[A, Ba, 1, 2] defined by the ideal <Eg§2 —1). With this new coordinate,

3’. The proper transforms of Ds1g, D111, Dg22 are contained in the complement;

4’. The exceptional divisor E; is given by (A).

So it is clear that we have arrived at a smooth pair on Uj.

A.1.6. Uy. Similarly Uy = {51 # 0} is identified with Spec R[3;] X Spec R[X, 32,1]1,@]. And

A= BN By = BiBo vy = Bl vh = Pads

The ideal of Blp__ , X™ on Uy is (8272 — A2, Badft + B2);

The proper transform of Doy is contained in the complement of Us; B N
The proper transform D, is (A, B2, 72), Dy is (A, 71, 72) and Dy, is (N, 71, U2, Be);
5. The exceptional divisor E; is given by (81).

==

Eliminate yo = fﬁzgl by 2. Soview Blp . X™NC on Uy, as the closed subvariety of Spec R[5, X, Eg, 7]
defined by <§22371 + A2). The proper transforms of divisors (on Us) become
Do : 0; Dy (X, B2); Difay + (X, 31); Dy + (A, B2, 1); Ba: (By).
A.1.7. Us. Uy is identified with SpecR[35] x SpecR[X, El,ﬂl,%]. And
C A= BN By = Bifo,yr = By, yp = P
. The ideal of Blp_ . X™NC s (o — N2, 91 + BuT);

. The proper transforms of Ds1g, D111 are contained in the complement;
. The proper transform Dy, is (\);

=W N =
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5. The exceptional divisor E; is given by (85).

Eliminating yo = XQ, Y1 = —Bl 72 by 2, we see that Blp X™NC Uy is isomorphic to the affine space
Spec R[5, A, El], with

3’. The proper transforms of Ds1g, D117 are contained in the complement;

4’. The proper transform Dy, is (A\);

5. The exceptional divisor E; is given by (535).

010t

So we have arrived at a smooth pair.

A.1.8. Uy. Uy is identified with Spec R[y1] x Spec R[X, 51, BQ’ Ua]- It turns out that BQ = 751272 can be
eliminated and we get

L. Blp . X™NC€ U, is a closed subvariety of Spec R[yy, A, A1, 7] defined by (72531 + A2);

2. The proper transform of Dogs is contained in the complement;

3. The proper transform D3, is (A, 51), D{;; is (A, 72) and D}, is (), B1,72);

4. The exceptional divisor E; is given by (y1).
A.1.9. Us. Us is identified with Spec R[y5] X Spec R[X B1, Be, 71]. It turns out that both Bi=A2, By =
—p2y1 can be eliminated and

1. Blp X™NC on Us is identified with the affine space Spec Rlyb, X, nl;

o100t
2. The proper transforms of Dgos Emd D11 are contained in the complement of Us;

3. The proper transform D;‘lo is (A).
4. The exceptional divisor E; is (y5).

So we also get a smooth pair here.

A.1.10. Summary. On Uy, U, Us, our Blp | . XNC i5 already a smooth pair. Below is the intersec-

tion patterns of the proper transforms of various boundary components:
+ + +
Do D, Dy,
+ +
Do Dg1y

where the arrow means “is contained in”, or more precisely, “ is the intersection of 7. The exceptional
divisor Eq, which does not appear, intersects all of them transversally.

X™NC " As the second step,

we blow up Dg;; | |D{;, on Uy and Uy. Let E; (resp. E3) the exceptional divisor corresponding to
Dgy; (resp. Diy).

A.1.12. Uy;. Over Uy we would have Ugy U Ugy U Uss, with DS‘H being blown up.
Uy is identified with Spec R[Sy, A] x Spec R[§2,§1]. We have
2

A.1.11. Explicit constructions of a resolution, step II. Call X! := Blp,

, 1,0t

1. The ideal of Blpy X' 1 Usy is (BoAy; + 1);
2. The proper transforms of D3;,, Dgss and Dj; are contained in the complement;
3. The proper transform E] is (£).

4. The exceptional divisor E% is in the complement.

A.1.13. Ugy. Uy, is identified with Spec R[ﬁl,gg] x Spec R[X, 51] We have
~ ~ =2
1. The ideal of Bl X' N Ug is B2y, + A )3
2. The proper transforms of D3, and Df;; are contained in the complement of Ugy;
3. The proper transform Dz (of D) is (A, 7
4. The proper transform E] is (8;) (strictly speaking, Ef should be the intersection of the zero
of (1) with BIDSrll X!, Similar abuse of notation also appears below). The exceptional divisor

E. is (B2, ).
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A.1.14. Usys. Uyg is identified with SpecR[S1, 71] X Spec R[X, 52] and
~2 ~2
The ideal of Bl X' 1 Uss is (By01 + A );

The proper transforms of D, and Dg,, are contained in the complement of Usy;
The proper transform D} (of DF;;) is (X, 52>;
The proper transform Ef is (8;). The exceptional divisor Ej is (71, X>

- b=

A.1.15. Uyy. Over Uy we would have Uy U Uy U Uyg, with wa being blown up.
Uy is identified with SpecR]y;, A] x Spec R[ﬁl,@] and
)
. The ideal of Blpy X' MUy is (\319, + 1);
. The proper transforms of DJ;,, Dy, and Dj}; are contained in the complement;

1

2

3. The proper transform E] is (y;);

4. The exceptional divisor E3 is in the complement.

A.1.16. Ugy. Uy, is identified with SpecR[yy, B1] x SpecR[X, 7] and
o, ~2
. The ideal of Bl X'NUg is (G281 + A );
. The proper transforms of DJ;, and Dy, are contained in the complement of Uys;

1
2
3. The proper transform D7} (of D) is (X, §2>;
4

. The proper transform Ef is (y1). The exceptional divisor E3 is (B1, \).

A.1.17. Uyz. Uyg is identified with SpecR[y1, 7o) X SpecR[X,ﬁl] and
= =2
The ideal of Blp: X' 1 Uy is (6172 + A );

The proper transforms of D}, and Dg,, are contained in the complement;

The proper transform D5 of DF,, is (A, 5,);

w o=

4. The proper transform E} is (y;). The exceptional divisor E3 is (7, X)

A.1.18. Summary. On Uy and Uyy, we already have a good pair. It remains to deal with Usg, Usg, Uys
and Uys. The intersection pattern after this blowup is as follows:

++ 2 ++ 1 ++
Djp «— E; «—— Dyj; «— E; <—— Dy
where <> means “intersects with”. As before, ET intersects every divisor here transversally.

A.1.19. Eaxplicit constructions of a resolution, step III. Call X? := BlD;rnqum X!, As the final step,
we blow up C := (E; N D) D1 (D35 NE3). Let E} (resp. E3, E3) be the total transform of
E% N D(T;g_ (resp. DTfL D;{E n Eg)

A.1.20. U221. Over U22 we are going~ to have U221 LiUzgg U U223.
Uygy is identified with SpecR[81, A] x Spec R[EQ,@] and

1. The ideal of Blg X2 N Uy is (Byyy + 1);
2. The proper transforms of D35, D}}, Db and Ej are in the complement of Ussay;

3. The proper transform EJ T is (8;). The exceptional divisor EJ is <X>

A.1.21. Uggy. Usggs is identified with Spec R[S, 52] X Spec R[X, 51] It turns out that one can eliminate
~2

51 — —\ . After this is done, we have:

1. Blg X? N Usyyy is identified with the affine space Spec R[f1, EQ,X];
2. The proper transforms of D3}, DJ;] and E} are in the complement of Uggy. The proper

transform D5 is (\);
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3. The proper transform E; T is (8;). The exceptional divisor ES is (Ba).

~ ~2

A.1.22. Ugas. Ugogg is identified as Spec R[ﬁl,ﬁl] x Spec R[A, B,] and we can eliminate 8, = —X . Then
we have

1. Ble X2 N Uyyg is identified with the affine space Spec R[ﬂl,i, X],

2. The proper transforms of D3;5, Di;T and Dy} are in the complement of Usgs;

3. The proper transform Ef " is (1), (EL)" is (X) and the exceptional divisor ES is <’yi)
A.1.23. Uyzy. Over Usgz we are going to have Uzs1 U Ussa.

