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AFFINE ANOSOV REPRESENTATIONS

SOURAV GHOSH

Abstract. In this survey article we discuss about possible generaliza-
tions of Anosov representations in the affine setting and their conse-
quences.
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2 SOURAV GHOSH

Introduction

The goal of this expository article is to give an overview of the study of
affine Anosov representations. The notion of an affine Anosov representa-
tion arises naturally in the interface of the study of proper affine actions of
hyperbolic groups and Anosov representations into semisimple Lie groups.
Hitchin representations. The study of Anosov representations originates
from the study of Hitchin representations. Hitchin [Hit92] showed that
the space of representations of the fundamental group of a closed com-
pact surface inside SL(n,R) has some distinguished connected components.
These components are homeomorphic to a ball of some appropriate finite
dimension which depends on the genus of the surface. The components are
called Hichin components and elements of the Hitchin components are called
Hitchin representations. Moreover, for n = 2 these connected components
are classically known as Teichmüller spaces. Hitchin proved his result us-
ing analytic means and wondered about the geometric significance of the
elements in the Hitchin components. The embeddings of convex cocompact
subgroups of SL(2,R) inside SL(n,R) obtained via irreducible representa-
tions of SL(2,R) inside SL(n,R) are called Fuchsian representations. We
note that Fuchsian representations of cocompact surface groups always lie
in the Hitchin components.
Anosov representations. Labourie [Lab06] introduced the notion of an
Anosov representation and, using results of Guichard [Gui08], gave a com-
plete geometric description of the elements in the Hitchin components in
terms of properties of the limit curve. Later, the dynamical definition of
an Anosov representation given by Labourie was rephrased in Lie theo-
retic terms by the works of Guichard–Wienhard [GW12], Kapovich–Leeb–
Porti [KLP18], Bochi–Potrie–Sambarino [BPS19] and Kassel–Potrie [KP22]
(see also Guéritaud–Guichard–Kassel–Wienhard [GGKW17]). These works
showed that the notion of an Anosov representation in some semisimple Lie
group is equivalent to the image subgroup having uniform eigenvalue/singular
value gaps. In some sense, Anosov subgroups are appropriate generalizations
of convex cocompact subgroups in the higher rank setting (see Danciger–
Guéritaud–Kassel [DGK18, DGK17]). Although, we must note here that
the naive generalization of convex cocompactness in the higher rank setting
is not interesting due to rigidity results of Mostow [Mos68], Prasad [Pra73]
and Margulis [Mar91].
Crystallographic groups. The study of proper affine actions of hyper-
bolic groups originates from the classification theorems of Bieberbach [Bie11,
Bie12] (see also the proof by Buser [Bus85]). Bieberbach showed that dis-
crete subgroups Γ of O(n,R) ⋉ R

n, i.e. subgroups of rigid body motions
of an n-dimensional Euclidean space, which act properly discontinuously,
freely and cocompactly on R

n are virtually Z
n. Such a group is called a

crystallographic group. Later, Auslander and Markus [AM59] came up with
examples of discrete subgroups Γ of GL(n,R)⋉ R

n, i.e. subgroups of affine
transformations of an n-dimensional Euclidean space, that are not isomor-
phic to Z

n but which act properly discontinuously, freely and cocompactly
on R

n. The examples constructed by Auslander and Markus are virtually
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polycyclic i.e. up to a finite index subgroup they are isomorphic to semidi-
rect product of copies of Z. In a failed attempt, Auslander [Aus64] tried
to prove that any discrete subgroup Γ of GL(n,R)⋉R

n which act properly
discontinuously, freely and cocompactly on R

n is virtually polycyclic.
Margulis spacetimes. The statement that Auslander tried to prove was
later made into a conjecture, called the Auslander conjecture. The con-
jecture is known to be true for lower dimensional manifolds by works of
Fried–Goldman [FG83] and Abels–Margulis–Soifer [AMS20] but it is still
wide open for the general case. In hope of making the Auslander con-
jecture more tractable, Milnor [Mil77] wondered about the possibility of
removing the cocompactness assumption from the conjecture. Later, Mar-
gulis [Mar83, Mar84] surprised everybody by producing a negative answer
to Milnor’s question. He showed the existence of free non-abelian subgroups
of GL(3,R)⋉R

