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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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1. Introduction

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, Zha19], 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) ̸= ∅.

1.1.1. Integral points. Let U be an affine homogeneous variety over Q. Let U(AQ) be the topological
space of adelic points. Given an open compact subset Bf ⊂ U(AQ,f ) of finite adeles and a connected
component B∞ of U(R), one define the set of B-integral points UB(Z) to be the intersection of
B := B∞ ×Bf with the diagonal embedding to U(Q) in the set of adeles.

1.1.2. Tamagawa measures. Let ω be a non-vanishing top-degree differential form on U over Q. It is
actually G-invariant and induces measures ωp on each U(Qp) (Q∞ := R) and, in fact, the products
over finite p’s induce a measure ωf on U(AQ,f ). By the product formula and the triviality of global
regular functions on U, the measure ωf ⊗ ω∞ is independent of the choice of ω.

1.1.3. The definition. Let l : U(R) → R>0 be a proper function and

BR := {x ∈ U(R), l(x) ≤ R} .

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

lim
R→∞

#UB(Z) ∩BR
ωf (Bf ) · ω∞(BR)

= 1.

In [BR95], l is induced from an embedding of U into some affine space An.

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 Γ ⊂ G(Q) and any rational point x ∈ U(Q),
one has

lim
R→∞

#Γ.x ∩BR
ω∞(BR) ∩G(R).x

=
Vol(Hx(R)/Hx(R) ∩ Γ)

Vol(G(R)/Γ)
(1)

where Hx denotes the stabilizer of x in G and volumes are induced from compatible choices of Haar
measures on G(R),Hx(R) and G(R)/Hx(R). Then U is strongly Hardy–Littlewood with respect to l.

We remark that if Γ′ ⊂ Γ is a finite-index subgroup, then the truth of Equa.(1) for Γ′ implies
Equa.(1) for Γ. 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” l would work. What is
proved in this paper (See Section 6.8) is that

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

Already when G = SLn and H = SLn1 ×... × SLnk
with

∑
ni ≤ n, this seems unknown before.

Generalizations can be obtained by combining Theorem 6.43 with [WX16].
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1.2. Manin conjecture for a pair. In the previous section, there is no emphasis on which height
function l 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))∨ 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 =

∑
α∈A Dα be the decomposition of D into absolutely irreducible components. Let

L :=
∑
λαDα with λα > 0 for all α ∈ A . View the line bundle OX(L) over R in the category of

smooth manifolds and equip it with a smooth metric ∥·∥. Let 1L be the canonical section of OX(L)
and define for x ∈ U(R),

Ht(x) := ∥1L(x)∥−1
.

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

1.2.3. Volume. Let D′ :=
∑
dαDα be a divisor supported on D. We do not require D′ to be effective

or dα ≥ 0, so 1D′ 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 =
|ω|

∥ω ⊗ 1D′∥
, for any non-vanishing local volume form ω.

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 ω0 be such a form and let mG/H be the measure on U(R) induced form it, then mG/H

is G(R) invariant. Let D′ := −div(ω0), then 1D′ is identified with ω∨
0 , the unique rational section

of OX(D′) ∼= K∨
X (the dual of KX) such that the natural pairing between ω0 and ω∨

0 is the constant
function 1. Now define a smooth metric on KX(D′) by imposing ∥(ω0 ⊗ ω∨

0 )(x)∥ = 1 for every x. Then
the Vol from the last subsection coincides with mG/H 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) := UB(Z) as above.

Let (Dα′)α′∈A ′ be consisting of connected components of Dα(R) as α varies in A . The analytic
Clemens complex C an

R , elements of which consist of connected components of non-empty intersection
of Dα′ ’s, encodes the intersection patterns among boundary divisors.

Depending on the integral model, let C an
R,Z be the modified analytic Clemens complex consisting of

faces F ∈ C an
R with (⋂

α∈F
Dα

)⋂ ⋃
x∈U(Z)

G(R)◦.x

 ̸= ∅.

That is to say, we only take closures of connected components of U(R) where there exist at least one
integral point. Let EQ(U) be the abelian group of invertible functions on U modulo constant functions
Q× and

b := max
{
rkPicQ(U)− rkEQ(U) + #F

∣∣ F is a maximal face of C an
R,Z
}
.

When G is semisimple and simply connected and H1(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) ̸= ∅. Does there exist a positive number c > 0 such that

# {x ∈ U(Z) | Ht(x) ≤ R} ∼ cR(logR)b−1
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as R→ +∞?

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:

• G and H are connected and reductive, and both have no non-trivial Q-characters;
• the identity component of the centralizer of H in G is contained in H;
• 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, rkPicQ(U) = rkEQ(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)Γ/Γ 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 ω∞ 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 Γ of G, one has∑

y∈Γ.x∩BR,x

wy ∼ ω∞(BR,x)

where BR,x := {y ∈ G(R)◦.x, 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)◦, Hx := Hx(R) ∩ G and assume that Γ is
contained in G.

Let

b′ := max
{
#F

∣∣ F is a maximal face of C an
R,Z
}
.

The following will be proved in Theorem 6.27.

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

wx :=
∑

h∈Hx/Hx(R)◦
⟨ψ, h∗m[Hx(R)◦]⟩

−1.

Then there exists c > 0 such that ∑
x∈U(Z),Ht(x)≤R

wx ∼ c ·R(logR)b
′−1.

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. Example I. Let (Q1,Q2) and (Q2,Q4) be two quadratic forms represented by symmetric matrices
MQi for i = 1, 2. Let Mat4,2(Z) be the set of 4-by-2 matrices with integral coefficients and

U(Z) :=
{
M ∈ Mat4,2(Z)

∣∣M trMQ2M =MQ1

}
.

satisfying:

• Both (Q1,R2) and (Q2,R4) are split. And (Q1,Q2) is Q-anisotropic;
• U(Z) is non-empty.

Hence we can find (Q′
1,Q2) such that (Q2,Q4) is isomorphic to (Q1,Q2)⊕(Q′

1,Q2). We further assume
that

• the orthogonal group of (Q1,Q2) is not isomorphic to the orthogonal group of (Q′
1,Q2) as

linear algebraic groups over Q.
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Let ∥·∥ denote the Euclidean norm of a matrix.

Theorem 1.7. As R tends to infinity, there exists some constant c > 0 such that

# {M ∈ U(Z), ∥M∥ ≤ R} ∼ cR2 logR.

See Theorem 7.1 for more details.

1.4.2. Example II. Let Λ(n, 1) denote the set of splittings of Zn+1 as a direct sum of two subgroups,
one of which has rank n. Each element of Λ(n, 1) can be associated with (v,M) where v ∈ Zn+1 is
an integral vector and M is an element in ∧nZn+1. Moreover, v,M are unique up to sign. Below ∥·∥
denotes the natural Euclidean norm.

Theorem 1.8. For two positive integers λ1, λ2, we have

#{[(v,M)] ∈ Λ(n, 1), ∥v∥λ1 ∥M∥λ2 ≤ R} ∼

{
cλ1,λ2

·R
n+1
λ1 log(R), λ1 = λ2

cλ1,λ2
·R

n+1
min{λ1,λ2} , λ1 ̸= λ2

for some cλ1,λ2 > 0.

See Theorem 8.1 below for details.

1.4.3. Example 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 (l1, l2, l3) ∈ M3(Z), we take vi
to be a non-zero vector on li. Here are two ways to measure the “height” of such an element:

Ht1(l1, l2, l3) :=

∏
i ∥vi∥

2

∥v1 ∧ v2∥ ∥v1 ∧ v3∥ ∥v2 ∧ v3∥

Ht2(l1, l2, l3) :=
∥v1 ∧ v2∥2 ∥v1 ∧ v3∥2 ∥v2 ∧ v3∥2

(
∏
i ∥vi∥) · ∥v1 ∧ v2 ∧ v3∥3

.

Theorem 1.9. Let κ1, κ2 > 0 and Ht(x) := Ht1(x)
κ1 Ht2(x)

κ2 for x ∈ M3(R). Then for some
constant cκ1,κ2

> 0, ∑
{x∈M3(Z) | Ht(x)≤R}

wx ∼

{
cκ1,κ2

·R 8
3κ

−1
1 · log(R) κ1 = κ2

cκ1,κ2
·R 8

3 max{κ−1
1 ,κ−1

2 } κ1 ̸= κ2.

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 Γ.x. 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,x)

∫
[g]∈BR,x

g∗mHx(R)Γ/Γ Vol([g]).

Here Hx is the stabilizer of x in G, Vol refers to certain natural measure on G(R)/Hx(R) and BR,x
are those co-sets gHx(R) satisfying Ht(g.x) ≤ 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 [Ra91].

Theorems from [EMS96, Zha21] are most useful when H (and hence Hx) is large in G. When this
is not the case, one may do the centralizer trick by considering, for instance, G×Z/H ·∆(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∗mHx(R)Γ/Γ) 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) ̸= ∅. For x ∈ U(Q),
we let Hx be the stabilizer of x in G. Let G := G(R)◦ and Hx := Hx(R) ∩G. Let Γ be an arithmetic
subgroup contained in G. We let m[Hx], m[G] and mG/Hx

to denote invariant measures (so we need
to assume that they exists) on HxΓ/Γ, G/Γ and G/Hx respectively. We require these measures to be
compatible. Namely, if mHx and mG are the corresponding invariant measures on Hx and G respectively
that induce m[Hx] and m[G], then for every compactly supported function f on G, one has∫ (∫

f(gh)mHx(h)

)
mG/Hx

([g]) =

∫
f(x)mG(x)

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)/Γ and H(R)Γ/Γ have finite
volume.

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

# {y ∈ Γ.x | Ht(y) ≤ R} ∼
∣∣m[Hx]

∣∣∣∣m[G]

∣∣ ·mG/Hx
({y ∈ G.x | Ht(y) ≤ R}) (2)

for every x ∈ U(Q) and every arithmetic lattice Γ (of course, it is sufficient to verify this for some
finite-index subgroup of Γ).

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 Pmax
H is the collection of maximal parabolic Q-subgroups containing H. For each P ∈ Pmax

H ,
we fix an integral vector1 vP ∈ ∧dimPg that lifts the Lie algebra of P. Let Ht be a height function on
U(R) and let x ∈ U(Q). Let H′

x be the largest connected Q-subgroup of Hx where all the Q-characters
of H vanish. For η,R > 0, define the following region

Bη,R,x :=
{
[g] ∈ G/H′

x

∣∣ Ht(g.x) ≤ R, ∥Ad(g)vP∥ ≥ η, ∀P ∈ Pmax
Hx

}
.

We expect that in good situations, the asymptotic of mG/H′
x
(Bη,R,x) as R→ +∞ is independent of η.

1Implicitly, an integral structure gZ of g is fixed.
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Question 1.11. Fix η > 0. For what height functions does

# {y ∈ Γ.x | Ht(y) ≤ R} ∼ 1∣∣m[G]

∣∣ ·mG/H′
x
(Bη,R,x) as R→ +∞

hold for every x ∈ U(Q) and every arithmetic subgroup Γ?

Question 1.12. Given η > 0, what is the asymptotic of mG/H′
x
(Bη,R,x)?

In the case of Example III (Section 1.4.3) discussed above, it seems that mG/H′
x
(Bη,R,x) can be

expressed in terms of the norms of sections of certain line bundles.

Notations

For an algebraic groupG 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∗

k(G)) be the group of characters
(resp. k-characters) of G. Similarly Xk∗ is the group of cocharacters over k. Following [BS73], we let

◦G :=
⋂

α∈X∗
k(G)

kerα2.

Let SG be the quotient Q-split torus G/◦G and pspl be the natural quotient morphism G → SG.
Assume G to be a connected linear algebraic group and let Ru(G) be its unipotent radical, then

G is equal to

Gred ⋉Ru(G) = (Gss · Z(G))⋉Ru(G) =
(
Gcpt ·Gnc · Z(G)an · Z(G)spl

)
⋉Ru(G)

where Gred is a connected reductive Q-subgroup (called a Levi subgroup) lifting G/Ru(G), Gss =

[Gred,Gred] is a connected semisimple Q-subgroup, Z(G) is the identity component of the center of

Gred (called the central torus), Gcpt is the product of Q-simple factors of Gss that are R-anisotropic,
Gnc is the product of Q-simple factors of Gss that are R-isotropic. A Q-torus T can be written
uniquely as an almost direct product of Tan · Tspl, a Q-anisotropic subtorus and a Q-split subtorus.
This explains the notation Z(G)an and Z(G)spl above.

Let AQ denote the topological adelic ring of the field of rational numbers Q. GalQ 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 (νn) and ν on a locally compact second countable Hausdorff space X,
following [SZ19], we say that [νn] converges to [ν] and write limn→∞[νn] = [ν] if there exists (an) ⊂ R>0

such that limn→∞ anνn = ν 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;
• D ⊂ X is a reduced simple normal crossing divisor over Q and U is the complement of D in
X;

• (Dα)α∈A are the irreducible components of D over the algebraic closure Q. This set and its
index set A are equipped with an action of GalQ;

• 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 {∞}. By convention Q∞ := R. Let Valf denote only
the set of finite primes. For a finite set S ⊂ Valf , let ZS denote the set of rational numbers that are
integral outside S.

Consider the space of adelic points given by certain restricted product

U(AQ) :=
∏′

p∈Val
U(Qp)×U(R)

equipped with adelic topology (see [Con12] for details). Let Kf be a non-empty open compact subset
in
∏
p∈Valf

U(Qp). More concretely, there exists a finite set S ⊂ Valf and a smooth model (X ,D) of

(X,D) over SpecZS such that Kf = KS×
∏
p/∈S Kp for some open compact subset KS ⊂

∏
p∈SU(Qp)

and

Kp = (X \ D)(Zp), ∀ p /∈ S. (3)

For K = Kf ×K∞ where K∞ is a union of some connected components of U(R), define

UK (Z) := X(Q)
⋂

Kf ×K∞.

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 ∈ Γ(X, L). An adelic metric

(∥·∥p)p∈Val is the following:

1. for each p ∈ Val, the ∥·∥p is a smooth metric on the analytic line bundle L(Qp) over the

analytic manifold X(Qp);
2. there exist a finite set S ⊂ Valf and a smooth model L → X over SpecZS such that ∥·∥p is

defined by

∥s(x)∥p ≤ 1 ⇐⇒ s(x) ∈ x̃∗L (4)

where x ∈ X(Qp) and x̃ ∈ X (Zp) is a lift of x.

By saying that a metric ∥·∥p is smooth, we mean that for every nonzero local section s, the map

x 7→ ∥s(x)∥p 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 sL is the canonical section, then for some finite set
S,

∥sL(x)∥p = 1, ∀ p /∈ S, x ∈ Kp. (5)

Indeed, since sL is a local generator of L over Q, it is also a local generator of L over ZS 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(AQ) by

Ht ((xp)) :=

 ∏
p∈Val

∥sL(xp)∥p

−1

Now we choose a finite S ⊂ Valf large enough such that Equa.(3, 4, 5) hold. Moreover, the integral
models X appearing in Equa.(3) and (4) coincide over ZS . Then

Ht ((xp)) =

∥sL(x)∥∞ ·
∏
p∈S

∥sL(xp)∥p

−1

, ∀x ∈ K .

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 ⊂ Valf from the last subsection. Assume
that X is a G-equivariant compactification of G/H and D is the complement of G/H. Let K and an
adelic line bundle (L, (∥·∥p)p∈Val) be given as above. By enlarging S, we assume further that we have
a smooth model G of G over ZS and that the action G×U → U over Q extends to G × U → U over
ZS . Note the following:

Lemma 2.1. For p ∈ Valf , the subgroup

StabG(∥·∥p) :=
{
g ∈ G(Qp)

∣∣∣ ∥sL∥g.x = ∥sL∥x , ∀x ∈ Kp

}
contains an open, compact subgroup of G(Qp).

Proof. Indeed, the function x 7→ ∥sL(x)∥p is smooth and hence locally constant on U(Qp) and in
particular on Kp. By compactness and the totally disconnectedness of p-adic topology, we can cover
Kp by disjoint open sets such that ∥sL(x)∥p is constant on each open set. By choosing a small enough

open compact subgroup K ⊂ G(Qp), we can guarantee that each open subset is K-stable. Such a K
is thus contained in StabG(∥·∥p), proving the claim. □

Let

Γp :=

{
an open, compact subgroup of StabG(∥·∥p), p ∈ S

G(Zp), p /∈ S,

and

Γ := G(Q) ∩
∏

p∈Valf

Γp.

Lemma 2.2. The Γ defined above is an arithmetic subgroup of G(Q) that preserves UK (Z). Moreover,

Htp(x) = Htp(γ.xp), ∀ p ∈ Valf , x = (xp) ∈ UK (Z), γ ∈ Γ

where Htp(x) := ∥sL(xp)∥−1
p .

The theorem below follows from [GMB13, Proposition 7.13, 7.14]. Special cases can be proved using
reduction theory (see [Bor19, Remark 6.4]).

Theorem 2.3. There are only finitely many Γ-orbits on UK (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

x ∼loc y ⇐⇒ Γp.x = Γp.y, ∀p ∈ Valf

for two elements x = (xp) and y = (yp) in UK (Z). Let [x]loc denote the equivalence class containing
x. As a first step, we note that [x]loc is finite (compare [BR95, Lemma 1.6.4]). Indeed, for p /∈ S, there
always exists γp ∈ Γp such that yp = γpxp by Hensel’s lemma and Lang’s theorem on triviality of the
Galois cohomology group H1(F,H) for a finite field F and connected H. So it remains to show that
for each p ∈ S , Kp ∩U(Q) is finite modulo the equivalence relation defined by x ∼ y iff Γp.x = Γp.y,
which follows from the finiteness of Kp/Γp.

We define an equivalence relation ∼Q on UK (Z) by

x ∼Q y ⇐⇒ G(Q).x = G(Q).y.

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

1 H(Q) G(Q) U(Q) H1(Q,H)

1 H(AQ) G(AQ) U(AQ)
∏
p∈Valf

H1(Qp,H),
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we have an injection

[x]loc/ ∼Q↪→ ker

(
H1(Q,H) →

∏
p

H1(Qp,H)

)
.

But the latter is finite (See [BS64, Theorem 7.1]).
For y ∈ [x]loc, let [y]loc,Q := [x]loc ∩ [y]Q denote the equivalence class containing y. As the final

step, we show that this is finite for every x ∈ UK (Z) and y ∈ [x]loc. For each z ∈ [y]loc,Q, we find
qz ∈ G(Q) and γz ∈

∏
Γp such that z = qzy = γzy. Then the map

[y]loc,Q → Hy(Q)\Hy(AQ)/Hy(AQ) ∩
∏

Γp

z 7→ q−1
z γz

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.

□

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, T ∗

X be its dual and KX := det(T ∗
X) be the canonical line bundle. Let ⟨·, ·⟩ denote the

natural pairing between TX and T ∗
X and their wedge products.

An element g ∈ G(C) acts on X(C) and hence on tangent vectors by (g, v) 7→ g∗v and differential
forms by (g, ω) 7→ g∗ω. From the definition, one has that for every analytically open subset O ⊂ X(C),
ω ∈ Γ(O, T ∗

X) and ∂ ∈ Γ(O, TX),

⟨ω, ∂⟩g.x = ⟨g∗ω, (g−1)∗∂⟩x, ∀x ∈ g−1O, g ∈ G(C).

Identify the fibre To(X) (resp. T ∗
o (X)) of the tangent (resp. cotangent) bundle at o with g/h (resp.

(g/h)∗). The natural pairing on ((g/h)∗, g/h) is then identified with that on (T ∗
o (X), To(X)). Let ∆G

(resp. ∆H) denote the determinant character of the adjoint action of G (resp. H) on g (resp. h), that
is, ∆G(g) = det(Ad(g), g) and ∆H(h) = det(Ad(h), h).

Since H stabilizes o, its actions on TX and T ∗
X induce actions on To(X) and T ∗

o (X). These actions
are identified with the adjoint action of H on g/h and (g/h)∗ respectively. Therefore,

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

det(Ad(h), h)
=

∆G(h)

∆H(h)
.

and

det((h−1)∗, T ∗
o (X)) = det(h∗, To(X))−1 =

∆H(h)

∆G(h)
.

Define (∆G/H)−1 := ∆−1
G ∆H, an element of X∗

Q(H).
For a Q-character α of H, let Lα be the GIT quotient of G × SpecQ[x] by the right action of H

defined by

(g, λ) · h := (gh, α(h)−1λ).

It is a G-linearized line bundle over G/H. On the other hand, given a G-linearized line bundle L
over G/H, the (left) action of H on the fibre of o gives a Q-character αL of H. One can check the
following:

Lemma 2.5. Let L be a G-linearized line bundle, then L ∼= LαL . In particular, KG/H
∼= L∆−1

G/H
.

Lemma 2.6. Let χ be a Q-character of H,

Γ(G/H,Lχ) ∼=
{
f ∈ Q[G]

∣∣ f(gh) = χ−1(h)f(g), ∀(g, h) ∈ G×H
}
.

By [KKV89, 2.2, 2.3], the non-vanishing global sections of KG/H 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/H consist of

Γ(G/H,KG/H)× ∼=
{
f ∈ Q[G]

∣∣ f = λχ, ∃λ ∈ Q×, χ ∈ X∗
Q(G) with χ|H = ∆G/H

}
.

Hence we may label, up to a scalar, non-vanishing global sections of KG/H as ωχG/H with χ ranging

over extensions of ∆G/H to G. In particular, KG/H is trivial iff ∆H extends to a Q-character on G.

If both ∆G/H and χ are trivial characters, we abbreviate ωG/H := ωχG/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/H is trivial, then H is observable in G.

Proof. By Lemma 2.7, ∆−1
H extends to a character β on G and take some non-zero vector vβ in the

one dimensional representation where G acts by β. Let NG(H)β be the stabilizer of vh ⊗ vβ , where
vh ∈ ∧dimHg is a lift of h.

Then NG(H)β is observable in G by definition. On the other hand, H is contained in NG(H)β

as a normal subgroup and is hence observable in NG(H)β . By the transitivity of observability, H is
observable in G. □

Remark 2.9. The converse is not true. For instance, if G := SL3 and H is generated by elements of
the form  t

t
t−2

 ·

 1
1 s

1

 .
Then H is observable in G yet ∆H is not extendable to G.

2.3. Boundary components of anti-canonical divisors. Assumptions as in the last subsection
and assume that KG/H is a trivial line bundle. Here we are interested in the anti-canonical divisor
−div(ωχG/H) on X where χ ∈ X∗

Q(G) is a fixed extension of ∆G/H.

Note that g naturally maps to Γ(X, TX), inducing

∧dg → Γ(X,∧dTX) ∼= Γ(X, (KX)∗).

For v = v1 ∧ ... ∧ vd ∈ ∧dg, let ∂v denote its image. Then for each v ∈ ∧dg,

φv(x) := ⟨ωχG/H, ∂v⟩x

defines a rational function on X that is regular on U. Thus, to understand the boundary behaviour
of ωχG/H, it suffices to understand that of φv and ∂v.

Take a nonzero element lh ∈ ∧d(g/h)∗ ↪→ ∧dg∗. So
(
ωχG/H

)
o
= cχlh for some cχ ̸= 0.

Lemma 2.10. For g ∈ G(C), φv(g.o) = cχχ(g) · ⟨ lh,Ad(g)−1v ⟩.

Proof. This follows from a direct computation:

⟨ωχG/H, ∂v⟩g.o = χ(g) · ⟨(g−1)∗ωχG/H, ∂v⟩g.o
= χ(g) · ⟨ωχG/H, (g

−1)∗∂v⟩o
= χ(g) · ⟨ωχG/H, ∂Ad(g)−1v⟩o
= cχχ(g) · ⟨ lh,Ad(g)−1v⟩.

□

2.3.1. Dual. To simplify the conclusion of Lemma 2.10, we use a dual operation.
Fix ω0 ∈ ∧dimGg∗ and ω∗

0 ∈ ∧dimGg with ⟨ω∗
0 , ω0⟩ = 1. For two positive integers l + l′ = dimG,

we have a natural linear isomorphism:

∧lg → ∧l
′
g∗ ∼= (∧l

′
g)∗

v 7→ v∨
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defined by

v ∧w = ⟨v∨,w⟩ω∗
0 , ∀w ∈ ∧l

′
g.

Note that ⟨v∨,w⟩ = ⟨v,w∨⟩. Furthermore,

⟨(Ad(g)v)∨,w⟩ω∗
0 = Ad(g)v ∧w = Ad(g)(v ∧Ad(g)−1w)

= Ad(g)
(
⟨v∨,Ad(g−1)w⟩ω∗

0

)
= ∆G(g)⟨v∨,Ad(g−1)w⟩ω∗

0 .

Thus, (Ad(g)v)∨ = ∆G(g)Ad∗(g)v∨. So we see that (·)∨ intertwines Ad and Ad∗ ⊗∆G, or equiva-
lently, Ad⊗∆−1

G and Ad∗.
Now take a Q-vector vh lifting h such that v∨

h = lh. Then we have

⟨ lh,Ad(g)−1v⟩ = ⟨Ad∗(g)v∨
h ,v⟩ = ∆G(g)−1⟨(Ad(g)vh)

∨
,v⟩

= ∆G(g)−1⟨Ad(g)vh,v
∨⟩.

Combined with Lemma 2.10 above,

Lemma 2.11. For g ∈ G(C), φv(g.o) = cχχ(g)∆G(g)−1⟨Ad(g)vh,v
∨⟩.

2.3.2. The conclusion. For v ∈ ∧dg and α ∈ A , we define integers dα, d
v
α and dφ,vα by

− div(ωχG/H) :=
∑
α∈A

dαDα, div(∂v) :=
∑
α∈A

dvαDα, −div(φv) :=
∑
α∈A

dφ,vα Dα.

By the definition of φv, we have

−div(ωχG/H) = div ∂v − div(φv), or dα = dvα + dφ,vα , ∀α ∈ A . (6)

Each Dα has dimension smaller than d, one sees that dvα ≥ 1 for every v and α. As a corollary of
Lemma 2.11 we have

Theorem 2.12. Let α ∈ A , x ∈ U(C) and Hx be the stabilizer of x in G. Let (gn) be a sequence in
G(C) such that

(1) limn→∞ gn.x ∈ Dα(C)◦ and
∣∣χ(gn)∆G(gn)

−1
∣∣ = 1;

(2) (Ad(gn).vhx
) is bounded away from 0.

Then dα ≥ 1. If additionally

(3) (Ad(gn).vhx
) diverges,

then dα ≥ 2.

Here Dα(C)◦ denotes the points in Dα(C) that do not lie in any other Dβ(C).

Proof. Without loss of generality assume x = o and Hx = H. Note that after passing to a subsequence,

(Ad(gn).vh) bounded away from 0 =⇒ l (Ad(gn).vh) > c, ∃ l ∈ (∧dg)∗, c > 0;

(Ad(gn).vh) diverges =⇒ l (Ad(gn).vh) diverges, ∃ l ∈ (∧dg)∗.

By Lemma 2.11 and our assumption, the first line implies the existence of v ∈ ∧dg such that dφ,vα ≥ 0,
implying dα ≥ 1 + dφ,vα ≥ 1. Similarly, the second line implies dα ≥ 2. □

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

Theorem 2.13. Assume that H is reductive and χ ·∆−1
G is trivial. Then dα ≥ 1 for every α ∈ A . If

additionally, G is reductive and ZG(H◦)◦ ⊂ H, then dα ≥ 2 for every α ∈ A .

Note that when H is reductive, δH is trivial and hence KG/H is trivial. And if χ corresponds to the

trivial extension of δH, then χ ·∆−1
G is trivial.

Proof. If G is also reductive, then G.vh is closed. Indeed, for H′ := NG(H)1, the stabilizer of vh,
the identity component of its centralizer in G is in H′, thus the closedness follows from the result of
[Kem78]. For every α ∈ A and x ∈ Dα(C)◦, find (gn) ⊂ G(C) with lim gn.o = x. Then Theorem 2.12
applies and completes the proof.
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Now assume moreover that ZG(H◦)◦ ⊂ H. Let (gn) and x be the same as above. Thus (gn) is
unbounded modulo H, and under our assumption, this in turn implies that (gn) is also unbounded
modulo the stabilizer of vh. 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(gn).vh) diverges and we conclude by Theorem 2.12.

When G may not be reductive, we still claim that 0 /∈ G(C).vh, which is sufficient by discussion
above. Find a Levi decomposition over Q: g = l⋉ u such that h ⊂ l. Here u denotes the Lie algebra of
the unipotent radical Ru(G) of G and l is the Lie algebra of a maximal reductive subgroup L of G.

Decompose ∧dimHg = ∧dimHl⊕W where

W :=
{
v ∈ ∧dimHg

∣∣ v ∧ u = 0, ∀u ∈ ∧dim uu
}
.

For an element g ∈ G(C), written as g = u · l with u ∈ Ru(C) and l ∈ L(C), we have

Ad(g)vh = Ad(ul)vh = Ad(l)vh + w

for some w ∈ W . Hence ∥Ad(ul)vh∥ is bounded from below by some positive multiple of ∥Ad(l)vh∥.
But Ad(L(C))vh is closed and can never approach 0. So our claim follows. □

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◦)◦ ⊂ H is
necessary. Nevertheless, we have

Theorem 2.14. Let ΓC ⊂ G(Q(i)) be an arithmetic subgroup of ResQ/Q(i)(G) and α ∈ A . Assume
that for some x ∈ U(Q(i)) and sequence (γn) in ΓC one has limn→∞ γn.x ∈ Dα(C)◦, then dα ≥ 1.
Assume additional that (γn) can be chosen to be unbounded modulo NG(H)1(C) ∩ ΓC, then dα ≥ 2.

Here ResQ/Q(i) denotes the restriction of scalar of a linear algebraic group (see [Spr98, 11.4,12.4]),

and NG(H)1 is the stabilizer of vh under the adjoint action.
Related results are obtained in [HT99, Theorem 2.7] for bi-equivariant compactifications of the

additive groups Gn
a .

Proof. Take x ∈ U(Q(i)) and let Hx be the stabilizer of x in G, which is a subgroup defined over
Q(i). Let vhx

∈ (∧dimHg)⊗Q Q(i) be a Q(i)-vector lifting hx. Define φxv by modifying the definition
of φv with o replaced by x and H replaced by Hx. Let ΓC be an arithmetic subgroup of ResQ(i)/Q(G)

obtained by the restriction of scalars. We view it as a subgroup of G(C). Note that χ∆−1
G is defined

over Q(i) and thus (χ∆−1
G )(ΓC) is discrete in C, implying that (χ∆−1

G )(ΓC) lies in the unit circle of
C. We have

∣∣χ(γ)∆G(γ)−1
∣∣ = 1 for γ ∈ ΓC. As Ad(ΓC)vhx

is discrete in ∧dimHg ⊗ C, by similar
arguments as those used in the previous theorem, we complete the proof. □

Example 2.15. Let G := SL2 and H be generated by upper triangular unipotent matrices. Thus,
G/H has an invariant gauge form and can be identified with A2

Q \ {0, 0}. Note that G/H naturally

embeds in P2
Q as an open and dense subvariety. The action of G on G/H extends to P2

Q.

Let X be the blow-up of P2
Q at {[0 : 0 : 1]}, then X = U⊔P⊔E where P is the proper transform of

a hyperplane section and E is the exceptional divisor. By explicit computation, −ωG/H = −E + 2P.
Therefore, not all dα’s are positive here. Nevertheless, one can verify that −ωG/H 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{dα} > 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
σ(Dα) ̸= Dα for σ ̸=id ∈ Gal(C/R), then Dα(C) ∩X(R) = ∅.

Let the analytic irreducible components of D(R) be indexed as (Dα) for α ∈ A an
R . There is a natural

map from A an
R to A . For a subset I ⊂ A an

R , let DI := ∩α∈IDα. Since G := G(R)◦ is connected, each
connected component of DI is G-invariant.

We define a partially ordered set by

C an
R := {(I, Z) | I ⊂ A an

R , Z is a connected component of DI} ,
(I, Z) ≺ (I ′, Z ′) ⇐⇒ I ⊂ I ′, Z ′ ⊂ Z.

(7)
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For x ∈ U(R), let
A an

R,x :=
{
α ∈ A an

R
∣∣ Dα ∩G.x ̸= ∅

}
.

And C an
R,x is defined similarly as C an

R . Note that G.x is exactly the connected component of U(R)
containing x.