Uyt is identified as SpecR[B1, 71, A] x SpecR[3,] and
~2
1. The ideal of Blg X? N Uy is (Bo71 + 1);

2. The proper transforms of D3, D}}, Db and Ej are in the complement of Usay;

3. The proper transform EJ T is (4;). The exceptional divisor Ej is ().

~ = ~2
A.1.24. Usyzy. Usggs is identified as Spec R[5y, 71, 85] X SpecR[\] and one eliminates g3 = —A . After
that, we have:

1. Blg X? N Uysy is identified with the affine space Spec R[S, 52, X],
2. The proper transforms of D35, D7} and Dg,b are in the complement of Uasa;

3. The proper transform Ef ™ is (81), (E3)7 is (X) and the exceptional divisor Ej is (B,).

A.1.25. Uyg;. Over Uy we have Uggy U Uggy with the ideal (X,@) of D} being blown up.
Uy is identified as SpecR[yl,gl,X] X SpecR@ﬂ and we have

=2
1. The ideal of Blg X? is (§,01 + 1);
2. The proper transforms of D3;5, Df;T, D{;; and E3 are in the complement of Uy ;
3. The proper transform Ef T is (y;). The exceptional divisor Ej is ().

o~ =2
A.1.26. Uyos. Uyss is identified as Spec R[yl,ﬁl,@] X Spec R[X] and we eliminate 8; = —\ . Then,

1. Ble X% N Uygy is identified with the affine space Spec R[y1,§27 X],

2. The proper transforms of D35, Df;7 and D{;} are in the complement of Uyo;

3. The proper transform EJ T is (y;) and (E3)7T is (X) The exceptional divisor E3 is @2)

A.1.27. Uys;. Over Uyg, we are going to have Uyzy UUy30 UUy33, with the ideal (X, El, Ya) of D;{g ﬁEg
being blown up.

Uys is identified as Spec R[y;, A] x Spec R[El,@] and we have
1. The ideal of Blg X2 is (7,53, + 1);
2. The proper transforms of D35, D}}, Db and (E3)* are in the complement of Uggy;

3. The proper transform Ef T is (y;). The exceptional divisor E3 is ().

~ ~ ~2

A.1.28. Uysy. Uyse is identified as SpecR[y1, 8] X Spec R[X, ;2] One can eliminate 52 = -\ here
after which we have

1. Bl X? is identified with the affine space SpecR[71, 517 X],
2. The proper transforms of D3;5, D{;{ and Dy} are in the complement of Uyzo;

3. The proper transform Ef T is (), (E2)* is (). The exceptional divisor ES is (By).
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~ ~ ~ ~2

A.1.29. Uyss. Uyss is identified with SpecR[y1, g2 % SpecR[X, ﬁl] and we eliminate El = —) here.
After that,

1. Blg X? is identified with the affine space SpecR[71, 7, X},

2. The proper transforms of D7, Dy and (E3)* are in the complement of Uysz. The proper

transform D357 is (\);

3. The proper transform EJ T is (y;). The exceptional divisor E3 is (7).

Finally, we have obtained a smooth pair everywhere. Let X* := Blg X?. Since each center of the
blowup is G-invariant, all the blowup morphisms above are G-equivariant. Here is an illustration of
the intersection pattern. As above, Ef‘*‘ intersects everything transversally.

DT «— E} «— (E5)t «— Ej «— (BE3)" «+— EJ «— D{,h" .

A.1.30. Ezplicit invariant gauge form. First we present the invariant gauge form on SLo(R) x SLo(R).
In coordinates, elements in SLo(R) x SLo(R) can be written as

Uy U2 w1 W2 . . _ _ —
({ us U ] , { ws w ]), satisfying uiugs — uguz = wywy — wows = 1. (36)

Then the invariant form is given by

. duyi A dusg A dus A dwy A dws A dws
B u1 w1 .

wo

Let us put one more restriction:
f=uiwy + ugwy — ugws — ugwy = 0, (37)

which is invariant under the SLo(R) x SLy(R) action: (g,h) - (A, B) := (gAh~!,gBh~!). One can
verify that

. duq A dug A dus A dwy A dws
©re (U17~U2 - U2w1)’u1
satisfies
w1 ANdf = wq restricted to f = 0.
And hence wq is an invariant volume form on {f = 0}.
Let v’ := (u}, ub, ul, uly) := (u1, —u2, us, ug) and w' := (wi, wh, wh, w}) := (w1, —wa, w3, wy), then
Equa.(36, 37) become

Qs(u',u') = Q3(w',w') =2, Q5(u’,w') = 0. (38)
Let us further set
ou +aw’ 0 .- u’ —iw’
v = 5 , 0:= 5

Then Equa.(38) becomes
Q3(7,7) = Q3(0,0) =0, Q5(v,0) =1,
which is exactly the model of homogeneous space discussed above in Section A.1.1. Using these new
variables,
d’)/l AN d01 AN d"}/z AN d02 A (d’)/g + d03)
w1 =
(11 + 01) (7102 — 1201)

Recall the coordinates as introduced in Equa.(33) and

71 01 1 51
[ 72 02 . 1] _ Q2 B2 . ]
73 03 | r1+ ooyt Bixr + By '

Ya b4 Ty +anys  Biz1 + Baye
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We have

7 =1 = dy, =-A"ldA

6 =5 = df; =+A"'dB; mod dA

Yo =R = dy, = A ldas mod dX

0o =52 = dfy = A"'dB, mod d), dB;, das,

and finally,
Y3 + 03 = A" (21 + aoyr + Bixr + Bayr)

1
— dyy 4+ dos = + Plaz,  mod dX, dB,, das, dB)

Y+ 01 = A1+ B), ’7192 — 7201 = A5,

In sum, we get the invariant gauge form on XINC,

w1 = d)\/\dﬁl /\dBQ/\dxl /\dOéQ

/\352

Similar to the above, we can ignore the variables z1 and as and focus on

wy 1= ——dA A dBy A dB). (39)

)\3 B4

We will compute poles of wa, or equivalently, wy, along the boundaries in X?.

A.1.31. The order of pole along Ef T is 2. This can be checked on U; where

B = ABr, By = ABy, B1 = —B3i.
In particular,
df1 = —F3dy;  mod dfs.
Consequently,

wa B S2dAAdg; A dBo. (40)

Since the local equation of E; is given by \ = O, we get Pole(ws, E1) = 2. But the blowup morphisms
are trivial over U hence Pole(ws, Ef 7) = 2.

A.1.32. The order of pole along D(‘)B‘g‘*' is 3. This can be found on Us where A = Xﬂé, b1 = Blﬁé
Thus,

d(AB5) Ad(B1By) A dBh = dX A B A dB).

T ey T (B

Since the local equation of Dg,, is given by X = 0, we have Pole(wz, Ddy,) = 3. But the blowup
morphism is trivial over Us, so Pole(wa, Dish ") = 3.

A.1.33. The order of pole along D;{g"’ ts 1. This can be checked on Us where one has the coordinates
yz,yl,)\ and ﬁg =2 61 = —ﬁ~2y1 = —A2g1 are eliminated. Also, A = Ayj, f1 = S1yh and B2 = Bayh.
The local equation of Dj,, is A = 0. Then one can compute

L ~ _
o = md(xy;) A d(Bryy) A d(Baysh)

1 ~
=+——dys Ady; AdA.
(12)°A

Now one sees directly that Pole(ws, D3;5") = Pole(ws, D3;,) = 1.
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A.1.34. The order of pole along Eg is 5, along (E%)Jr is 7. These can be checked on Usgs.
First we have that on Us, the coordinates are given by fi, A, B2, y1 and yo = —[foy; is eliminated.
The local equation of X' is B3y1 + A% = 0. And one has the relations:

A= Xﬁl? B2 = EZBM v = 9B, 1 =1,2.
From this one can compute

1 ~ ~
wy = =———dX A dB; Adfs.
* T NeB25, Lo

On Usyy one has coordinates ﬁl,BQ,le with A = ng = 5251. Local equation of X? is
~2
ﬁgyl +X =0. Then

1
Wo = 7(31)\ A dﬂl A dﬂg

(\)3B353
= ~ =2
Finally over Ussg, we have the coordinaﬁes B1,Y1, A and By = —A is eliminated. And X3 N Uggs is
the full affine space here. One has A= §1X, 52 = 5132. The local equation of Eg is 51 = 0 and that

of (E})* is A = 0. Now compute

1 ~ ~2

Wa = = ~ — d(élx) A d/81 A d(fyiX )
(N)3BF(B2)%(y1)° N
= j:g%dzl AdBy A dA.
(AN)7BE(y1)°

Hence Pole(ws, E9) = 5 and Pole(ws, (E3)1) = 7.

A.1.35. The order of pole along E3 is 3, along (E3)* is 5. We shall check this on Uygs.
To cut the story short, on Uyss, we have coordinates y1,§2, X and X is the full affine space. The

local equation of Ej is 52 =0 and that of (E3)" is X = 0. The relations with the old coordinates are

A= ylX = ylEJ = 7y1(}\v)352a

Bi =~ (N2 By = —y1(N) 7.

Now we can compute

d(y:(V)*) A d(y ( )yz)Ad(yl(A))
V) (320 (V)15

S TV AR, @mM L) XA ()
HOBSG

— i dj, AdAAdy.
BOPG.)?