3 which act properly discontinuously and freely on R
3. These

examples are called Margulis spacetimes. Subsequently, Drumm [Dru92]
constructed explicit fundamental domains for a large class of the examples
of Margulis. The fundamental domains constructed by Drumm are bounded
by crooked planes, and it was conjectured that all examples constructed by
Margulis admit fundamental domains bounded by crooked planes. After
remaining open for more than a decade, the conjecture was finally resolved
in the positive by Danciger–Guéritaud–Kassel [DGK16b].
Existence results. Suppose Γ ⊂ GL(3,R)⋉R

3 is a non-abelian free group
which acts properly discontinuously and freely on R

3. Then by a result
due to Fried–Goldman [FG83], the Zariski closure of Γ is some conjugate
of SO(2, 1). Generalising results of Margulis, Abels–Marulis–Soifer [AMS02]
showed that there exists Zariski dense non-abelian free subgroups of SO(m−
1,m)⋉R

2m−1 which act properly discontinuously and freely on R
2m−1 only

when m is even. Later, Smilga [Smi22] constructed more such examples
of proper affine actions using the arguements of Margulis more deftly (see
also the work of Neza [Ž22] and Burelle–Neza [BŽ24]). Recently, Danciger–
Guéritaud–Kassel [DGK20] discovered examples of Coxeter groups admit-
ting proper affine actions.

Question 1. What are the different kinds of discrete subgroups of the affine
group GL(n,R) ⋉ R

n which act properly discontinuously and freely on R
n

and what are their Zariski closures?

Non-existence results. We note that the existence of proper affine actions
also depends on the particular ways the Γ is embedded in GL(n,R) ⋉ R

n.
Suppose Γ ⊂ SO(2, 1) ⋉ R

3 acts properly discontinuously and freely on R
3,

then Mess [Mes07] showed that the linear part of Γ cannot act cocompactly
on the Minkowski model of hyperbolic geometry (see also Goldman–Margulis
[GM00]). This result was later generalized by Labourie [Lab01, Lab22] and
Danciger–Zhang [DZ19] to show the impossibility of proper affine actions of
subgroups whose linear part is Hitchin. Using low dimensional isomorphisms
of Lie groups, Mess’ result can also be interpreted as stating the following:
suppose Γ ⊂ SL(2,R) ⋉Ad sl(2,R) acts properly discontinuously and freely
on sl(2,R), then the linear part of Γ cannot act cocompactly on the upper
half plane model of hyperbolic geometry. Ghosh [Gho23a] presents a partial
generalization of this alternative interpretation of Mess’ result.
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Affine anosov representations. Suppose (g, v) ∈ SO(2, 1) ⋉ R
3 and g

is diagonalizable with distinct eigenvalues. For any such (g, v), Margulis
defined a number M(g, v) ∈ R, which we call the Margulis invariant of (g, v),
to detect proper affine actions. He showed that if M(g, v) and M(h,w) have
opposite signs then the group generated by (g, v) and (h,w) cannot act
properly discontinuously on R