Now we take L :=
∑
α∈A λαDα to be another divisor defined over R such that λα ≥ 0 for all α ∈ A

and

dα > 0 =⇒ λα > 0.

Thus points of bounded heights (associated with L) have finite volume. For every x ∈ U(R) such that
λα > 0 for some α ∈ A an

R,x, let

ax := max
α∈A an

R,x, λα ̸=0

{
dα − 1

λα

}
,

and

C an
R,x(L) :=

{
(I, Z) ∈ C an

R,x

∣∣∣∣ dα − 1

λα
= ax, ∀α ∈ I

}
.

Also let bx := dimC an
R,x(L).

Let Vol denote the measure on U(R) induced from ωχG/H. Let HtL be the height at ∞ as-

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

Theorem 2.16. Take x ∈ U(R) such that λα > 0 for some α ∈ A an
R,x. Assume ax ≥ 0 and bx ≥ 1.

As R tends to infinity, there exists cx > 0 such that

Vol(BR,x) ∼

{
cxR

ax log(R)bx−1 ax ̸= 0

cx log(R)
bx ax = 0.

The family of probability measures on X(R)

µR,x :=
1BR,x

·Vol
Vol(BR,x)

has a limit ν under the weak-∗ topology. Furthermore, ν is a sum of smooth measures on Z as (I, Z)
varies over faces of C an

R,x(L) of dimension bx.

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 Γ be a discrete subgroup of G. Let mG (resp.
mH) 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/Γ has a G-invariant locally finite measure m[G];
(2) HΓ/Γ is closed in G/Γ and supports an H-invariant locally finite measure m[H];
(3) there exists a G-invariant locally finite measure mG/H on G/H and that the triple (mG,mH ,mG/H)

is compatible, that is,∫
f(x)mG(x) =

∫ ∫
f(gh)mH(h)mG/H([g]) (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 ∆G and ∆H on H. For instance, if G is a semisimple Lie
group, then ∆G is trivial and such a mG/H exists iff ∆H is trivial.

Let l : G/H → R>0 be a continuous function and for a positive number R, define

BR := {x ∈ G/H | l(x) ≤ R} .

If we wish to emphasize the role of l, an upper index will be added BlR. Assume that mG/H(BR) is
finite for each R.

A family of (BR)R≥1 is said to be well-rounded (see [EM93, Proposition 1.3]) iff for every 0 < ε < 1,
there exists an open neighborhood Oε of id ∈ G such that

(1− ε)mG/H

 ⋃
g∈Oε

gBR

 ≤ mG/H(BR) ≤ (1 + ε)mG/H

 ⋂
g∈Oε

gBR

 . (9)

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 Oε such that additionally the following is true for all R > 1:

B(1−ε)R ⊂
⋂
g∈Oε

gBR ⊂
⋃
g∈Oε

gBR ⊂ B(1+ε)R. (10)

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 (CR)R≥1 of positive real numbers is said to have a polynomial asymptotic if there exist
c1 > 0, c2, c3 ≥ 0 such that (c1R

c2(lnR)c3) /CR → 1 as R→ +∞.
For the application when m[H] is an infinite measure, we consider a weighted variant. Assume that

w : G/H → R>0 satisfies the following: For every ε > 0, there exists an open neighborhood Oε of
id ∈ G such that

(1− ε)wgx ≤ wx ≤ (1 + ε)wgx, ∀x ∈ G/H, ∀g ∈ Oε. (11)

The weighted orbital counting problem is to study the asymptotic of the function Φw
R : G/Γ → R

defined by

Φw
R([g]) :=

1

CR

∑
x∈gΓ.o∩BR

wx

as R tends to +∞.

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

lim
R→∞

1

CR

∫
[g]∈BR

(
wg.og∗m[H]

)
mG/H([g]) = µ∞. (12)

Then there exists a positive continuous function f∞ such that µ∞ = f∞ ·m[G] and limR→∞ Φw
R([g]) =

f∞([g]) for every [g] ∈ G/Γ. Actually, if Equa.(12) holds only against compactly supported continuous
functions supported in some fixed open neighborhood of the identity coset, then we still have that
µ∞ = f∞ ·m[G] when restricted to this neighborhood with f∞ continuous and limR→∞ Φw

R([g]) = f∞([g])
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 [g0] ∈ G/Γ, we first show that the limit limR→∞ Φw
R([g0])

exists and is continuous.
For 0 < ε < 1, choose Oε satisfying Equa.(9, 10, 11). By shrinking to a smaller one we assume that

Oε = O−1
ε .
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Then we choose V ′
ε ⊂ Vε ⊂ Oε to be two families of open neighborhoods of identity such that the

closure of V ′
ε is contained in Vε and

lim
ε→0

µ∞(V ′
ε [g0])

µ∞(Vε[g0])
= lim
ε→0

m[G](V
′
ε [g0])

m[G](Vε[g0])
= 1.

Then we choose a continuous function fε with 1V ′
ε [g0]

≤ fε ≤ 1Vε[g0].
By an unfolding and folding argument as in [DRS93, EM93], we have

⟨Φw
R , fε⟩m[G]

:=

∫
x∈G/Γ

Φw
R(x)fε(x)m[G](x)

=
1

CR

∫
[g]∈BR

wg.o

(∫
x∈G/Γ

fε(gx)m[H](x)

)
mG/H([g])

=

∫
x∈G/Γ

fε(x)µR(x)

where

µR :=
1

CR

∫
[g]∈BR

(
wg.og∗m[H]

)
mG/H([g]).

Therefore,
lim sup
R→∞

⟨Φw
R , 1V ′

ε [g0]
⟩m[G]

≤ lim
R→∞

⟨Φw
R , fε⟩m[G]

=

∫
fε(x)µ∞(x) ≤ lim inf

R→∞
⟨Φw

R , 1Vε[g0]⟩m[G]
.

(13)

Also note that

µ∞(V ′
ε [g0]) ≤

∫
fε(x)µ∞(x) ≤ µ∞(Vε[g0]). (14)

Assume ε to be small enough so that the natural map Oε → Oε[g0] is a homeomorphism. Then
λ0mG|Oε

is identified with m[G]|Oε[g0] under this homeomorphism for some λ0 > 0.
Now we can start to estimate:

⟨Φw
R , 1V ′

ε [g0]
⟩m[G]

=
1

CR

∫
[g]∈V ′

ε [g0]

 ∑
x∈gΓ.o∩BR

wx

 m[G]([g])

=
1

CR

∫
g∈V ′

ε

 ∑
x∈g0Γ.o∩g−1BR

wgx

 λ0mG(g)

(by Equa.(11)) ≥
m[G](V

′
ε [g0])

(1 + ε)CR

 ∑
x∈g0Γ.o∩(∩g∈V ′

ε
g−1BR)

wx


(by Equa.(10)) ≥

m[G](V
′
ε [g0])

(1 + ε)CR

 ∑
x∈g0Γ.o∩B(1−ε)R

wx


(by definition of Φw

R) =
m[G](V

′
ε [g0])

1 + ε

C(1−ε)R

CR
Φw

(1−ε)R([g0]).

By taking the lim supR→∞ and making use of Equa.(13, 14), we get

m[G](V
′
ε [g0]) lim sup

R→∞

C(1−ε)R

CR
Φw

(1−ε)R([g0])

≤ (1 + ε) lim sup
R→∞

⟨Φw
R , 1V ′

ε [g0]
⟩m[G]

≤ (1 + ε)µ∞(Vε[g0]).

Similarly we have

m[G](Vε[g0]) lim inf
R→∞

C(1+ε)R

CR
Φw

(1+ε)R([g0]) ≥ (1− ε)µ∞(V ′
ε [g0]).
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Combining these two while replacing (1 − ε)R by R in the first inequality and (1 + ε)R by R in the
second inequality, we get

(1− ε) lim inf
R→∞

CR
CR(1+ε)−1

µ∞(V ′
ε [g0])

m[G](Vε[g0])
≤ lim inf

R→∞
Φw
R([g0])

≤ lim sup
R→∞

Φw
R([g0]) ≤ (1 + ε) lim sup

R→∞

CR(1−ε)−1

CR

µ∞(Vε[g0])

m[G](V ′
ε [g0])

By our assumptions, the lim supε→0 of the left end coincide with the lim infε→0 of the right end.
Hence we must have

lim
R→∞

Φw
R([g0]) = lim

ε→0

µ∞(Vε[g0])

m[G](Vε[g0])
.

Call this limit f([g0]). It is continuous because for u ∈ Oε,

f(u[g0]) = lim
R→∞

1

CR

∑
x∈ug0Γ.o∩BR

wx = lim
R→∞

1

CR

∑
x∈g0Γ.o∩u−1BR

wux

≥ lim
R→∞

1

CR

∑
x∈g0Γ.o∩B(1−ε)R

wx(1 + ε)−1 ≥ (1 + ε)−1 lim inf
R→∞

C(1−ε)R

CR
f([g0]),

which converges to f([g0]) as ε→ 0. A similar argument shows that the limit is no larger than f([g0]).
Thus limu→id f(u[g0]) = f([g0]), proving the continuity.

By similar arguments, it is not hard to see that for any two g1, g0 in G, there exists a positive
constant cg1,g0 such that f([g1g0]) ≥ cg1,g0f([g0]). 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 µ∞ and show that it is absolutely
continuous with respect to m[G]. That is to say, we need to show µ∞(E) = 0 whenever m[G](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 m[G](E) = 0, then for any probability measure λ on G/Γ and any bounded
nonempty open set U in G, we have(∫

u∈U
u∗λmG(u)

)
(E) = 0.

Now take a bounded measurable set E with m[G](E) = 0, there exists a family of shrinking bounded
measurable sets (Ei)i∈Z+ such that E = ∩Ei and µ∞(∂Ei) = 0. For u ∈ Oε,

u∗µ∞(Ei) = lim
R→∞

1

CR

∫
[g]∈u·BR

g∗mH(Ei)wu−1[g] mG/H([g])

≤ (1− ε)−1 lim
R→∞

1

CR

∫
[g]∈B(1+ε)R

g∗mH(Ei)w[g] mG/H([g])

≤ (1− ε)−1

(
lim sup
R→∞

C(1+ε)R

CR

)
µ∞(Ei).

A lower bound for u∗µ∞(Ei) can be similarly obtained. Thus we have positive number ε′, which
converges to 0 as ε does so, such that for every u ∈ Oε,

(1− ε′)µ∞(Ei) ≤ u∗µ∞(Ei) ≤ (1 + ε′)µ∞(Ei).

Hence ∣∣∣∣µ∞(Ei)−
1

mG(Oε)

∫
Oε

u∗µ∞(Ei)mG(u)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ε′µ∞(Ei).

Letting i tend to infinity, we get∣∣∣∣µ∞(E)− 1

mG(Oε)

∫
u∈Oε

u∗µ∞(E)mG(u)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ε′µ∞(E).
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However, by our observation, the measure of E with respect to “Haar average” of any probability
measure is 0. So we are left with

µ∞(E) ≤ ε′µ∞(Ei)

for ε′ arbitrarily small, which forces µ∞(E) = 0. This ends the proof of absolute continuity.

3.2.3. Step 3, completing the proof. Write µ∞ = ψ ·m[G] for some non-negative measurable function
ψ. By what has been shown in Step 1, for any [g0] ∈ G/Γ,

f([g0]) = lim
ε→0

µ∞(Vε[g0])

m[G](Vε[g0])
= lim
ε→0

1

mG(Vε)

∫
u∈Vε

ψ(u[g0])mG(u).

Therefore f = ψ almost surely. As µ∞ = ψ ·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, Bor19]). 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, Zha21, Zha22]) also rely on the theory of (C,α)-functions of [KM98] (see [EMS97] for a
slightly different approach).

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

• 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) ∩ G for an R-subgroup L. If H is
another R-subgroup contained in L, let LH := L◦ ·H.

• Let Γ ⊂ G ∩G(Q) be an arithmetic lattice;
• For an observable Q-subgroup L of G, let m[L] denote a locally finite L-invariant measure
supported on LΓ/Γ. For other L◦ ⊂ L ⊂ L, we similarly define m[L], supported on LΓ/Γ.

• 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(Γ). 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 ∧dimPgZ that lifts its Lie algebra. Also define

PH := {proper parabolic Q-subgroups of G containing H} .
Pmax

H := {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 LΓ 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 m[H] 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 (Mn) be a sequence of
connected observable Q-subgroups of L, we say that (Mn) converges to L iff there is no proper connected
observable subgroup of L that contains Mn for infinitely many n’s.

Note that (Mn) always converges after passing to a subsequence. It is not true that if (Mn)
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 (γn) be a sequence in Γ such that (γnHγ

−1
n ) converges to L. Then there exists a

sequence of positive numbers (an) such that limn→∞
1
an

(γn)∗m[H◦] = m[L◦] under the weak-∗ topology.

This is proved in [Zha21, Theorem 1.3] building on previous work of [EMS96] (see also [OS14, SZ19,
Zha19]).

The asymptotic of (an) is unique. Let ψ be a compactly supported non-negative function on G/Γ
with ⟨ψ,m[L◦]⟩ ≠ 0, the conclusion of last theorem unwraps to the following:

lim
n→∞

⟨f, (γn)∗m[H◦]⟩
⟨ψ, (γn)∗m[H◦]⟩

=
⟨f,m[L◦]⟩
⟨ψ,m[L◦]⟩

.

4.2.1. Definition of psta. For a connected linear algebraic group G, let Gari :=
(
Γ
)◦

, the identity

component of the Zariski closure of Γ. Let psta be the natural quotient map G → G/Gari. Actually

Gari is independent of the choice of the arithmetic subgroup Γ.
More explicitly, recall

G = (Gss · Z(G))⋉Ru(G) =
(
(Gcpt ·Gnc) · Z(G)

)
⋉Ru(G).

Also, Z(G) is an almost direct product Z(G)cpt · Z(G)spl · Z(G)ari where Z(G)spl is a Q-split torus,
Z(G)cpt is an R-anisotropic Q-torus and Z(G)ari 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 Λ0 ≤ X∗(Z(G)) be the primitive subgroup fixed by GalQ. It admits a unique GalQ-stable
complementary primitive subgroup Λ1 (in the sense that Λ0 ∩Λ1 = {0} and Λ0 +Λ1 is of finite-index
in X∗(Z(G)) ). Then Z(G)spl is the common kernel of characters in Λ1. Similarly, let Λ2 be the
primitive subgroup of X∗(Z(G)) fixed by the smaller subgroup GalQ∩R and Λ3 be the GalQ∩R-stable

complement of Λ2 in X∗(Z(G)). As GalQ∩R is normal in GalQ, Λ2 and Λ3 are GalQ-stable. Then

Z(G)cpt corresponds to Λ2 and Zari corresponds to the primitive subgroup containing Λ0 + Λ3.

With these notations, Gari is the normal subgroup (Gnc ·Z(G)ari)⋉Ru(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 Γ be an arithmetic lattice of G. The
followings are equivalent:

(1) There exists (gn) ⊂ G such that
[
(gn)∗m[H◦]

]
→
[
m[N◦]

]
;

(2) There exists (γn) ⊂ Γ such that
[
(γn)∗m[H◦]

]
→
[
m[N◦]

]
;

(3) psta(H) = psta(N) and any proper Q-subgroup that is normalized by N ·Gari 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 N, contains H and is normalized by some arithmetic subgroup Γ′. Hence L
is normalized by Gari. But psta(H) = psta(N), thus L is normalized by NGari, which can not be true
by (3). □

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 Γ be an arithmetic lattice. The followings are equivalent:

(1) There exists (gn) ⊂ G such that
[
(gn)∗m[H◦]

]
→
[
m[G]

]
;

(2) There exists (γn) ⊂ Γ such that
[
(γn)∗m[H◦]

]
→
[
m[G]

]
;

(3) psta 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 aQ-group L is said to beQ-anisotropic
iff the set of Q-cocharacters of L is finite, which is equivalent to L(R)/Γ being compact for some/any
arithmetic subgroup Γ 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 Γ is an
arithmetic subgroup of G contained in G. If ZG(H◦)/Z(H) is Q-anisotropic, then there exists a
bounded subset BΓ ⊂ G such that

G = BΓ · Γ ·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 Γ be an arithmetic subgroup of G contained in G. Fix a maximal reductive subgroup
Gred of G and write G = Gred ⋉Ru(G). Also fix a Cartan involution and hence a maximal compact

subgroup K of Gred(R). Given a sequence (gn) ⊂ G, after passing to a subsequence, there exist a
sequence (hn) ⊂ H◦, (γn) ⊂ Γ and a parabolic Q-subgroup P such that the following holds. Write
gnhnγ

−1
n = knanpn using horospherical coordinates of (P,K). Then

(1) (pn) is bounded;
(2) α(an) → 0 for every α ∈ ∆red(AP,K,P);
(3) if (an) is unbounded, there exist a Q-representation V of G factoring through G/Ru(G) and

v ∈ V(Q) such that the line spanned by v is preserved by P, v is fixed by γnHγ
−1
n for all n

and limn→∞ an.v = 0;
(4) (γnHγ

−1
n ) 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,Γ be the same as in the last theorem. Let (gn) be a sequence in G such that
(gnH

◦Γ/Γ) diverges topologically, then there exists a Q-representation ρ : G → SL(V), an integral
structure V(Z) on V and a sequence of non-zero vectors (vn) ⊂ V(Z) that are ρ(H)-fixed such that
ρ(gn).vn → 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 OH of H◦Γ/Γ, let mOH be the restriction of
m[H] to OH and let m1

OH
be the unique probability measure proportional to mOH .

Theorem 4.8. Fix a non-empty open bounded subset OH of H◦Γ/Γ. Then

(1) for every bounded set B ⊂ G/Γ, there exists ηB > 0 such that for every g ∈ ◦G,

gOH ∩ B ̸= ∅ =⇒ ∥Ad(g)vP∥ > ηB, ∀P ∈ Pmax
H◦ .

(2) for every η > 0, there exists a bounded set Bη ⊂ G/Γ such that for every g ∈ ◦G,

∥Ad(g)vP∥ > η, ∀P ∈ Pmax
H◦ =⇒ gOH ∩ Bη ̸= ∅.

For every ε ∈ (0, 1), by enlarging Bη if possible, one can arrange that for every g ∈ ◦G,

∥Ad(g)vP∥ > η, ∀P ∈ Pmax
H◦ =⇒ (g∗m

1
OH

) (Bη) > 1− ε.

Part (1) follows directly. It remains to prove part (2). Due to the (C,α)-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 r1 denote the dimension of R(G), the radical of G. Let
pss : G → G/R(G) be the natural quotient morphism. For a non-negative integer l, let ∧ldpss be
the induced morphism between exterior powers of Lie algebras ∧lg → ∧lg/r(g). Fix an integral vector
vr ∈ ∧rg that lifts the Lie algebra r(g) of R(G).

For every ω ∈ ∧lg/r(g), choose some ω̃ ∈ ∧lg with ∧ldpss(ω̃) = ω. Define a map φ from ∧lg/r(g) to
∧l+rg by

ω 7→ φ(ω) := ω̃ ∧ vr.

One can check that φ(ω) is independent of the choice of ω̃ and φ is a linear injection. Thus, there
exists C > 1 such that

C−1 ∥φ(ω)∥ ≤ ∥ω∥ ≤ C ∥φ(ω)∥ , ∀ω ∈ ∧lg/r(g).

Moreover, φ is ◦G-equivariant since ◦G fixes the vector vr.
In addition to this, we need another simple fact:

Lemma 4.9. Every parabolic subgroup of G contains R(G). Consequently, the map P 7→ P/R(G)
defines a bijection between parabolic Q-subgroups of G and those of G/R(G). It also induces a bijection
between Pmax

H◦ and Pmax
pss(H◦).

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 C1 > 1 such that for every P ∈ Pmax
pss(H◦) and every g ∈ ◦G,

C−1
1 ∥Ad(g)vQ∥ ≤ ∥Ad(pss(g))vP∥ ≤ C1 ∥Ad(g)vQ∥ (15)

where Q := (pss)−1(P) is an element in Pmax
H◦ . Note that vQ = cPφ(vP) for some positive constant

cP bounded away from 0 and +∞ as P varies.

4.3.4. Proof of Theorem 4.8. For simplicity, write G′ := G/R(G) and G′ := G′(R)◦.
The morphism pss induces pss : G/Γ → G′/pss(Γ). By [Zha22, Theorem 1.3], there exists a bounded

subset B′
η ⊂ G′/pss(Γ) such that for every g ∈ G′,

∥Ad(g)vP∥ > η, ∀P ∈ Pmax
pss(H◦) =⇒ gpss(OH) ∩ B′

η ̸= ∅. (16)

On the other hand, take a bounded open subset Bspl ⊂ SG(R)◦ containing pspl(OH). Let pssB be the
restriction of pss to the closure of (pspl)−1

(
Bspl

)
. Then pssB is a proper map. Define a bounded subset

of G/Γ by

Bη := (pss)−1
(
B′
C−1

1 η

)⋂
(pspl)−1

(
Bspl

)
.

Now fix some g ∈ ◦G such that ∥Ad(g)vP∥ > η for every P ∈ Pmax
H◦ . Since pspl(gOH) = pspl(OH),

the containment gOH ⊂ (pspl)−1
(
Bspl

)
is assured. For the other part, by Equa.(15),

∥Ad(pss(g))vP∥ > C−1
1 η, ∀P ∈ Pmax

pss(H◦).

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 H1 := ◦G ∩H.

4.4.1. Explicit form of (an). Assume the natural injective morphism H/H1 → SG is an isomorphism.

We choose a lift S̃
H
, a Q-split torus, of SG in H. Then the natural product map

S̃
H
(R)◦ ×H1(R)◦ → H(R)◦

is a homeomorphism. From this we deduce that the natural map

S̃
H
(R)◦ ×H1(R)◦/H1(R)◦ ∩ Γ → H(R)◦/H(R)◦ ∩ Γ (17)

is a homeomorphism.
Based on this, for g ∈ ◦G (which, one can verify, is connected) and η > 0, define

Ω1
H,g,η :=

{
[h] ∈ H1(R)◦/H1(R)◦ ∩ Γ

∣∣ ∥Ad(gh)vP∥ > η, ∀P ∈ Pmax
H◦

}
. (18)
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Theorem 4.10. Assume additionally that H is observable. Let (gn) be a sequence in ◦G such that
limn→∞

[
(gn)∗m[H◦]

]
=
[
m[G]

]
. Then for every η > 0,

lim
n→∞

1

m[(H1)◦]

(
Ω1

H,gn,η

) (gn)∗m[H◦] = m[G]. (19)

In Equa.(19), the Haar measures are chosen as follows: Choose some Haar measure mS on S̃
H
(R)◦

and m[(H1)◦] on H1(R)◦/H1(R)◦ ∩ Γ. By Equa.(17), define m[H◦] := mS ⊗m[(H1)◦]. Likewise, one has

S̃
H
(R)◦ × ◦G/Γ ∼= G/Γ.

And define m[G] := mS⊗m1
[◦G]. The truth of Equa.(19) is independent of the choice of mS and m[(H1)◦].

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 (ηn) diverging to +∞ such that for any
η > 0,

lim
n→∞

m[(H1)◦]

(
Ω1

H,gn,ηn

)
m[(H1)◦]

(
Ω1

H,gn,η

) = 1.

Lemma 4.12. Assumption as in Theorem 4.10. Let (ηn) be a sequence of real numbers diverging to
+∞. Then for every (hn) ⊂ Ω1

H,gn,ηn
and non-empty open bounded subset OH ⊂ H◦Γ/Γ,

lim
n→∞

(gnhn)∗m
1
OH

= m1
Ospl

H

where

Ospl
H := (pspl)−1

(
pspl(OH)

)
.

In the above, mOH
(resp. mOspl

H
) denotes the restriction of m[H◦] (resp. m[G]) to OH (resp. Ospl

H ).

The upper index (·)1 is used to denote the unique probability measure proportional to (·).

4.4.3. Proof of Lemma 4.12. By Theorem 4.8, gnhnωn = δnγn for some bounded sequence (ωn) ⊂ H
lifting elements in OH, some bounded sequence (δn) in G and (γn) ⊂ Γ. Passing to a subsequence,
may assume (ωn) converges to ω∞. Thus it is sufficient to establish the claim with gn replaced by γn
and OH replaced by ω−1

∞ OH =: O′
H.

By the work of [EMS96] (see [Zha21, Section 4] for details), it is sufficient to show that (γnH
◦γ−1
n )

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[H◦]

]
] = [m[G]]. 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 (nk) such that γnk

H◦γ−1
nk

⊂ P. Let Pk := γ−1
nk

Pγnk
, then by assump-

tion

∥Ad(gnk
hnk

)vPk
∥ → +∞.

On the other hand, there exists C > 1 such that

C−1 ∥Ad(γnk
)vPk

∥ ≤ ∥Ad(gnk
hnk

)vPk
∥ ≤ C ∥Ad(γnk

)vPk
∥ .

Therefore, ∥Ad(γnk
)vPk

∥ → +∞. On the other hand, P = γnk
Pkγ

−1
nk

, thus for some C > 1,

C−1 ∥vP∥ ≤ ∥Ad(γnk
)vPk

∥ ≤ C ∥vP∥ ,

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
is 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 vU ∈ ∧dimUa be a vector lifting the Lie
algebra of U.

When A is reductive, vU is an unstable A-vector. Thus, the stabilizer of the line spanned by vU is
contained in a parabolic Q-subgroup P of A (see [Kem78, Corollary 5.1]). In particular, C is contained
in P.

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

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 (ηn) diverging to +∞ such that Ω1

H,gn,ηn
̸= ∅.

By assumption, there exist (hn) ⊂ H◦, (bn) ⊂ G bounded and (γn) ⊂ Γ such that

gnhn = bnγn for all n.

Since pspl(hn) = pspl(g−1
n bnγn) = pspl(bn) remains bounded, we can find (ωn) ⊂ H◦ bounded and

(h′n) ⊂ (H1)◦ such that hn = h′nωn. Therefore, it suffices to find diverging (ηn) such that Ω1
H,γn,ηn

̸= ∅.
For simplicity, let H10 := H1(R)◦, SH10 := H10/H10 ∩ ◦(H1)(R) and p : H10 → SH10 be the natural

quotient map. One sees that p factors through p : H10/H10 ∩ Γ → SH10 . Then for any g ∈ ◦G, Ω1
H,g,η

descends along p, i.e, Ω1
H,g,η = p−1

(
exp

(
P1
H,g,η

))
where

P1
H,g,η :=

{
x ∈ Lie(SH10)

∣∣ ∥∥Ad(gt̃)vP

∥∥ > η, ∀P ∈ Pmax
H◦ , t̃ ∈ p−1(exp(x))

}
.

For P ∈ Pmax
H◦ , let lP be the induced linear functional on Lie(SH10) such that

Ad(t̃)vP = exp(lP(x)) · vP, ∀ t̃ ∈ p−1(exp(x)).

Let Φ denote the collection of linear functionals l on Lie(SH10) such that l = lP for some P ∈ Pmax
H◦ .

Then

P1
H,g,η =

{
x ∈ Lie(SH10)

∣∣∣∣ l(x) > log(η)− log inf
P∈Pmax

H◦ , lP=l
∥Ad(g)vP∥ , ∀ l ∈ Φ

}
.

After passing to a subsequence, we assume that for each l ∈ Φ,

inf
P∈Pmax

H◦ , lP=l
∥Ad(γn)vP∥ either remains constant or diverges to infinity.

Let Φ∞ consist of those l ∈ Φ with (inf ∥Ad(γn)vP∥) diverging to infinity and let Φ̃ be its complement.

Let Φ0 be consisting of l0 ∈ Φ̃ such that there exists (al)l∈Φ̃ ⊂ Z≥0 such that
∑
all = 0 and al0 ̸= 0.

Let Φ1 be the complement of Φ0 in Φ̃. By [Zha21, Lemma 3.4], if Φ0 = ∅, then P1
H,γn,ηn

is non-empty

for some (ηn) diverging to +∞ and hence the proof is complete.
Note that by assumption, γnH

◦γ−1
n can not be contained in any proper observable Q-subgroup of G

for infinitely many n’s. Let us assume that Φ0 is non-empty and find a proper observable Q-subgroup
containing γnH

◦γ−1
n for infinitely many n, which is a contradiction.

So take (l1, ..., lk) ⊂ Φ̃ and (a1, ..., ak) ⊂ Z+ with
∑
aili = 0. As (inf ∥Ad(γn)vP∥) is bounded and

(Ad(γn)vP) is discrete, after passing to a subsequence, for each i, we find (Pi
n) ⊂ Pmax

H such that

Ad(γn)vPi
n
= Ad(γ1)vPi

1
∀ i = 1, ..., k, n ∈ Z+.

Let v0 := Ad(γ1)
⊗k

i=1 v
⊗ai
Pi

1
, then v0 lies in a G-representation space and is a γnH

◦γ−1
n -weight

vector. Since
∑
aili = 0, v0 is fixed by γnH

10γ−1
n for all n. Replacing v0 by v⊗m0 for some positive

integer m, we assume that γnH
1γ−1
n fixes v0 for all n.
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Let βn ∈ X∗(H◦) be such that γnhγ
−1
n v0 = βn(h)v0 for every h ∈ H◦. By rigidity of diagonalizable

groups (see [Spr98, Proposition 3.2.8]), there are only finitely many possibilities for βn. By passing to
a subsequence, assume βn = β1 for all n. As β1 trivializes on H1, it factors through some β ∈ X∗(SG).
Let Wβ be a one-dimensional representation of G, factoring through SG, defined by

g · wβ := β
−1 (

pspl(g)
)
wβ , ∀wβ ∈Wβ .

Fix some non-zero wβ ∈Wβ . Then γnH
◦γ−1
n is contained in the stabilizer subgroup of v0 ⊗wβ for all

n. And we are done.

5. Good 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 H1 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.

• G is a connected linear algebraic group over Q and let G1 := (◦G)◦;
• U is a variety over Q that is homogeneous under some action of G and assume that U(Q) ̸= ∅;
• Assume the canonical line bundle KU on U is trivial and ωU is an invariant gauge form on U;
• for every x ∈ U(Q), let Hx (resp. H1

x) be the stabilizer of x in G (resp. G1). We assume that
Hx’s are connected.

Recall G := G(R)◦ and for every R-subgroup H of G, H := H(R)∩G. Note that G1 = G∩G1(R) is
connected but in general, H could have different connected components. For x ∈ U(Q), choose mG/Hx

,
an invariant measure on G/Hx that is identified with the measure induced from ωU,∞ under the orbit
map. We choose invariant measures mG on G and mHx

on Hx such that the triple (mG,mHx
,mG/Hx

)
is compatible. We similarly ask (mG1 ,mH1

x
,mG1/H1

x
) to be compatible. When G/Hx is isomorphic to

G1/H1
x, we further ask mG1/H1

x
to be identified with ωU,∞. We also require that m[Hx] is compatible

with mHx
, namely the triple m[Hx], mHx

and the counting measure on Γ ∩Hx are compatible.

5.2. Definition of good and ok heights. Let BHt
R := {x ∈ U(R), Ht(x) ≤ R} for a function Ht :

U(R) → R≥0. And if x ∈ U(R), let BHt
R,x := {y ∈ G.x, Ht(y) ≤ R}. The upper index Ht may be

dropped if the function is clear from the context. Note that any arithmetic lattice Γ 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≥0 is good if
for every x ∈ U(Q) and every arithmetic subgroup Γ of G contained in G1, one has that as R tends
to infinity,

#Γ.x ∩BHt
R ∼

∣∣m[H1
x]

∣∣∣∣m[G1]

∣∣mG1/H1
x

(
BHt
R,x

)
.

The function Ht is said to be ok if the above asymptotic holds up to some constant c > 0 possibly
dependent on x and Γ.

For η > 0, g ∈ G and x ∈ U(Q), let

B̃Ht
R,x,η :=

{
[g] ∈ G1/Hx ∩ Γ

∣∣∣ Ht(g.x) ≤ R, ∥Ad(g)vP∥ > η, ∀P ∈ Pmax
H◦

x

}
where Pmax

H◦
x

denotes the set of maximal proper parabolic Q-subgroups containing H◦
x.