Hence Pole(ws, E3) = 3 and Pole(wy, (E3)*) = 5.
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A.l. 36 The order of pole along E3 is 3. This will be checked on Ugss. We have here coordinates

Y1, ﬁ 1 X and there are no further constrains on X°. Moreover, the local equation of E3 is ,6’ 1 =0. The
relations with the old coordinates are given by

~2 = ~ =

A= ylX = y1§2X = ylgﬂjzx = *yl(gﬂz(x)‘ga

Br=up = y1§2§1 = —y1(81)*(N)?,

By = 1B = —yiBide = — B = — 0151 Ga)? = —n (B (V.

Therefore,

Ay (B2 V) A dy(B)2N)2) A d( (Br)* (V))

U.}in = =~

(G ) - (G0

=t (B2 ) XA (52O AP D))
EAL

=t A A (V)2 (5)?) A ()R (5))
AU

- i;dA Adys AdB,,
Y1 (51) ( )

from which one sees that Pole(ws, EZ) = 3.

A.2. Example II. Here we provide details for the example presented in Section 8. Recall that X is
the Zariski closure of U := G.yo with yo := ([e1 : 1],[e} : 1]) in P&Jrl X PaJrl and D is the complement
of U in X. If a general (closed) point in X is denoted as [v : s], [ : t], then D; is defined by s =0
and D5 by ¢t = 0.

A.2.1. Local equations of stratum. We define the following affine open subvarieties of X:

O1: {([l:va:eivpgr:shfar:liag:..iantr:t])};
Os: {([vr:ve:ciivpgr 1, [Liag: i apyr i t])};
Os: {([1:va:.i:vpgr:s]far:iag: . :aner:1])}.

Using these local coordinates, one finds that*

Lemma A.3. As a closed subvariety of SpecQva, ..., Unt1, 01, @3, ..., Qni1, S, t], the ideal of Oy is
generated by
n+1

f1 =@ + V2 + ZUiOZi — st.
i=3
The ideal of D1 N O1 (resp. Do N O1) is generated by f1,s (resp. fi,t).
As a closed subvariety of Spec Q[vy, ..., Unt1, 42, ..., i1, t], the ideal of Og is generated by

n+1

fg :=U1+Zvi04i—t

i=2

The ideal of Do N O is generated by fo,t and D1 N Os is empty.

As a closed subvariety of Spec Qva, ..., Unt1, 01, ..., nt1, 8|, the ideal of O3 is generated by
n+1

fz=a1+ E Vi — S
i=2

4Cornpared to the last subsection, it is direct to verify the ideals generated by f; is prime.
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The ideal of D1 N O3 is generated by fa,s and Ds N O3 is empty.

A.2.2. The divisor of the invariant gauge form. It suffices to work with O;. In the ambient affine
space, the differential form

1 (%) Un+1 (65} 1 Qs Op41
=d(-)Ad(=)A ... Ad(—=)Ad(—)Ad(=)Ad(—=) A ...Ad
wn () AA(2) A A AR A A A A d(EE
=4 s =2 g5 A dvg Ao Advpgq AdEAdar Adag A Adag g
is G-invariant. Then, the unique (up to a scalar) solution wy on f; =0 to
w1 =wyu A df1

is the invariant gauge form. Since

n+1
dfy = dvy + (da1 + Z(aidvi + v;day) — tds — sdt) ,
i=3

we find that up to a scalar,
wy = s =2 qg A dug A LA dvp41 AdtAdag Adas A ... Adaggg-
And it is direct to check that

Pole(wy, D1) = Pole(wy, D) =n + 2.

A.2.3. Measure compactification. The lemma below follows from the equidistribution theorem of [EMS96]
and the nondivergence theorem of [DM91] (stated more precisely in [DGU21, Theorem 4.6]). Note
that there are exactly two rational parabolic subgroups containing H. And for a sequence (g,) in
G, to test whether adjoint orbits based at the two vectors representing the Lie algebras of these two
parabolic subgroups go to 0, is the same as to test whether (g,e1) and (g,.€}) go to 0.

Lemma A.4. Let (g,) be a sequence in G. By passing to a subsequence, we are in exactly one of the
following situations:

1. (gn-e1) or (gneY) tends to 0, in which case,

. 1 o .
i (9n )iy = 0

2. (gn) converges to 6 € G modulo H, in which case,

, 151
Jim (gn )iy = demip;

3. (gn) is unbounded modulo H, but converges to 6 € G modulo My, in which case,

: 1 1 .
A (gn) sy = Oemming )

4. (gn) is unbounded modulo H, but converges to § € G modulo Ms, in which case,

: 1 1 .
i (gn)« 1) = Oumpyg,);

5. (gn-€1) and (gn-€Y) both tend to infinity, in which case,

Jm (0.) -y =

To deduce Lemma 8.6 from Lemma A.4, one observes that (g,) is bounded modulo My iff (g,.e1)
is bounded away from 0 and infinity and similarly; it is bounded modulo My iff (g,.eY) is bounded
away from 0 and infinity.
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A.2.4. The metric line bundles. Let p be a non-negative smooth function on R™*! such that

o [0 izt
V) =
P 1 if |ju] < 0.5.

For a positive integer x, we define a smooth metric |||, on Ox(D1) by

2 21
s B
1 v a:t = .
|| Dl([ 8]?[ ])”2& (2:012;4 52”[7(1;1,...,1]7:1))

Similarly, define a smooth metric ||-||5,. on Ox(D2) by

t2l€ i
1 v:is,la:t = = & .
10,1 e )l = (o ooy )

One can check they are indeed smooth metrics using local coordinates. Let us check the one on
Ox(Dl). On O; U O3, we have

1

ngl([l SU9 et Upgr t 8], [t t])

2K

%
) -
- <(1+v§"‘+...+vii1)+52“p(i7”j,...,”"s“)> '

Note that p vanishes when |s| < 1. On O3, we have

L

1D, ([v1 2ot vpgr 1] [ 2l = (Zv% +p(1 >2~ .

U1, "'1’Un+1)

Since Ox (D) is generated by 1p, on O2 and generated by %1[)1 on O; UQOg3, the above computation
shows the smoothness of the metric on Ox(D;). Note that p vanishes when evaluated on integral
points of Msj.

A.3. Example III. Here we provide details for the example presented in Section 9. Recall that we
are concerned with certain homogeneous variety M3 =2 G/H with G = SL3 and H being the full
diagonal torus, which is compactified by

XN = {(14,12,13, 112,113, 13) € (P?)? x (Gr3) |1, C 1y, VI C T}
It is equipped with G-invariant closed subvarieties:
Diys = {li =l = Iz}, Dip3 := {liz = Lz = Lz},
D23 :={li =1y, Liz =laz}, Dz = {l; =13, ;2 = I3},
D23,1 = {12 =13, 112 = 113}-
A.3.1. An open affine subvariety. Using Plucker coordinates, we identify Gry 3 with P2 So X'NC g

a closed subvariety of (P2)6. For our purpose, we may restrict to the open subvariety O where all the
first coordinates are non-zero. That is, points of the form

{(L:az:as],[L:b:b3),[1:ea:ea], [1:aus o], [1: Bz : Bas], [1: 713 : 723])}
that are contained in XN, Thus, O is a closed subvariety of
Spec Rlaz, az, bz, b3, c2, c3, 13, 23, B3, P23, 713, V23]
defined by the prime ideal generated by (these functions come from the incidence relations)

f1 = a3 — azan3 + a3, fo = Baz — azB13 + as, f3:= a3 — baaiz + bs,
fa 1= y23 — bay13 + b3, f5:= Pog — cof13 + ¢3, fo := Yoz — 213 + C3.

That they indeed generate a prime ideal will be clear later.
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A.3.2. The invariant gauge form. We compute the invariant gauge form on M3 under these coordi-

nates. Set
1

= das A dag A dyys A dyos:
" (723 — a2713 + az)? 2 3 /A dY13 /A dYa3
1
= dby A dbs A dBy3 A dBag;
" (Baz — bafs + b3)®  ~ 3 A dBig A dBags
1
N3 == 3d02 A ng A dOzlg A dOng.

(23 — o013 + c3)
Lemma A.5. Fori=1,2,3, each n; is G-invariant.

Proof. We only present the proof for n;. The other two cases are similar.
We write a (resp. «y) as a shorthand for (ag2,as3) (resp. (v13,7%23)). Also set da := das A das and
dry = dvy;3 A dyeg. Let ¢1(a,y) := (23 — azms + az)® and

1 =z O 1 0 « 1 0 0 1 0 0
gg=10 1 0|,92:=]101 0],93: =01 =z |,g4a:=]2 1 0
0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 y z 1

It suffices to verify that 7; is invariant under g1, go, g3, g4 for all z, y, z. We only verify the go-invariance
and the other cases are similar.
For functions f = ag, az, a,y13,v23 or 7, let f9 := g5(f). Since

1 0 =« 1 1+ zag
01 0 as | = az )
0 0 1 as as
we have
ag as _
a3 = 1+ zaz’ aj = 1+ zas’ and da? = (1 + zaz) *da.