3. The notion of a Margulis invariant was later
generalized by Abels–Margulis–Soifer [AMS02] and Smilga [Smi22]. These
generalized invariants are not necessarily real valued but are vector valued
quantities. Labourie [Lab01] introduced a diffused version of the Margulis
invariant. Goldman, Labourie and Margulis [GLM09] used the positivity
of these diffused Margulis invariants to give an equivalent criterion for the
feasibility of proper affine actions of discrete subgroups of SO(m − 1,m) ⋉
R
2m−1 whose linear parts are Fuchsian representations of convex cocompact

surface groups. Taking inspiration from this work, Ghosh [Gho17, Gho18a,
Gho23a] and Ghosh–Treib [GT23] related the study of proper affine actions
of word hyperbolic groups with the study of Anosov representations. In
particular, they introduce the notion of an affine Anosov representation for
representations of word hyperbolic groups inside affine groups whose linear
parts are semisimple Lie groups.
Isospectral rigidity. We note that Margulis invariants are closely related
to infinitesimal deformations of eigenvalues (see Goldman–Margulis [GM00],
Danciger–Zhang [DZ19] and Ghosh [Gho18a]). More generally, they are
related to infinitesimal deformations of Jordan-Lyapunov projections (see
Ghosh [Gho23a] and Sambarino [Sam24]). Consequently, the marked Mar-
gulis invariant spectra of an affine representation satisfy similar kind of
rigidity results that are satisfied by the marked Jordan-Lyapunov projection
spectra of a linear representation (see Drumm–Goldman [DG01], Charette–
Drumm [CD04], Kim [Kim05] and Ghosh [Gho23b, Gho20, Gho21]). Such
rigidity results also provide nice embeddings of the corresponding represen-
tation spaces.
Pressure metric. The Teichmüller space has a natural complex analytic
structure and a natural Kähler metric called the Weil–Petersson metric
[Ahl61]. Wolpert [Wol86] showed that this metric is a multiple of the metric
defined by Thurston, which was, in turn, constructed using the Hessian of the
length of a random geodesic. Building on works of Bonahon [Bon88], Bowen
[Bow08] and Bridgeman–Taylor [BT08], McMullen [McM08] showed that
this metric can also be interpreted in terms of the theory of thermodynamic
formalism. Such metrics are called pressure metrics. Bridgeman–Canary–
Labourie–Sambarino [BCLS15] introduced these methods to the theory of
Anosov representations and defined the pressure metric on the space of pro-
jective Anosov representations. Further properties of these metrics on the
Hitchin components have been studied by Labourie–Wentworth [LW18] and
Sambarino [Sam24]. Ghosh [Gho18b, Gho23b] used the rigidity results men-
tioned in the previous paragraph and applied this theory in the affine setting
to construct pressure metrics on the space of affine Anosov representations
into SO(2m−1, 2m)⋉R

4m−1. Further generalization of this result to account
for all affine Anosov representations is a work in progress.
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1. A special case

Let gl(2,R) be the space of 2× 2 matrices and adj : gl(2,R) → gl(2,R) be
the following map:

adj

[
a b
c d

]
:=

[
d −b
−c a

]
.

We consider 〈A | B〉 := −Tr(A.adj(B)) and observe that it is a symmetric
bilinear form of signature (2, 2) on gl(2,R). As B is a 2 × 2 matrix, the
trace of B is zero imply that adj(B) = −B. Hence, the restriction of the
symmetric bilinear form on sl(2,R) is a multiple of the Killing form. We
consider the following action of SL(2,R)× SL(2,R) on gl(2,R):

(g, h).A := gAh−1.

We note that this action preserves the aforementioned bilinear form on
gl(2,R). Hence, we obtain a homomorphism

ϕ : SL(2,R) × SL(2,R) → O(2, 2).

As SL(2,R) is connected, we deduce that the image of ϕ is inside SO0(2, 2),
the connected component of O(2, 2) containing the identity element. We
observe that the image of the map Diag : SL(2,R) → SL(2,R) × SL(2,R)
which sends g to (g, g) preserves the identity matrix. Also, the signature
of the Killing form on sl(2,R) is (2, 1). Hence, the image of Diag(SL(2,R))
under ϕ is a copy of SO0(2, 1) sitting inside SO0(2, 2). Furthermore, we note
that ϕ is a double cover of SO0(2, 2) with kernel {(e, e), (−e,−e)} for the
identity matrix e.