Without assuming Pic(U) to be torsion, we say that a function Ht : U(R) → R≥0 is good if for
every x ∈ U(Q), η > 0 and every arithmetic subgroup Γ of G contained in G1, one has

#Γ.x ∩BHt
R ∼ 1∣∣m[G1]

∣∣m[G1]x

(
B̃Ht
R,x,η

)
where m[G1]x denotes the G1-invariant measure on G1/Hx ∩Γ compatible with mG1 . The function Ht
is said to be ok if the above asymptotic holds up to some constant c > 0 possibly dependent on x and
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Γ. One can check that this is compatible with the above when Pic(U) is torsion (that is, when m[H1
x]

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 η > 0 and y ∈ U(Q), let

Ωy,η :=
{
[h] ∈ H1

y/H
1
y ∩ Γ

∣∣∣ ∥Ad(h)vP∥ ≥ η, ∀P ∈ Pmax
H◦

y

}
.

We say that Ht : U(R) → R≥0 is good with weights if for every x ∈ U(Q), every arithmetic
subgroup Γ contained in G1, there exists η > 0 such that for every c > 0 as R→ +∞,∑

y∈Γ.x∩BHt
R

wy ∼ 1∣∣m[G1]

∣∣mG1/H1
x

(
G1.x ∩BHt

R

)
(20)

where w−1
y := max

{
m[H1

y ]
(Ωy,η) , c

}
. Here we need to assume that m[H1

y ]
is the same as m[H1

x]
when

conjugating by γ.
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 x ∈ U(Q) and every arithmetic subgroup Γ
contained in G1, there exists a compactly supported non-negative function ψ : G1/Γ → R such that

(1) ⟨ψ, (γh)∗m[(H1
x)

◦]⟩ ≠ 0 for all γ ∈ Γ and h ∈ H1
x;

(2) for some constant c > 0,∑
y∈Γ.x∩BHt

R

wψ
y ∼ c · 1∣∣m[G1]

∣∣mG1/H1
x

(
G1.x ∩BHt

R

)
where for y = γ.x, we set wψ

y :=
∑
h∈H1

x/(H
1
x)

◦⟨ψ, (γh)∗m[H◦
x]
⟩−1.

We usually take G1 = 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 :=

∑
λαDα, a divisor supported on D satisfying:

• For every α ∈ A an
R,Q, λα ≥ 0 and if dα − 1 ≥ 0, then λα > 0.

Let B :=
∑
α∈B Dα be a closed Q-subvariety of D that is a union of irreducible divisors indexed

by some subset B of A . We let Ban
R be the subset of A an

R corresponding to sets contained in B(R).
Ban

R,x and Ban
R,Q 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 x ∈ U(Q) and (gn) ⊂ G such that lim gn.x ∈ B(R), one has

lim
n→∞

[
(gn)∗m[H◦

x]

]
=
[
m[G]

]
.

For x ∈ U(Q), R > 0 and Ht : U(R) → R≥0, let

νR,x :=
1

ωU,∞

(
BHt
R,x

) · ωU,∞|BHt
R,x

be a probability measure on X(R).
We say that (X,D,B,Ht) satisfies condition (BH1) if

(BH1) For every x ∈ U(Q), ν∞,x := limR→∞ νR,x exists and supp(ν∞,x) ⊂ B(R).

Lemma 5.1. Assume that (B1) and (BH1) 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 (gn) ⊂ ◦G such
that lim

[
(gn)∗m[H◦

x]

]
=
[
m[G]

]
, hence the natural injective morphism Hx/H

1
x → SG is an isomorphism

by Lemma 4.4. So Theorem 4.10 is applicable. For simplicity, we write S̃x for S̃
Hx

and Ω1
x,g,η for

Ω1
Hx,g,η

. Thus for every η > 0,

lim
n→∞

(gn)∗m[H◦
x]

m[(H1
x)

◦]

(
Ω1
x,gn,η

) = m[G].

In the following, for g ∈ G, we let sx ∈ Hx be such that pspl(g) = pspl(sx) and let gx := gs−1
x . In other

words, we choose gx ∈ ◦G such that gx ∈ gHx. Note that the coset space gxH
1
x is uniquely determined

and Ω1
x,gx,η is independent of the choice of the coset representatives.

For a subset B ⊂ G/Γ, let

Bx :=
(
pspl|S̃x(R)◦

)−1 (
pspl(B)

)
.

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

{[h] ∈ H◦
xΓ/Γ | gx[h] ∈ B} ⊂ Bx × Ωx,gx,ηB .

under the natural homeomorphism as in Equa.(17). One can check that this condition is independent
of the choice of gx. In particular, g∗m[H◦

x]
|B = 0 and actually g∗m[Hx]|B = 0 if Ωx,gx,ηB = ∅. For any

c > 0, let

wg.x :=
(
max{m[(H1

x)
◦] (Ωx,gx,η) , c}

)−1
.

Note that when g = γ ∈ Γ and y = γ.x, wγ.x coincides with the wy as defined following Equa.(20)
since γ∗m[Hx](B) ̸= 0. In virtue of Theorem 3.32, it only remains to prove that

1

mG/Hx
(BHt

R,x)

∫
[g]∈BHt

R,x

wg.x ·
(
g∗m[Hx]

)
mG/Hx

converges to C0m[G]

against all test functions ψ ∈ Cc(B). Here C0 := |Hx/H◦
x(Hx ∩ Γ)|.

Now fix ψ ∈ Cc(B) and ε > 0. By assumption and Theorem 4.10, Lemma 4.11, for R sufficiently
large, we find Good⊔Bad = BHt

R,x such that

1.
mG/Hx

(Bad)

mG/Hx
(BHt

R,x)
≤ ε

(
∥ψ∥sup · C0 ·max{mS̃x(R)◦(Bx),m[G](B)}

)−1

2. ∣∣∣∣∣⟨ψ, (g)∗m[Hx]

m[(H1
x)

◦]

(
Ω1
x,gx,η

) ⟩ − ⟨ψ,C0 ·m[G]⟩

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ ε, ∀ g.x ∈ Good .

3. m[(H1
x)

◦]

(
Ω1
x,gx,η

)
> c for every g.x ∈ Good.

Note that for every g ∈ G,

wg.x

∣∣⟨ψ, g∗m[Hx]⟩
∣∣ ≤ C0 ·wg.xm[(H1

x)
◦](Ωx,gx,ηB) · ∥ψ∥sup mS̃x(R)◦(Bx)

≤ C0 · ∥ψ∥sup mS̃x(R)◦(Bx).

Therefore, item 1 above implies that∣∣∣∣∣ 1

mG/Hx
(BHt

R,x)

∫
[g]∈Bad

wg.x⟨ψ, g∗m[Hx]⟩mG/Hx
− C0⟨ψ,m[G]⟩

∣∣∣∣∣
≤

mG/Hx
(Bad)

mG/Hx
(BHt

R,x)

(
C0 · ∥ψ∥sup mS̃x(R)◦(Bx) + C0 · ∥ψ∥sup m[G](B)

)
≤ 2ε.

2The remaining hypothesis either follows from Theorem 2.16 or can be verified directly.
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On the other hand, w−1
g.x = m[(H1

x)
◦]

(
Ω1
x,gx,η

)
when g.x ∈ Good. Thus,∣∣∣∣∣ 1

mG/Hx
(BHt

R,x)

∫
[g]∈Good

wg.x⟨ψ, g∗m[Hx]⟩mG/Hx
− C0⟨ψ,m[G]⟩

∣∣∣∣∣
≤

mG/Hx
(Good)

mG/Hx
(BHt

R,x)
ε ≤ ε.

The proof is thus complete.

5.3.3. When the log anti-canonical height is good.

(B2) For every x ∈ U(Q) and y ∈ G.x, one has G.y ∩B(R) ̸= ∅.
(K1) For every α ∈ A an

R,Q, dα − 1 > 0.

Lemma 5.2. If condition (B2) and (K1) hold, then condition (BH1) holds for the log anti-canonical
height Ht = Ht−(KX+D).

Proof. Fix x ∈ U(Q) and take L = −(KX + D). By condition (K1), λα = dα − 1 > 0 and hence
dα−1
λα

= 1 for every α ∈ A an
R,x. Thus, C an

R,x = C an
R,x(L). By Theorem 2.16, ν∞,x exists and is supported

on DF as F varies over maximal faces of C an
R,x. It remains to argue that DF ⊂ B(R) for every such F .

Indeed, since DF is G-invariant and closed, DF ∩Dβ ̸= ∅ for some β ∈ Ban
R,x by condition (B2). By

maximality of F , we must have β ∈ F and therefore, DF ⊂ Dβ ⊂ B(R).
□

5.3.4. When good heights exists.

(B4) For every x ∈ U(Q), dα − 1 > 0 for some α ∈ Ban
R,x. In particular, Ban

R,x 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 := HtL.

Proof. For every x ∈ U(Q), choose βx ∈ BR,x with dβx − 1 > 0. Choose (λα)α∈A such that

min
x∈U(Q)

{
dβx − 1

λβx

}
> max
α∈A \{βx}

{
dα − 1

λα

}
.

For instance, one can pick

λα :=


dα − 1 if α ∈ {βx}
2(dα − 1) if dα − 1 > 0 and α /∈ {βx}
1 otherwise

Then by Theorem 2.16, for every x ∈ U(Q), supp(ν∞,x) ⊂ B(R).
□

5.3.5. Ok heights. Assume that H◦
x has no non-trivial Q-characters. For x ∈ U(Q) and Γ ⊂ G(Q)∩G,

let Ψx : G.x → Prob(G/Γ) be defined by Ψx(g.x) := g∗m
1
[Hx]

. Let µR,x := Bary ((Ψx)∗(νR,x)) ∈
Prob(G/Γ). Here Bary : Prob(Prob(G/Γ)) → Prob(G/Γ) is defined by ν 7→

∫
ϕ∈Prob(G/Γ)

ϕ ν(ϕ).

(H1) For every x ∈ U(Q) and arithmetic subgroup Γ ⊂ G(Q)∩G, H◦
x has no non-trivialQ-characters

and limR→∞ µR,x exists in Prob(G/Γ).

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 x ∈ U(Q) and arithmetic subgroup Γ ⊂ G(Q)∩G, H◦
x has no non-trivialQ-characters

and Ψx extends continuously to G.x → Prob(G/Γ) ∪ {0} where the closure is taken in Xcor,
the manifold with corners associated with (X,D) (see Section 6.4.2).

(S1) For every x ∈ U(Q) and arithmetic subgroup Γ in G(Q)∩G, there exists a bounded subset B
of G/Γ such that gH◦

xΓ/Γ intersects with B for every g ∈ G.

Lemma 5.5. If (D1) and (S1) hold, then (H1) holds for Ht = HtL for every L from Section 2.4,
namely, λα ≥ 0 and dα > 0 =⇒ λα > 0 where L =

∑
λαDα.
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Proof. Indeed, Ψx extends continuously to G.x → Prob(G/Γ). By Theorem 6.13, lim νR,x exists in
Prob(Xcor). Applying Bary ◦(Ψx)∗, we get that limµR,x exists in Prob(G/Γ). □

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 gn.x not in D, there exists a bounded subset B of G/Γ such that gnH

◦
xΓ/Γ intersects with

B for every n. Moreover, for every F ⊂ C an
R,Q, if LebF denotes a smooth measure on DF , then

LebF (B) = 0.

With a similar proof, noting that µ∞,x

(
(Ψx)

−1({0})
)
= 0, one has:

Lemma 5.6. If (D1) and (DS1) hold, then (H1) holds for Ht = HtL 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 Γ. Now we allow H◦

x to have non-trivial Q-characters. Take a non-negative
compactly supported function ψ on G/Γ such that ⟨ψ, g∗m[H◦

x]
⟩ ≠ 0 for all g ∈ G. Such a ψ exists if

(S1) holds. Now we define

Ψψx : G.x→ Probψ(G/Γ)

g.x 7→ αψg

(
mψ

[Hx]

)
.

See Section 6.4.5 for the definition of αψg

(
mψ

[Hx]

)
and Probψ(G/Γ). Let

µψR,x := Bary
(
(Ψψx )∗(νR,x)

)
∈ Probψ(G/Γ).

(H2) For every x ∈ U(Q) and arithmetic subgroup Γ ⊂ G(Q) ∩ G, there exists a non-negative
compactly supported continuous function ψ on G/Γ such that ⟨ψ, g∗m[H◦

x]
⟩ ≠ 0 for all g ∈ G

and for every such ψ, limR→∞ µψR,x exists in Probψ(G/Γ).

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 = H◦

x rather than H = Hx.

(D2) For every x ∈ U(Q) and arithmetic subgroup Γ ⊂ G(Q) ∩ G, there exists ψ satisfying the

paragraph above and Ψψx extends continuously to G.x → Probψ(G/Γ) where the closure is
taken in Xcor, 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 = HtL.

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

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)◦ ⊂ 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 ⊂ L ⊊ G | L is connected}

be the set of intermediate connected closed subgroups between H and G. Let INTQ(H,G) (resp.

INTobs(H,G)) collect elements in INT(H,G) that are defined over Q (resp. that are observable).

Let INTΓ(H,G) denote the even smaller subset consisting of L ∈ INTobs
Q (H,G) such that (γnHγ

−1
n )

converges to L (see Definition 4.1) for some sequence (γn) ⊂ Γ. We say that (G,H) satisfies condition
(F1) if
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(F1) INTΓ(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) ⊂ 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 {L1, ...,Lk} ⊂
INTobs(H,G). By Lemma 6.6, for each i = 1, ..., k, find (f ij)j=1,...,li ⊂ Z(H,Li)(Q) such that

Z(H,Li)(Q) =

lk⋃
j=1

Li(Q)f ijH(Q)

where we used the fact that H is of finite-index in NG(H) under our assumptions. Now we claim that

INTobs(H,G) =
{
(f ij)

−1Lif
i
j

∣∣ i = 1, ..., k; j = 1, ..., li
}
.

Indeed, for L ∈ INTobs(H,G), we find g ∈ G(Q) and i ∈ {1, ..., k} such that gLg−1 = Li. So
g ∈ Z(H,Li)(Q). Find l ∈ Li(Q), h ∈ H(Q) and j ∈ {1, ..., li} such that g = lf ijh. Then,

L = g−1Lig = (f ijh)
−1Lif

i
jh = (f ij)

−1Lif
i
j .

So we are done.

6.1.2. Proof of Lemma 6.1, part 2. Assume that H contains a maximal unipotent subgroup and L ∈
INTΓ(H,G). By Section 6.3.1, L = ML · TL with ML normalized by the torus TL and l = ml ⊕ tl.
When L is defined over Q, both ML and TL can be arranged to be over Q. Let π : L → L/ML be
the natural quotient morphism.

Let (γn) ⊂ Γ be such that (γnHγ
−1
n ) converges to L. Then

(
π(γnHγ

−1
n )
)
= (π(H)) also converges

to L/ML, which is impossible unless π(H) = L/ML. Hence L = ML · H. This implies that L is
determined by ML. 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., PH is finite.

For simplicity we abbreviate INT := INTΓ(H,G) and INTP := INTΓ(H,G)∪PH in this subsection.

Clearly INTP is finite if INTobs
Q (H,G) is, but the converse does not hold. For instance G = SLn

(n ≥ 3) and H is a maximal unipotent Q-subgroup. Another case is when G = SLn×D (n ≥ 3) with
D embeded in SLn 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 V (P) consist of all triples (ρ,Vρ,vρ) where

1. Vρ is a finite dimensional vector space over Q;
2. ρ : G → G/Ru(G) → GL(Vρ) is a Q-representation of G factoring through G/Ru(G);
3. vρ ∈ Vρ(Q) is not fixed by ρ(P) but the line spanned by vρ is preserved by ρ(P).

By abuse of notation, we simply write an element of V (P) as ρ or vρ when no confusion might arise.
And we let αvρ

denote the Q-character of P attached to vρ. Let π′
P : P → S′

P be a Q-split quotient
torus of P such that every Q-character of P factors through π′

P. By rigidity of diagonalizable groups,{
π′
P(gHg

−1)
∣∣ g ∈ Z(H,P)

}
= {S1, ...,Sk}

is finite. For each Si, let

V (P)Si,H := {ρ ∈ V (P) | vρ is fixed by Si and H} .
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We find a finite subset Vi ⊂ V (P)Si,H such that
{
αvρ

∣∣ ρ ∈ V (P)Si,H
}
is contained in the cone spanned

by
{
αvρ

∣∣ ρ ∈ Vi
}
. Let V (H,P) :=

⋃
Vi and V (H) := ∪P∈PH

V (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 vl be a vector in Vl := ∧dimLg that lifts l.
In order that vl 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 VL and vH ∈ VH(Q) such that the stabilizer of vH 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

ιINTP
H : G/H → VH ⊕

⊕
L∈INT

Vl ⊕
⊕

ρ∈V (H)

Vρ → P(VH ⊕Q)⊕
⊕

L∈INT⊔V (H)

P(Vl ⊕Q)

gH 7→ g.vH ⊕ (⊕g.vl)⊕ (⊕g.vρ)

Let XINTP
H be the Zariski closure of ιINTP

H (G/H) and XINTP
H be the analytic closure of G.o in XINTP

H (R)
where o denotes the image of the identity coset.

By extending every representation ρ here to (ρ⊕ 1,V ⊕Q), we see that ιINTP
H is G-equivariant.

6.2.3. Nondivergence. Every element v in XINTP
H can be written as ⊕[vL : tL] with tL ∈ {0, 1}. Let

(gn) be a sequence in G and v = limn→∞ gn.o. If v
ρ = 0 for some ρ ∈ V (H), then (gnHΓ/Γ) diverges

topologically in G/Γ by Mahler’s criterion. The converse is also true by Theorem 4.6:

Lemma 6.3. Assume (F1) and (F2) hold. If (gn) is a sequence in G such that v = limn→∞ gn.o exists
in XINTP

H and vρ ̸= 0 for every ρ ∈ V (H), then gnH
◦Γ/Γ intersects with some bounded set in G/Γ for

all n.

Proof. By Theorem 4.6, if the conclusion were not true, then there exist (γn) ⊂ Γ, (hn) ⊂ H◦,
a parabolic Q-subgroup P containing all γnHγ

−1
n and a rational P-eigenvector v that is fixed by

γnHγ
−1
n and lives in a G-representation that factors through G/Ru(G) such that gnhnγ

−1
n .v → 0.

So gnγ
−1
n .v → 0. Since γ−1

n Pγn ∈ PH for all n and PH is assumed to be finite, γ−1
n Pγn = γ−1

1 Pγ1
for all n after passing to a subsequence.

Let P′ := γ−1
1 Pγ1 ∈ PH and v′ := γ−1

1 .v. Then v′ is a P′-eigenvector fixed by γ−1
1 γnHγ

−1
n γ1 for

all n. Passing to a subsequence, we find i0 such that π′
P′(γ

−1
1 γnHγ

−1
n γ1) = Si0 for all n. So dαv′ is

a R≥0-linear combination of {dαvρ
, ρ ∈ Vi0}. In particular, passing to a further subsequence, we can

find a fixed ρ0 ∈ Vi0 ⊂ V (H,P′) such that (note that γ−1
n γ1 ∈ P′ ∩ Γ)

gn.v
′ = ±gnγ−1

n γ1.v
′ → 0 =⇒ gn.vρ0 → 0.

In particular, vρ0 = 0 and this is a contradiction. □

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 BINTP
H be the G-invariant closed Q-subvariety of XINTP

H consisting of
elements of the form ⊕L∈{H}⊔INT⊔V (H)[v

L : tL] with tL = 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 (gn) be a sequence in G such that (gn.o) converges to v ∈ XINTP

H , then

lim
n→∞

[
(gn)∗m[H]

]
=
[
m[G]

]
⇐⇒ v ∈ BINTP

H .

In particular, assuming the equivalent conditions in Lemma 4.4, BINTP
H is non-empty.

Proof. The non-trivial direction is “⇐=”. So we assume gn.vl → ∞ for all L ∈ INT.
By Theorem 4.6, we can find (hn) ⊂ H◦, (γn) ⊂ Γ, a parabolic Q-subgroup P and an observable

Q-subgroup O such that γnHγ
−1
n is contained in P and strongly converges to O. Replacing γn by

γ−1
1 γn if necessary, we assume H ⊂ O and hence O ∈ INT. Thus, γ−1

n Oγn ∈ INT for all n. But INT
is finite, by passing to a subsequence, we assume that γ−1

n Oγn = γ−1
1 Oγ1 =: O′ for all n. So γ−1

n γ1
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normalizes O′, implying γ−1
n γ1.vo′ = ±vo′ . Thus gn.vo′ = ±gnhnγ−1

n γ1.vo′ . Let gnhnγ
−1
n γ1 = 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 α(an)
is bounded for all character appearing in the Lie algebra of P′ and in particular, of O′. Since (pn) is
bounded, we have that gnhnγ

−1
n γ1.vo′ = knanpn.vo′ is bounded. This is a contradiction against our

assumption. □

6.3. Conjugacy of subgroups. Consider the following closed subvariety of G:

Z(H,L) :=
{
g ∈ G

∣∣ gHg−1 ⊂ L
}

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 ×NG(H) for every L ∈
INT(H,G);

(N1) Γ ∩H is a finite index subgroup of Γ ∩NG(H) for an(y) arithmetic subgroup Γ.

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

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

Then (C1) and (N1) hold.

Item 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 =
ResQ(

√
2)/Q(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 Γ be an arithmetic subgroup of G, then there
exists a finite-index subgroup Γ′ with the following property: The action of L ∩ Γ′ × NG(H) ∩ Γ′ on
Z(H,L) ∩ Γ′ has finitely many orbits for every L. In particular, if (N1) also holds, then the action of
L ∩ Γ′ ×H ∩ Γ′ has finitely many orbits.

Indeed, Γ′ can be taken to be the intersection of Γ 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 := SL6 such that (C1) fails
(even after replacing the action of L by that of NG(L)).

6.3.1. Structure of L containing Umax. Fix a Borel subgroup B containing a maximal unipotent
subgroup Umax and a maximal torus T in B. Let Φ be the set of (non-zero) weights. Thus
g = (⊕α∈Φgα) ⊕ t. Let L be a connected closed subgroup containing Umax, then one can show
that its Lie algebra is

l = (⊕α∈Φl
gα)⊕ (l ∩ t), ∃Φl ⊂ Φ. (21)

Let ml be the Lie subalgebra generated by ⊕α∈Φl
gα and ML the corresponding connected algebraic

subgroup. Then there exists a torus TL in T such that L = ML · TL and l = ml ⊕ tl. So we get an
injection

INT(U,G) ↪→ 2Φ × {subtori of T}
L 7→ (Φl,TL).

6.3.2. Proof of Lemma 6.6: verify (N1). Now we explain that NG(H) ∩ Γ is virtually contained in
H under the assumption that G is Q-split and H contains a maximal unipotent subgroup Umax. 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 Umax 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 Ru(P) and so
H/Ru(P) is a normal subgroup of P/Ru(P). But H/Ru(P) contains a maximal unipotent subgroup
of P/Ru(P), so H/Ru(P) contains every semisimple factor of P/Ru(P). Hence P/H is a quotient of
the central torus of P/Ru(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.

Take g ∈ Z(H,L)(Q), so gUmaxg
−1 ⊂ gHg−1 ⊂ L. As both gUmaxg

−1 and Umax are maximal
unipotent subgroups of L, there exists lg ∈ L(Q) such that

lggUmax(lgg)
−1 = Umax ⊂ Hg := lggH(lgg)

−1 ⊂ L.

Thus lgg belongs to the normalizer of Umax, which is exactly B. By the structure of subgroups
containing Umax, H is normalized by T and hence B. So we conclude that lgg ∈ NG(H) and

Z(H,L)(Q) = L(Q) ·NG(H)(Q).

6.3.4. Another compactification by intermediate groups. For each L ∈ INT, we fix a rational G-
representation VL and vL ∈ VL(Q) such that the stabilizer of vL 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

ιIMTP
H : G/H →

⊕
L∈INT

VL ⊕
⊕

ρ∈V (H)

Vρ →
⊕

L∈INT⊔V (H)

P(VL ⊕Q)

gH 7→ (⊕g.vL)⊕ (⊕g.vρ)

Let XIMTP
H be the Zariski closure of ιIMTP

H (G/H) and XIMTP
H be the analytic closure of G.o in XIMTP

H (R)
where o denotes the image of the identity coset. Define BIMTP

H in the same way as Definition 6.4.

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

6.3.5. Focusing and intermediate subgroups. For a sequence (gn) in G, assuming gnH
◦Γ/Γ intersects

with some bounded set in G/Γ for all n, then gnhn = δnγn for some (hn) ⊂ H◦, (γn) ⊂ Γ and bounded
(δn) ⊂ G. So the limiting behaviour of gnH

◦Γ/Γ is essentially the same as γnH
◦Γ/Γ. A sequence (γn)

in Γ is said to be clean if for every L ∈ INT, one of the following holds

1. (γn.vL) is bounded, or equivalently, (γn) is bounded modulo L;
2. (γn.vL) diverges, or equivalently, (γn) diverges modulo L.

For a clean sequence (γn), let

L ((γn)) := {L ∈ INT | (γn.vL) is bounded } .

Lemma 6.10. Let (γn) be a clean sequence in Γ. Further assume condition (C1) and (N1) hold. Then
for every L1,L2 ∈ L ((γn)), there exists L′ ∈ L ((γn)) that is contained in L1 ∩ L2. In particular,
L ((γn)) has a unique minimum element, denoted as L((γn)).

Proof. Since (γnvL1
) and (γnvL2

) are bounded, we must have that (γn(vL1
⊕ vL2

)) is bounded, that
is, (γn) is bounded modulo L1 ∩ L2. Without loss of generality we assume (γn) is contained in
L3 := (L1 ∩ L2)

◦. 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 L3;
2. HLari

3 is a proper subgroup of L3.

Let L4 be the identity component of the proper normal Q-subgroup in case 1 and be HLari
3 in case

2. Note that L4 is observable in G. In the second case, (γn) is clearly bounded modulo L4 by the

definition of Lari
3 . For the first case, we invoke the condition (C1), (N1) and Proposition 6.7 to see

that γn = l4γnfinhγn for some l4γn ∈ L4 ∩ Γ, hγn ⊂ H ∩ Γ and fin belongs to certain finite subset of
Z(H,L4). Since (γn) belongs to L3, (fin) is contained in Z(H,L4) ∩ L3. And since L4 is normal in
L3, we find that γn = fin(f

−1
in
l4γnfin)hγn is bounded modulo L4.

Continuing this process one will end with the smallest element in L ((γn)). □
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6.4. Resolution of singularities and manifolds with corners. Assume m[H] is finite for the

moment. It is not true that in general, the natural map3

ΨH : G.o→ Prob(G/Γ)

g.x 7→ g∗m
1
[H]

extends to a continuous map from XIMTP
H to Prob(G/Γ)⊔{0}. This is because the limiting measure of

(γn)∗m
1
[H] is of the form m1

[L◦H] but the stabilizer of m[L◦H] 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 ∈ INTΓ(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 ΨH 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 (X̃, D̃) over Q and a G-equivariant morphism π : X̃ → X such that π is an isomorphism

restricted to π−1(X \D) = X̃ \ D̃.

Assume (F1), (F2) hold and BIMTP
H is non-empty. Apply Theorem 6.11 to the pair (XIMTP

H ,BIMTP
H ).

We get π1 : (X1,B1) → (XIMTP
H ,BIMTP

H ) where (X1,B1) is a smooth pair over Q. Let D1 be the

preimage of DIMTP
H under π1 where DIMTP

H := XIMTP
H \ ιIMTP

H (G/H). Apply Theorem 6.11 again to
the pair (X1,D1) to get π2 : (X2,D2) → (X1,D1) where (X2,D2) is a smooth pair. If B2 denotes
the preimage of the (Cartier) divisor B1, then B2 is a union of certain irreducible components of D2.

Define X̃
IMTP

H := X2, D̃
IMTP

H := D2 and B̃
IMTP

H := B2. If one is only interested in whether (gn)∗m[H]

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
(Xcor,Dcor), together with an equivariant continuous map πcor onto (X,D).

For i = 1, 2, ..., d, let ei(x1, ..., xd) := xi be the standard coordinate functions on Rd. Then X can
be glued by local charts (Oi, φi)i∈I , where (Oi) is an open covering of X, such that for each i ∈ I ,

1. φi : Oi → φi(Oi) is a homeomorphism onto a connected open neighborhood of 0 ∈ Rd;
2. there exists 0 ≤ ri ≤ d such that

φi(D ∩ Oi) = φ(Oi) ∩

 ⋃
j=1,...,ri

{ej = 0}

 .

By shrinking Oi’s if necessary, we further assume the following: For every (i, j) such that Oij :=
Oi ∩ Oj ̸= ∅, there exist Iij ⊂ {1, ..., ri}, Iji ⊂ {1, ..., rj} and a bijection τij : Iij → Iji such that

1. φi(Oij) ∩ {ek = 0, ∀ k ∈ Iij} ≠ ∅, φj(Oji) ∩ {ek = 0, ∀ k ∈ Iji} ≠ ∅;
2. for every k ∈ {1, ..., ri} \ Iij , φi(Oij)∩{ek = 0} = ∅, every k ∈ {1, ..., rj} \ Iji, φj(Oji)∩{ek =

0} = ∅;
3. for every k ∈ Iji, there is a number ϵijk ∈ {−1, 1} such that the homeomorphism

φj ◦ φ−1
i : φi(Oij) → φj(Oij)

sends eτ−1
ij (k) > 0 to ekϵ

ij
k > 0.

3This was called Ψo in Section 5.3.5.
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We define a new topological space Xcor by “cutting along the boundaries”. For κ = κ(·) ∈ {−1, 1}ri
and i ∈ I , let

Oκ
i := {x ∈ Oi, κ(k)ek(x) ≥ 0, ∀ k = 1, ..., ri} ;

Oκ,◦
i := {x ∈ Oi, κ(k)ek(x) > 0, ∀ k = 1, ..., ri} .

To distinguish Oκ
i (resp. Oi) as an independent topological space from a subset of X, let ικi : Oκ

i → X
(resp. ιi : Oi → X) be the natural inclusion map. Their inverses are well defined and continuous on
the image.

We define an equivalence relation ∼ on
⊔
i∈I ,κ∈{−1,1}ri Oκ

i as follows: x ∼ y iff there exist i, j ∈ I

and κi ∈ {−1, 1}ri , κj ∈ {−1, 1}rj such that

x ∈ Oκi
i , y ∈ Oκj

j , ι
κi
i (Oκi,◦

i ) ∩ ικj

j (Oκj ,◦
j ) ̸= ∅ and ικi

i (x) = ι
κj

j (y).

Let Xcor :=
⊔
i,κOκ

i / ∼ be equipped with the quotient topology.

Note that Oκ
i can be viewed as an open subset of Xcor. Also, the natural continuous map

⊔
i,κOκ

i →
X factors through some map πcor : Xcor → X, which is continuous by the definition of quotient topology.
Let Dcor be the preimage of D under πcor. From the construction we see that

Lemma 6.12. The restriction of πcor to Xcor \ Dcor, or to each Oκ
i , is a homeomorphism onto its

image.

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 Xcor.

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 Xcor

µR,x :=
1BR,x

·Vol
Vol(BR,x)

has a limit ν in Prob(Xcor) as R → +∞. Moreover, the support of ν is equal to the union of Zcor :=
(πcor)−1(Z) as (I, Z) varies over faces of C an

R,x(L) of dimension bx.

6.4.3. Measure compactifications, finite volume cases. Whereas Theorem 4.2 gives a satisfactory de-
scription for the limiting behaviour of (gn)∗m[H◦], what is really needed for the counting problem is the
limiting behaviour of (gn)∗m[H]. 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 (cHi )i∈I ⊂ H(Q) such that

H =
⊔
i∈I

cHi H
◦,

and let
Γsma :=

⋂
i∈I

cHi Γ(c
H
i )

−1.

Γsma is a finite index subgroup of Γ. We define two equivalence relations on I. We say that i ∼1 j iff
the image of cHi in H/H◦(H∩ Γ) equals to that of cHj . For L ∈ INTΓ(H,G), we say that i ∼L j iff the

image of cHi in H/H ∩ (L◦ · (L ∩ Γ)) equals to that of cHj . One can check that

HΓ =
⊔

i∈I/∼1

cHi H
◦Γ, LHΓ =

⊔
i∈I/∼L

cHi L
◦Γ

where LH := L◦H. Hence,

m1
[H] = |I/ ∼1|−1

∑
[i]∈I/∼1

(cHi )∗m
1
[H◦],

m1
[LH] = |I/ ∼L|−1

∑
[i]∈I/∼L

(cHi )∗m
1
[L◦].
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Lemma 6.15. Assume H is connected and m[H] is finite. Let (γn) be a sequence in Γsma such that

(γnHγ
−1
n ) converges to L, then limn→∞(γn)∗m

1
[H] = m1

[LH].