Under the basis (e; A eg,e1 A es, e Aes), we have

1 0 =z 1 1 0 —=z 1 1 — 2793
AP0 10 m3 |=10 1 0 M3 | = 73
0 01 V23 00 1 V23 V23
Thus,
g _ M3 g _ _ 723 dv9 = (1 — -39
713 1= zvom 723 V23 1= zvom Y23 2l ( Ty23) " "dy.

On the other hand,
$1(a?, ) = (1 = 2y23) '3 — (1 + wag) ~'az - (1 — 2y23) " 'y13 + (1 + waz) 'ag
= (1= 2723) " (1 + waz) ' d1(a, 7).
It follows that
¢1°(a?,v%)da’ A dy? = ¢7°(a,y)da A dv.

That is to say, 11 is go-invariant. O

It can be checked that f;’s intersect transversally in an open set. Thus, the solution w to the
equation

mAnAny=wAdfi A... Adfs (41)

is unique when restricted to the common zero set of f;’s. As n;’s and df;’s are G-invariant. It follows
that such an w would also be G-invariant.

Lemma A.6. Let
dag A da3 A db2 A dCQ AN dOL13 A d’}/13
(a2 — b2)%(o3 — 713)3(B13 — a13)%(az — c2)t

Then w = wm, solves Equa.(41) above.

WMj3 ‘=
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Proof. Note that by f1 = ... = fg = 0, we have
Y23 — a2713 + az = bayiz — bg — aay13 + azg = bay1z + 23 — bpanz —azv13 +as
= (b2 — a2)y13 + (a2 — ba)arz = (az — b2)(c13 — M13);
P23 — b2f13 + by = azfis — az — baf13 + baciz — a3
= (a2 — b2) P13 — a3z + baayz — azayz + az = (az — b2)(B13 — 13);
Q23 — 13 + €3 = azai3 — ag — a3 + 213 — Pa3
= (a2 — c2)aiz + 2013 — azP13 = (a2 — c2)(a13 — Pi3)-
And modulo (the kernel of) wp, A -, we have
dfi Ndfa ANdfs Adfs Adfs Adfe
=daes A (dfBy5 — aadBq3) A dbs A dygg A (—cadfq5 + dfs3) Ades
= (ag — ca)dagg A dBys A dS13 A dbs A dygs A des.
Putting these computations together yields the result. (]
A.3.3. New coordinates. We perform a few change of variables and eliminate a few redundant variables
to make the description of O clearer. The explicit formula of the group action in the new coordinates
will be quite complicated but we are not concerned about it.
Using f1, f2, fs, f4, fs = 0, we can eliminate
Q23 = G213 — a3,
P23 = azP13 — as,
by = bea1z — aza3 + as,
Y23 = bam1z — bauiz + azaiz — as,
c3 = c2f13 — azf3 + as
And fg = 0 is equivalent to
(bay13 — baaiiz + aganz — az) — camiz + (c2f13 — a2f13 +az) =0
<= ba(713 — a13) + az(a13 — B13) + c2(B1z —113) =0
= —(ag —c2)(P13 — a13) + (b2 — c2) (113 — a13) = 0.
Now we replace (13,713, a5 and b}, by
B3 = P13 — 13, Vi3 = Y13 — Q13, ah = ag — Ca, by 1= by — ca.
Hence the open subvariety O C XN ig identified with the zero set of the prime ideal
(—ayB13 + Yisbh) in Spec Qlas, ¢z, ars] x Spec Qlag, b, Bz, V1s]-
Thus O is singular exactly when a, = 815 = 713 = b5 = 0. The first three coordinates as, ca, a3 have
no effect on the discussions below and are often omitted for simplicity.
A.3.4. Invariant gauge form in the new coordinates. Under the new coordinates, we have
daly A dbly A dvl,
(a5 — b5)5(713)3(B13)5(ag)*
A.3.5. Boundary stratum in the new coordinates. We list the ideal for O and various boundary stratum
intersecting O:

WM, = i(dag Adey A dalg) A

O is generated by —abfs + Y13bh
Dj,; is generated by a), bl

The ideal of Dy 3 is generated by a5 — by, B15 — 713 _
D32 is generated by  ab, ¥is

Dogs 1 is generated by b, Bi4

D?,; is generated by 33,73
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A.3.6. Blowup. We blow up the ideal {a}, b5) of Dizg and verify in local coordinates that the obtained
pair (X', D) is, as has been pointed out in [RS84], smooth. Also we calculate the invariant gauge
form in this smooth pair.

Naturally Blp: (O) is the union of two affine open subvarieties Uy UUj,. For simplicity, coordinates
as, ca, a3 are omitted below.

A.3.7. Blowup, Uy. Here we have coordinates (5, Vi3, a’g,gg with b, = aégg. And the equation defining
s Bl AT s ’ / 1T
Blp:, (O) is 813 = 713b2. Thus we can eliminate 815 and treat Uy as Spec Q[v13, a3, bo].
One can compute that (let E denote the exceptional divisor)

1wty = £(ag) (1= b2) =0 (715) = (b2) ° - dap A dby A dyy

2. DB,?) ={1—by =0}, D1+372 is in the complement, D2+371 = {by = 0};
3. E = {ay = 0}, (D¥53)" = {713 = 0}.

A.3.8. Blowup, Uy. Here we have coordinates /313,713, b5, G2 with af = byas. And the equation defining
Blp:  (0) in Uy is 73 = B13a2. Thus we can eliminate vj3 and treat Us as Spec Q[313, b3, az].
One can compute that (let E denote the exceptional divisor)

1. wm, = £(65)72(1 — a2)~%(B13) ~2(a2) ¢ - dby A daz A dBs;

2. Dfy 3 ={1—a, =0}, DT&Q = {ay = 0}, D33, is in the complement;

3. B = {b) =0}, (D))" = {53 =0}
A.3.9. The divisor of the invariant gauge form. Labeling the boundary divisors on X? as

D, :=E, Dy :=D{, 3, D3 :=Df;,, Dy:=D3;,, Ds:= (D))"

From the description above, one gets

— diV(wMS) = 9D1 + 6D2 + 6D3 + 6D4 + 9D5

A.3.10. Mapping to the measure compactification space. Let I' < G(Q) be an arithmetic subgroup.
We have the following, implied by [SZ19, Theorem 2.4].

Theorem A.7. Let (g,,) be a sequence in G.
1. If (gn) is unbounded modulo H;; for every {i,j} C {1,2,3}, then

n—oo
2. If (gn) ts unbounded modulo H but convergent to 6 € G modulo H;; for some (necessarily
unique) {i,j}, then
lim [(gn)smpp] = [Sempu,,]

n—oo

As a corollary, we have

Corollary A.8. Let X™ be the closure of {ofé(mﬁ”)} in Prob¥(G/T). Then
meas _ Y/ ¢ Pt o P P P »
xmeas _ aG(m[H]) |_| (O‘G(m[le]) U aG(m[H13]) U aG(m[Hzg])) |_| {m[G}} .

APPENDIX B. DIVERGENCE OF TRANSLATES OF HOMOGENEOUS CLOSED SUBSETS

Let G be a connected linear algebraic group over Q, H be a connected observable Q-subgroup, and
I' be an arithmetic subgroup of G. Fix a maximal reductive connected Q-subgroup G™ of G and
hence G = G*4 R4 (G). Also fix a Cartan involution and hence a maximal compact subgroup K of
Grd (R). Depending on this choice, each parabolic Q-subgroup P is associated with a Q-split subtorus
Ap x that is isomorphic to Sp under pi‘fl. Unlike the main body of the paper, in this appendix, the
Roman letter L is used to denote L(R)° for an algebraic group over R.

Let ®4(Ap x,P) be the non-trivial characters of Ap x appearing in tu(p)/tu(g) C g/tu(g). Let
Ard(Ap x,P) be the subset of cardinality dim Ap x whose Z>p-span equals to @red(ARK, P). When
G is already reductive, the superscript “red” is dropped.
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Theorem B.1. Given a sequence (g,) C G, after passing to a subsequence, there exist a sequence
(hn) C H, (7,) C T and a parabolic Q-subgroup P such that the following holds. Write g,h,7y, ' =
knanpn using horospherical coordinates of (P,K). Then

(1) (pn) is bounded;

(2) alan) — 0 for every a € A™Y(Ap k, P);

(3) if (an) is unbounded, there exist a Q-representation V of G factoring through G/Ry(G) and
v € V(Q) such that the line spanned by v is preserved by P, v is fized by v,Hry, ! for all n
and lim,_, o a,.v = 0;

(4) (voHny, Y) strongly converges to some observable subgroup of G.

Compared to [Zha22, Theorem 5.2], 3 and 4 are new. Note that whereas one quotients I" from the
left in [Zha22], here we choose to quotient from the right. Also, when one has a(a,) — oo in [Zha22],
we have a(a,) — 0 here. We shall follow the logic of [Zha22] by first reducing to the case of G = SLy.
And this special case will be handled with the help of “canonical polygons”. The proof is independent
from the work of [DGU23] and can actually be used to give an alternative treatment of their main
results. The connection between canonical polygons and nondivergence property of unipotent flows
has been noted in [dS23].

For simplicity, by saying the (P,K) coordinate of some element, we mean its horospherical co-
ordinate associated to (P,K) (see [Zha22, Lemma 2.1], [BJ06, Chapter 9] or [BS73, Proposition
1.5]).

B.1. Reduction to the reductive case. We explain how the general case follows from the case
when G is reductive. Indeed, by projecting everything to p**d : G — G/Ry(G), after passing to a
subsequence, we find (h,,) C H, (\,) C I and a parabolic Q-subgroup P such that if g,h, A\t = kpanqn
is the (P, K) coordinate of g,h, A, !, then

1. gn = byu, for some (b,) bounded in P and (u,) C Ru(G)(R).

2. a(a,) — 0 for every a € A™(Ap k, P);

3. there exist a Q-representation V of G factoring through p™? and v € V(Q) such that the line

spanned by v is preserved by P, v is fixed by ~,,H~, ! for all n and lim,,_, a,.v = 0;

4. (p=d (A\yHA')) strongly converges to some observable subgroup of G/Ry(G).

Write w,, = b),\], for some bounded sequence (b)) C Ry(G)(R) and (A,) C Ry(G)(R) NT. Let
Y = AL An. It only remains to verify item 4. in the theorem. Since (\,) are contained in the kernel of
pred we still have (p“’d ('yany; 1)) strongly converges to some observable subgroup F of G/R,(G).
After passing to a subsequence assume (7, Hy; ') strongly converges to L. Then p™¢(L) = F. Note
that (p™)~1(F) is observable in G by assumption. On the other hand, (p**?)~!(F) = L - Ry(G) and
hence (p™?)~1(F)/L = Ry4(G)/U for some Q-subgroup U of Ry(G). Therefore, L is observable in
(pr*")~1(F) and hence in G. This completes the proof.

B.2. Reduction to the SLy case. Let G be a connected reductive linear algebraic group over Q.
Without loss of generality, we assume that G is a Q-subgroup of some SLy that is invariant under
taking transpose. We let K := G(R) N SOy (R) be the maximal compact subgroup of G(R) that is
transpose invariant.

The concept of Siegel sets can be generalized to reductive groups as follows. Write G = G*-Z(G)*"-
Z(G)*®l. Then every Siegel set & of G is of the form &' - F- Z(G)**!(R)° where & C G®(R) is a Siegel
set for G® and F C Z(G)*(R) is a compact subset that is left invariant under the maximal compact
subtorus. For every Q-minimal parabolic subgroup P of G, there exist finitely many ¢y, ...,¢; € G(Q)
and a Siegel set & associated with (P, K) such that

l
GR)=[J& T
=1

The main argument of [Zha22, Section 5] carries through. We sketch the proof below. Without loss
of generality, assume I' = SLy (Z) N G(R).

By the SLy case, after passing to a subsequence, there are (h,,) C H, (v,) C SLx(Z) and a parabolic
Q-subgroup Q C SLy such that if the (Q,K’) coordinate (for simplicity we write K’ := SOy (R)) of
gnhn’yyjl is kpanqn, then
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1. (gn) is bounded;

afan) — 0 for every o € A(Aqx’, Q);

3. 7Hy, ! C Q for all n. And there exist a SLy-representation and a Q-vector v fixed by
¥nH~, 1 and the line spanned by v is preserved by Q with a non-trivial character;

4. (yoHn, 1) strongly converges to an observable subgroup L of SLy.

o

Note that a,,.v — 0 follows automatically.

B.2.1. Step 1. Assume sly(Z) NLie(Ry(Q)) = @Zw;Q and let w := @w?. Then

lim gnhn'y,jl.w =0.

n—oo

By geometric invariant theory, there exist ng € Z* and a; € X2(G) such that
. —1 o
tlggo Y, -w=0.

Let (similar notations are also used for cocharacters other than a;)

Qa, = {x € SLy ‘ lim a;ra; ! exists};

g t—o0
P,, = {:1: cG ‘ lim atxa;I exists}.
t— o0

Then Ry(Q,,) contains Ru('y,jOlQ'yno), or equivalently, Q,, C ’ygolQ'ynO. Replacing Q by 'y,jOlQ'yno
and ~, by 7;01%, we assume without loss of generality that ~,, is the identity element.

B.2.2. Step 2. Let Lp, k (resp. Lq, k') be the maximal reductive subgroup of Pa, (resp. Q,,) that
is invariant under taking transpose. Let Ap, LK be the central torus of Lp, LK which is conjugate to
a maximal Q-split torus Spax in P,,. We have Lp,, k C Lq,, x and Ry ( .) C Ru(Q,,). There
exists by € X2(S,1ax) such that

1. the centralizer of {b;} in SLy is equal to the centralizer of Spax in SLy. In particular Py, is

a Q-minimal parabolic subgroup of G;

2. Qp, C Q,,. In particular, Py, C Pa,.
Thus Ap,, k is contained in Aq, k' Consequently, the (Pp,,K) coordinate of g € G(R) is the same
as its (Qy,,K’) coordinate.

B.2.3. Step 3. Because Py, is Q-minimal, by passing to a subsequence, there exist ¢; € G(Q), (\,) CT
and a Siegel set &(Py,) associated to (Py,, K) such that

Gnhn € 8Py, )1\, VneZr.

/

».) is bounded and for some

In particular, if g, h, A\ 'e;t = K. a! p/, under (Py,, K) coordinate, then (p
to > 0, for every n and o € A(Ap,, k,Pb,), one has a(a;,) < to.

Let <I>(AQb k’,5ln) be the collection of non-trivial weights of AQ Kk’ appearing in the adjoint
action on sly. Passing to a subsequence, assume that for every 5 € <I>(AQb k/,5ly), the sequence
(B(al,)) is bounded (away from 0 and 400), or converges to 0, or diverges to +00. Define a parabolic
Q-subgroup by

Q) = {z € SLy | (al,al, ") is bounded} .
One notes that Py, is contained in Qg ).

Since (al,) is a sequence in Ap,, K, which is conjugate to Syax in Py, , we can choose b} € X2(Siax)

such that
Qb € Qar), Po; =Po,, ZsLy({by}) = Zsry (Smax)-

Then the (Pp, = Py, K) coordinate of g,h,\, "¢ ;1 is the same as its (Qp; K') coordinate. From
the definition of Q(a), one deduces that for any weight o € <I>(Apb, K,Q(a, )) and in particular
a € ®(Ap,, k,Qp,), we have a(a;,) < t1 for some t; > 0 and for all n. We conclude from here that

Gnhny;ter ! is contained in a Siegel set S(Qp,) associated to (Qp;, K').
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B.2.4. Step 4. Though Py, = Py, it is not clear whether Qy,, and Qb; contain a common Borel
subgroup. Find w; € SLy(Q) such that Q' := leb;wfl N Qp, is a parabolic subgroup. Thus
Gnhn X, terfwi ! is contained in some Siegel set of (lebiwfl,K’) and hence some Siegel set &(Q')
associated to (Q',K’). On the other hand, (g,h,7v, ') is known to be contained in some Siegel set
attached to (Q,K’) and hence in some Siegel set &(Q’)" attached to (Q’,K’). Replacing by a larger
Siegel set if necessary, assume &(Q’) = &(Q’)’. Hence

gnhn'ﬁtl € 6(Ql) N G(Ql)wlcl)‘nf}gl'

In particular, this intersection is non-empty. But for every ¢ € SLx(Q), the set {v € SLy(Z), &(Q')N
&(Q')qy} is finite. Therefore, after passing to a subsequence, there exists 7 € SLy(Z) such that
Ayt =4 for all n.