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 := X̃IMTP,cor
H and D := D̃IMTP,cor

H 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 (xn) be a sequence in X\D converging to some x∞ ∈ X. Then (ΨH(xn)) is convergent
in Prob(G/Γ) ⊔ {0}. Consequently, ΨH extends to a continuous map ΨH : X → Prob(G/Γ) ⊔ {0}.

Such an extension ΨH is necessarily G-equivariant.

Proof. Let π denote the natural projection X → XIMTP
H . Write

π(x∞) =: v∞ = ⊕L∈INT∪V (H)[v
L
∞ : tL∞].

If vρ∞ = 0 for some ρ ∈ V (H), then (ΨH(xn)) converges to 0. Assume otherwise, by Lemma 6.3, we
find (γn) ⊂ Γsma and a bounded sequence (δn) ⊂ G such that xn = δnγn.o. Let L∞ := L((γn)) by
Lemma 6.10, noting that (γn) is a clean sequence since (δnγn[vL : 1]) converges. Let δ∞ ∈ G be such
that lim δnγnvL∞ = δ∞vL∞ . As we are going to apply Proposition 6.7 (to Γsma in the place of Γ),
we may replace Γsma by a finite-index subgroup from the beginning and assume that the conclusion of
Proposition 6.7 holds with Γ′ = Γsma.

By assumption, (γn.vL∞) is bounded. Take a finite set F ⊂ Γsma such that for every n, there exists
γ ∈ F such that γn.vL∞ = γ.vL∞ . By ignoring finitely many terms, we can find a subsequence (γnk

)
and γ ∈ F such that γnk

vL∞ = γvL∞ for all k. We claim that
(
γ−1γnk

Hγ−1
nk
γ
)
converges to L∞.

Write lk := γ−1γnk
∈ L∞ ∩ Γsma. If the claim were not true, by passing to a further subsequence,

we may assume that lkHl
−1
k ’s are all contained in some L ∈ INTΓ(H,G), a proper subgroup of L∞.

By Proposition 6.7 and passing to a further subsequence, we assume lk = l′kfhk where (l′k) ⊂ L∩Γsma,
(hk) ⊂ H ∩ Γsma and f ∈ Z(H,L∞) ∩ Γsma. Note that actually f is contained in L∞. Write
Lf := f−1Lf , then it is also an element of INTΓ(H,G) contained in L∞. But (lk), and hence (γnk

),
is bounded modulo Lf . This is a contradiction against the minimality of L∞ and the claim is proved.

Fix γ ∈ F and (γnk
) with γnk

.vL∞ = γ.vL∞ . Then (δnk
) converges to δ∞γ

−1 modulo γL∞γ
−1

or equivalently, γL∞γ
−1. Let Fγ ⊂ γL∞γ

−1 be a finite subset such that every limit point of (δn) in
G/γLH

∞γ
−1 is equal to the image of δc for some c ∈ Fγ . By Theorem 6.15, we have

lim
k→∞

δnk
γnk

m1
[H] ∈

{
(δ∞cγ)∗m

1
[LH

∞]

∣∣∣ c ∈ Fγ
}
.

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

F :=
{
(δ∞cγ)∗m

1
[LH

∞]

∣∣∣ γ ∈ F , c ∈ Fγ
}
.

For each ν ∈ F , there exists a neighborhood Nν ⊂ Prob(G/Γ) such that Nν∩Nµ = ∅ for ν ̸= µ ∈ F .
By discussion above, there exists an open neighborhood Nx∞ of x∞ in Xcor such that

ΨH(Nx∞ \D) ⊂
⊔
ν∈F

Nν .

By construction, there exists a smaller neighborhood N ′
x∞

of x∞ such that N ′
x∞

\D is connected (this is
the only place where the construction of manifolds with corners is needed!). Thus ΨH(N ′

x∞
\D) ⊂ Nν

for a unique ν ∈ F . This shows that limn→∞ ΨH(xn) exists and is equal to ν for all sequences (xn)
converging to x∞. And the proof is now complete. □
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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)◦ ⊂ H. Here we are mainly interested in the case when m[H]

is infinite.
By Theorem 4.5, for any arithmetic subgroup Γ ⊂ G ∩ G(Q), there exists an open bounded set

BΓ ⊂ G such that G = BΓ · Γ · H. Therefore, for a positive function ψ whose support is large enough,
one has ⟨ψ, ν⟩ > 0 for all ν of the form g∗m[L◦] with g ∈ G and L ∈ INTΓ(H,G). Fix such a ψ, define

Probψ(G/Γ) := {ν ∈ Meas(G/Γ) | ⟨ψ, ν⟩ = 1} , (22)

equipped with the weak-∗ topology where Meas(G/Γ) denotes the set of locally finite Borel measures

on G/Γ. We will be concerned with measures ν ∈ Meas(G/Γ) such that ν =
∑k
i=1 νi where

• each supp νi is connected and supp νi ∩ supp νj = ∅ for i ̸= j;
• ⟨ψ, νi⟩ ≠ 0 for all i.

For such a measure ν, let νψ := k−1
∑k
i=1 νi/⟨ψ, νi⟩ = k−1

∑k
i=1 ν

ψ
i ∈ Probψ(G/Γ).

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 νψ := ν

⟨ψ,ν⟩ .

For g ∈ G, if both ν and g∗ν enjoy the above properties, we define αψg (ν
ψ) := (g∗ν)

ψ ∈ Probψ(G/Γ).
Let

Xmeas,ψ
H := αψG

(
mψ

[H]

)
⊂ Probψ(G/Γ).

Similar to Section 6.4.3, one has

mψ
[H] = |I/ ∼1|−1

∑
[i]∈I/∼1

((cHi )∗m[H◦])
ψ,

mψ
[LH]

= |I/ ∼L|−1
∑

[i]∈I/∼L

((cHi )∗m[L◦])
ψ.

Lemma 6.18. Let (γn) ⊂ Γsma be a sequence such that (γnHγ
−1
n ) converges to L ∈ INT(H,G), then

limn→∞ αψγn

(
mψ

[H]

)
= mψ

[LH]
.

Proof. For every n, i, let γin := (cHi )
−1γnc

H
i ∈ Γ. Then

(γnc
H
i )∗m[H◦] = (cHi γ

i
n)∗m[H◦].

Also,
(
γinH(γin)

−1
)
converges to (cHi )

−1LcHi , which is equal to L as H ⊂ L. By Theorem 4.2 and 4.5,

limαψγi
n

(
mψ

[H◦]

)
= mψ

[L◦] and so limαψ
γncHi

(
mψ

[H◦]

)
=
(
(cHi )∗m[L◦]

)ψ
. Consequently,

lim
n→∞

αψγn

(
mψ

[H]

)
= |I/ ∼1|−1

∑
[i]∈I/∼1

lim
(
(γnc

H
i )∗m[H◦]

)ψ
= |I/ ∼1|−1

∑
[i]∈I/∼1

(
(cHi )∗m[L◦]

)ψ
= |I/ ∼L|−1

∑
[i]∈I/∼L

(
(cHi )∗m[L◦]

)ψ
= mψ

[LH]
.

□

Define an equivalence relation ∼ on INT := INTΓ(H,G) by

L1 ∼ L2 ⇐⇒ LH
1 Γ = gLH

2 Γ, ∃ g ∈ G.

Lemma 6.19. We can decompose Xmeas,ψ
H =

⊔
[L]∈INT /∼ α

ψ
G

(
mψ

[LH]

)
. In particular, the map (g, ν) 7→

αψg (ν) defines a continuous action of G on Xmeas,ψ
H .
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Proof. It suffices to show every ν ∈ Xmeas,ψ
H is equal to αψg

(
mψ

[LH]

)
for some L ∈ INTΓ(H,G) and

g ∈ G. Indeed, every sequence (gn) in G, after passing to a subsequence, can be written as gn = δnγnhn
with (δn) converging to some δ∞, (γn) ⊂ Γsma with γnHγ

−1
n converging to some L ∈ INT and (hn) ⊂ H.

By Lemma 6.18, limαψgn

(
mψ

[H]

)
= αψδ∞

(
mψ

[LH]

)
. So we are done. □

Define ΨψH(g.o) := αψg

(
mψ

[H]

)
. Let X := X̃IMTP,cor

H and D := D̃IMTP,cor
H as before. Similar to

Theorem 6.16, we have:

Theorem 6.20. Assume that G, H are connected and reductive, ZG(H)◦ ⊂ H and ψ is as above

Equa.(22) where Probψ(G/Γ) is defined. Let (xn) be a sequence in X \D converging to some x∞ ∈ X.

Then
(
ΨψH(xn)

)
is convergent in Probψ(G/Γ). Consequently, ΨψH extends to a continuous map Ψ

ψ

H :

X → Probψ(G/Γ).

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 o in G is H. Let Hx denote the stabilizer
of x ∈ U(Q). For different rational points, Hx’s may not be isomorphic to each other. So there seems
no canonical choice of Hx to identify U with G/Hx.

6.5.1. Conjugacy between intermediate subgroups. While Hx and Hy may not be isomorphic for dif-
ferent x, 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 Hy. Then fLf−1 is defined over Q. Therefore, L → fLf−1 induces

bijections between INTQ(Hy,G) and INTQ(Hx,G); INTobs
Q (Hy,G) and INTobs

Q (Hx,G); PHy
and

PHx .

Proof. For σ ∈ GalQ, we have

fy = x = σ(x) = σ(fy) = σ(f)y =⇒ f−1σ(f) ∈ Hy.

Let hσ := f−1σ(f), then σ(fLf−1) = fhσLh
−1
σ f−1 = fLf−1 for all σ ∈ GalQ. So fLf−1 is defined

over Q. The rest of the claim follows from this. □

6.5.2. Convergent intermediate subgroups. However, it is not clear whether conjugation by f maps
INTΓ(Hy,G) to INTΓ(Hx,G). Consequently, though Lemma 6.5 or its analogue for XIMTP is great
for counting a single Γ-orbit, it needs to be modified for counting integral points, which may consist
of different Γ-orbits. Define

INTcvg

G(Q)
(H,G) =

{
L ∈ INTQ(H,G)

∣∣ L = gL′g−1, ∃ g ∈ G(Q), L′ ∈ INTΓ(H,G)
}
.

Lemma 6.22. Assumptions same as in Lemma 6.21. Then L → fLf−1 induces bijections between
INTcvg

G(Q)
(Hy,G) and INTcvg

G(Q)
(Hx,G).

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

We formulate a condition that guarantees the finiteness of this set:

(N2) NG(H)◦ ⊂ NG(L) for every L ∈ INTobs
Q (H,G).

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

(1) G and H are reductive and ZG(H)◦ ⊂ H;
(2) H contains a maximal unipotent subgroup of G.

Then (N2) holds.

The example SLn×D modulo the diagonal embedding of D mentioned in Section 6.2.2 also satisfies
this.

Proof. Part 1 is easy as ZG(H)◦ = NG(H)◦. Part 2 follows from the structure of subgroups containing
some maximal unipotent subgroup. □
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Lemma 6.24. Assume (C1), (F1) and (N2) hold, then INTcvg

G(Q)
(H,G) is finite.

Proof. By (C1), for each L ∈ INTΓ(H,G), find finitely many elements (fi)i∈JL
such that

Z(H,L)(Q) =
⊔
i∈JL

L(Q)fiNG(H)◦(Q).

For g ∈ Z(H,L)(Q) such that g−1Lg is defined over Q, written as lgfing according to this decompo-
sition,

g−1Lg = n−1
g (f−1

i Lfi)ng = f−1
i Lfi

by (N2) applied to n−1
g f−1

i Lfing ∈ INTobs
Q (H,G). Therefore,

INTcvg

G(Q)
(H,G) ⊂

{
f−1
i Lfi

∣∣ L ∈ INT, i ∈ JL, f
−1
i Lfi is defined over Q

}
is finite. □

6.5.3. Refined compactifications and condition (B1). We similarly define (abbreviate INTcvg

G(Q)
:=

INTcvg

G(Q)
(H,G))

XIMTP′

H ⊂
∏

L∈INTcvg

G(Q)
⊔V (H)

P(VL ⊕Q) (23)

and

XINTP′

H ⊂ P(VH ⊕Q)×
∏

L∈INTcvg

G(Q)

P(Vl ⊕Q)×
∏

ρ∈V (H)

P(Vρ ⊕Q) (24)

which admit natural morphisms onto XIMTP
H or XINTP. In defining BIMTP′

H , we replace the index

INTΓ(H,G) by the larger INTcvg

G(Q)
(H,G). For simplicity refer

(
X̃

IMTP′

H , D̃
IMTP′

H , B̃
IMTP′

H

)
as the log

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 ∈ INTcvg

G(Q)
(H,G). Let (X,D,B)

be the log smooth INTP′ compactification.

Let x ∈ U(Q) and (gn) ⊂ G be such that (gn.x) converges to some v ∈ X. Then

lim
n→∞

[
(gn)∗m[H◦

x]

]
=
[
m[G]

]
⇐⇒ v ∈ B.

In particular, condition (B1) holds for (X,D,B).

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Lemme 6.5 and is omitted. □

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 ∈ INTcvg

G(Q)
(H,G). Let (X,D,B)

be the log smooth INTP′ compactification.

Also, assume equivalent conditions in Lemma 4.4 hold for Hx ⊂ G for all x ∈ U(Q). Then condition
(B4) holds for (X,D,B). Therefore, there exists L supported on D such that HtL is good if Pic(U) is
torsion and is good with weights in general.
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Proof. By assumption, there exists (γn) ⊂ Γ that is unbounded modulo the normalizer of Hx. 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. □

Theorem 6.27. Assume G and H are connected and reductive and ZG(H)◦ ⊂ 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 m[H] 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 Hx for all x ∈ U(Q).

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

and hence homogeneous. By Lemma 4.4, there exists (γn) ⊂ Γ such that
[
(γn)∗m[mH◦

x
]

]
converges to[

m[G]

]
for every x ∈ 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 m[H] 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. □

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 Q, U to be a
homogeneous variety under G with a point o ∈ U(Q) and H to be the stabilizer of o in G. Assume

Assumption 6.28. Ru(G) commutes with the reductive part of G. Namely, G = Gred ×Ru(G).

Thus G can be written as (Gcpt ·Gnc · Z(G))×Ru(G). Under these assumptions, here are a few
natural quotient morphisms:

• pstau : G → G/Gnc; p1 : G → G1 := G/Z(G)spl, p12 : G1 → G2 := G/(Gcpt ·Z(G))×Ru(G),
and p2 : G → G2 is the composition p12 ◦ p1.

Regarding H, we assume that

Assumption 6.29. H is a connected observable Q-subgroup of G, pstau is surjective restricted to H,
p1(H) is observable and Pmax

H is finite.

Note that under this assumption, G/H is a homogeneous space under Gnc. However, we get some
advantage by considering the larger automorphism subgroup. Also, since every parabolic Q-subgroup
of G must contain (Gcpt ·Z(G))×Ru(G), thus Pmax

H being finite is equivalent to Pmax
H1

being finite,
which is again equivalent to Pmax

H2
being finite.

Remark 6.30. By Lemma 4.4, pstau being surjective is a necessary assumption for the existence of
(γn) ⊂ Γ such that

[
(γn)∗m[H◦]

]
converges to

[
m[G]

]
since maximal proper subgroups of a unipotent

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

Recall that the stabilizer of a general point x ∈ U(Q) in G is denoted as Hx. Its image in Gi is
denoted as Hx,i for i = 1, 2. We have assumed H1 := p1(H) to be observable, thus H2 := p2(H) is
also observable (see Lemma 6.37) and m[H◦

x,2]
makes sense.

Assumption 6.31. There exists (and we fix such) a G2-pair (X,B) over Q with X being a G-
equivariant compactification of G2/H2 such that

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

lim
n→∞

[
(gn)∗m[H◦

2,x]

]
=
[
m[G2]

]
where H2,x denotes the stabilizer of x in G2.

The compactification of G2/H2 as in the assumption can be easily upgraded to one of U ∼= G/H
with the same conclusion. Namely, for every x ∈ U(Q) and every (gn) ⊂ G with lim gn.x ∈ B(R),
one has limn→∞

[
p2(gn)∗m[H◦

x,2]

]
=
[
m[G2]

]
and such a sequence (gn) does exist. Note that if ϕ is the

quotient morphism G/H → G2/H2 and x ∈ G/H(Q), then Hx,2 = H2,ϕ(x).

• Let Γ be an arithmetic subgroup of G and Γi := pi(Γ).

Note that Γi is an arithmetic subgroup of Gi 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 ⊂ 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 x ∈ U(Q).
Let (X1,D1,B1) 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,B2) (D2 is the inverse image of D1). Apply Theorem 6.11
again to (X2,D2) to get (X3,D3,B3) where B3 is the inverse image of B2. Thus (X3,D3) is a smooth
G-pair over Q and B3 is a union of irreducible components of D3 that is over Q.

Now assume that (gn.x) converges to a point in B3(R) for some (gn) ⊂ G. By Lemma 6.39, we find
(hn) ⊂ H◦

x, a bounded sequence (bn) in G and (γn) ⊂ Γ such that gnhnωn = bnγn and

∥Ad(p1(γn))vP∥ → ∞, ∀P ∈ Pmax
Hx,1

.

By Lemma 6.39 again,

lim
n→∞

[
p1(γn)∗m[H◦

x,1]

]
=
[
m[G1]

]
.

Hence
(
p1(γn)Hx,1p1(γn)

−1
)
converges to G1. Passing to a subsequence if necessary, assume that(

p1(γn)Hx,1p1(γn)
−1
)
strongly converges (see the next subsection for the definition) to some L. Then

by Lemma 6.34, L is observable in G1 and hence L = G1. Invoking Lemma 6.35, we have that(
γnHxγ

−1
n

)
strongly converges to G, showing that

lim
n→∞

[
(γn)∗m[H◦

x]

]
= lim
n→∞

[
(gn)∗m[H◦

x]

]
=
[
m[G]

]
.

This proves condition (B1).
By Lemma 6.39, we can find (γn) ⊂ Γ with lim γn.x ∈ B3(R). Thus, some irreducible component B

of B3(R) is contained in G.x. So we have some sequence (g′n) ⊂ G such that g′n.x converges to B◦ (the
complement in B of other boundary components). By (B1), lim

[
(g′n)∗m[H◦

x]

]
=
[
m[G]

]
. In particular,

g′n.x = bnγ
′
n.x for some bounded (bn) in G and (γ′n) ⊂ Γ. Thus we are done by Theorem 2.14 since

(γ′n) can not be bounded modulo the normalizer of H. This proves (B4). □

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 (An) 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 (An) strongly converges
to E if

1. every An is contained in E;
2. for every subsequence (Ank

), E is the smallest Q-subgroup containing all Ank
’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 (γn) be a sequence in some fixed arithmetic
subgroup of A and E be a connected Q-subgroup of A such that
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(1) infP∈Pmax
C

∥Ad(γn)vP∥ → ∞;

(2) (γnCγ
−1
n ) 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
Pn := γ−1

n Pγn for all n. Thus ∥Ad(γn)vPn
∥ ≍

∥∥Ad(γnγ
−1
n )vP

∥∥ is bounded, contradicting our first
assumption.

So E, and hence ERu(A) are not contained in any parabolic Q-subgroup. Thus ERu(A)/Ru(A) ⊂
A/Ru(A) is reductive and hence observable. Equivalently, ERu(A) is observable in A. But E is
observable in ERu(A) since ERu(A)/E is a homogeneous space under a unipotent group and hence
affine. So we are done. □

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

Lemma 6.35. Let (γn) be a sequence in Γ and (Ln) be a sequence of connected observable Q-subgroups
of G. Assume that pstau is surjective restricted to any Ln. The followings are equivalent:

(1) (Ln) strongly converges to G;
(2) (p1(Ln)) strongly converges to G1;
(3) (p2(Ln)) strongly converges to G2.

Proof. The nontrivial implication is 3. =⇒ 1.
By passing to a subsequence if necessary, we assume that (Ln) strongly converges to L. Thus

G2 = p2(L). Write L = (Lnc · Lcpt) · R(L). Then the image of R(L) under p2 is contained in the
radical of p2(L), which is trivial. Similarly, Lcpt is contained in the kernel of p2. Thus, the subgroup
Lnc of Gnc must be the full Gnc. In particular, L contains the kernel of pstau. But pstau is surjective
restricted to Ln and hence to L, implying that L is equal to G.

□

Remark 6.36. The analogous statement is wrong replacing “strongly converges” by “converges”. For
instance, let G := SL2 ×Gm, Gm be embedded in SL2 as the diagonal torus, and H be the diagonal
embedding of Gm in G. So here p1 = p2 : G → SL2 = G2 are the natural projection. Let N be the

upper triangular unipotent subgroup of SL2 and let N′ := N×{id} in G. Take γn :=

([
1 n
0 1

]
, id

)
.

Then one can verify that H · N′ is an observable subgroup of G and
(
γnHγ

−1
n

)
converges to H ·

N′. However, p2(HN′), being the upper triangular Borel subgroup, is not observable in SL2 and(
p2(γnHγ

−1
n )
)
actually converges to SL2.

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 π : A → A/B =: A be the natural quotient. Let C be a Q-subgroup of A. If C is observable in
A, then π(C) is observable in A.

Proof. Let Γ be an arithmetic subgroup of A and π be the induced quotient map A(R)/Γ → A(R)/Γ
where Γ := π(Γ) is an arithmetic subgroup of A. By [Wei98, Corollary 7], it is sufficient to show that
π(C)(R)Γ/Γ, or equivalently, π(C(R))Γ/Γ is closed in A(R)/Γ. This follows from the properness of π.

□

The equivalence between the convergence when applying p12 does hold, which leads to the following:

Lemma 6.38. Let (gn) be a sequence in G and x ∈ U(Q). If
[
p2(gn)∗m[H◦

x,2]

]
converges to

[
m[G2]

]
,

then
[
p1(gn)∗m[H◦

x,1]

]
converges to

[
m[G1]

]
.

Proof. As p12 is proper, p1(gn)H
◦
x1
Γ1/Γ1 intersects with some bounded set for all n. We may assume

p1(gn) = λn ∈ Γ1. So (p12(λnHx,1λ
−1
n )) converges to G2. After passing to a subsequence assume that

(λnHx,1λ
−1
n ) converges to L, an observable Q-subgroup of G1. By Lemma 6.37, p12(L) is observable

and has to be equal to G2. But LGnc
1 = Gnc

1 by assumption. Hence L has to be G1 by arguments
similar to those in the proof of Lemma 6.35. And we conclude by invoking Theorem 4.2. □
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6.7.6. The general case. For x ∈ U(Q), fix a non-empty open bounded subset Ωx ⊂ H◦
xΓ/Γ. 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) ⊂ G such
that every limit point of (gn.x) is contained in B(R), we have

(1) limn→∞

[
(p1(gn))∗m[H◦

x,1]

]
=
[
m[G1]

]
;

(2) there exists a sequence (hn) in H◦
x such that

(2.1) (gnhnΩx) intersects with some bounded subset of G/Γ for all n;
(2.2) for every P ∈ Pmax

Hx,1
, ∥Ad(p1(gnhn))vP∥ → ∞.

6.7.7. Splitting of parabolic characters. Let MH := (H ∩ (GssZ(G)anRu(G)))
◦
. Then H/MH is a

Q-split torus.
Let MH,1 := p1(MH), then H/MH naturally surjects onto H1/MH,1. Therefore, H1/MH,1 is

also a Q-split torus. So there exists a Q-split subtorus S̃
H

1 of H1 that maps to H1/MH,1 surjectively

with finite kernel. Choose another Q-split subtorus S1
H of MH,1 such that the restriction of psplH1

to

S̃H1
:= S1

H · S̃
H

1 is surjective onto SH1
with finite kernel. By definition

Lie(S̃H1
) = Lie(S1

H)⊕ Lie(S̃
H

1 ).

Note that the image of MH,1 under psplH1
is the same as that of S1

H: certainly it contains psplH1
(S1

H), but

it can not be strictly larger as it has to be disjoint from the image of S̃
H

1 .
For a Q-eigenvector v of H1, let lv (resp. αv) be the associated linear functional (resp. character)

on Lie(S̃H1
) (resp. H).

Let

P+
H1

:=
{
⊗nPvP

∣∣ n• ∈ Map∗(Pmax
H1

,Z≥0)
}

(25)

where Map∗(Pmax
H1

,Z≥0) denotes the collection of set-theoretic maps from Pmax
H1

to Z≥0 excluding the

zero map. Note that Pmax
H1

can be naturally viewed as a subset of P+
H1

.

For a subset P of P+
H1

, let the corresponding P := {lv, v ∈ P}. A subset of a Q-vector space is
said to be non-degenerate iff Q≥0-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 P+

A in the same way as P+
H1

above. And P corresponding

to some P ⊂ P+
B is viewed as a subset of Lie(SB)

∨ here. Then PB, corresponding to Pmax
B , is non-

degenerate.

Before presenting the proof, we firstly deduce that

Lemma 6.41. There exists a finite subset P ⊂ P+
H1

such that P is non-degenerate and for each

v ∈ P, either Lie(S1
H) ⊂ ker(lv) or Lie(S̃

H

1 ) ⊂ ker(lv).

Proof. Indeed, it is easy to find a finite subset of Lie(S̃H1
)∨ satisfying the required properties. By

Lemma 6.40, replacing this subset by suitable Z+-multiples one gets a subset of P+
H1

without losing
any required properties. □

Henceforth, we fix such a choice of Po = P1
o ⊔ P2

o where

P1
o :=

{
v ∈ Po, Lie(S

1
H) ⊂ ker(lv)

}
,

P2
o :=

{
v ∈ Po, Lie(S̃

H

1 ) ⊂ ker(lv)
}
.

(26)

Replacing elements v ∈ Po by v⊗2 if necessary, we assume that each αv = β2 for some Q-character β

of H. Note that for v ∈ P1
o , the character αv vanishes on MH (since it factors through psplH1

(MH.1),

which is the same as psplH1
(S1

H)) and factors through SG.
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6.7.8. Proof of Lemma 6.40. For the purpose of the proof, we may consider PB, 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
maximal parabolic Q-subgroups containing it.

By [Gro97, Theorem 7.3], we find a highest weight Q-vector v and a parabolic Q-subgroup P1

preserving C.v such that v is fixed by B, B is contained in P1 and Ru(B) is contained in Ru(P1).
Here χ is the Q-character of P1 associated with v.

Let Bred be a maximal reductive Q-subgroup of B and S̃B be the Q-split part of the central torus
of Bred. Find a maximal reductive Q-subgroup LP1 of P1 containing Bred. Then Bred ⊂ LχP1

:=
LP1

∩ kerχ. Let SP1
be the Q-split part of the central torus of LP1

and MP1
:= (◦LP1

)◦. Then LP1

is an almost direct product MP1 · SP1 .

Let SχP1
:= SP1

∩ kerχ and S̃
′
B := S̃B · SχP1

, contained in the centralizer of Bred. Then S̃
′
B is an

almost direct product of two subtori: S1 := SχP1
and some S2 ⊂ MP1 ∩ S̃

′
B.

The proof below actually proves the conclusion with B replaced by B′ := S̃
′
B ·B ·Ru(P1), which is

a stronger claim. For this purpose, we are interested in two types of parabolic Q-subgroups.
The first type P1 consists of parabolic Q-subgroups containing P1. The other type P2 is con-

structed as follows. Take a Q-cocharacter at : Gm → S2, let

Q1
at

:=
{
x ∈ LP1

∣∣∣ lim
t→0

atxa
−1
t exists

}
, Qat

:= Q1
at

⋉Ru(P1).

Then Q1
at

is a parabolic Q-subgroup of LP1 and Qat
is a parabolic Q-subgroup of A. Define P2 to be

the collection of all Qat
’s constructed this way. One sees from the definition that every element from

P1 ∪ P2 contains B′. Let P ′
1 and P ′

2 be the associated linear functionals (denoted as l′P as P varies

in P ′
1 ∪ P ′

2) on Lie(S̃
′
B). It suffices to show that P ′

1 ∪ P ′
2 is non-degenerate in Lie(S̃

′
B)

∨.
First we explain that P ′

1 is non-degenerate when restricted to Lie(S1). Let Smax ⊂ LP1
be a

maximal Q-split torus of A containing S̃B and SP1
. Also fix a Q-minimal parabolic subgroup Pmin

containing Smax that is contained in P1. So

S̃
′
B = S1 · S2 ⊂ S̃B · SP1

⊂ Smax ⊂ Pmin ⊂ P1.

Let ∆ be the set of simple roots. Then one can find I ⊂ ∆ such that SP1
= (∩α∈I kerα)◦.

Moreover, χ is a non-zeroQ≥0-linear combination of l′P asP varies over maximal parabolicQ-subgroups
containing P1. If P ′

1 is not non-degenerate inside Lie(S1)
∨, then l′P(v) > 0 for some v ̸=0 ∈ Lie(S1) and

for each maximal parabolic Q-subgroup P containing P1, implying that dχ(v) > 0, a contradiction.
Next we show that P ′

2 is non-degenerate restricted to Lie(S2). Take Q = Qat
∈ P2. Let l

′′
Q be the

linear functional on Lie(S2) associated with Q1
at
. Since the determinant character of the adjoint action

of S2 on Ru(P1) is trivial, l′′Q is equal to l′Q restricted to Lie(S2). Since LP1 is reductive, it admits

an involution whose restriction to S2 brings each element to its inverse. Therefore, if {l′′Q}Q∈P2
is not

non-degenerate, then there exists a Q-cocharacter bt : Gm → S2 such that l′′Q vanishes on the image
of dbt for all Qat

= Q ∈ P2. In particular, this is true when at = bt, which is a contradiction.
The general case follows since Lie(S2) is contained in the common kernel of elements from P ′

1.

6.7.9. Definition of the compactification. For v ∈ P1
o , let Vv be the G1-representation where v lives.

The character αv : H → Gm defined by

p1(h).v = αv(h)v, ∀h ∈ H

factors through some βv : SG → Gm. Now we define a Q-linear action ρv of G on Vv twisting the
G1-representation by β−1

v :

ρv(g) · w := βv(p
spl(g))−1 · p1(g).w, ∀ g ∈ G, w ∈ Vv.

Thus for every h ∈ H,

ρv(h)v = βv(p
spl(h))−1 · αv(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 ↪→ X1 ×
⊕

v∈P1
o

Vv ⊂ X1 ×
∏

v∈P1
1

P(Vv ⊕Q)

g.o 7→ (g.o,⊕ρv(g)v),

And let

B :=
{(
x,
∏

[xv : tv]
) ∣∣∣ x ∈ B1; tv = 0, ∀v ∈ P1

o

}
.

Let D be the complement of U in X.

6.7.10. Proof of Lemma 6.39, I, equidistribution. Take x ∈ U(Q) and (gn) ⊂ G with lim gn.x ∈ B(R).
Find gx ∈ G(Q) such that x = gx.o. So (gngx.o) converges to some point in B(R). By our assumption,
we may and do require that gn’s and gx are contained in GssZ(G)an ×Ru(G). Item 1 of Lemma 6.39
holds for free by Lemma 6.38. In particular, replacing gn by gnh

1
n for some (h1n) ⊂ H◦

x, there are (bn,1)

bounded in G1, (γn,1) ⊂ Γ1 such that p1(gn) = bn,1γn,1 and limn→∞

[
(γn,1)∗m[H◦

x,1]

]
=
[
m[G1]

]
.

Now turn to item 2. Namely, we need to find (hn) ⊂ Hx(R)◦ such that

1. (gnhnΩx) is nondivergent in G/Γ;
2. for every P ∈ Pmax

Hx,1
, ∥Ad(p1(gnhn))vP∥ → ∞.

Thanks to Lemma 6.21, for every Q-subgroup F of G1 that is normalized by H1, p1(gx)Fp1(gx)
−1

is defined over Q. In particular, conjugating by p1(gx) induces bijections between Pmax
H1

and Pmax
Hx,1

.

The proof of Lemma 6.21 also shows that conjugating by p1(gx) induces bijections between X∗
Q(H1)

and X∗
Q(Hx,1).