B.2.5. Step 5. Let Q" := 'yiQ'ny which contains A, HA ! for all n. As in Step 1 and 2, find some
maximal Q-split torus S/ . of G and b} € X2(S/ ..) such that

1. ZsLy ({b}}) = ZsLy (Styay)- In particular, Py, is a Q-minimal parabolic subgroup;
2. Qpy C Q.

By assumption, g,hn A\, = gnhny, 17{_1 belongs to some Siegel set associated to (Q”, K’) and hence
to (Qbfl‘l7 K/) Let

be the (Ppy, K) coordinate, which is the same as the (Qyy, K’) coordinate. We find that

1. (p) is bounded;
2. there exists t3 > 0 such that for every n and o € A(Apb;“K7 Py,y), we have a(ay) < ta;
3 Q"= Qa0 = Quap:

Choose c; € X2(S! ...

a € A(Apbé,,K,Pbif), either (a(a]))) converges to 0 or is bounded away from 0. Let I” be those «

such that (a(ay)) is bounded away from 0. Then (Pypr)rr = Pe, = Q., NG = Q"N G. In particular,

n
A HAL is contained in Pg, for all n. Also, if g hao A\t = k”a!”p!" is the (P.,,K) coordinate, then
(p))) is bounded and a(ay’) — 0 for all @ € A(Ap,, k, Pc,)-

n

) such that Q(a;{) = Q,. After passing to a subsequence, assume that for every

Finally, by assumption, there exist certain SLy-representation and a Q vector v fixed by A\, H\,!
and the line spanned by v”’ is preserved by Q" with a non-trivial character, which must be nontrivial
on ¢; since Q" = Q,,. In particular, v"" is preserved by P, with a non-trivial character. So we are
done.

B.3. The case of SLy. Fix an observable Q-subgroup H of SLy and a sequence (g,) C SLy(R).
We prove Theorem B.1 in this case using the idea of canonical polygons (see [Cas04, Gra84]). For
simplicity we abbreviate Ap k- as Ap below and continue call K’ := SOy (R).

B.3.1. Lattice flags. A subgroup A of Z is said to be primitive iff (A ® Q)NZY = A. Let Prim(Z")
be the collection of all primitive subgroups of Z~. For a Q-character o of H, let Prim™ (Z") denote
those A = Zv1 @ ... ® Zv,, with

hviA..Avg=alh)viA...Avg, VYheH

Let PrimH(ZN) be the union of these Primg(ZN)’s.
A totally ordered subset of Prim(Z) (without loss of generality, assumed to contain {0} and Z")
is referred to as a lattice flag, written as
F={{0}=A0C A C..CA=2Z"}.

The number [ — 1 is called the rank of F. For ¢ =1, ...,1, we define

R, = (A0 ) = (ALY TR A, 42
z.f( z/ 1—1) = HA,1|| N z/ i—1, ( )
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which has covolume one in the quotient Euclidean space A; @ R/A;_1 @ R. We also define a parabolic
Q-subgroup by
Pr:={g € SLy(C) | g preserves A; @ C, Vi}.

Given a subset Z of {0,1, ..., N} containing {0, N}, ordered as Z = {0 = ig < 41 < ... < iy = N}, let Fr
be the standard flag associated to Z defined by

Fro={{0} C @il Ze; C .. C @\ Ze; C 2V}
For simplicity we write Pz :=Px,.

B.3.2. Quotient lattices. Fix some Z = {0 =iy < i1 < ... < iy = N} for this subsection.
Define, for k=1, ...,1,

ik
A%td = @Z.ei, Vi = A%td ®z R, Vk = Vk/Vk_l, Vk(Z) = A%td/AETD
=1

and 7y, : Pz := Pz(R)° — SL(V) by
p > cp - (ply, (mod Vi—1))

where ¢, is the unique positive real number such that the right hand side has determinant one.
descends to a continuous map

7 : Pz/Pz N SLy(Z) — SL(Vy)/SL(V(Z)).
that is equivariant with respect to 7. The natural map
p {{0} = pAS* C pAT C O pAT = 2N}
induces a bijection between
Pz/PrNSLN(Z) 2 LF7 := {(A,) is a lattice flag | (A))r =V;, Vi=1,...,1}.
If we additionally identity
SL(V)/SL(Vk(Z)) = { unimodular lattices in V, }

by g+ gVr(Z), then 7 is nothing but
(A*) — Ak
defined in the last subsection (see Equa.(42)).
Let p*P! : Pz/PzNSLN(Z) — Sp,. It is direct to check the following
Lemma B.2. For each Z, the map Pz/Pz N SLy(Z) — Sp, X Hﬁczl SL(Vi)/ SL(Vi(Z)) defined by

d7 = pP! x [1; 7 is a proper continuous map.

For k =1,...,1, define ji, := ix —ix_1 and fi, ok, ar : Ap, — RT by

Jadgee] \ *
fr(a) = [|aA |, @r(a) = i ;o ax(a) = pr(a)/rri(a).
[Jart |
One can check that
A(Ap,,Pr)={ax | k=1,...,1—1}. (43)

B.3.3. Canonical flags. In this subsection we fix an element g € SLy (R). Define
Plot™(g) := { (rank(2), log(lgA]})) | A € Prim™(z")}
Poly™(g) := closure of the convex hull of Plot™(g).
Poly™(g) is a polygon of finitely many sides. Let
EX(g) = {A e Prim™(z") ‘ (rank A, log(|lgA||)) is an extreme point of PolyH(g)} .

Lemma B.3. For every g € SLx(R), £E¥(g) is a lattice flag containing {0} and ZN .
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A proof can be found in [Cas04, Section 4]. Let r, := rank(£H(g)) and write
£9(g) = {{0} = Ao(9) S A1(0) S - G Ay, alg) = 2V},
called the canonical flag. Define
type(g) := {0 = rank(A¢(g)) < rank(A1(g)) < ... <rank(A, 11(g9)) = N} ;
|

_ log|l(gAx(g)l]) —log(llgAr—1(g)l)
slopey.(g) := rank(Ag(g)) — rank(Ax_1(g))

di(g) := slopey(g) —slopei(g), k=1,...,74.

, k

1.1y +1;

B.3.4. Variation of canonical flags. Fixing some g € SLy(R), we would like to search for a better one
among E¥(gh) as h varies in H by (locally) optimizing certain quantities. This part is an extra key
step required to treat general connected observable subgroups instead of just those without non-trivial
Q-characters.

Find a Q-split subtorus S™ such that H is an almost direct product of (°H)° and S™. Thus the Lie
algebra h = °h @ sY. Write 5]% for the R-span of s°. For a Q-character o of H, we regard da as a linear
functional on s since it vanishes on °hg. Let ®$i4 collect all dav such that Primf(ZV) is non-zero.

For A € R, let CVX,, be the collection of all convex closed polygons P such that

1. [0,N]xRso CP C{(z,y), y> A\ 0<x <N}k
2. (z,y) € BExtre(P) = € {0,1,..., N} and {(0,0), (N, 0)} C Extre(P).
Equip UCVXy with the Chabauty topology. Note that Poly™(g) belongs to CVXy for some . Given
some P € CVX, for some A € R, we let
1. y;(P) :=inf{y | (i,y) € P} for i € {0,..., N}. So yo = yn = 0;
2. 5i(P) == yi(P) —yi—1(P) fori € {1, ..., N};
3. dl(’P) = Si+1('P) — 81(77) = yi+1(’P) + yi,l(P) — 2:(/1(7)) fori e {]., ey N — 1}
Thus d;(g) = drank(Ai(g))(PolyH (g9)). Also let 7p be a permutation on {1,..., N — 1} such that
LAd;(P)|i=1,...,N =1} ={drp(1)(P) = drp(2)(P) > ... > drpy(n—1)(P) };
2. if d.,.P(i)(P) = dTp(i—‘f-l)(,P) then 7p (i) < 7p(i + 1).
Define a partial order < on UCVXy by P < P iff P = P’ or Yrp(im)(P) < Yrp, (m)(P') with m :=
min {i ‘ Yrp (i) (P) # yTP,(l-)(”P’)}. The following explains why it is possible to find a local maxima.

Lemma B.4. Let g € SLy(R), A € R and P € CVX,y. If there exists a sequence (hy,) C H such that
P = lim Poly™(gh,),
n—oQ
then there exists h € H such that P = Poly™ (gh).

Proof. Let Vi := ) dacofid ker(de) and choose some complementary R-linear subspace W, such that

5]% =V, & W,. Without loss of generality, assume the existence of (w,) C W, such that
P = lim Poly™(gexp(w,)).
n— o0

So we can find \' € R such that Poly™(gexp(w,)) € CVXy for all n. In particular, there exists
C € R such that da(w,) > C; for all n and da € ®F.

Passing to a subsequence, assume that for every da € @%d, either da(w,) — 400 or remains
bounded. Let ®pgqq C @f’fd correspond to the bounded ones and @, be its complement. Let W’ :=
Ndaed,,, ker daNWs and take another subspace W such that W, = W& W". Write w,, = w;, +wy,.
Then (w)!) is contained in some bounded set B C W and da(w),) — 400 for every da € ®.