For i = 1, 2, let Pio be the characters of H1 associated with Pi
o and Pix (resp. Pi

x) be the subset
of X∗

Q(Hx,1) (resp. P+
Hx,1

) induced from conjugating by p1(gx). By assumption we have

∥p1(gngx).v∥ → +∞, ∀v ∈ P1
o .

Then

∥p1(gn).v∥ → +∞, ∀v ∈ P1
x. (27)

We choose a Q-split subtorus S̃Hx,1
⊂ Hx,1 such that psplHx,1

restricted to S̃Hx,1
is surjective onto

SHx,1 with finite kernel. For i = 1, 2, let Pix collect the linear functionals on Lie(SHx,1) induced from

Pix. Let S
1
Hx

be the identity component of the common kernel of P1

x in S̃Hx,1
and S̃

Hx

1 be that of P2

x.

Then S̃Hx,1
= S1

Hx
· S̃

Hx

1 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 (γn) be contained in a fixed arithmetic

subgroup of A. Let C be a Q-subgroup and assume that Pmax
C is finite. Let S̃C be a Q-split subtorus

of C that surjects onto SC under psplC with a finite kernel. After passing to a subsequence, one of the
following holds:

(1) there exists (zn) ⊂ Lie(S̃C(R)) such that

∥Ad(γn exp(zn))vP∥ → ∞, ∀P ∈ Pmax
C ;

(2) there exists v ∈ P+
C fixed by C such that (∥γn.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 (ai) and (Pi) ⊂ Pmax

C such that v := ⊗v⊗ai
Pi

is fixed by C and (γn.v) is bounded. □

By our assumption, Lemma 6.42 is applicable to A = G1, C = Hx,1 and γn = γn,1. As the

second alternative violates the equidistribution towards m[G1], there exist (sn) ⊂ Lie(S1
Hx

(R)) and

(tn) ⊂ Lie(S̃
Hx

1 (R)) such that

∥Ad(p1(gn) exp(sn + tn))vP∥ → ∞, ∀P ∈ Pmax
Hx,1

.
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Therefore,

∥p1(gn) exp(sn + tn).v∥ → ∞, ∀v ∈ P+
Hx,1

.

Now observe that one can replace (tn) by zero. Indeed, for every v ∈ P2
x,

∥p1(gn) exp(sn).v∥ = ∥p1(gn) exp(sn + tn).v∥ → ∞.

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

∥p1(gn) exp(sn).v∥ = ∥p1(gn).v∥ → ∞

for every v ∈ P1
x. Find (hn) ⊂ MHx(R)◦ (MHx := (Hx ∩ ◦G)

◦
) such that exp(sn) = p1(hn), then

∥Ad(p1(gnhn))vP∥ → ∞, ∀P ∈ Pmax
Hx,1

. (28)

To complete the proof, it only remains to verify that (gnhnΩx) is nondivergent in G/Γ. Since
pspl(gnhnΩx) = pspl(Ωx) is bounded in SG(R), it suffices to show that (p1(gnhn)Ω1,x) is nondivergent
for every nonempty open bounded subset Ω1,x of H◦

x,1Γ1/Γ1, 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 (gn) be a sequence in G such that every limit point of (gn.x) is
contained in B1(R). We will build a new sequence (g′n) ⊂ G such that (g′n.x) converges to some point
in B(R).

By Lemma 6.38,

lim
n→∞

[
p1(gn)∗m[H◦

x,1]

]
=
[
m[G1]

]
. (29)

There exist a bounded sequence (δn) ⊂ G1, a sequence (γn) ⊂ Γ1 and (hn) ⊂ H◦
x,1 such that p1(gn) =

δnγnhn.
Apply Lemma 6.42 with C = Hx,1, A = G1. The second alternative can not hold because of

Equa.(29). Therefore, there exists a sequence (zn) of Lie(S̃Hx,1
(R)) such that

∥Ad(p1(gn) exp(zn))vP∥ → ∞, ∀P ∈ Pmax
Hx,1

. (30)

Recall gx ∈ ◦G(Q) and x = gx.o. Also take g′n ∈ ◦G such that p1(g
′
n) = p1(gn) exp(zn). We shall show

that the sequence (g′n.x) = (g′ngx.o) converges to some point in B(R). For this, we only need to check
that

∥ρv(g′ngx)v∥ = ∥p1(g′ngx)v∥ → ∞, ∀v ∈ P1
o .

As vectors in P1
o ⊂ P+

H1
are obtained by tensoring powers of vP’s for some P ∈ Pmax

H1
, the above

holds if

∥Ad(p1(g
′
ngx))vP∥ → ∞, ∀P ∈ Pmax

H1
.

By Lemma 6.21, for every P ∈ Pmax
H1

, Px := p1(gx)Pp1(gx)
−1 belongs to Pmax

Hx,1
. So there is a non-zero

complex number cP such that Ad(p1(gx))vP = cPvPx . So

∥Ad(p1(g
′
ngx))vP∥ = |cP| · ∥Ad(p1(gn) exp(zn))vPx

∥ ,

which diverges to +∞ 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 := HtL
satisfies:

lim
R→∞

#Γ.x ∩BHt
R

ω∞(BHt
R ∩G.x)

=

∣∣m[Hx]

∣∣∣∣m[G]

∣∣ , ∀x ∈ U(Q), ∀ arithmetic subgroup Γ. (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:

ZG(H)◦ = Z(H)◦ ·MZ ·TZ = Z(H)◦ ·MZ ·Tan
Z ·Tspl

Z

where MZ is semisimple, Tan
Z is a Q-anisotropic torus and Tspl

Z is a Q-split torus. Let G̃ := G ×
MZ × Tan

Z × Tspl
Z . It acts on U ∼= G/H by (a, b1, b2, b3).gH := agb−1H with b := b1b2b3. Write

F := MZ × Tan
Z × Tspl

Z for simplicity. Let ιo : F → G be the natural product map. And let

∆ιo : F → G̃ be defined by f 7→ (ιo(f), f). For a general x ∈ U(Q), fix gx ∈ G(Q) with x = gx.o. Let
ιx(f) := gxιo(f)g

−1
x and ∆ιx be defined similarly. Similar to the proof of Lemma 6.21, one shows that ιx

is actually defined over Q. Then, the stabilizer of x in G̃ is Hx×∆ιx(F). Let Γ̃ := Γ×MZ∩Γ×Tan
Z ∩Γ.

We now apply discussions in previous sections to the pair (G̃, H̃) in the place of (G,H). Suppose

that (G̃, H̃) 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 Γ,

lim
R→∞

#Γ̃.x ∩BHt
R

ω∞(BHt
R ∩ G̃.x)

=

∣∣∣m[H̃1
x]

∣∣∣∣∣∣m[G̃1]

∣∣∣ , ∀x ∈ U(Q), ∀ arithmetic subgroup Γ.

Note that:

• Γ̃.x = Γ.x, G̃.x = G.x;

• G̃
1
= G×MZ ×Tan

Z and H̃
1

x = Hx ×∆ιx(MZ ×Tan
Z ) and hence∣∣∣m[H̃1

x]

∣∣∣ = ∣∣m[Hx]

∣∣ · ∣∣m[MZ]

∣∣ · ∣∣∣m[Tan
Z ]

∣∣∣ and ∣∣∣m[G̃1]

∣∣∣ = ∣∣m[G]

∣∣ · ∣∣m[MZ]

∣∣ · ∣∣∣m[Tan
Z ]

∣∣∣ .
Thus Equa.(31) follows.

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

(1) H̃ being reductive implies the observability of H̃ and p1(H̃);

(2) G = Gnc by assumption, so pstau, the quotient of G̃ by G̃
nc
, factors through that by G. Thus

pstau|H̃ is surjective by the definition of H̃;

(3) It is direct to verify that the identity component of the centralizer of p2(H̃) is contained in
itself and hence Pp2(H̃) is finite, which is equivalent to Pmax

H̃
being finite.

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

fact that the identity component of the centralizer of p2(H̃) in p2(G̃) is contained in p2(H̃).
□

7. Example I, Representation of a binary quadratic form by a quaternary form

Let (Q1,Q2) be a Q-anisotropic quadratic from of rank 2 and (Q2,Q4) be a rank 4 quadratic form.
Let UQ1,Q2 be the Q-variety defined by

UQ1,Q2
(Q) :=

{
ϕ ∈ HomQ(Q2,Q4), ϕ∗Q2 = Q1

}
.

We assume that

• (Q1,R2) has signature (1, 1) and (Q2,R4) has signature (2, 2);
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• UQ1,Q2(Q) ̸= ∅.
Thus we can find (Q′

1,Q2) such that (Q2,Q4) ∼= (Q1,Q2)⊕ (Q′
1,Q2). We further assume that

• SOQ′
1
is not isomorphic to SOQ1 as an algebraic group over Q .

For i = 1, 2, let MQi
∈ Mat2(Q) or Mat4(Q) be symmetric matrices representing Qi: Qi(v, w) =

vtrMQiw if v, w ∈ Q2 or Q4 are written as column vectors. Then UQ1,Q2 is naturally embedded into
Mat4,2 as {

M ∈ Mat4,2(Q)
∣∣M trMQ2

M =MQ1

}
.

Let UQ1,Q2
be the integral model by taking closure of UQ1,Q2

in Mat4,2 which is naturally an affine
space over Z. Let ω be an invariant gauge form on UQ1,Q2 over Q. For each prime p, let |ω|p be the

Haar measure on UQ1,Q2(Qp) induced from ω. For a matrix M with real coefficients, let ∥M∥ be the
Euclidean norm of M .

Theorem 7.1. Write U := UQ1,Q2
for simplicity. Then as R tends to infinity,

# {M ∈ U(Z), ∥M∥ ≤ R} ∼
∏

p∈Valf

ωp (U(Zp)) · ω∞ ({M ∈ U(R), ∥M∥ ≤ R}) .

Namely, UQ1,Q2
with this embedding is strongly Hardy-Littlewood. Also, there exists some constant

c > 0 such that

# {M ∈ U(Z), ∥M∥ ≤ R} ∼ cR2 logR.

By [WX16, Theorem 4.3, Lemma 4.1] (one should use replace SOQ2 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
thatUQ1,Q2

is homogeneous under the action ofG := SOQ2
×SOQ1

. The stabilizer of ϕ0 ∈ UQ1,Q2
(Q)

is of the form Hϕ0 = H1 × H2 where H1 is the subgroup of SOQ2 preserving the Q2-orthogonal
complement of the image of ϕ0 andH2 is suitable diagonal embedding of SOQ1 . Under the assumptions
imposed above, the only connected intermediate Q-group is the maximal torus Tϕ0

containing Hϕ0
.

By equidistribution theorems, the Haar measure supported on Hϕ0
(R)Γ/Γ, where Γ is an(y) arithmetic

lattice ofG, when pushed by (gn), equidistributes towards the full Haar measure unless (gn) is bounded
modulo Tϕ0 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 XMat denote the Zariski closure of UQ1,Q2 inside P(Mat4,2 ⊕Q) ∼= P8
Q. 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 XINC

is the Zariski closure of

{([M : 1], ⟨M⟩), M ∈ UQ1,Q2
} in XMat ×Gr(2, 4).

Let DINC be the complement of UQ1,Q2
in XINC. The pair (XINC,DINC) 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 is written as

([M : λ], ⟨N⟩) where N is some 4-by-2 matrix.
At the level of complex points, one sees that the functions rk(⟨N⟩, Q2), rk(M) and rk(⟨M tr⟩, Q1)

are G(C)-invariant. Note that f ≤ c, for f being one of these functions and c 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),

• let Sa,b,c be the subvariety of XINC whose complex-valued points consist of ([M : λ], ⟨N⟩) such
that

rk(⟨N⟩, Q2) = a, rk(M) = b, rk(⟨MTr⟩, Q1) = c;

• let Da,b,c be the Zariski closure of Sa,b,c, whose complex-valued points consist of ([M : λ], ⟨N⟩)
such that

rk(⟨N⟩, Q2) ≤ a, rk(M) ≤ b, rk(⟨MTr⟩, Q1) ≤ c.
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When c = 0, Sa,b,0, if non-empty, splits into two disjoint irreducible components, denoted as Sa,b,0+
and Sa,b,0− . Similarly, Da,b,0 is also a disjoint union of two irreducible components Da,b,0+ andDa,b,0− .
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⟩, Q0
2) ∈ {0, 1, 2}; rk(M) ∈ {1, 2}; rk(⟨MTr⟩, Q0

1) ∈ {0, 1, 2};
rk(⟨MTr⟩, Q0

1) ≤ rk(M).

Working harder, one finds that

Lemma 7.2. The space XINC decomposes into non-empty locally closed subvarieties:

XINC = S2,2,2

⊔
S2,1,0

⊔
S1,1,1

⊔
S1,1,0

⊔
S0,2,2

⊔
S0,1,1

⊔
S0,1,0.

Moreover, XINC has the following stratified structure:

S2,2,2

S2,1,0 S1,1,1 S0,2,2

S1,1,0 S0,1,1

S0,1,0

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:

X3 := Bl(E2∩D++
022)⊔D++

111⊔(E2∩D++
210)

X2

X2 := BlD+
011⊔D+

110
X1

X1 := BlD010 X
INC

XINC

π3

π2

π1

where Ei denotes the exceptional divisor of πi and D+ 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 Di be the complement of UQ1,Q2 in Xi. Let E1
2 (resp. E2

2) be the inverse image of D+
011 (resp.

D+
110) under π2. Let E

0
3 (resp. E1

3, E
2
3) be the total transform of E1

2 ∩D++
022 (resp. D++

111, E
2
2 ∩D++

210).

Let (L0, s0) be the line bundle and the global section over XMat that underlies the definition of ∥·∥
and let (L̃0, s̃0) be their pull-backs over X3.

Lemma 7.3. (X3,D3) is a smooth pair. Moreover, the irreducible components of D3 are

(E++
1 ,D++

210,E
2
3, (E

2
2)

+,E1
3, (E

1
2)

+,E0
3,D

+
022),

which in this order are labeled as (D3
1, ...,D

3
8). Also D3

1 intersects with the rest of the divisors transver-
sally, and for the other i’s, D3

i , besides D3
1, only intersects with D3

i+1. Moreover,

− div(ωU) = 2D3
1 + 1D3

2 + 3D3
3 + 5D3

4 + 3D3
5 + 7D3

6 + 5D3
7 + 3D3

8 =:
∑

dαD
3
α

and
div(s̃0) = 1D3

1 + 1D3
2 + 2D3

3 + 3D3
4 + 1D3

5 + 3D3
6 + 2D3

7 + 1D3
8 =:

∑
λαD

3
α.
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Consequently, (
dα − 1

λα

)8

α=1

= (1, 0, 1, 4/3, 2, 2, 2, 2) .

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 := SOQ2(R) is connected in analytic topology. Also, Hx denotes the stabilizer subgroup
of G of some point x ∈ U(Q). Thanks to our R-split assumption,

Lemma 7.4. For every α ∈ {1, ..., 8}, D3
α(R) ̸= ∅ and U(R) consists of a single G-orbit. Consequently,

for every α = 1, ..., 8 and x ∈ U(Q), the analytic closure of G.x intersects with Dα(R).

Proof. That D3
α(R) ̸= ∅ follows from the construction (see appendix for details). It is easy to see that

the analytic closure of U(R) intersects with every D3
α(R). However, G.x is equal to U(R) thanks to

the following “exact” sequence

Hx → G → U(R) → H1(Gal(C/R),Hx)

and the triviality of H1(Gal(C/R),Hx). □

Let Γ be some arithmetic lattice.

Lemma 7.5. For every x ∈ U(Q) and every sequence (gn) of G, the following two are equivalent:

1. every limit point of (gn.x) is contained in
⋃
α ̸=2 D

3
α(R);

2. under the weak-∗ topology, limn→∞(gn)∗m
1
[Hx]

= m1
[G].

Proof. By our assumption, the only intermediate connected closed Q-subgroup between Hx and G is
the centralizer of Hx, a maximal torus in G. And a sequence (gn) is bounded modulo this maximal
torus iff the limit of (gn.x) is contained in D3

2(R)◦ ∪U(R). The conclusion thus follows from Theorem
4.2. □

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 Γ
of G,

# {M ∈ Γ.x | ∥M∥ ≤ R}
ω∞ {M ∈ G.x | ∥M∥ ≤ R}

∼
∣∣m[Hx]

∣∣∣∣m[G]

∣∣
where ω∞ is identified with the Haar measure mG/Hx

which is assumed to be compatible with the
Haar measures mG and mHx .

By Lemma 7.3 and Theorem 2.16, the limits

ν := lim
R→∞

mG/Hx
· 1BR,x

mG/Hx
(BR,x)

exists and is supported on ∪7
i=5D

3
i (R) ∩ D3

i+1(R). Here BR,x := {M ∈ G.x, ∥M∥ ≤ R}. It only
remains to invoke Lemma 5.1.

The second part follows from Theorem 2.16 and the calculation of (λα−1
dα

) as in Lemma 7.3. □

8. Example II, (n, 1)-splitting of Zn+1

Let

Λ(n, 1) :=
{
(v,M)

∣∣ v ∈ Zn, M ∈ Primn(Zn+1), Zn+1 = Z.v ⊕M
}

where Primn(Zn+1) denotes the collection of the rank-n subgroups M of Zn+1 such that Zn+1/M is
torsion-free.

Theorem 8.1. For two positive integers λ1, λ2, we have

#{(v,M) ∈ Λ(n, 1), ∥v∥λ1 ∥M∥λ2 ≤ R} ∼

{
cλ1,λ2 ·R

n+1
λ1 log(R), λ1 = λ2

cλ1,λ2 ·R
n+1

min{λ1,λ2} , λ1 ̸= λ2

for some cλ1,λ2
> 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 λ1 ̸= λ2, focusing happens.

Let G := SLn+1, which naturally acts on Qn+1 and its dual (Qn+1)∨. Let (e1, ..., en+1) be the
standard basis of Qn+1 and (e∨1 , ..., e

∨
n+1) be its dual basis so that (Qn+1)∨ is identified with Qn+1

under this basis. Note that Qn+1 naturally embeds in Pn+1
Q by x 7→ [x : 1]. Let y0 := ([e1 : 1], [e∨1 : 1])

and H be its stabilizer in G.
Let X be the Zariski closure of U := G.y0 in Pn+1

Q ×Pn+1
Q and D be the complement of U in X.

Write ([x : s], [α : t]) for a point in X. Define the following subvarieties:

1. D1 is defined by s = 0 and D2 by t = 0;
2. S1 (resp. S2) is defined by s = 0 but t ̸= 0 (resp. t = 0 but s ̸= 0);
3. S∗

1 (resp. S0
1) is the subvariety of S1 such that α ̸= 0 (resp. α = 0). S∗

2 and S0
2 are similarly

defined.

Lemma 8.3. The pair (X,D) is smooth. Moreover, D1 and D2 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

• y0 := ([e1 : 1], [e∨1 : 1]) as above is a representative of U(R);
• y∗1 := ([e2 : 0], [e∨1 : 1]) ∈ S∗

1(R) and y∗2 := ([e1 : 1], [e∨2 : 0]) ∈ S∗
2(R);

• y01 := ([e2 : 0], [0 : 1]) ∈ S0
1(R) and y02 := ([0 : 1], [e∨2 : 0]) ∈ S0

2(R);
• y12 := ([e1 : 0], [e∨2 : 0]) ∈ D1(R) ∩D2(R).

Lemma 8.5. Under the G-action, we have

X(R) = U(R)
⊔

S∗
1(R)

⊔
S0
1(R)

⊔
S∗
2(R)

⊔
S0
2(R)

⊔
(D1(R) ∩D2(R))

= G.y0
⊔

G.y∗1
⊔

G.y01
⊔

G.y∗2
⊔

G.y02
⊔

G.y12.

Let Γ := SLn+1(Z). Let M1 be the stabilizer of e1 in G and M2 be the stabilizer of e∨1 . We define
a map Φ from X(R) to Prob(G/Γ) ∪ {0} (here 0 denotes the zero measure) by

Φ(x) =



g∗m
1
[H] x = g.y0 ∈ U(R)

g∗m
1
[M2]

x = g.y∗1 ∈ S∗
1(R)

g∗m
1
[M1]

x = g.y∗2 ∈ S∗
2(R)

0 x ∈ S0
1(R) ∪ S0

2(R)
m1

[G] x ∈ D1(R) ∩D2(R).

Lemma 8.6. The map Φ is well-defined (independent of the choice of g) and continuous.

Let ωU be the G-invariant gauge form on U.

Lemma 8.7. The anti-canonical divisor is −div(ωU) = (n+ 2)D1 + (n+ 2)D2.

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(Di) for i = 1, 2 such that for (v,M) ∈ Λ(n, 1),

∥1D1
∥(v,M) =

(∑
v2i

)−1/2

, ∥1D2
∥(v,M) =

(∑
α2
i

)−1/2

where v =
∑
viei and M =

∑
αie

∨
i .

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(λ1D1 + λ2D2) such
that ∥∥∥1⊗λ1

D1
⊗ 1⊗λ2

D2

∥∥∥
(v,M)

= ∥v∥−λ1 ∥M∥−λ2 .

By Lemma 8.6 and 5.6, there exists some c > 0 such that

#{(v,M) ∈ Λ(n, 1), ∥v∥λ1 ∥M∥λ2 ≤ R} ∼ c ·mG/H(BR,y0).

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

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

M3(Q) =
{
(l1, l2, l3) ∈ (P2(Q))3

∣∣ (l1, l2, l3) are linearly independent
}
.

One can show that M3 is dense in P2
Q × P2

Q × P2
Q. Let D0 be its complement. P2

Q has a natural

integral model over Z, denoted as P2
Z, where P2

Q is viewed as the generic fibre. Let D0 be the closure

of D0 in P2
Z × P2

Z × P2
Z. Let M3 be the complement of D0 in P2

Z × P2
Z × P2

Z. Then one can verify
that, viewed as a subset of M3(Q) as above,

M3(Z) =
{
(l1, l2, l3) ∈ M3(Q)

∣∣ ∃vi ∈ Z3 with li = Q.vi, det(v1,v2,v3) = ±1
}

=
{
(l1, l2, l3) ∈ M3(Q)

∣∣ Z3 = (l1 ∩ Z3)⊕ (l2 ∩ Z3)⊕ (l3 ∩ Z3)
}
.

To measure the complexity of an element in M3(Z), we introduce the following functions:
For a discrete Z-submodule Λ of R3, let

∥Λ∥ := Vol(Λ⊗Z R/Λ)

where Λ⊗Z R is naturally embedded in R3 as a linear subspace and Vol is induced from the standard
Euclidean metric on R3. By convention, ∥{0}∥ := 1. Let (Λ1,Λ2,Λ3) be three rank one free Z-
submodules of R3 that form an R-linear basis of R3. For I ⊂ {1, 2, 3}, let ΛI := ⊕i∈IΛi. By default,
Λ∅ := {0}. For I, J ⊂ {1, 2, 3},

dIJ((Λi)
3
i=1) :=

∥ΛI∥ · ∥ΛJ∥
∥ΛI∩J∥ ∥ΛI∪J∥

.

Finally, for x = (l1, l2, l3) ∈ M3(R), take some non-zero vi ∈ li, and let Λi := Z.vi. For l = 1, 2, define

Htl(x) :=
∏

I,J⊂{1,2,3}, |I|=|J|=l

dIJ((Λi)
3
i=1).

One can check that this definition is independent of the choice of Λi’s.
Now we define weights for points in M3(Z). Take some x = (l1, l2, l3) ∈ M3(Z) and let Λi := li∩Z3.

Consider, for η > 0,

Ωx,η :=

{
t = (t1, t2, t3) ∈ R3

∣∣∣∣∣ t1 + t2 + t3 = 0,
∑
i∈I

ti ≥ − ln ∥ΛI∥+ ln η, ∀ I ⊂ {1, 2, 3}

}
where summation over an empty set is set to be 0. The weight function is just

wx = min{Vol(Ωx,η)
−1, 1}.

Theorem 9.1. Let κ1, κ2 > 0 and Ht(x) := Ht1(x)
κ1 Ht2(x)

κ2 for x ∈ M3(R). Then for η > 0 small
enough and some constant cκ1,κ2 > 0,∑

{x∈M3(Z) | Ht(x)≤R}

wx ∼

{
cκ1,κ2

·R 8
3 max{κ−1

1 ,κ−1
2 } κ1 ̸= κ2

cκ1,κ2
·R 8

3κ
−1
1 · log(R) κ1 = κ2.

Remark 9.2. Without weights, we expect an additional log(R)2 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:

XINC =
{
(l1, l2, l3, l12, l13, l23) ∈ (P2)3 × (Gr2,3)

3
∣∣ lI ⊂ lJ , ∀ I ⊂ J

}
.

The morphism M3 → XINC is given by mapping (l1, l2, l3) to (l1, l2, l3, l12, l13, l23) where lij is the
unique plane spanned by li and lj . One can check that the morphism is an open embedding with

dense image. As points in XINC are tuple of points and lines in P2 satisfying incidence conditions,
they describe “triangles” in P2. 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 XINC is naturally stratified. Let

D1
123 := {l1 = l2 = l3} , D2

123 := {l13 = l13 = l23} ,
D12,3 := {l1 = l2, l13 = l23} , D13,2 := {l1 = l3, l12 = l23} ,
D23,1 := {l2 = l3, l12 = l13} .

Also let the corresponding S⋆• denote points contained in D⋆
• but not the other D’s.

Let X1 := BlD1
123

(XINC) and D1 be the complement of M3 in X1.

Lemma 9.3. The pair (X1,D1) is smooth. Irreducible components of D1 are(
E,D+

12,3,D
+
13,2,D

+
23,1, (D

2
123)

+
)

where E denotes the exceptional divisor, same as the inverse image of D1
123. Moreover, the intersection

pattern is given as follows: D+
ij,k’s do not intersect with each other and for each i, j, k, the triple(

D+
ij,k,E, (D

2
123)

+
)
intersects transversally.

The proof is in Section A.3.6. We henceforth label (E,D+
12,3,D

+
13,2,D

+
23,1, (D

2
123)

+) as (D1, ...,D5).

To continue, note that G := SL3 acts on M3 and also XINC by linear transformations, making M3

into a homogeneous space. If o ∈ M3(Z) is the base point (Ze1,Ze2,Ze3), then the stabilizer H of o
in G is equal to the full diagonal torus in SL3.

Let ωM3
be the invariant gauge form, then

Lemma 9.4. In X1, the anti-canonical divisor is −div(ωM3
) = 9D1 + 6D2 + 6D3 + 6D4 + 9D5.

See Section A.3.9 for the proof.
Let ψ be a non-negative function on G/Γ (here G := SL3(R) and Γ := SL3(Z)) whose support is

large enough. Now we construct a continuous map from XINC(R) to Probψ(G/Γ). Let

• x1 := (Ze1,Ze1,Ze1,Ze1 ⊕ Ze2,Ze1 ⊕ Ze3,Ze1 ⊕ Z(e2 + e3)) in S1
123(R);

• x2 := (Ze1,Ze1,Ze3,Ze1 ⊕ Ze2,Ze1 ⊕ Ze3,Ze1 ⊕ Ze3) in S12,3(R);
• x3 := (Ze1,Ze2,Ze1,Ze1 ⊕ Ze2,Ze1 ⊕ Ze3,Ze1 ⊕ Ze2) in S13,2(R);
• x4 := (Ze1,Ze2,Ze2,Ze1 ⊕ Ze2,Ze1 ⊕ Ze2,Ze2 ⊕ Ze3) in S23,1(R);
• x5 := (Ze1,Ze2,Z(e1 + e2),Ze1 ⊕ Ze2,Ze1 ⊕ Ze2,Ze1 ⊕ Ze2) in S2

123(R).

Lemma 9.5. We have

XINC(R) = G.o
⊔

G.x2
⊔

G.x3
⊔

G.x4
⊔

(D1
123(R) ∪D2

123(R)).

For a partition {i, j}⊔{k} of {1, 2, 3}, let Hij be the simultaneous stabilizer in G of the line spanned

by ek and the plane spanned by ei, ej . Define ΦH : XINC(R) → Probψ(G/Γ) by

ΦH(x) :=



αψg (m[H]) if x = g.o ∈ M3(R)
αψg (m[H12]) if x = g.x2 ∈ S12,3(R)
αψg (m[H13]) if x = g.x3 ∈ S13,2(R)
αψg (m[H23]) if x = g.x4 ∈ S23,1(R)
mψ

[G] if x ∈ D1
123(R) ∪D2

123(R).

Lemma 9.6. The map ΦH is well-defined and continuous.



53

This is a corollary to discussions in Section A.3.10.
For {i, j} ⊂ {1, 2, 3}, let

XINC
ij :=

{
(li, lj , lij) ∈ P2 ×P2 ×Gr2,3

∣∣ li, lj ⊂ lij
}

together with a natural morphism πij : X
INC → XINC

ij . Let Mij denote the open subvariety where li
and lj are linearly independent and Dij be its complement.

Similarly, for {{i, j}, {i, k}} ⊂ {{1, 2}, {1, 3}, {2, 3}}, we define XINC
ij,ik, a subvariety of P2 ×Gr2,3 ×

Gr2,3, and πij,ik : XINC → XINC
ij,ik. Let Mij,ik denote the open subvariety where lij ̸= lik and Dij,ik its

complement.

Lemma 9.7. The pair (XINC
ij ,Dij) is smooth. Moreover, there exists a smooth metric on OXINC

ij
(Dij),

as a real analytic line bundle, such that if vi and vj are non-zero vectors on li and lj respectively, then
for x = (li, lj , lij) in Mij(R), ∥∥1Dij

∥∥
x
=

∥vi ∧ vj∥
∥vi∥ ∥vj∥

.

Similarly, the pair (XINC
ij,ik,Dij,ik) is smooth. And OXINC

ij,ik
(Dij,ik) can be equipped with a smooth metric

such that ∥∥1Dij,ik

∥∥
x
=

∥vi∥ ∥vi ∧ vj ∧ vk∥
∥vi ∧ vj∥ ∥vi ∧ vk∥

where lij is spanned by vi,vj and lik is spanned by vi,vk.

Let sij be the pull-back of the section 1Dij
to a section of the pull-back of OXINC

ij
(Dij) to a line

bundle over X1. Similarly define sij,ik.

Lemma 9.8. For {i, j} ⊂ {1, 2, 3}, div(sij) = E+D+
ij,k where k is such that {i, j, k} = {1, 2, 3}. And

div(sij,ik) = (D2
123)

+ +D+
jk,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 (κ1, κ2),

max

{
9− 1

κ1
,
9− 1

κ2

}
>

6− 1

κ1 + κ2
,

hence the limit

ν := lim
R→∞

mG/H · 1BR,o

mG/H(BR,o)

exists and is supported on E(R)∪ (D2
123)

+(R) by Lemma 9.4 and Theorem 2.16. Consequently, (BH1)
holds.

□

Remark 9.9. Let L :=
∑5
i=1 λiDi be a divisor on X1 with λi > 0. If we count with respect to a

height function associated with L, then the focusing phenomenon happens exactly when min{λ1, λ2} >
4
3 min{λ3, λ4, λ5}.

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. • Define quadratic forms Q0
1 and Q

0
2 by Q

0
1(x1, x2) = 2x1x2 and Q

0
2(x1, x2, x3, x4) =

2x1x4 + 2x2x3;
• Identify vectors with column vectors and linear maps with matrices. Let MQ0

i
(i = 1, 2) be the

matrix representations of Q0
i (i = 1, 2), we have

MQ0
1
=

[
0 1
1 0

]
, MQ0

2
=


0 0 0 1
0 0 1 0
0 1 0 0
1 0 0 0

 ;
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• Let x0 be the point ([M0 : λ0], ⟨N0⟩) with λ0 = 1,

M0 =


0 0
1 0
0 1
0 0

 , N0 =


0 0
1 0
0 1
0 0

 .
Note that (Q1,R2) is isomorphic to (Q0

1,R2) and (Q2,R4) is isomorphic to (Q0
2,R4). Therefore,

over R, we may and do replace Q2, Q1 by Q0
2 and Q0

1 in the definition of XINC.

A.1.2. Local coordinates: ideals of the closure. Without loss of generality, we assume that ([M :
λ], ⟨N⟩) lies in an open affine subvariety O where, since ⟨M⟩ is contained in ⟨N⟩, they take the
form

M =


1 β1
α2 β2

x1 + α2y1 β1x1 + β2y1
x2 + α2y2 β1x2 + β2y2

 , N =


1 0
0 1
x1 y1
x2 y2

 . (32)

Hence we regard O as a closed subvariety of the affine space

SpecR[α2, β1, β2, λ, x1, x2, y1, y2].

We need to find the (prime) ideals that correspond to XINC and various strata. By restricting to the
open subvariety λ ̸= 0, β2 − β1α2 ̸= 0, we have the equations (write M = [α,β])

Q0
2(α,α) = 0

Q0
2(α,β) = λ2

Q0
2(β,β) = 0

⇐⇒


Q0

2(α,α) = 0

Q0
2(α,β − β1α) = λ2

Q0
2(β − β1α,β − β1α) + 2β1λ

2 = 0

⇐⇒


(x2 + α2y2) + α2(x1 + α2y1) = 0

(β2 − β1α2)(y2 + x1 + 2α2y1)− λ2

(β2 − β1α2) [(β2 − β1α2)y1 + β1(y2 + x1 + 2α2y1)] = 0

⇐⇒


(x2 + α2y2) + α2(x1 + α2y1) = 0 (1)

(β2 − β1α2)(y2 + x1 + 2α2y1)− λ2 = 0 (2)

(β2 − β1α2)y1 + β1(y2 + x1 + 2α2y1) = 0 (3)

The last “ ⇐⇒ ” is because β2 − β1α2 is invertible in this open subvariety. If IXINC stands for the
prime ideal corresponding to O, then we have seen that(x2 + α2y2) + α2(x1 + α2y1),

(β2 − β1α2)(y2 + x1 + 2α2y1)− λ2,
(β2 − β1α2)y1 + β1(y2 + x1 + 2α2y1)

 ⊂ IXINC

It will be shown that IXINC is actually generated by these polynomials. This follows once we know
that the ideal generated by the left hand side, denoted as I0, is prime. To see this, we first do a few
change of variables.

By equations above, we eliminate x2 and replace β2 and y2 by

β′
2 := β2 − β1α2, y

′
2 := y2 + x1 + 2α2y1. (33)

ThenO is the closed subvariety of SpecR[λ, β1, β′
2, y1, y

′
2, α2, x1] corresponding to the smallest prime

ideal containing

I0 = ⟨β′
2y

′
2 − λ2, β′

2y1 + β1y
′
2⟩. (34)

Lemma A.1. In R := C[x, y, a, b, w], the ideal I generated by xy − w2 and xa + yb is prime. Hence
I0 is a prime ideal and I0 = IXINC .

Proof. Once we know I0 is prime, the closed subscheme X0 cut out by I0 is irreducible. In particular,
the closure of X0 ∩ {λ ̸= 0} is X0. But XINC, by definition, is the closure of XINC ∩ {λ ̸= 0} =

X0 ∩ {λ ̸= 0}, so X0 = XINC and I0 = IXINC .
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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
ϕ0, ϕ1, ϕ2 ∈ R such that

x · ϕ0 = ϕ1(xy − w2) + ϕ2(xa+ yb). (35)

Quotienting by ⟨x⟩, we have

ϕ1w
2 = ϕ2yb.

Since C[y, w, a, b] is a unique factorization domain, we have

ϕ1 = xϕ3 + ybϕ4, ϕ2 = xϕ5 + w2ϕ4

for some ϕ3, ϕ4, ϕ5 ∈ R. Inserting back to Equa.(35), we have

x · ϕ0 = x · [ϕ3(xy − w2) + ϕ5(xa+ yb) + ϕ4(y
2b+ w2a)]

=⇒ ϕ0 = ϕ3(xy − w2) + ϕ5(xa+ yb) + ϕ4(y
2b+ w2a)

= ϕ3(xy − w2) + ϕ5(xa+ yb) + ϕ4(−a(xy − w2) + y(xa+ yb)) ∈ I

So x is not a zero divisor modulo I. By inverting x, we see that ⟨I⟩ = ⟨y − x−1w2, a + x−1yb⟩ in
R[x, x−1, y, w, a, b]. In particular, it is a prime ideal. So if ϕ · ψ ∈ I, then there exists n such that
xnϕ ∈ I or xnψ ∈ I. But x is not a zero divisor modulo I, thus, ϕ ∈ I or ψ ∈ I. This shows that I is
prime.

□

A.1.3. Local coordinates: ideals of the stratum. Now we give the explicit local equations of Da,b,c. Let
Ia,b,c be the ideal corresponding toDa,b,c in the local affine subscheme given by SpecR[λ, β1, β′

2, y1, y
′
2, α2, x1],

same as last subsection.

Lemma A.2.

I2,1,0+ = ⟨λ, β1, β′
2⟩, I1,1,1 = ⟨λ, β′

2, y
′
2⟩, I0,2,2 = ⟨λ, y1, y′2⟩, I1,1,0+ = ⟨λ, β1, β′

2, y
′
2⟩,

I0,1,1 = ⟨λ, y1, y′2, β′
2⟩, I0,1,0+ = ⟨λ, β1, β′

2, y1, y
′
2⟩.

Proof. Via column operations, transform M into

M ′ =


1 0
α2 β′

2

x1 + α2y1 β′
2y1

x2 + α2y2 β′
2y2

 .
Thus rk(M) ≤ 1 iff all two minors of M ′ vanishes, which happens exactly when β′

2 = 0.
To detect rk(⟨N⟩, Q0

2), write N = [x,y] (as in Equa.(32)) and

BN :=

[
Q0

2(x,x) Q0
2(x,y)

Q0
2(x,y) Q0

2(y,y)

]
=

[
2x1 y2 + x1

y2 + x1 2y1

]
.

Thus the ideal corresponding to rk(⟨N⟩, Q0
2) ≤ 1 is the radical of ⟨x2y1 − (y2 + x1)

2, λ⟩, which, after
eliminating x2, is equal to ⟨(y2 + x1 +2α2y1)

2, λ⟩. So its radical is ⟨y′2 = y2 + x1 +2α2y1, λ⟩. And the
ideal corresponding to rk(⟨N⟩, Q0

2) = 0 is then ⟨x2, y1, y2 + x1, λ⟩, which, after eliminating x2, is equal
to ⟨y1, y′2, λ⟩.

To see rk([MTr], Q0
1), first we perform row operation on M to get

M ′′ =


1 β1
0 β′

2

0 β′
2y1

0 β′
2y2

 =


v1

v2

v3

v4

 .
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Then we compute

BM ′′ =


Q0

1(v1,v1) Q0
1(v1,v2) Q0

1(v1,v3) Q0
1(v1,v4)

Q0
1(v1,v2) Q0

1(v2,v2) Q0
1(v2,v3) Q0

1(v2,v4)
Q0

1(v1,v3) Q0
1(v2,v3) Q0

1(v3,v3) Q0
1(v3,v4)

Q0
1(v1,v4) Q0

1(v2,v4) Q0
1(v2,v3) Q0

1(v4,v4)



=


2β1 β′

2 y1β
′
2 y2β

′
2

β′
2 0 0 0

y1β
′
2 0 0 0

y2β
′
2 0 0 0

 .
Thus the ideal for rk(⟨MTr⟩, Q0

1) ≤ 1 is ⟨β′
2, λ⟩ and the ideal for rk(⟨MTr⟩, Q0

1) = 0 is ⟨β1, β′
2, λ⟩.

Now it is not hard to check the claim using these computations. □

A.1.4. Explicit constructions of a resolution, step I. By Lemma A.1, XINC restricted to this affine
open subvariety corresponds to

⟨β′
2y

′
2 − λ2, β′

2y1 + β1y
′
2⟩ ⊂ R[β1, β′

2, λ, y1, y
′
2]× R[α2, x1].

As the variables α2, x1 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 D010+ .
Then BlD010+

XINC can be viewed as a subvariety of BlD010+
A5 ⊂ A5 × P4. If (x1 : x2 : ... : x5)

(resp. (x1, x2, ..., x5)) is a typical point of P4 (resp. A5), we let Ui (resp. A
5
i ) be the open subvariety

of BlD010+
A5 (resp. A5) with xi ̸= 0. Therefore, BlD010+

XINC ∩ Ui is viewed as a subvariety of

A1 ×A4. Recall that we are going to ignore α2, x1.

A.1.5. U1. On U1 := {λ̃ ̸= 0}, we let β̃1, β̃2, ỹ1, ỹ2 be the coordinates of A4. So U1 is identified with

SpecR[λ]× SpecR[β̃1, β̃2, ỹ1, ỹ2] and we have

1. β1 = λβ̃1, β
′
2 = λβ̃2, y1 = λỹ1, y

′
2 = λỹ1;

2. The ideal of BlD010+
XINC on U1 is ⟨β̃2ỹ2 − 1, β̃2

2 ỹ1 + β̃1⟩;
3. The proper transforms of D210,D111 and D022 are contained in the complement;
4. The exceptional divisor E1 is given by ⟨λ⟩.

According to 2, we can eliminate β̃1 = −β̃2
2 ỹ1 and view BlD010+

XINC on U1 as a closed subvariety of

SpecR[λ, β̃2, ỹ1, ỹ2] defined by the ideal ⟨β̃2ỹ2 − 1⟩. With this new coordinate,

3’. The proper transforms of D210,D111,D022 are contained in the complement;
4’. The exceptional divisor E1 is given by ⟨λ⟩.

So it is clear that we have arrived at a smooth pair on U1.

A.1.6. U2. Similarly U2 = {β̃1 ̸= 0} is identified with SpecR[β1]× SpecR[λ̃, β̃2, ỹ1, ỹ2]. And

1. λ = β1λ̃, β
′
2 = β1β̃2, y1 = β1ỹ1, y

′
2 = β1ỹ2;

2. The ideal of BlD010+
XINC on U2 is ⟨β̃2ỹ2 − λ̃2, β̃2ỹ1 + ỹ2⟩;

3. The proper transform of D210 is contained in the complement of U2;

4. The proper transform D+
111 is ⟨λ̃, β̃2, ỹ2⟩, D+

022 is ⟨λ̃, ỹ1, ỹ2⟩ and D+
011 is ⟨λ̃, ỹ1, ỹ2, β̃2⟩;

5. The exceptional divisor E1 is given by ⟨β1⟩.
Eliminate ỹ2 = −β̃2ỹ1 by 2. So viewBlD010+

XINC on U2 as the closed subvariety of SpecR[β1, λ̃, β̃2, ỹ1]
defined by ⟨β̃2

2 ỹ1 + λ̃2⟩. The proper transforms of divisors (on U2) become

D+
210 : ∅; D+

111 : ⟨λ̃, β̃2⟩; D+
022 : ⟨λ̃, ỹ1⟩; D+

011 : ⟨λ̃, β̃2, ỹ1⟩; E1 : ⟨β1⟩.

A.1.7. U3. U3 is identified with SpecR[β′
2]× SpecR[λ̃, β̃1, ỹ1, ỹ2]. And

1. λ = β1λ̃, β
′
2 = β1β̃2, y1 = β1ỹ1, y

′
2 = β1ỹ2;

2. The ideal of BlD010+
XINC is ⟨ỹ2 − λ̃2, ỹ1 + β̃1ỹ2⟩;

3. The proper transforms of D210,D111 are contained in the complement;

4. The proper transform D+
022 is ⟨λ̃⟩;
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5. The exceptional divisor E1 is given by ⟨β′
2⟩.

Eliminating ỹ2 = λ̃2, ỹ1 = −β̃1ỹ2 by 2, we see that BlD010+
XINC∩U3 is isomorphic to the affine space

SpecR[β′
2, λ̃, β̃1], with

3’. The proper transforms of D210,D111 are contained in the complement;

4’. The proper transform D+
022 is ⟨λ̃⟩;

5’. The exceptional divisor E1 is given by ⟨β′
2⟩.

So we have arrived at a smooth pair.

A.1.8. U4. U4 is identified with SpecR[y1]×SpecR[λ̃, β̃1, β̃2, ỹ2]. It turns out that β̃2 = −β̃1ỹ2 can be
eliminated and we get

1. BlD010+
XINC ∩U4 is a closed subvariety of SpecR[y1, λ̃, β̃1, ỹ2] defined by ⟨ỹ22 β̃1 + λ̃2⟩;

2. The proper transform of D022 is contained in the complement;

3. The proper transform D+
210 is ⟨λ̃, β̃1⟩, D+

111 is ⟨λ̃, ỹ2⟩ and D+
110 is ⟨λ̃, β̃1, ỹ2⟩;

4. The exceptional divisor E1 is given by ⟨y1⟩.

A.1.9. U5. U5 is identified with SpecR[y′2]×SpecR[λ̃, β̃1, β̃2, ỹ1]. It turns out that both β̃1 = λ̃2, β̃2 =

−β̃2ỹ1 can be eliminated and

1. BlD010+
XINC on U5 is identified with the affine space SpecR[y′2, λ̃, ỹ1];

2. The proper transforms of D022 and D111 are contained in the complement of U5;

3. The proper transform D+
210 is ⟨λ̃⟩.

4. The exceptional divisor E1 is ⟨y′2⟩.
So we also get a smooth pair here.

A.1.10. Summary. On U1,U3,U5, our BlD0,1,0+
XINC is already a smooth pair. Below is the intersec-

tion patterns of the proper transforms of various boundary components:

D+
210 D+

111 D+
022

D+
110 D+

011

where the arrow means “is contained in”, or more precisely, “ is the intersection of ”. The exceptional
divisor E1, which does not appear, intersects all of them transversally.

A.1.11. Explicit constructions of a resolution, step II. Call X1 := BlD0,1,0+
XINC. As the second step,

we blow up D+
011

⊔
D+

110 on U2 and U4. Let E1
2 (resp. E2

2) the exceptional divisor corresponding to
D+

011 (resp. D+
110).

A.1.12. U21. Over U2 we would have U21 ∪U22 ∪U23, with D+
011 being blown up.

U21 is identified with SpecR[β1, λ̃]× SpecR[˜̃β2,
˜̃y1]. We have

1. The ideal of BlD+
011

X1 ∩U21 is ⟨˜̃β2

2λ̃
˜̃y1 + 1⟩;

2. The proper transforms of D+
210, D

+
022 and D+

111 are contained in the complement;
3. The proper transform E+

1 is ⟨β1⟩.
4. The exceptional divisor E1

2 is in the complement.

A.1.13. U22. U22 is identified with SpecR[β1, β̃2]× SpecR[˜̃λ, ˜̃y1]. We have

1. The ideal of BlD+
011

X1 ∩U22 is ⟨β̃2˜̃y1 + ˜̃λ2⟩;
2. The proper transforms of D+

210 and D+
111 are contained in the complement of U21;

3. The proper transform D++
022 (of D+

022) is ⟨
˜̃
λ, ˜̃y1⟩.

4. The proper transform E+
1 is ⟨β1⟩ (strictly speaking, E+

1 should be the intersection of the zero
of ⟨β1⟩ with BlD+

011
X1. Similar abuse of notation also appears below). The exceptional divisor

E1
2 is ⟨β̃2,

˜̃
λ⟩.
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A.1.14. U23. U23 is identified with SpecR[β1, ỹ1]× SpecR[˜̃λ, ˜̃β2] and

1. The ideal of BlD+
011

X1 ∩U23 is ⟨˜̃β2

2ỹ1 +
˜̃
λ
2

⟩;
2. The proper transforms of D+

210 and D+
022 are contained in the complement of U21;

3. The proper transform D++
111 (of D+

111) is ⟨
˜̃
λ,
˜̃
β2⟩;

4. The proper transform E+
1 is ⟨β1⟩. The exceptional divisor E1

2 is ⟨ỹ1,
˜̃
λ⟩.

A.1.15. U41. Over U4 we would have U41 ∪U42 ∪U43, with D+
110 being blown up.

U41 is identified with SpecR[y1, λ̃]× SpecR[˜̃β1,
˜̃y2] and

1. The ideal of BlD+
110

X1 ∩U41 is ⟨λ̃˜̃β1
˜̃y22 + 1⟩;

2. The proper transforms of D+
210, D

+
022 and D+

111 are contained in the complement;
3. The proper transform E+

1 is ⟨y1⟩;
4. The exceptional divisor E2

2 is in the complement.

A.1.16. U42. U42 is identified with SpecR[y1, β̃1]× SpecR[˜̃λ, ˜̃y2] and
1. The ideal of BlD+

110
X1 ∩U42 is ⟨˜̃y22β̃1 + ˜̃λ2⟩;

2. The proper transforms of D+
210 and D+

022 are contained in the complement of U42;

3. The proper transform D++
111 (of D+

111) is ⟨
˜̃
λ, ˜̃y2⟩;

4. The proper transform E+
1 is ⟨y1⟩. The exceptional divisor E2

2 is ⟨β̃1,
˜̃
λ⟩.

A.1.17. U43. U43 is identified with SpecR[y1, ỹ2]× SpecR[˜̃λ, ˜̃β1] and

1. The ideal of BlD+
110

X1 ∩U43 is ⟨˜̃β1ỹ2 +
˜̃
λ
2

⟩;
2. The proper transforms of D+

111 and D+
022 are contained in the complement;

3. The proper transform D++
210 of D+

210 is ⟨˜̃λ, ˜̃β1⟩;
4. The proper transform E+

1 is ⟨y1⟩. The exceptional divisor E2
2 is ⟨ỹ2,

˜̃
λ⟩.

A.1.18. Summary. On U21 and U41, we already have a good pair. It remains to deal with U22,U23,U42

and U43. The intersection pattern after this blowup is as follows:

D++
210 E2

2 D++
111 E1

2 D++
022

where ↔ means “intersects with”. As before, E+
1 intersects every divisor here transversally.

A.1.19. Explicit constructions of a resolution, step III. Call X2 := BlD+
011⊔D+

110
X1. As the final step,

we blow up C := (E1
2 ∩D++

022)
⊔
D++

111

⊔
(D++

210 ∩ E2
2). Let E0

3 (resp. E1
3, E

2
3) be the total transform of

E1
2 ∩D++

022 (resp. D++
111, D

++
210 ∩E2

2).

A.1.20. U221. Over U22 we are going to have U221 ∪U222 ∪U223.

U221 is identified with SpecR[β1,
˜̃
λ]× SpecR[˜̃β2,

˜̃̃
y1] and

1. The ideal of BlC X2 ∩U221 is ⟨˜̃β2
˜̃̃
y1 + 1⟩;

2. The proper transforms of D++
210, D

++
111, D

++
022 and E1

2 are in the complement of U221;

3. The proper transform E++
1 is ⟨β1⟩. The exceptional divisor E0

3 is ⟨˜̃λ⟩.
A.1.21. U222. U222 is identified with SpecR[β1, β̃2]×SpecR[

˜̃̃
λ,
˜̃̃
y1]. It turns out that one can eliminate˜̃̃

y1 = −
˜̃̃
λ

2

. After this is done, we have:

1. BlC X2 ∩U222 is identified with the affine space SpecR[β1, β̃2,
˜̃̃
λ];

2. The proper transforms of D++
210, D

++
111 and E1

2 are in the complement of U222. The proper

transform D+++
022 is ⟨

˜̃̃
λ⟩;
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3. The proper transform E++
1 is ⟨β1⟩. The exceptional divisor E0

3 is ⟨β̃2⟩.

A.1.22. U223. U223 is identified as SpecR[β1, ˜̃y1]×SpecR[
˜̃̃
λ,
˜̃
β2] and we can eliminate

˜̃
β2 = −

˜̃̃
λ

2

. Then
we have

1. BlC X2 ∩U223 is identified with the affine space SpecR[β1, ˜̃y1, ˜̃̃λ];
2. The proper transforms of D++

210, D
++
111 and D++

022 are in the complement of U223;

3. The proper transform E++
1 is ⟨β1⟩, (E1

2)
+ is ⟨

˜̃̃
λ⟩ and the exceptional divisor E0

3 is ⟨˜̃y1⟩.
A.1.23. U231. Over U23 we are going to have U231 ∪U232.

U231 is identified as SpecR[β1, ỹ1,
˜̃
λ]× SpecR[

˜̃̃
β2] and

1. The ideal of BlC X2 ∩U231 is ⟨
˜̃̃
β

2

2ỹ1 + 1⟩;
2. The proper transforms of D++

210, D
++
111, D

++
022 and E1

2 are in the complement of U221;

3. The proper transform E++
1 is ⟨β1⟩. The exceptional divisor E1

3 is ⟨˜̃λ⟩.
A.1.24. U232. U232 is identified as SpecR[β1, ỹ1,

˜̃
β2] × SpecR[

˜̃̃
λ] and one eliminates ỹ1 = −

˜̃̃
λ

2

. After
that, we have:

1. BlC X2 ∩U232 is identified with the affine space SpecR[β1,
˜̃
β2,
˜̃̃
λ];

2. The proper transforms of D++
210, D

++
111 and D++

022 are in the complement of U232;

3. The proper transform E++
1 is ⟨β1⟩, (E1

2)
+ is ⟨

˜̃̃
λ⟩ and the exceptional divisor E1

3 is ⟨˜̃β2⟩.

A.1.25. U421. Over U42 we have U421 ∪U422 with the ideal ⟨˜̃λ, ˜̃y2⟩ of D++
111 being blown up.

U421 is identified as SpecR[y1, β̃1,
˜̃
λ]× SpecR[˜̃̃y2] and we have

1. The ideal of BlC X2 is ⟨˜̃̃y22β̃1 + 1⟩;
2. The proper transforms of D++

210, D
++
111, D

++
022 and E2

2 are in the complement of U421;

3. The proper transform E++
1 is ⟨y1⟩. The exceptional divisor E1

3 is ⟨˜̃λ⟩.
A.1.26. U422. U422 is identified as SpecR[y1, β̃1, ˜̃y2]× SpecR[

˜̃̃
λ] and we eliminate β̃1 = −

˜̃̃
λ

2

. Then,

1. BlC X2 ∩U422 is identified with the affine space SpecR[y1, ˜̃y2, ˜̃̃λ];
2. The proper transforms of D++

210, D
++
111 and D++

022 are in the complement of U422;

3. The proper transform E++
1 is ⟨y1⟩ and (E2

2)
+ is ⟨

˜̃̃
λ⟩. The exceptional divisor E1

3 is ⟨˜̃y2⟩.
A.1.27. U431. Over U43, we are going to have U431∪U432∪U433, with the ideal ⟨˜̃λ, ˜̃β1, ỹ2⟩ of D

++
210∩E2

2

being blown up.

U431 is identified as SpecR[y1,
˜̃
λ]× SpecR[

˜̃̃
β1,
˜̃y2] and we have

1. The ideal of BlC X2 is ⟨˜̃y2 ˜̃̃β1 + 1⟩;
2. The proper transforms of D++

210, D
++
111, D

++
022 and (E2

2)
+ are in the complement of U221;

3. The proper transform E++
1 is ⟨y1⟩. The exceptional divisor E2

3 is ⟨˜̃λ⟩.
A.1.28. U432. U432 is identified as SpecR[ỹ1,

˜̃
β1] × SpecR[

˜̃̃
λ, ˜̃y2]. One can eliminate ˜̃y2 = −

˜̃̃
λ

2

here
after which we have

1. BlC X2 is identified with the affine space SpecR[ỹ1,
˜̃
β1,
˜̃̃
λ];

2. The proper transforms of D++
210, D

++
111 and D++

022 are in the complement of U432;

3. The proper transform E++
1 is ⟨y1⟩, (E2

2)
+ is ⟨

˜̃̃
λ⟩. The exceptional divisor E0

3 is ⟨˜̃β1⟩.
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A.1.29. U433. U433 is identified with SpecR[ỹ1, ỹ2] × SpecR[
˜̃̃
λ,
˜̃̃
β1] and we eliminate

˜̃̃
β1 = −

˜̃̃
λ

2

here.
After that,

1. BlC X2 is identified with the affine space SpecR[ỹ1, ỹ2,
˜̃̃
λ];

2. The proper transforms of D++
111, D

++
022 and (E1

2)
+ are in the complement of U433. The proper

transform D+++
210 is ⟨

˜̃̃
λ⟩;

3. The proper transform E++
1 is ⟨y1⟩. The exceptional divisor E2

3 is ⟨ỹ2⟩.
Finally, we have obtained a smooth pair everywhere. Let X3 := BlC X2. 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, E++

1 intersects everything transversally.

D+++
210 E2

3 (E2
2)

+ E1
3 (E1

2)
+ E0

3 D+++
022 .

A.1.30. Explicit invariant gauge form. First we present the invariant gauge form on SL2(R)×SL2(R).
In coordinates, elements in SL2(R)× SL2(R) can be written as([

u1 u2
u3 u4

]
,

[
w1 w2

w3 w4

])
, satisfying u1u4 − u2u3 = w1w4 − w2w3 = 1. (36)

Then the invariant form is given by

ω0 :=
du1 ∧ du2 ∧ du3

u1
∧ dw1 ∧ dw2 ∧ dw3

w1
.

Let us put one more restriction:

f = u1w4 + u4w1 − u2w3 − u3w2 = 0, (37)

which is invariant under the SL2(R) × SL2(R) action: (g, h) · (A,B) := (gAh−1, gBh−1). One can
verify that

ω1 :=
du1 ∧ du2 ∧ du3 ∧ dw1 ∧ dw2

(u1w2 − u2w1)u1

satisfies

ω1 ∧ df = ω0 restricted to f = 0.

And hence ω1 is an invariant volume form on {f = 0}.
Let u′ := (u′1, u

′
2, u

′
3, u

′
4) := (u1,−u2, u3, u4) and w′ := (w′

1, w
′
2, w

′
3, w

′
4) := (w1,−w2, w3, w4), then

Equa.(36, 37) become

Q0
2(u

′,u′) = Q0
2(w

′,w′) = 2, Q0
2(u

′,w′) = 0. (38)

Let us further set

γ :=
u′ + iw′

2
, θ :=

u′ − iw′

2
.

Then Equa.(38) becomes

Q0
2(γ,γ) = Q0

2(θ,θ) = 0, Q0
2(γ,θ) = 1,

which is exactly the model of homogeneous space discussed above in Section A.1.1. Using these new
variables,

ω1 =
dγ1 ∧ dθ1 ∧ dγ2 ∧ dθ2 ∧ (dγ3 + dθ3)

(γ1 + θ1)(γ1θ2 − γ2θ1)
.

Recall the coordinates as introduced in Equa.(33) and

[


γ1 θ1
γ2 θ2
γ3 θ3
γ4 θ4

 : 1] =


1 β1
α2 β2

x1 + α2y1 β1x1 + β2y1
x2 + α2y2 β1x1 + β2y2

 : λ].
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We have 
γ1 = 1

λ =⇒ dγ1 = −λ−1dλ

θ1 = β1

λ =⇒ dθ1 = ±λ−1dβ1 mod dλ

γ2 = α2

λ =⇒ dγ2 = λ−1dα2 mod dλ

θ2 = β2

λ =⇒ dθ2 = λ−1dβ′
2 mod dλ, dβ1, dα2,

and finally,

γ3 + θ3 = λ−1(x1 + α2y1 + β1x1 + β2y1)

=⇒ dγ3 + dθ3 = ±1 + β1
λ

dx1 mod dλ, dβ1, dα2, dβ
′
2

γ1 + θ1 = λ−1(1 + β1), γ1θ2 − γ2θ1 = λ−2β′
2.

In sum, we get the invariant gauge form on XINC:

ω1 = ± 1

λ3β′
2

dλ ∧ dβ1 ∧ dβ′
2 ∧ dx1 ∧ dα2.

Similar to the above, we can ignore the variables x1 and α2 and focus on

ω2 :=
1

λ3β′
2

dλ ∧ dβ1 ∧ dβ′
2. (39)

We will compute poles of ω2, or equivalently, ω1, along the boundaries in X3.

A.1.31. The order of pole along E++
1 is 2. This can be checked on U1 where

β1 = λβ̃1, β
′
2 = λβ̃′

2, β̃1 = −β̃2
2 ỹ1.

In particular,

dβ̃1 = −β̃2
2dỹ1 mod dβ̃2.

Consequently,

ω2 =
β̃2
λ2

dλ ∧ dỹ1 ∧ dβ̃2. (40)

Since the local equation of E1 is given by λ = 0, we get Pole(ω2,E1) = 2. But the blowup morphisms
are trivial over U1 hence Pole(ω2,E

++
1 ) = 2.

A.1.32. The order of pole along D+++
022 is 3. This can be found on U3 where λ = λ̃β′

2, β1 = β̃1β
′
2.

Thus,

ω2 =
1

λ̃3β′4
2

d(λ̃β′
2) ∧ d(β̃1β

′
2) ∧ dβ′

2 =
1

λ̃3(β′
2)

2
dλ̃ ∧ dβ̃1 ∧ dβ′

2.

Since the local equation of D+
022 is given by λ̃ = 0, we have Pole(ω2,D

+
022) = 3. But the blowup

morphism is trivial over U3, so Pole(ω2,D
+++
022 ) = 3.

A.1.33. The order of pole along D+++
210 is 1. This can be checked on U5 where one has the coordinates

y′2, ỹ1, λ̃ and β̃2 = λ̃2, β̃1 = −β̃2ỹ1 = −λ̃2ỹ1 are eliminated. Also, λ = λ̃y′2, β1 = β̃1y
′
2 and β2 = β̃2y

′
2.

The local equation of D+
210 is λ̃ = 0. Then one can compute

ω2 =
1

y′42 λ̃
3β̃2

d(λ̃y′2) ∧ d(β̃1y
′
2) ∧ d(β̃2y

′
2)

= ± 1

(y′2)
2λ̃

dy′2 ∧ dỹ1 ∧ dλ̃.

Now one sees directly that Pole(ω2,D
+++
210 ) = Pole(ω2,D

+
210) = 1.
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A.1.34. The order of pole along E0
3 is 5, along (E1

2)
+ is 7. These can be checked on U222.

First we have that on U2, the coordinates are given by β1, λ̃, β̃2, ỹ1 and ỹ2 = −β̃2ỹ1 is eliminated.

The local equation of X1 is β̃2
2 ỹ1 + λ̃2 = 0. And one has the relations:

λ = λ̃β1, β2 = β̃2β1, yi = ỹiβ1, i = 1, 2.

From this one can compute

ω2 =
1

λ̃3β2
1 β̃2

dλ̃ ∧ dβ1 ∧ dβ̃2.

On U22 one has coordinates β1, β̃2,
˜̃
λ, ˜̃y1 with λ̃ = β̃2

˜̃
λ, ỹ1 = β̃2˜̃y1. Local equation of X2 is

β̃2˜̃y1 + ˜̃λ2 = 0. Then

ω2 =
1

(
˜̃
λ)3β2

1 β̃
3
2

d
˜̃
λ ∧ dβ1 ∧ dβ̃2.

Finally over U222, we have the coordinates β1, ˜̃y1, ˜̃̃λ and
˜̃
β2 = −

˜̃̃
λ

2

is eliminated. And X3 ∩U222 is

the full affine space here. One has
˜̃
λ = ˜̃y1 ˜̃̃λ, ˜̃β2 = ˜̃y1β̃2. The local equation of E0

3 is ˜̃y1 = 0 and that

of (E1
2)

+ is
˜̃̃
λ = 0. Now compute

ω2 =
1

(
˜̃̃
λ)3β2

1(
˜̃
β2)

3(˜̃y1)6 d(
˜̃y1 ˜̃̃λ) ∧ dβ1 ∧ d(˜̃y1 ˜̃̃λ2)

= ± 1

(
˜̃̃
λ)7β2

1(
˜̃y1)5 d

˜̃y1 ∧ dβ1 ∧ d
˜̃̃
λ.

Hence Pole(ω2,E
0
3) = 5 and Pole(ω2, (E

1
2)

+) = 7.

A.1.35. The order of pole along E1
3 is 3, along (E2

2)
+ is 5. We shall check this on U422.

To cut the story short, on U422, we have coordinates y1, ˜̃y2, ˜̃̃λ and X3 is the full affine space. The

local equation of E1
3 is ˜̃y2 = 0 and that of (E2

2)
+ is

˜̃̃
λ = 0. The relations with the old coordinates are

λ = y1λ̃ = y1β̃1
˜̃
λ = −y1(

˜̃̃
λ)3˜̃y2,

β1 = −y1(
˜̃̃
λ)2, β′

2 = −y1(
˜̃̃
λ)4˜̃y2.