Find ug € W’ such that for every v € B one has

inf inf 1 All) > 0. 44
aaZh.. acprmin 8 U9 xR0 VA )

Define w®% := ug + w!. Since |gexp(w®¥)A| = |lgexp(w,)A| for every A € Prim5(ZY) and
da € ®pga, we have (by Equa.(44))

Poly™ (g exp(w,)) = Poly™ (g exp(wi™)).
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Being bounded, we can select a subsequence such that (w2®V) converges to some we,. Then P =
Poly™ (g exp(woo))- O

Thanks to Lemma B.4, for every g € SLy(R), there exists (and we fix such an) h, € H such that a
local maxima with respect to < is taken at Poly™(gh,) among {Poly™(gh), h € H}.

Lemma B.5. Take some g € SLy(R). For C € R, let Io = {i = 1,...,ry, di(ghg) > C}. For
A e Prim™(ZN), we let an be the unique o € XG(H) such that A € Prim!(ZN) and regard its
differential daa as a linear functional on 5]%. For every C' € R such that Z¢ is non-empty, there exists
a set of positive integers (a;)ic.s. Such that Ziefc aidaa,gn,) = 0.

Proof. If the conclusion were wrong for some C € R, then 0 would not belong to the relative interior of

the convex hull of {da Ai(ghg)s © € fc}, which is non-empty. Therefore, there exists wqg € 5% such that
daa, (gh,)(wo) > 0 for all i € Yo and daa,(gn,)(wo) > 0 for some i € Fo. For ¢ > 0 small enough,
the polygon Poly™ (gh,) < Poly™ (gh, exp(cwp)) strictly. This is a contradiction against the choice of
hg. O

B.3.5. Weights. By passing to a subsequence, assume without loss of generality that for all n € Z%,
Tgnh,, = T forsomer, type(g,hg,) = type(gihy, ) and aa, (g,n,, ) remains constant for each k. So there
exist (A,) C SLy(Z) and Z = {0 = ig < iy < ... < ipp1 = N} = type(gnhy,) with ER(gnh,, ) = A\ Fr
for every n € ZT. Hence

Fr =N (gnhg,) = €3 (guhg, M),
Also note that A, 'H\,, C Pz for all n.

Now that Z is fixed, it is safe to adopt the notation from Section B.3.2 with [ = r» + 1. Using
the adjoint action, define Prim™ (sly(Z)) to be the primitive subgroups of sly(Z) whose C-spans are
Ad(H)-invariant. For a € Xg(H), define Primf! (sl (Z)) similarly to Prim!}(Z") and let V(i%(Z) =
At Primf (sly(Z)). To make notations uniform, define

VES(Z) = A Prim(ZY), Van(Z) :=VASZ) | |VINS(Z), Va(Z) = ApVan (Z);
DAL = {da L) S R | VA(Z) £ {{0}}} , Om = oo
B.3.6. Nondivergence. Using (Pz,K’) coordinates, write gnhg, An = knanDn.

Lemma B.6. For every n and o € A(Ap,,Pz), one has a(a,) < 1. Moreover, for every non-empty
bounded open subset Oy, there exists a compact subset € of Pz/PzNSLy(Z) such that p,\;, {Ou| N
€ # 0 for all n.

Here [Oy] denotes the image of Oy in Peu(y, p, 1/Peng,n, )NSLn(Z) and A, [On) X, denotes the
further image under the map from Peng,n, y/Per(g,n, ) N SLn(Z) to Pz/Pz NSLy(Z) induced by
T A e,

Proof of the first part of Lemma B.6. For a € A(Ap,,Pz), find k = 1,...,r + 1 such that a(a,) =
ag(ay) by Equa.(43). Then

Jan A7 |an AS |
;-1 1
_ (lonha AT llgnhg, AnAE )
lgntig An AT [9Pg, A AT

—exp | — In [|gnhg, Art1(gnhg,)|| — 0 |lgnhg, Ak(gnhy,,)
Jk+1

+MM%mw%m—MM%mmw%n>
Jk

= eXp(_dk; (gnhgn )) S L.
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The last inequality follows from the convexity of the polygons. O

To prove the second part, recall the following nondivergence criterion proved in [Zha22, Theorem
4.1] based on Kleinbock-Margulis [KM98] and some geometry of numbers.

Theorem B.7. Fiz some non-empty bounded open subset Oy of H and a smooth probability measure
me on [On]. Also fix k € {1,...,r} and some € € (0,1). If there exists § > 0 such that for every
n € Zt, one has

Imi(pa) Al 2 6, VA € Prim™ M (7 (2)),
then there exists a compact subset €, C SL(Vy)/SL(Vk(Z)) such that
me {ac € [Ox] ‘ Tr(Pn Az t) ¢ ‘Kk} < €.
Proof of the second part of Lemma B.6. By rigidity of diagonalizable groups (see [Spr98, 3.2.8]),
{P! (pn ' [Ou]An) = PP (A, Ol M) | n e Z7}

consists of finitely many bounded subsets of Sp, and thus remains bounded. In light of Lemma B.2
and Theorem B.7, it suffices to show that

Im6(Pn) Al =6, VA € Prim™ O B (7, (7)),

for some § > 0 independent of k,n. Fix such a A, let A € Prim* H» (ZN) be the unique element
such that

AR CAC AP A=A/

By assumption we have

(rank(&), log

guhg, AnA[|) € PIots T3 (g1, \,) = Plot™ (g, by, )

Therefore,

logH?TNk(pn)AH :log pnﬁHilongnAgt_le

rank(A) — ip_1 rank(A) — ip_1

IOg knanpnzH - log HknanpnA%t_dl H

B rank(&) — lp_1 log(ipi(an))

log {|knanpn A ’ —log [[gnhg, Ak—1(gnhy, )l
N rank(A) — i1 ~ log(e(an))
S 1og llgnhg, Ak(gnhg, )|l =108 lIgnhg, Ak—1(gnhy,)
Jk
_log ||pn AR — log [|pn AR ||
Jk
That is to say, |7k (pn)Al > 1 and we are done. O

— log(px(an))

0.

B.3.7. Deep in the polytopes. Let V; ,(Z) := Vo n(Z)\ {{0}} and
My = inf 1 nA|, d Pyy.
i ot log [pnAll,  do € Ou

5 (Z)
By Lemma B.6, M, , > C5 for some Cy € R and for all do € @y and n. Passing to a subsequence,
assume that for each da € @y, either (M,,,) remains bounded or diverges to +oo. Let ®(bdd)
correspond to those bounded ones and @, collect the rest. Let M, (c0) := infyoea. My pn, which
diverges to +oo. Passing to a further subsequence, assume M, (c0) is positive for each n. Let

®) := {da € B(bdd) | —dar € Cone (®(bdd)) }, @ := d(bdd) \ g
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where Cone(—) refers to the R>o-linear span of a subset. Note that Cone(®y) is a R-linear subspace
and the convex hull of ®; is compact and disjoint from Cone(®g). So there exists wy € 5]% such that

=0 Vdaecd,

d .
a(wo) { >0  Vdaed,

Also, fix C'3 > 0 such that
|da(w0)\ < (3, VYdae€ oqy.

Define a sequence of positive numbers (x,,) by

- M;,(0)
T 20
Using (Pz,K’) coordinates, write
gnh;n )\n = k’l/’La’/ﬂp;’N Where h,:]n = hg'n eXp(K’leO)

Then®
kn =k, anpn- (N, exp(knwo)\n) = al,pl,.

Moreover, by Lemma B.5, the character associated to Ag(gnhg,) = )\nAEtd belongs to ®q for each
k=1,...,r. We have

M Lexp(kpwo) A, AFH = AP, (45)
Hence A\, ! exp(knwo)\, € °Pz and
W= Gn Pl =Pn - (A, exp(hnwo)An).
For da € &y and A € V, »,(Z), we have
log [|p, All = knda(wo) + log [[pn Al (46)
We have already seen by Equa.(45) that:
1Og Hgnh:]n AnAith = log Hgnhgn)\nAzth :

a

Next we claim that

Claim. Let A € X' Prim™(ZN). The point (rank(A), log Hgnh;n )\nAH) lies above the piecewise-linear
line connecting (rank(A'), log Hgnh;n /\nAEth) as k goes from 0 to r + 1.

Proof of the claim. First we assume that A is compatible with Fz, namely A?*Y, c A C A$* for some
k, and prove

log Hgnh;n)‘nAH —log Hgnhf A A

g AT o |gnfy, A AR | — o [lgn Py, A AT ||

rank(A) — ip_1 ik — k-1 (47)
Since A is assumed to be compatible with Fz, this is equivalent to
log [l All — log [|pn AR || _ log [|pr, AR*|| — log ||}, AR |
rank(A) —ig_1 - I — lp—1 ’
which, thanks to Equa.(46), is again equivalent to
knda(wo) + log ||pn Al > 0. (48)

For da € ®(bdd),
rnda(wo) +log [lpnAll = log [[pn Al = 0.
For da € @,
knda(wg) + log ||prAll > log |lpnAl| — Cskn > 0.
The truth of Equa.(48) and hence of Equa.(47) is verified.