Now we can compute

ω2 = ±d(y1(
˜̃̃
λ)3˜̃y2) ∧ d(y1(

˜̃̃
λ)4˜̃y2) ∧ d(y1(

˜̃̃
λ)2)

y31(
˜̃̃
λ)9(˜̃y2)3y1(˜̃̃λ)4˜̃y2

= ± 1

y41(
˜̃̃
λ)13(˜̃y2)4 d(y1(

˜̃̃
λ)3˜̃y2) ∧ (y1(˜̃̃λ)3˜̃y2)d

˜̃̃
λ ∧ d(y1(

˜̃̃
λ)2)

= ± 1

y21(
˜̃̃
λ)5(˜̃y2)3 d

˜̃y2 ∧ d
˜̃̃
λ ∧ dy1.

Hence Pole(ω2,E
1
3) = 3 and Pole(ω2, (E

2
2)

+) = 5.
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A.1.36. The order of pole along E2
3 is 3. This will be checked on U432. We have here coordinates

y1,
˜̃
β1,
˜̃̃
λ and there are no further constrains on X3. Moreover, the local equation of E2

3 is
˜̃
β1 = 0. The

relations with the old coordinates are given by

λ = y1λ̃ = y1ỹ2
˜̃
λ = y1

˜̃
β
2

1
˜̃y2 ˜̃̃λ = −y1(

˜̃
β1)

2(
˜̃̃
λ)3,

β1 = y1β̃1 = y1ỹ2
˜̃
β1 = −y1(

˜̃
β1)

2(
˜̃̃
λ)2,

β′
2 = y1β̃2 = −y1β̃1ỹ2 = −y1

˜̃
β1ỹ

2
2 = −y1(

˜̃
β1)

3(˜̃y2)2 = −y1(
˜̃
β1)

3(
˜̃̃
λ)4.

Therefore,

ω2 = ±d(y1(
˜̃
β1)

2(
˜̃̃
λ)3) ∧ d(y1(

˜̃
β1)

2(
˜̃̃
λ)2) ∧ d(y1(

˜̃
β1)

3(
˜̃̃
λ)4)(

y31(
˜̃
β1)

6(
˜̃̃
λ)9
)
·
(
y1(
˜̃
β1)

3(
˜̃̃
λ)4
)

= ± 1

y41(
˜̃
β1)

9(
˜̃̃
λ)13

(
y1(
˜̃
β1)

2(
˜̃̃
λ)2
)
d
˜̃̃
λ ∧ d(y1(

˜̃
β1)

2(
˜̃̃
λ)2) ∧ d(y1(

˜̃
β1)

3(
˜̃̃
λ)4)

= ± 1

y31(
˜̃
β1)

7(
˜̃̃
λ)11

d
˜̃̃
λ ∧ (

˜̃̃
λ)2d(y1(

˜̃
β1)

2) ∧ (
˜̃̃
λ)4d(y1(

˜̃
β1)

3)

= ± 1

y21(
˜̃
β1)

3(
˜̃̃
λ)5

d
˜̃̃
λ ∧ dy1 ∧ d

˜̃
β1,

from which one sees that Pole(ω2,E
2
3) = 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.y0 with y0 := ([e1 : 1], [e∨1 : 1]) in Pn+1

Q ×Pn+1
Q and D is the complement

of U in X. If a general (closed) point in X is denoted as [v : s], [α : t], then D1 is defined by s = 0
and D2 by t = 0.

A.2.1. Local equations of stratum. We define the following affine open subvarieties of X:

O1 : {([1 : v2 : ... : vn+1 : s], [α1 : 1 : α3 : ... : αn+1 : t])} ;
O2 : {([v1 : v2 : ... : vn+1 : 1], [1 : α2 : ... : αn+1 : t])} ;
O3 : {([1 : v2 : ... : vn+1 : s], [α1 : α2 : ... : αn+1 : 1])} .

Using these local coordinates, one finds that4

Lemma A.3. As a closed subvariety of SpecQ[v2, ..., vn+1, α1, α3, ..., αn+1, s, t], the ideal of O1 is
generated by

f1 := α1 + v2 +

n+1∑
i=3

viαi − st.

The ideal of D1 ∩O1 (resp. D2 ∩O1) is generated by f1, s (resp. f1, t).
As a closed subvariety of SpecQ[v1, ..., vn+1, α2, ..., αn+1, t], the ideal of O2 is generated by

f2 := v1 +

n+1∑
i=2

viαi − t.

The ideal of D2 ∩O2 is generated by f2, t and D1 ∩O2 is empty.
As a closed subvariety of SpecQ[v2, ..., vn+1, α1, ..., αn+1, s], the ideal of O3 is generated by

f3 := α1 +

n+1∑
i=2

viαi − s.

4Compared to the last subsection, it is direct to verify the ideals generated by fi is prime.
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The ideal of D1 ∩O3 is generated by f2, s and D2 ∩O3 is empty.

A.2.2. The divisor of the invariant gauge form. It suffices to work with O1. In the ambient affine
space, the differential form

ω1 :=d(
1

s
) ∧ d(

v2
s
) ∧ ... ∧ d(

vn+1

s
) ∧ d(

α1

t
) ∧ d(

1

t
) ∧ d(

α3

t
) ∧ ... ∧ d(

αn+1

t
)

=± s−(n+2)t−(n+2)ds ∧ dv2 ∧ ... ∧ dvn+1 ∧ dt ∧ dα1 ∧ dα3 ∧ ... ∧ dαn+1

is G-invariant. Then, the unique (up to a scalar) solution ωU on f1 = 0 to

ω1 = ωU ∧ df1

is the invariant gauge form. Since

df1 = dv2 +

(
dα1 +

n+1∑
i=3

(αidvi + vidαi)− tds− sdt

)
,

we find that up to a scalar,

ωU = s−(n+2)t−(n+2)ds ∧ dv3 ∧ ... ∧ dvn+1 ∧ dt ∧ dα1 ∧ dα3 ∧ ... ∧ dαn+1.

And it is direct to check that

Pole(ωU,D1) = Pole(ωU,D2) = 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 (gn) 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 (gne1) and (gn.e

∨
1 ) go to 0.

Lemma A.4. Let (gn) be a sequence in G. By passing to a subsequence, we are in exactly one of the
following situations:

1. (gn.e1) or (gne
∨
1 ) tends to 0, in which case,

lim
n→∞

(gn)∗m
1
[H] = 0;

2. (gn) converges to δ ∈ G modulo H, in which case,

lim
n→∞

(gn)∗m
1
[H] = δ∗m

1
[H];

3. (gn) is unbounded modulo H, but converges to δ ∈ G modulo M1, in which case,

lim
n→∞

(gn)∗m
1
[H] = δ∗m

1
[M1]

;

4. (gn) is unbounded modulo H, but converges to δ ∈ G modulo M2, in which case,

lim
n→∞

(gn)∗m
1
[H] = δ∗m

1
[M2]

;

5. (gn.e1) and (gn.e
∨
1 ) both tend to infinity, in which case,

lim
n→∞

(gn)∗m
1
[H] = m1

[G].

To deduce Lemma 8.6 from Lemma A.4, one observes that (gn) is bounded modulo M1 iff (gn.e1)
is bounded away from 0 and infinity and similarly; it is bounded modulo M2 iff (gn.e

∨
1 ) is bounded

away from 0 and infinity.
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A.2.4. The metric line bundles. Let ρ be a non-negative smooth function on Rn+1 such that

ρ(v) =

{
0 if ∥v∥ ≥ 1

1 if ∥v∥ ≤ 0.5.

For a positive integer κ, we define a smooth metric ∥·∥2κ on OX(D1) by

∥1D1
([v : s], [α : t])∥2κ :=

(
s2κ∑

v2κi + s2κρ( v1s , ...,
vn+1

s )

) 1
2κ

.

Similarly, define a smooth metric ∥·∥2κ on OX(D2) by

∥1D2([v : s], [α : t])∥2κ :=

(
t2κ∑

α2κ
i + t2κρ(α1

t , ...,
αn+1

t )

) 1
2κ

.

One can check they are indeed smooth metrics using local coordinates. Let us check the one on
OX(D1). On O1 ∪O3, we have∥∥∥∥1s1D1

([1 : v2 : ... : vn+1 : s], [α : t])

∥∥∥∥
2κ

=

(
1

(1 + v2κ2 + ...+ v2κn+1) + s2κρ( 1s ,
v2
s , ...,

vn+1

s )

) 1
2κ

.

Note that ρ vanishes when |s| ≤ 1. On O2, we have

∥1D1
([v1 : ... : vn+1 : 1], [α : t])∥2κ =

(
1∑

v2κi + ρ(v1, ..., vn+1)

) 1
2κ

.

Since OX(D1) is generated by 1D1
on O2 and generated by 1

s1D1
on O1 ∪O3, the above computation

shows the smoothness of the metric on OX(D1). Note that ρ vanishes when evaluated on integral
points of M3.

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

∼= G/H with G = SL3 and H being the full
diagonal torus, which is compactified by

XINC =
{
(l1, l2, l3, l12, l13, l23) ∈ (P2)3 × (Gr2,3)

3
∣∣ lI ⊂ lJ , ∀ I ⊂ J

}
.

It is equipped with G-invariant closed subvarieties:

D1
123 := {l1 = l2 = l3} , D2

123 := {l13 = l13 = l23} ,
D12,3 := {l1 = l2, l13 = l23} , D13,2 := {l1 = l3, l12 = l23} ,
D23,1 := {l2 = l3, l12 = l13} .

A.3.1. An open affine subvariety. Using Plucker coordinates, we identify Gr2,3 with P2. So XINC is

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

{([1 : a2 : a3], [1 : b2 : b3], [1 : c2 : c3], [1 : α13 : α23], [1 : β13 : β23], [1 : γ13 : γ23])}

that are contained in XINC. Thus, O is a closed subvariety of

SpecR[a2, a3, b2, b3, c2, c3, α13, α23, β13, β23, γ13, γ23]

defined by the prime ideal generated by (these functions come from the incidence relations)

f1 := α23 − a2α13 + a3, f2 := β23 − a2β13 + a3, f3 := α23 − b2α13 + b3,

f4 := γ23 − b2γ13 + b3, f5 := β23 − c2β13 + c3, f6 := γ23 − c2γ13 + 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

η1 :=
1

(γ23 − a2γ13 + a3)3
da2 ∧ da3 ∧ dγ13 ∧ dγ23;

η2 :=
1

(β23 − b2β13 + b3)3
db2 ∧ db3 ∧ dβ13 ∧ dβ23;

η3 :=
1

(α23 − c2α13 + c3)3
dc2 ∧ dc3 ∧ dα13 ∧ dα23.

Lemma A.5. For i = 1, 2, 3, each ηi is G-invariant.

Proof. We only present the proof for η1. The other two cases are similar.
We write a (resp. γ) as a shorthand for (a2, a3) (resp. (γ13, γ23)). Also set da := da2 ∧ da3 and

dγ := dγ13 ∧ dγ23. Let ϕ1(a,γ) := (γ23 − a2γ13 + a3)
3 and

g1 :=

 1 x 0
0 1 0
0 0 1

 , g2 :=

 1 0 x
0 1 0
0 0 1

 , g3 :=

 1 0 0
0 1 x
0 0 1

 , g4 :=

 1 0 0
x 1 0
y z 1

 .
It suffices to verify that η1 is invariant under g1, g2, g3, g4 for all x, y, z. We only verify the g2-invariance
and the other cases are similar.

For functions f = a2, a3,a, γ13, γ23 or γ, let fg := g∗2(f). Since 1 0 x
0 1 0
0 0 1

 1
a2
a3

 =

 1 + xa3
a2
a3

 ,
we have

ag2 =
a2

1 + xa3
, ag3 =

a3
1 + xa3

, and dag = (1 + xa3)
−3da.

Under the basis (e1 ∧ e2, e1 ∧ e3, e2 ∧ e3), we have∧2

 1 0 x
0 1 0
0 0 1

 1
γ13
γ23

 =

 1 0 −x
0 1 0
0 0 1

 1
γ13
γ23

 =

 1− xγ23
γ13
γ23

 .
Thus,

γg13 =
γ13

1− xγ23
, γg23 =

γ23
1− xγ23

, dγg = (1− xγ23)
−3dγ.

On the other hand,

ϕ1(a
g,γg) = (1− xγ23)

−1γ23 − (1 + xa3)
−1a2 · (1− xγ23)

−1γ13 + (1 + xa3)
−1a3

= (1− xγ23)
−1(1 + xa3)

−1ϕ1(a,γ).

It follows that

ϕ−3
1 (ag,γg)dag ∧ dγg = ϕ−3

1 (a,γ)da ∧ dγ.

That is to say, η1 is g2-invariant. □

It can be checked that fi’s intersect transversally in an open set. Thus, the solution ω to the
equation

η1 ∧ η2 ∧ η3 = ω ∧ df1 ∧ ... ∧ df6 (41)

is unique when restricted to the common zero set of fi’s. As ηi’s and dfi’s are G-invariant. It follows
that such an ω would also be G-invariant.

Lemma A.6. Let

ωM3 :=
da2 ∧ da3 ∧ db2 ∧ dc2 ∧ dα13 ∧ dγ13

(a2 − b2)6(α13 − γ13)3(β13 − α13)6(a2 − c2)4
.

Then ω := ωM3
solves Equa.(41) above.
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Proof. Note that by f1 = ... = f6 = 0, we have

γ23 − a2γ13 + a3 = b2γ13 − b3 − a2γ13 + a3 = b2γ13 + α23 − b2α13 − a2γ13 + a3

= (b2 − a2)γ13 + (a2 − b2)α13 = (a2 − b2)(α13 − γ13);

β23 − b2β13 + b3 = a2β13 − a3 − b2β13 + b2α13 − α23

= (a2 − b2)β13 − a3 + b2α13 − a2α13 + a3 = (a2 − b2)(β13 − α13);

α23 − c2α13 + c3 = a2α13 − a3 − c2α13 + c2β13 − β23

= (a2 − c2)α13 + c2β13 − a2β13 = (a2 − c2)(α13 − β13).

And modulo (the kernel of) ωM3
∧ ·, we have

df1 ∧ df2 ∧ df3 ∧ df4 ∧ df5 ∧ df6

≡dα23 ∧ (dβ23 − a2dβ13) ∧ db3 ∧ dγ23 ∧ (−c2dβ13 + dβ23) ∧ dc3

≡ (a2 − c2)dα23 ∧ dβ23 ∧ dβ13 ∧ db3 ∧ dγ23 ∧ dc3.

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, f3, f4, f5 = 0, we can eliminate

α23 = a2α13 − a3,

β23 = a2β13 − a3,

b3 = b2α13 − a2α13 + a3,

γ23 = b2γ13 − b2α13 + a2α13 − a3,

c3 = c2β13 − a2β13 + a3

And f6 = 0 is equivalent to

(b2γ13 − b2α13 + a2α13 − a3)− c2γ13 + (c2β13 − a2β13 + a3) = 0

⇐⇒ b2(γ13 − α13) + a2(α13 − β13) + c2(β13 − γ13) = 0

⇐⇒ − (a2 − c2)(β13 − α13) + (b2 − c2)(γ13 − α13) = 0.

Now we replace β13, γ13, a
′
2 and b′2 by

β′
13 := β13 − α13, γ

′
13 := γ13 − α13, a

′
2 := a2 − c2, b

′
2 := b2 − c2.

Hence the open subvariety O ⊂ XINC is identified with the zero set of the prime ideal

⟨−a′2β′
13 + γ′13b

′
2⟩ in SpecQ[a3, c2, α13]× SpecQ[a′2, b

′
2, β

′
13, γ

′
13].

Thus O is singular exactly when a′2 = β′
13 = γ′13 = b′2 = 0. The first three coordinates a3, c2, α13 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

ωM3
= ±(da3 ∧ dc2 ∧ dα13) ∧

da′2 ∧ db′2 ∧ dγ′13
(a′2 − b′2)

6(γ′13)
3(β′

13)
6(a′2)

4
.

A.3.5. Boundary stratum in the new coordinates. We list the ideal for O and various boundary stratum
intersecting O:

The ideal of



O is generated by −a′2β′
13 + γ′13b

′
2

D1
123 is generated by a′2, b

′
2

D12,3 is generated by a′2 − b′2, β
′
13 − γ′13

D13,2 is generated by a′2, γ
′
13

D23,1 is generated by b′2, β
′
13

D2
123 is generated by β′

13, γ
′
13

.
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A.3.6. Blowup. We blow up the ideal ⟨a′2, b′2⟩ of D
1
123 and verify in local coordinates that the obtained

pair (X1,D1) is, as has been pointed out in [RS84], smooth. Also we calculate the invariant gauge
form in this smooth pair.

Naturally BlD1
123

(O) is the union of two affine open subvarieties U1∪U2. For simplicity, coordinates
a3, c2, α13 are omitted below.

A.3.7. Blowup, U1. Here we have coordinates β′
13, γ

′
13, a

′
2, b̃2 with b

′
2 = a′2b̃2. And the equation defining

BlD1
123

(O) is β′
13 = γ′13b̃2. Thus we can eliminate β′

13 and treat U1 as SpecQ[γ′13, a
′
2, b̃2].

One can compute that (let E denote the exceptional divisor)

1. ωM3 = ±(a′2)
−9(1− b̃2)

−6(γ′13)
−9(̃b2)

−6 · da′2 ∧ db̃2 ∧ dγ′13;

2. D+
12,3 = {1− b̃2 = 0}, D+

13,2 is in the complement, D+
23,1 = {b̃2 = 0};

3. E = {a′2 = 0}, (D2
123)

+ = {γ′13 = 0}.

A.3.8. Blowup, U2. Here we have coordinates β′
13, γ

′
13, b

′
2, ã2 with a

′
2 = b′2ã2. And the equation defining

BlD1
123

(O) in U1 is γ′13 = β′
13ã2. Thus we can eliminate γ′13 and treat U2 as SpecQ[β′

13, b
′
2, ã2].

One can compute that (let E denote the exceptional divisor)

1. ωM3
= ±(b′2)

−9(1− ã2)
−6(β′

13)
−9(ã2)

−6 · db′2 ∧ dã2 ∧ dβ′
13;

2. D+
12,3 = {1− ã2 = 0}, D+

13,2 = {ã2 = 0}, D+
23,1 is in the complement;

3. E = {b′2 = 0}, (D2
123)

+ = {β′
13 = 0}.

A.3.9. The divisor of the invariant gauge form. Labeling the boundary divisors on X2 as

D1 := E, D2 := D+
12,3, D3 := D+

13,2, D4 := D+
23,1, D5 := (D2

123)
+.

From the description above, one gets

−div(ωM3) = 9D1 + 6D2 + 6D3 + 6D4 + 9D5.

A.3.10. Mapping to the measure compactification space. Let Γ ≤ G(Q) be an arithmetic subgroup.
We have the following, implied by [SZ19, Theorem 2.4].

Theorem A.7. Let (gn) be a sequence in G.

1. If (gn) is unbounded modulo Hij for every {i, j} ⊂ {1, 2, 3}, then

lim
n→∞

[
(gn)∗m[H]

]
=
[
m[G]

]
;

2. If (gn) is unbounded modulo H but convergent to δ ∈ G modulo Hij for some (necessarily
unique) {i, j}, then

lim
n→∞

[
(gn)∗m[H]

]
=
[
δ∗m[Hij ]

]
.

As a corollary, we have

Corollary A.8. Let Xmeas be the closure of {αψG(m
ψ
[H])} in Probψ(G/Γ). Then

Xmeas = αψG(m
ψ
[H])

⊔(
αψG(m

ψ
[H12]

) ∪ αψG(m
ψ
[H13]

) ∪ αψG(m
ψ
[H23]

)
)⊔{

mψ
[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
Γ be an arithmetic subgroup of G. Fix a maximal reductive connected Q-subgroup Gred of G and
hence G = Gred ⋉Ru(G). Also fix a Cartan involution and hence a maximal compact subgroup K of

Gred(R). Depending on this choice, each parabolic Q-subgroup P is associated with a Q-split subtorus

AP,K that is isomorphic to SP under psplP . 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 Φred(AP,K,P) be the non-trivial characters of AP,K appearing in ru(p)/ru(g) ⊂ g/ru(g). Let
∆red(AP,K,P) be the subset of cardinality dimAP,K whose Z≥0-span equals to Φred(AP,K,P). When
G is already reductive, the superscript “red” is dropped.



69

Theorem B.1. Given a sequence (gn) ⊂ G, after passing to a subsequence, there exist a sequence
(hn) ⊂ H, (γn) ⊂ Γ and a parabolic Q-subgroup P such that the following holds. Write gnhnγ

−1
n =

knanpn using horospherical coordinates of (P,K). Then

(1) (pn) is bounded;
(2) α(an) → 0 for every α ∈ ∆red(AP,K,P);
(3) if (an) is unbounded, there exist a Q-representation V of G factoring through G/Ru(G) and

v ∈ V(Q) such that the line spanned by v is preserved by P, v is fixed by γnHγ
−1
n for all n

and limn→∞ an.v = 0;
(4) (γnHγ

−1
n ) strongly converges to some observable subgroup of G.

Compared to [Zha22, Theorem 5.2], 3 and 4 are new. Note that whereas one quotients Γ from the
left in [Zha22], here we choose to quotient from the right. Also, when one has α(an) → ∞ in [Zha22],
we have α(an) → 0 here. We shall follow the logic of [Zha22] by first reducing to the case of G = SLN .
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 pred : G → G/Ru(G), after passing to a
subsequence, we find (hn) ⊂ H, (λn) ⊂ Γ and a parabolic Q-subgroup P such that if gnhnλ

−1
n = knanqn

is the (P,K) coordinate of gnhnλ
−1
n , then

1. qn = bnun for some (bn) bounded in P and (un) ⊂ Ru(G)(R).
2. α(an) → 0 for every α ∈ ∆red(AP,K,P);
3. there exist a Q-representation V of G factoring through pred and v ∈ V(Q) such that the line

spanned by v is preserved by P, v is fixed by γnHγ
−1
n for all n and limn→∞ an.v = 0;

4.
(
pred

(
λnHλ

−1
n

))
strongly converges to some observable subgroup of G/Ru(G).

Write un = b′nλ
′
n for some bounded sequence (b′n) ⊂ Ru(G)(R) and (λ′n) ⊂ Ru(G)(R) ∩ Γ. Let

γn := λ′nλn. It only remains to verify item 4. in the theorem. Since (λ′n) are contained in the kernel of
pred, we still have

(
pred

(
γnHγ

−1
n

))
strongly converges to some observable subgroup F of G/Ru(G).

After passing to a subsequence assume (γnHγ
−1
n ) strongly converges to L. Then pred(L) = F. Note

that (pred)−1(F) is observable in G by assumption. On the other hand, (pred)−1(F) = L ·Ru(G) and
hence (pred)−1(F)/L ∼= Ru(G)/U for some Q-subgroup U of Ru(G). Therefore, L is observable in
(pred)−1(F) and hence in G. This completes the proof.

B.2. Reduction to the SLN 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 SLN that is invariant under
taking transpose. We let K := G(R) ∩ SON (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. WriteG = Gss ·Z(G)an ·
Z(G)spl. Then every Siegel set S of G is of the form S′ ·F ·Z(G)spl(R)◦ where S ⊂ Gss(R) is a Siegel
set for Gss and F ⊂ Z(G)an(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 c1, ..., cl ∈ G(Q)
and a Siegel set S associated with (P,K) such that

G(R) =
l⋃
i=1

S · ci · Γ.

The main argument of [Zha22, Section 5] carries through. We sketch the proof below. Without loss
of generality, assume Γ = SLN (Z) ∩G(R).

By the SLN case, after passing to a subsequence, there are (hn) ⊂ H, (γn) ⊂ SLN (Z) and a parabolic
Q-subgroup Q ⊂ SLN such that if the (Q,K′) coordinate (for simplicity we write K′ := SON (R)) of
gnhnγ

−1
n is knanqn, then
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1. (qn) is bounded;
2. α(an) → 0 for every α ∈ ∆(AQ,K′ ,Q);
3. γnHγ

−1
n ⊂ Q for all n. And there exist a SLN -representation and a Q-vector v fixed by

γnHγ
−1
n and the line spanned by v is preserved by Q with a non-trivial character;

4. (γnHγ
−1
n ) strongly converges to an observable subgroup L of SLN .

Note that an.v → 0 follows automatically.

B.2.1. Step 1. Assume slN (Z) ∩ Lie(Ru(Q)) = ⊕ZwQ
i and let w := ⊕wQ

i . Then

lim
n→∞

gnhnγ
−1
n .w = 0.

By geometric invariant theory, there exist n0 ∈ Z+ and at ∈ XQ
∗ (G) such that

lim
t→∞

atγ
−1
n0
.w = 0.

Let (similar notations are also used for cocharacters other than at)

Qat
:=
{
x ∈ SLN

∣∣∣ lim
t→∞

atxa
−1
t exists

}
;

Pat
:=
{
x ∈ G

∣∣∣ lim
t→∞

atxa
−1
t exists

}
.

Then Ru(Qat
) contains Ru(γ

−1
n0

Qγn0
), or equivalently, Qat

⊂ γ−1
n0

Qγn0
. Replacing Q by γ−1

n0
Qγn0

and γn by γ−1
n0
γn, we assume without loss of generality that γn0

is the identity element.

B.2.2. Step 2. Let LPat ,K
(resp. LQat

,K′) be the maximal reductive subgroup of Pat (resp. Qat
) that

is invariant under taking transpose. Let APat ,K
be the central torus of LPat ,K

, which is conjugate to
a maximal Q-split torus Smax in Pat

. We have LPat ,K
⊂ LQat

,K′ and Ru(Pat
) ⊂ Ru(Qat

). There

exists bt ∈ XQ
∗ (Smax) such that

1. the centralizer of {bt} in SLN is equal to the centralizer of Smax in SLN . In particular Pbt
is

a Q-minimal parabolic subgroup of G;
2. Qbt

⊂ Qat
. In particular, Pbt

⊂ Pat
.

Thus APbt ,K
is contained in AQbt

,K′ . Consequently, the (Pbt ,K) coordinate of g ∈ G(R) is the same

as its (Qbt
,K′) coordinate.

B.2.3. Step 3. Because Pbt is Q-minimal, by passing to a subsequence, there exist c1 ∈ G(Q), (λn) ⊂ Γ
and a Siegel set S(Pbt

) associated to (Pbt
,K) such that

gnhn ∈ S(Pbt
)c1λn, ∀n ∈ Z+.

In particular, if gnhnλ
−1
n c−1

1 = k′na
′
np

′
n under (Pbt

,K) coordinate, then (p′n) is bounded and for some
t0 > 0, for every n and α ∈ ∆(APbt ,K

,Pbt), one has α(a′n) < t0.
Let Φ(AQbt

,K′ , slN ) be the collection of non-trivial weights of AQbt
,K′ appearing in the adjoint

action on slN . Passing to a subsequence, assume that for every β ∈ Φ(AQbt
,K′ , slN ), the sequence

(β(a′n)) is bounded (away from 0 and +∞), or converges to 0, or diverges to +∞. Define a parabolic
Q-subgroup by

Q(a′n)
:=
{
x ∈ SLN

∣∣ (a′nxa′−1
n

)
is bounded

}
.

One notes that Pbt
is contained in Q(a′n)

.

Since (a′n) is a sequence in APbt ,K
, which is conjugate to Smax in Pbt , we can choose b′

t ∈ XQ
∗ (Smax)

such that

Qb′
t
⊂ Q(a′n)

, Pb′
t
= Pbt

, ZSLN
({b′

t}) = ZSLN
(Smax).

Then the (Pbt
= Pb′

t
,K) coordinate of gnhnλ

−1
n c−1

1 is the same as its (Qb′
t
,K′) coordinate. From

the definition of Q(a′n)
, one deduces that for any weight α ∈ Φ(APb′

t
,K,Q(a′n)

) and in particular

α ∈ Φ(APb′
t
,K,Qb′

t
), we have α(a′n) < t1 for some t1 > 0 and for all n. We conclude from here that

gnhnλ
−1
n c−1

1 is contained in a Siegel set S(Qb′
t
) associated to (Qb′

t
,K′).
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B.2.4. Step 4. Though Pbt = Pb′
t
, it is not clear whether Qbt

and Qb′
t
contain a common Borel

subgroup. Find w1 ∈ SLN (Q) such that Q′ := w1Qb′
t
w−1

1 ∩ Qbt
is a parabolic subgroup. Thus

gnhnλ
−1
n c−1

1 w−1
1 is contained in some Siegel set of (w1Qb′

t
w−1

1 ,K′) and hence some Siegel set S(Q′)

associated to (Q′,K′). On the other hand, (gnhnγ
−1
n ) is known to be contained in some Siegel set

attached to (Q,K′) and hence in some Siegel set S(Q′)′ attached to (Q′,K′). Replacing by a larger
Siegel set if necessary, assume S(Q′) = S(Q′)′. Hence

gnhnγ
−1
n ∈ S(Q′) ∩S(Q′)w1c1λnγ

−1
n .

In particular, this intersection is non-empty. But for every q ∈ SLN (Q), the set {γ ∈ SLN (Z), S(Q′)∩
S(Q′)qγ} is finite. Therefore, after passing to a subsequence, there exists γ′1 ∈ SLN (Z) such that
λnγ

−1
n = γ′1 for all n.

B.2.5. Step 5. Let Q′′ := γ′1Qγ
′−1
1 , which contains λnHλ

−1
n for all n. As in Step 1 and 2, find some

maximal Q-split torus S′
max of G and b′′

t ∈ XQ
∗ (S

′
max) such that

1. ZSLN
({b′′

t }) = ZSLN
(S′

max). In particular, Pb′′
t
is a Q-minimal parabolic subgroup;

2. Qb′′
t
⊂ Q′′.

By assumption, gnhnλ
−1
n = gnhnγ

−1
n γ′−1

1 belongs to some Siegel set associated to (Q′′,K′) and hence
to (Qb′′

t
,K′). Let

gnhnλ
−1
n = k′′na

′′
np

′′
n

be the (Pb′′
t
,K) coordinate, which is the same as the (Qb′′

t
,K′) coordinate. We find that

1. (p′′n) is bounded;
2. there exists t2 > 0 such that for every n and α ∈ ∆(APb′′

t
,K,Pb′′

t
), we have α(a′′n) < t2;

3. Q′′ = Q(gnhnλ
−1
n ) = Q(a′′n)

.

Choose ct ∈ XQ
∗ (S

′
max) such that Q(a′′n)

= Qct
. After passing to a subsequence, assume that for every

α ∈ ∆(APb′′
t
,K,Pb′′

t
), either (α(a′′n)) converges to 0 or is bounded away from 0. Let I ′′ be those α

such that (α(a′′n)) is bounded away from 0. Then (Pb′′
t
)I′′ = Pct

= Qct
∩G = Q′′ ∩G. In particular,

λnHλ
−1
n is contained in Pct

for all n. Also, if gnhnλ
−1
n = k′′′n a

′′′
n p

′′′
n is the (Pct

,K) coordinate, then
(p′′′n ) is bounded and α(a′′′n ) → 0 for all α ∈ ∆(APct ,K

,Pct
).

Finally, by assumption, there exist certain SLN -representation and a Q vector v′′ fixed by λnHλ
−1
n

and the line spanned by v′′ is preserved by Q′′ with a non-trivial character, which must be nontrivial
on ct since Q′′ = Qct

. In particular, v′′ is preserved by Pct
with a non-trivial character. So we are

done.

B.3. The case of SLN . Fix an observable Q-subgroup H of SLN and a sequence (gn) ⊂ SLN (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′ := SON (R).

B.3.1. Lattice flags. A subgroup ∆ of ZN is said to be primitive iff (∆⊗Q)∩ZN = ∆. Let Prim(ZN )

be the collection of all primitive subgroups of ZN . For a Q-character α of H, let PrimH
α (ZN ) denote

those ∆ = Zv1 ⊕ ...⊕ Zvk with

h.v1 ∧ ... ∧ vk = α(h)v1 ∧ ... ∧ vk, ∀h ∈ H.

Let PrimH(ZN ) be the union of these PrimH
α (ZN )’s.

A totally ordered subset of Prim(ZN ) (without loss of generality, assumed to contain {0} and ZN )
is referred to as a lattice flag, written as

F =
{
{0} = ∆0 ⊊ ∆1 ⊊ ... ⊊ ∆l = ZN

}
.

The number l − 1 is called the rank of F . For i = 1, ..., l, we define

∆i := (∆i/∆i−1)
′
:=

(
∥∆i∥

∥∆i−1∥

)− 1
rank(∆i)−rank(∆i−1)

·∆i/∆i−1, (42)
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which has covolume one in the quotient Euclidean space ∆i⊗R/∆i−1 ⊗R. We also define a parabolic
Q-subgroup by

PF := {g ∈ SLN (C) | g preserves ∆i ⊗ C, ∀ i} .
Given a subset I of {0, 1, ..., N} containing {0, N}, ordered as I = {0 = i0 < i1 < ... < il = N}, let FI
be the standard flag associated to I defined by

FI :=
{
{0} ⊊ ⊕i1i=1Zei ⊊ ... ⊊ ⊕il−1

i=1 Zei ⊊ ZN
}
.

For simplicity we write PI := PFI .

B.3.2. Quotient lattices. Fix some I = {0 = i0 < i1 < ... < il = N} for this subsection.
Define, for k = 1, ..., l,

ΛStd
k :=

ik⊕
i=1

Z.ei, Vk := ΛStd
k ⊗Z R, V k := Vk/Vk−1, V k(Z) := ΛStd

k /ΛStd
k−1,

and πk : PI := PI(R)◦ → SL(V k) by

p 7→ cp · (p|Vk
(mod Vk−1))

where cp is the unique positive real number such that the right hand side has determinant one. πk
descends to a continuous map

πk : PI/PI ∩ SLN (Z) → SL(V k)/SL(V k(Z)).

that is equivariant with respect to πk. The natural map

p 7→
{
{0} = pΛStd

0 ⊊ pΛStd
1 ⊊ ... ⊊ pΛStd

l = ZN
}

induces a bijection between

PI/PI ∩ SLN (Z) ∼= LFI := {(∆⋆) is a lattice flag | (∆i)R = Vi, ∀ i = 1, ..., l} .

If we additionally identity

SL(V k)/SL(V k(Z)) ∼=
{
unimodular lattices in V k

}
by g 7→ gV k(Z), then πk is nothing but

(∆⋆) 7→ ∆k

defined in the last subsection (see Equa.(42)).
Let pspl : PI/PI ∩ SLN (Z) → SPI . It is direct to check the following

Lemma B.2. For each I, the map PI/PI ∩ SLN (Z) → SPI ×
∏l
k=1 SL(Vk)/SL(Vk(Z)) defined by

ΦI := pspl ×
∏
k πk is a proper continuous map.

For k = 1, ..., l, define jk := ik − ik−1 and fk, φk, αk : API → R+ by

fk(a) :=
∥∥aΛStd

k

∥∥ , φk(a) :=

( ∥∥aΛStd
k

∥∥∥∥aΛStd
k−1

∥∥
) 1

jk

, αk(a) := φk(a)/φk+1(a).

One can check that

∆(API ,PI) = {αk | k = 1, ..., l − 1} . (43)

B.3.3. Canonical flags. In this subsection we fix an element g ∈ SLN (R). Define

PlotH(g) :=
{
(rank(∆), log(∥g∆∥))

∣∣∣ ∆ ∈ PrimH(ZN )
}
;

PolyH(g) := closure of the convex hull of PlotH(g).

PolyH(g) is a polygon of finitely many sides. Let

EH(g) :=
{
∆ ∈ PrimH(ZN )

∣∣∣ (rank∆, log(∥g∆∥)) is an extreme point of PolyH(g)
}
.

Lemma B.3. For every g ∈ SLN (R), EH(g) is a lattice flag containing {0} and ZN .
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A proof can be found in [Cas04, Section 4]. Let rg := rank(EH(g)) and write

EH(g) =
{
{0} = ∆0(g) ⊊ ∆1(g) ⊊ ... ⊊ ∆rg+1(g) = ZN

}
,

called the canonical flag. Define

type(g) :=
{
0 = rank(∆0(g)) < rank(∆1(g)) < ... < rank(∆rg+1(g)) = N

}
;

slopek(g) :=
log ∥(g∆k(g)∥)− log(∥g∆k−1(g)∥)
rank(∆k(g))− rank(∆k−1(g))

, k = 1, ..., rg + 1;

dk(g) := slopek+1(g)− slopek(g), k = 1, ..., rg.

B.3.4. Variation of canonical flags. Fixing some g ∈ SLN (R), we would like to search for a better one
among EH(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 SH such that H is an almost direct product of (◦H)◦ and SH. Thus the Lie

algebra h = ◦h⊕ sh. Write shR for the R-span of sh. For a Q-character α of H, we regard dα as a linear

functional on shR since it vanishes on ◦hR. Let Φ
Std
H collect all dα such that PrimH

α (ZN ) is non-zero.
For λ ∈ R, let CVXλ be the collection of all convex closed polygons P such that

1. [0, N ]× R≥0 ⊂ P ⊂ {(x, y), y ≥ λ, 0 ≤ x ≤ N};
2. (x, y) ∈ Extre(P) =⇒ x ∈ {0, 1, ..., N} and {(0, 0), (N, 0)} ⊂ Extre(P).

Equip ∪CVXλ with the Chabauty topology. Note that PolyH(g) belongs to CVXλ for some λ. Given
some P ∈ CVXλ for some λ ∈ R, we let

1. yi(P) := inf {y | (i, y) ∈ P} for i ∈ {0, ..., N}. So y0 = yN = 0;
2. si(P) := yi(P)− yi−1(P) for i ∈ {1, ..., N};
3. di(P) = si+1(P)− si(P) = yi+1(P) + yi−1(P)− 2yi(P) for i ∈ {1, ..., N − 1}.

Thus di(g) = drank(∆i(g))(Poly
H(g)). Also let τP be a permutation on {1, ..., N − 1} such that

1. {di(P) | i = 1, ..., N − 1} =
{
dτP(1)(P) ≥ dτP(2)(P) ≥ .... ≥ dτP(N−1)(P)

}
;

2. if dτP(i)(P) = dτP(i+1)(P) then τP(i) < τP(i+ 1).

Define a partial order ≺ on ∪CVXλ by P ≺ P ′ iff P = P ′ or yτP(m)(P) < yτP′ (m)(P ′) with m :=

min
{
i
∣∣ yτP(i)(P) ̸= yτP′ (i)(P ′)

}
. The following explains why it is possible to find a local maxima.

Lemma B.4. Let g ∈ SLN (R), λ ∈ R and P ∈ CVXλ. If there exists a sequence (hn) ⊂ H such that

P = lim
n→∞

PolyH(ghn),

then there exists h ∈ H such that P = PolyH(gh).

Proof. Let Vs :=
⋂

dα∈ΦStd
H

ker(dα) and choose some complementary R-linear subspace Ws such that

shR = Vs ⊕Ws. Without loss of generality, assume the existence of (wn) ⊂Ws such that

P = lim
n→∞

PolyH(g exp(wn)).

So we can find λ′ ∈ R such that PolyH(g exp(wn)) ∈ CVXλ′ for all n. In particular, there exists
C1 ∈ R such that dα(wn) > C1 for all n and dα ∈ ΦStd

H .
Passing to a subsequence, assume that for every dα ∈ ΦStd

H , either dα(wn) → +∞ or remains
bounded. Let Φbdd ⊂ ΦStd

H correspond to the bounded ones and Φ∞ be its complement. Let W ′ :=⋂
dα∈Φbdd

ker dα∩Ws and take another subspace W ′′ such that Ws =W ′⊕W ′′. Write wn = w′
n+w

′′
n.

Then (w′′
n) is contained in some bounded set B ⊂W ′′ and dα(w′

n) → +∞ for every dα ∈ Φ∞.
Find u0 ∈W ′ such that for every v ∈ B one has

inf
dα∈Φ∞

inf
∆∈PrimH

α (ZN )
log (∥g exp(u0 + v)∆∥) > 0. (44)

Define wnew
n := u0 + w′′

n. Since ∥g exp(wnew
n )∆∥ = ∥g exp(wn)∆∥ for every ∆ ∈ PrimH

α (ZN ) and
dα ∈ Φbdd, we have (by Equa.(44))

PolyH(g exp(wn)) = PolyH(g exp(wnew
n )).
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Being bounded, we can select a subsequence such that (wnew
n ) converges to some w∞. Then P =

PolyH(g exp(w∞)). □

Thanks to Lemma B.4, for every g ∈ SLN (R), there exists (and we fix such an) hg ∈ H such that a

local maxima with respect to ≺ is taken at PolyH(ghg) among {PolyH(gh), h ∈ H}.

Lemma B.5. Take some g ∈ SLN (R). For C ∈ R, let IC := {i = 1, ..., rg, di(ghg) > C}. For

∆ ∈ PrimH(ZN ), we let α∆ be the unique α ∈ X∗
Q(H) such that ∆ ∈ PrimH

α (ZN ) and regard its

differential dα∆ as a linear functional on shR. For every C ∈ R such that IC is non-empty, there exists
a set of positive integers (ai)i∈IC

such that
∑
i∈IC

aidα∆i(ghg) = 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
{
dα∆i(ghg), i ∈ IC

}
, which is non-empty. Therefore, there exists w0 ∈ shR such that

dα∆i(ghg)(w0) ≥ 0 for all i ∈ IC and dα∆i(ghg)(w0) > 0 for some i ∈ IC . For ε > 0 small enough,

the polygon PolyH(ghg) ≺ PolyH(ghg exp(εw0)) strictly. This is a contradiction against the choice of
hg. □

B.3.5. Weights. By passing to a subsequence, assume without loss of generality that for all n ∈ Z+,
rgnhgn

= r for some r, type(gnhgn) = type(g1hg1) and α∆k(gnhgn ) remains constant for each k. So there

exist (λn) ⊂ SLN (Z) and I = {0 = i0 < i1 < ... < ir+1 = N} = type(gnhgn) with EH(gnhgn) = λn.FI
for every n ∈ Z+. Hence

FI = λ−1
n EH(gnhgn) = Eλ

−1
n Hλn(gnhgnλn).

Also note that λ−1
n Hλn ⊂ PI for all n.

Now that I is fixed, it is safe to adopt the notation from Section B.3.2 with l = r + 1. Using
the adjoint action, define PrimH(slN (Z)) to be the primitive subgroups of slN (Z) whose C-spans are
Ad(H)-invariant. For α ∈ X∗

Q(H), define PrimH
α (slN (Z)) similarly to PrimH

α (ZN ) and let VAd
α,n(Z) :=

λ−1
n PrimH

α (slN (Z)). To make notations uniform, define

VStd
α,n(Z) := λ−1

n PrimH
α (ZN ), Vα,n(Z) := VAd

α,n(Z)
⊔

VStd
α,n(Z), Vα(Z) := λn.Vα,n(Z);

ΦAd
H :=

{
dα : shR → R

∣∣∣ VAd
α,n(Z) ̸= {{0}}

}
, ΦH := ΦStd

H

⋃
ΦAd

H .

B.3.6. Nondivergence. Using (PI ,K
′) coordinates, write gnhgnλn = knanpn.

Lemma B.6. For every n and α ∈ ∆(API ,PI), one has α(an) ≤ 1. Moreover, for every non-empty
bounded open subset OH, there exists a compact subset C of PI/PI∩SLN (Z) such that pnλ

−1
n [OH]λn∩

C ̸= ∅ for all n.

Here [OH] denotes the image of OH in PEH(gnhgn )/PEH(gnhgn )∩SLN (Z) and λ−1
n [OH]λn denotes the

further image under the map from PEH(gnhgn )/PEH(gnhgn ) ∩ SLN (Z) to PI/PI ∩ SLN (Z) induced by

x 7→ λ−1
n xλn.

Proof of the first part of Lemma B.6. For α ∈ ∆(API ,PI), find k = 1, ..., r + 1 such that α(an) =
αk(an) by Equa.(43). Then

α(an) =φk(an)φk+1(an)
−1 =

(∥∥anΛStd
k+1

∥∥∥∥anΛStd
k

∥∥
)−j−1

k+1

·

( ∥∥anΛStd
k

∥∥∥∥anΛStd
k−1

∥∥
)j−1

k

=

(∥∥gnhgnλnΛStd
k+1

∥∥∥∥gnhgnλnΛStd
k

∥∥
)−j−1

k+1

·

( ∥∥gnhgnλnΛStd
k

∥∥∥∥gnhgnλnΛStd
k−1

∥∥
)j−1

k

=exp

(
− ln ∥gnhgn∆k+1(gnhgn)∥ − ln ∥gnhgn∆k(gnhgn)∥

jk+1

+
ln ∥gnhgn∆k(gnhgn)∥ − ln ∥gnhgn∆k−1(gnhgn)∥

jk

)
=exp(−dk(gnhgn)) ≤ 1.
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The last inequality follows from the convexity of the polygons. □

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. Fix some non-empty bounded open subset OH of H and a smooth probability measure
mO on [OH]. Also fix k ∈ {1, ..., r} and some ε ∈ (0, 1). If there exists δ > 0 such that for every
n ∈ Z+, one has

∥πk(pn)∆∥ ≥ δ, ∀∆ ∈ Primπk(λ
−1
n Hλn)(V k(Z)),

then there exists a compact subset Ck ⊂ SL(V k)/SL(V k(Z)) such that

mO
{
x ∈ [OH]

∣∣ πk(pnλnxλ−1
n ) /∈ Ck

}
< ε.

Proof of the second part of Lemma B.6. By rigidity of diagonalizable groups (see [Spr98, 3.2.8]),{
pspl(pnλ

−1
n [OH]λn) = pspl(λ−1

n [OH]λn)
∣∣ n ∈ Z+

}
consists of finitely many bounded subsets of SPI and thus remains bounded. In light of Lemma B.2
and Theorem B.7, it suffices to show that

∥πk(pn)∆∥ ≥ δ, ∀∆ ∈ Primπk(λ
−1
n Hλn)(V k(Z)),

for some δ > 0 independent of k, n. Fix such a ∆, let ∆̃ ∈ Primλ−1
n Hλn(ZN ) be the unique element

such that

ΛStd
k−1 ⊂ ∆̃ ⊂ ΛStd

k , ∆ = ∆̃/ΛStd
k−1.

By assumption we have(
rank(∆̃), log

∥∥∥gnhgnλn∆̃∥∥∥) ∈ Plotλ
−1
n Hλn(gnhgnλn) = PlotH(gnhgn)

Therefore,

log ∥πk(pn)∆∥
rank(∆̃)− ik−1

=
log
∥∥∥pn∆̃∥∥∥− log

∥∥pnΛStd
k−1

∥∥
rank(∆̃)− ik−1

=
log
∥∥∥knanpn∆̃∥∥∥− log

∥∥knanpnΛStd
k−1

∥∥
rank(∆̃)− ik−1

− log(φk(an))

=
log
∥∥∥knanpn∆̃∥∥∥− log ∥gnhgn∆k−1(gnhgn)∥

rank(∆̃)− ik−1

− log(φk(an))

≥ log ∥gnhgn∆k(gnhgn)∥ − log ∥gnhgn∆k−1(gnhgn)∥
jk

− log(φk(an))

=
log
∥∥pnΛStd

k

∥∥− log
∥∥pnΛStd

k−1

∥∥
jk

= 0.

That is to say, ∥πk(pn)∆∥ ≥ 1 and we are done. □

B.3.7. Deep in the polytopes. Let V∗
α,n(Z) := Vα,n(Z) \ {{0}} and

Mα,n := inf
∆∈V∗

α,n(Z)
log ∥pn∆∥ , dα ∈ ΦH.

By Lemma B.6, Mα,n > C2 for some C2 ∈ R and for all dα ∈ ΦH and n. Passing to a subsequence,
assume that for each dα ∈ ΦH, either (Mα,n) remains bounded or diverges to +∞. Let Φ(bdd)
correspond to those bounded ones and Φ∞ collect the rest. Let Mn(∞) := infdα∈Φ∞ Mα,n, which
diverges to +∞. Passing to a further subsequence, assume Mn(∞) is positive for each n. Let

Φ0 := {dα ∈ Φ(bdd) | −dα ∈ Cone (Φ(bdd)) } , Φ1 := Φ(bdd) \ Φ0
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where Cone(−) refers to the R≥0-linear span of a subset. Note that Cone(Φ0) is a R-linear subspace
and the convex hull of Φ1 is compact and disjoint from Cone(Φ0). So there exists w0 ∈ shR such that

dα(w0)

{
= 0 ∀dα ∈ Φ0

> 0 ∀dα ∈ Φ1

.

Also, fix C3 > 0 such that

|dα(w0)| < C3, ∀dα ∈ ΦH.

Define a sequence of positive numbers (κn) by

κn :=
Mn(∞)

2C3
.

Using (PI ,K
′) coordinates, write

gnh
′
gnλn = k′na

′
np

′
n, where h′gn := hgn exp(κnw0).

Then5

kn = k′n, anpn · (λ−1
n exp(κnw0)λn) = a′np

′
n.

Moreover, by Lemma B.5, the character associated to ∆k(gnhgn) = λnΛ
Std
k belongs to Φ0 for each

k = 1, ..., r. We have

λ−1
n exp(κnw0)λn.Λ

Std
k = ΛStd

k . (45)

Hence λ−1
n exp(κnw0)λn ∈ ◦PI and

a′n = an, p′n = pn · (λ−1
n exp(κnw0)λn).

For dα ∈ ΦH and ∆ ∈ Vα,n(Z), we have

log ∥p′n∆∥ = κndα(w0) + log ∥pn∆∥ . (46)

We have already seen by Equa.(45) that:

log
∥∥gnh′gnλnΛStd

k

∥∥ = log
∥∥gnhgnλnΛStd

k

∥∥ .
Next we claim that

Claim. Let ∆ ∈ λ−1
n PrimH(ZN ). The point

(
rank(∆), log

∥∥gnh′gnλn∆∥∥) lies above the piecewise-linear
line connecting

(
rank(ΛStd

k ), log
∥∥gnh′gnλnΛStd

k

∥∥) as k goes from 0 to r + 1.

Proof of the claim. First we assume that ∆ is compatible with FI , namely ΛStd
k−1 ⊂ ∆ ⊂ ΛStd

k for some
k, and prove

log
∥∥gnh′gnλn∆∥∥− log

∥∥gnh′gnλnΛStd
k−1

∥∥
rank(∆)− ik−1

≥
log
∥∥gnh′gnλnΛStd

k

∥∥− log
∥∥gnh′gnλnΛStd

k−1

∥∥
ik − ik−1

. (47)

Since ∆ is assumed to be compatible with FI , this is equivalent to

log ∥p′n∆∥ − log
∥∥p′nΛStd

k−1

∥∥
rank(∆)− ik−1

≥
log
∥∥p′nΛStd

k

∥∥− log
∥∥p′nΛStd

k−1

∥∥
ik − ik−1

,

which, thanks to Equa.(46), is again equivalent to

κndα(w0) + log ∥pn∆∥ ≥ 0. (48)

For dα ∈ Φ(bdd),

κndα(w0) + log ∥pn∆∥ ≥ log ∥pn∆∥ ≥ 0.

For dα ∈ Φ∞,

κndα(w0) + log ∥pn∆∥ ≥ log ∥pn∆∥ − C3κn ≥ 0.

The truth of Equa.(48) and hence of Equa.(47) is verified.

5Strictly speaking kn = k′n 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 ∆. Fix some m < l such that ∆ is contained in ΛStd
l

but not ΛStd
l−1; ∆ contains ΛStd

m but not ΛStd
m+1. Let ∆j := ∆∩Λm+j as j ranges over {0, 1, ...., l−m} and

i′j := rank(∆j). So ∆0 = Λm and ∆l−m = ∆. We are going to explain that for j = 0, 1, ..., l −m− 1,

log
∥∥gnh′gnλn∆j+1

∥∥− log
∥∥gnh′gnλn∆j

∥∥
i′j+1 − i′j

≥
log
∥∥gnh′gnλnΛStd

m+j+1

∥∥− log
∥∥gnh′gnλnΛStd

m+j

∥∥
im+j+1 − im+j

, (49)

which is sufficient to conclude the proof since i′j+1−i′j ≤ im+j+1−im+j . As the argument has nothing to

do with the explicit form of gnh
′
gnλn, we abbreviate

∥∥gnh′gnλn.Λ∥∥ =: ∥Λ∥g for every discrete subgroup

Λ. For two primitive subgroups Λ1,Λ2 of ZN , let

Λ1 +
′ Λ2 := (Λ1 + Λ2)⊗Q ∩ ZN ,

which is again primitive. We have that (see [Cas04, Corollary 4.2])

∥∆j+1∥g
∥∆j∥g

≥

∥∥∆+′ ΛStd
m+j

∥∥
g∥∥ΛStd

m+j

∥∥
g

=⇒
log ∥∆j+1∥g − log ∥∆j∥g

i′j+1 − i′j
≥

log
∥∥∆+′ ΛStd

m+j

∥∥
g
− log

∥∥ΛStd
m+j

∥∥
g

rank(∆ +′ ΛStd
m+j)− im+j

.

Equa.(49) then follows by applying Equa.(47) to ∆ +′ ΛStd
m+j , which is indeed compatible with FI .

□

By the claim and Equa.(45),

Polyλ
−1
n Hλn(gnhgnλn) = Polyλ

−1
n Hλn(gnh

′
gnλn)

Eλ
−1
n Hλn(gnhgnλn) = Eλ

−1
n Hλn(gnh

′
gnλn) =

{
{0} ⊊ ΛStd

1 ⊊ ... ⊊ ΛStd
r+1 = ZN

}
.

Also for dα ∈ Φ1 and ∆ ∈ Vα,n(Z),
log ∥p′n∆∥ ≥ κndα(w0) + C2

diverges to +∞. Similarly, log ∥p′n∆∥ with ∆ ∈ Vα,n(Z) has a common lower bound for other dα ∈ ΦH.
Repeating the proof of the second part of Lemma B.6, we have that(

p′nλ
−1
n [OH]λn

)
is nondivergent in PI/PI ∩ SLN (Z).

As a consequence, we find some (λ′n) ⊂ PI ∩ SLN (Z), bounded sequence (bn) in PI and another
bounded sequence (ωn) in OH such that

p′nλ
−1
n ωnλn = bnλ

′
n.

Letting h′′gn := h′gnωn and γn := λ′nλ
−1
n , we have

gnh
′′
gnγ

−1
n = knanbn, γnHγ

−1
n ⊂ PI fixes vI .

Rewrite knanbn = kna
′′
nb

′′
n using (PI ,K

′) coordinates, then (a′′n) (resp. (b′′n)) is bounded away from
(an) (resp. (bn)). In particular, (b′′n) is bounded and there exists C4 > 0 such that α(a′′n) < C4 for
all α ∈ ∆(API ,PI). For dα ∈ ΦH, let M ′

α,n := inf
{
log ∥p′n∆∥

∣∣ ∆ ∈ V∗
α,n(Z)

}
. By what we know

about (Mα,n) and Equa.(46), (M ′
α,n) diverges to +∞ for α ∈ Φ∞ ∪ Φ1 and (M ′

α,n = Mα,n) remains

bounded for α ∈ Φ0. In particular, if (M ′
α,n) is bounded, then

∑m
i=0 aidαi = 0 for some (ai)

m
i=0 ⊂ R+

and (dαi)
m
i=0 ⊂ ΦH with α0 = α and (M ′

αi,n) bounded for each i. As αi’s are all Q-characters, we may
take (ai)’s to be positive integers. Let

M ′′
α,n := inf {log ∥γn∆∥ | ∆ ∈ V∗

α(Z)} .
Since

log ∥γn∆∥ = log
∥∥b−1
n p′nλ

−1
n ωn∆

∥∥ is bounded from log
∥∥p′nλ−1

n ∆
∥∥ ,

the divergence/boundedness of (M ′
α,n) is the same as that of (M ′′

α,n).

Lemma B.8. Assume that
(
γnHγ

−1
n

)
has a subsequence converging to L. Then L is observable in

SLN .
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Proof. It follows from the proof of [Zha21, Lemma 4.10]. Let us briefly recall how. Denote by O the
observable hull of L in SLN . It suffices to show that L is normalized byO. Assume ∆L ∈ Prim(slN (Z))
spans the Lie algebra of L. By abuse of notation, also view ∆L as a vector in the appropriate wedged
vector space. Then we only need to show that the line spanned by ∆L is preserved by O. Passing to
a subsequence, assume for some fixed dα ∈ ΦH, γ−1

n ∆L ∈ Vα(Z) for all n ∈ Z+. But it is a tautology
that (

log
∥∥γn.(γ−1

n ∆L)
∥∥) is bounded.

So we can find (qi) ⊂ Z+, (dαi) ∈ ΦH and (∆i) ⊂ γn.Vαi
(Z) with ∆0 = ∆L and

∑
qidαi = 0.

Therefore, ⊗
∆⊗qi
i is fixed by γnHγ

−1
n for every n

=⇒
⊗

∆⊗qi
i is fixed by O

=⇒ the line spanned by ∆0 = ∆L is fixed by O.

So we are done. □

Finally, passing to a subsequence, assume that for each α ∈ ∆(API ,PI), either (α(a′′n)) remains
bounded away from 0 and ∞ or converges to 0. Let J collect the bounded ones. For simplicity let
PJ := (PI)J . If we write

gnh
′′
gnγ

−1
n = kJna

J
nb
J
n

using (PJ ,K
′) coordinates, then (bJn) is bounded and α(aJn) → 0 for all α ∈ ∆(APJ

,PJ).
To conclude proof, we note that by Equa.(43),

J ∼= {k = 1, ..., l − 1 | αk(an) ↛ 0} = {k = 1, ..., l − 1 | − logαk(an) ↛ +∞} .

But

− logαk(an) = logφk+1(an)− logφk(an)

=
log
∥∥anΛStd

k+1

∥∥− log
∥∥anΛStd

k

∥∥
ik+1 − ik

−
log
∥∥anΛStd

k

∥∥− log
∥∥anΛStd

k−1

∥∥
ik − ik−1

=
log
∥∥gnhgnλnΛStd

k+1

∥∥− log
∥∥gnhgnλnΛStd

k

∥∥
ik+1 − ik

−
log
∥∥gnhgnλnΛStd

k

∥∥− log
∥∥gnhgnλnΛStd

k−1

∥∥
ik − ik−1

= dk(gnhgn).

Choose C5 ∈ R such that

dk(gnhgn) ≤ C5, ∀n, ∀ k ∈ J.

Passing to a subsequence we may assume that dk(gnhgn) > C5 for all n and k /∈ J . By Lemma B.5
applied to C = C5, we find (ak)k∈{1,...,l−1}\J ⊂ Z+ such that

∑
k/∈J akdα∆k(gnhgn ) = 0 (recall we had

assumed that α∆k(gnhgn ) is independent of n for each k). Therefore,
∑
k/∈J akdfk = 0. By abuse of

notation, treat ΛStd
k as a vector for every k. If v := ⊗k/∈J(ΛStd

k )⊗ak , then v is fixed by γnHγ
−1
n for

all n. Note that ΛStd
k for k /∈ J and in particular v are nontrivial eigenvectors of PJ . The proof of

Theorem B.1 in the SLN case is thus complete with P = PJ .

Appendix C. Indices of Various Conditions

(B1) For every x ∈ U(Q) and (gn) ⊂ G such that lim gn.x ∈ B(R), one has

lim
n→∞

[
(gn)∗m[H◦

x]

]
=
[
m[G]

]
.

(BH1) For every x ∈ U(Q), ν∞,x := limR→∞ νR,x exists and supp(ν∞,x) ⊂ B(R).
(B2) For every x ∈ U(Q) and y ∈ G.x, one has G.y ∩B(R) ̸= ∅.
(K1) For every α ∈ A an

R,Q, dα − 1 > 0.

(B4) For every x ∈ U(Q), dα − 1 > 0 for some α ∈ Ban
R,x. In particular, Ban

R,x is non-empty.

(H1) For every x ∈ U(Q) and arithmetic subgroup Γ ⊂ G(Q)∩G, H◦
x has no non-trivialQ-characters

and limR→∞ µR,x exists in Prob(G/Γ).
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(D1) For every x ∈ U(Q) and arithmetic subgroup Γ ⊂ G(Q)∩G, H◦
x has no non-trivialQ-characters

and Ψx extends continuously to G.x → Prob(G/Γ) ∪ {0} where the closure is taken in Xcor,
the manifold with corners associated with (X,D) (see Section 6.4.2).

(S1) For every x ∈ U(Q) and arithmetic subgroup Γ in G(Q)∩G, there exists a bounded subset B
of G/Γ such that gH◦

xΓ/Γ intersects with B for every g ∈ G.

(DS1) There exists a closed subset D of B(R) such that for every (gn) and every x ∈ U(Q) with
lim gn.x not in D, there exists a bounded subset B of G/Γ such that gnH

◦
xΓ/Γ intersects with

B for every n. Moreover, for every F ⊂ C an
R,Q, if LebF denotes a smooth measure on DF , then

LebF (B) = 0.

(H2) For every x ∈ U(Q) and arithmetic subgroup Γ ⊂ G(Q) ∩ G, there exists a non-negative
compactly supported continuous function ψ on G/Γ such that ⟨ψ, g∗m[H◦

x]
⟩ ≠ 0 for all g ∈ G

and for every such ψ, limR→∞ µψR,x exists in Probψ(G/Γ).

(D2) For every x ∈ U(Q) and arithmetic subgroup Γ ⊂ G(Q) ∩ G, there exists ψ satisfying the

paragraph above and Ψψx extends continuously to G.x → Probψ(G/Γ) where the closure is
taken in Xcor, the manifold with corners associated with (X,D).

(C1) Z(H,L) decomposes into finitely many orbits under the action of L ×NG(H) for every L ∈
INT(H,G);

(N1) Γ ∩H is a finite index subgroup of Γ ∩NG(H) for an(y) arithmetic subgroup Γ.

(F1) INTΓ(H,G) is finite.

(F2) there are only finitely many parabolic Q-subgroups containing H, i.e., PH is finite.

(N2) NG(H)◦ ⊂ NG(L) for every L ∈ INT(H,G).
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419–446. MR 183816 33

[Mau07] François Maucourant, Homogeneous asymptotic limits of Haar measures of semisimple linear groups and their

lattices, Duke Math. J. 136 (2007), no. 2, 357–399. MR 2286635 2
[MG14] Amir Mohammadi and Alireza Salehi Golsefidy, Translate of horospheres and counting problems, Amer. J. Math.

136 (2014), no. 5, 1301–1346. MR 3263899 2

[MT94] G. A. Margulis and G. M. Tomanov, Invariant measures for actions of unipotent groups over local fields on
homogeneous spaces, Invent. Math. 116 (1994), no. 1-3, 347–392. MR 1253197 18

[OS14] Hee Oh and Nimish A. Shah, Limits of translates of divergent geodesics and integral points on one-sheeted

hyperboloids, Israel J. Math. 199 (2014), no. 2, 915–931. MR 3219562 2, 19



81

[PR94] Vladimir Platonov and Andrei Rapinchuk, Algebraic groups and number theory, Pure and Applied Mathematics,
vol. 139, Academic Press, Inc., Boston, MA, 1994, Translated from the 1991 Russian original by Rachel Rowen.

MR 1278263 34

[PRR23] Vladimir Platonov, Andrei Rapinchuk, and Igor Rapinchuk, Algebraic groups and number theory. Vol. I,
second ed., Cambridge Studies in Advanced Mathematics, vol. 205, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge,

[2023] ©2023. MR 4615820 10, 40

[Rag72] M. S. Raghunathan, Discrete subgroups of Lie groups, Springer-Verlag, New York-Heidelberg, 1972, Ergebnisse
der Mathematik und ihrer Grenzgebiete, Band 68. MR 0507234 11, 15

[Ra91] Marina Ratner, On Raghunathan’s measure conjecture, Ann. of Math. (2) 134 (1991), no. 3, 545–607.

MR 1135878 5, 18
[Ric67] R. W. Richardson, Jr., Conjugacy classes in Lie algebras and algebraic groups, Ann. of Math. (2) 86 (1967),

1–15. MR 217079 31

[Rob88] Joel Roberts, Old and new results about the triangle varieties, Algebraic geometry (Sundance, UT, 1986),
Lecture Notes in Math., vol. 1311, Springer, Berlin, 1988, pp. 197–219. MR 951647 52

[RS84] Joel Roberts and Robert Speiser, Enumerative geometry of triangles. I, Comm. Algebra 12 (1984), no. 9-10,
1213–1255. MR 738546 52, 68

[San23] Tim Santens, Manin’s conjecture for integral points on toric varieties, arXiv e-prints (2023), arXiv:2312.13914.

6
[Sem54] J. G. Semple, The triangle as a geometric variable, Mathematika 1 (1954), 80–88. MR 66677 52

[Sha00] Nimish A. Shah, Counting integral matrices with a given characteristic polynomial, Sankhyā Ser. A 62 (2000),
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