E’Strictly speaking k, = kj, is only true modulo K’ "Mp k. As this does not affect the proof, we choose to ignore it.
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Now we drop the compatibility assumption on A. Fix some m < [ such that A is contained in AlStd
but not AF*d; A contains A5 but not AP, . Let A; :== ANA,4; as j ranges over {0, 1, ....,l—m} and
!

i :=rank(A;). So Ag = Ay, and A;_,, = A. We are going to explain that for j =0,1,....,l —m — 1,

l0g [| gty An1 || =108 [|gnhg, Mgl _ 108 [|gntiy AnAii s || = 108 [lgn iy, An AT |

- - : .
tit1 T Y Umtj+1 ~ tmtj

(49)

which is sufficient to conclude the proof since @ | | =i < imj4+1—%m+;. Asthe argument has nothing to
do with the explicit form of g,k A, we abbreviate H gnhyy, /\n.AH =t ||All, for every discrete subgroup
A. For two primitive subgroups A, Ay of ZV | let
A1 —|—/ A2 = (Al + Ag) (%9 Q ﬂZN,
which is again primitive. We have that (see [Cas04, Corollary 4.2])
Std
1Al _ A+"A

> mt
1250, = [[ASS 1,

§

I,

Std Std
log [[Aj41ll, —log [ A, log |A 4+ AT ||, —log [ A%
iy — 1 - rank(A 4+ AP ) — iy
Equa.(49) then follows by applying Equa.(47) to A 4/ A,S,fij, which is indeed compatible with Fz.
O

By the claim and Equa.(45),
Poly)\;le\n (gnhgn )\n) — Poly)\;lHAn (gnh’ A )

gn A1
ENTHA (g hg, An) = EM T (g bl N,) = ({0} C AT C g ASY = 2N}
Also for da € @1 and A € V,, ,(Z),
log [|ph, All = fnda(wo) + Co
diverges to +oo. Similarly, log ||p), Al with A € V, ,,(Z) has a common lower bound for other da € ®gy.
Repeating the proof of the second part of Lemma B.6, we have that
(P A [Ou]A,) is nondivergent in Pz/Pz N SLy(Z).
As a consequence, we find some (X)) C Pz N SLy(Z), bounded sequence (b,) in Pz and another
bounded sequence (wy,) in Oy such that
P A = b N,
Letting hf) = h} w, and 7y, := X\, A;", we have
gnhfq’n’y;l = knanby, ~voHy, ! C Pz fixes v7.
%

Rewrite knanb, = knpallb!! using (Pz,K’) coordinates, then (a!’) (resp. (b)) is bounded away from
(an) (resp. (bn)). In particular, (b)) is bounded and there exists Cy > 0 such that a(al) < Cy for
all @ € A(Ap,,Pz). For da € ®u, let M/, ,, := inf {log||p, A | Ae Vi n(Z)}. By what we know
about (M) and Equa.(46), (M, ,,) diverges to +oo for a € &, U ®y and (M, ,, = M, ) remains
bounded for v € ®¢. In particular, if (M, ,,) is bounded, then ) " ) a;do; = 0 for some (a;)j", C RY
and (do;)i2y C ®u with ag = o and (M, ,,) bounded for each i. As a;’s are all Q-characters, we may
take (a;)’s to be positive integers. Let

M, = inf {log [y, Al | A € Vi(Z)}.
Since
1og |[7n Al = log ||b,, ' pj Ay, 'wn Al| is bounded from log ||p;, A, ' A
) is the same as that of (M] ).

)

the divergence/boundedness of (M,

n

Lemma B.8. Assume that (%Hygl) has a subsequence converging to L. Then L is observable in
SLy.
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Proof. Tt follows from the proof of [Zha21, Lemma 4.10]. Let us briefly recall how. Denote by O the
observable hull of L in SLy. It suffices to show that L is normalized by O. Assume Ay, € Prim(sly(Z))
spans the Lie algebra of L. By abuse of notation, also view Ay, as a vector in the appropriate wedged
vector space. Then we only need to show that the line spanned by Ay, is preserved by O. Passing to
a subsequence, assume for some fixed da € @1, v, *Ar € Vo (Z) for all n € ZT. But it is a tautology
that
(log ||~yn.(7;1AL)||) is bounded.

So we can find (¢;) C Z*, (day) € Pg and (A;) C Vn.Va,(Z) with Ag = A and Y ¢;da; = 0.
Therefore,

® AP s fixed by v, Hry, ! for every n
= ® AP% s fixed by O
= the line spanned by Ay = Ay, is fixed by O.
So we are done. O

Finally, passing to a subsequence, assume that for each o € A(Ap,,Pz), either (a(a]))) remains

bounded away from 0 and oo or converges to 0. Let J collect the bounded ones. For simplicity let
PJ = (PI)J. If we write
gnh,g/n%?l = kia;{b;{
using (P 7, K’) coordinates, then (b/) is bounded and a(a’) — 0 for all « € A(Ap,,P ).
To conclude proof, we note that by Equa.(43),

Je{k=1,..,1-1]ar(a,) » 0} ={k=1,..,1 — 1] —logax(a,) » +o0}.

But
—log a(an) = log r+1(an) — log gk (ay)
log [lan A ||~ log lan A log lanAFH| — log]|an A5 |
) Ut = O - ik — k-1
108 [lgulg, AnAFES || = 108 Jgnhg, A AT 108 [[gnlg, AnAF | 108 [l gnlg, AnAT |
i1 — Tk i
= di(gnhy,)-

Choose C5 € R such that
dr(gnhg,) < Cs, Vn, Vk e J

Passing to a subsequence we may assume that di(gnhg,) > Cs for all n and k ¢ J. By Lemma B.5
applied to C' = Cs, we find (ag)reqi,...;—13\s C ZT such that ka ardaa, (g,n,,) = 0 (recall we had
assumed that aa, (g,n, ) is independent of n for each k). Therefore, Zk¢] ardfr = 0. By abuse of
notation, treat A7' as a vector for every k. If v := ®j¢;(AF*)®%  then v is fixed by v,H~, ' for
all n. Note that A%td for k ¢ J and in particular v are nontrivial eigenvectors of P ;. The proof of
Theorem B.1 in the SLy case is thus complete with P = P ;.

APPENDIX C. INDICES OF VARIOUS CONDITIONS
(B1) For every z € U(Q) and (g,,) C G such that lim g,,.x € B(R), one has
lim [(gn).mpg)] = [mig] -

n—o0
) For every x € U(Q), Voo,» := limp_y00 VR, exists and supp(veo,») C B(R).
) For every = € U(Q) and y € G.z, one has G.y N B(R) # 0.

K1) For every o € &'y, do — 1> 0.
) For every x € U(Q), do — 1 > 0 for some a € %", In particular, Zg", is non-empty.
)

For every z € U(Q) and arithmetic subgroup I' € G(Q)NG, H;, has no non-trivial Q-characters
and limp_,o0 ftR o exists in Prob(G/T).
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(D1) For every z € U(Q) and arithmetic subgroup I' C G(Q)NG, H, has no non-trivial Q-characters
and ¥, extends continuously to G.x — Prob(G/T") U {0} where the closure is taken in X",
the manifold with corners associated with (X, D) (see Section 6.4.2).

(S1) For every € U(Q) and arithmetic subgroup I' in G(Q) NG, there exists a bounded subset B
of G/T such that gHST'/T intersects with B for every g € G.

(DS1) There exists a closed subset D of B(R) such that for every (g,) and every x € U(Q) with

lim g,,.z not in D, there exists a bounded subset B of G/T" such that g,HST'/T intersects with
B for every n. Moreover, for every F' C 6% ‘0 if Lebp denotes a smooth measure on D, then
LebF(B) =0.

(H2) For every x € U(Q) and arithmetic subgroup I' C G(Q) N G, there exists a non-negative
compactly supported continuous function ¢ on G/I' such that (¢, g.mpe)) # 0 for all g € G
and for every such ¥, limp_, ,uﬁ’x exists in Prob? (G/T).

(D2) For every = € U(Q) and arithmetic subgroup I' C G(Q) N G, there exists ¢ satisfying the
paragraph above and WY extends continuously to G.z — Probw(G /T') where the closure is
taken in X", the manifold with corners associated with (X, D).

(C1) Z(H,L) decomposes into finitely many orbits under the action of L x Ng(H) for every L €

INTH, G);

I'NH is a finite index subgroup of I' " Ng (H) for an(y) arithmetic subgroup T'.

INTr(H, G) is finite.

there are only finitely many parabolic Q-subgroups containing H, i.e., &y is finite.

c(H)° C Ng(L) for every L € INT(H, G).

(N1
(F1
(F2

)
)
)
(N2) N
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