We recall that a finitely generated discrete subgroup Γ of SL(2,R) has
a natural action on the upper half plane H via Möbius transformations.
We call the discrete subgroup Γ convex cocompact if and only if Γ acts
properly discontinuously and freely on H and the quotient manifold Γ\H
has a compact convex core. We note that Γ\H has a compact convex core
if and only if Γ\H does not have any cusps. We observe that the elements
of such a group Γ satisfy the following:

1. Any γ ∈ Γ is diagonalizable with eigenvalues λγ and λ−1
γ and λγ ≥ 1.

2. There exists some C > 1 such that for any torsion free γ ∈ Γ the ratio
of the eigenvalues satisfies λ2

γ ≥ C.

We call the second property as a uniform eigenvalue gap property. We
consider two representations ρ, ̺ of Γ inside SL(2,R) which are both convex
cocompact. Suppose λρ(γ) and λ̺(γ) are the respective eigenvalues of the
images of γ ∈ Γ which are bounded below by 1. We observe that the
eigenvalues for the action of (ρ(γ), ̺(γ)) on gl(2,R) are λ±1

ρ (γ)λ±1
̺ (γ). We

observe that

λρ(γ)λ̺(γ) ≥ λρ(γ)λ
−1
̺ (γ), λ−1

ρ (γ)λ̺(γ) ≥ λ−1
ρ (γ)λ−1

̺ (γ).
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A priori, it is not clear which one of λρ(γ)λ
−1
̺ (γ) and λ−1

ρ (γ)λ̺(γ) is bigger
than the other. We observe that comparing the above two eigenvalues of
(ρ(γ), ̺(γ)) is equivalent to the comparison between λ2

ρ(γ) and λ2
̺(γ). In

fact, by a result of Thurston, if both ρ and ̺ are cocompact (and not just
convex cocompact), then neither of the numbers can be bigger than the
other uniformly over all γ ∈ Γ. That is, there exists some non trivial γ ∈ Γ
such that λ2

ρ(γ) ≥ λ2
̺(γ) and some non trivial η ∈ Γ such that λ2

ρ(η) ≤ λ2
̺(η).

We consider a one parameter analytic family {ρt}t∈(−1,1) of representa-
tions ρt : Γ → SL(2,R) such that ρ := ρ0 is convex cocompact. Clearly,
ρt is also convex cocompact for t small enough. Without loss of generality
we assume that ρt is convex cocompact for all t ∈ (−1, 1). We consider
u : Γ → sl(2,R) such that for all γ ∈ Γ,

u(γ) :=
d

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

ρt(γ)ρ(γ)
−1.

We observe that u is a cocycle. We observe that the adjoint action of
SL(2,R) on its lie algebra sl(2,R) has a non-trivial center {e,−e}. More-
over, we also observe that the adjoint action of PSL(2,R) on its lie algebra
sl(2,R) is isomorphic to the linear action of SO0(2, 1) on R

3. It follows that
SL(2,R)⋉Ad sl(2,R) is a two fold cover of SO0(2, 1)⋉R

3. We use results of
Danciger–Guéritaud–Kassel [DGK16a] (see also Ghosh [Gho18a]) and note
that

Theorem 1.1. Suppose (ρ, u)(Γ) acts properly discontinuously and freely
on sl(2,R). Then for all t non-zero but close enough to zero, there exists
Ct > 1 such that the following holds:

1. either λ2
ρt(γ)λ

−2
ρ (γ) ≥ Ct for all non-torsion element γ ∈ Γ,

2. or λ2
ρ(γ)λ

−2
ρt

(γ) ≥ Ct for all non-torsion element γ ∈ Γ.

In either case ϕ(ρ, ρt)(Γ) ⊂ SO0(2, 2) ⊂ SL(4,R) has the uniform middle
eigenvalue gap property.

We end this section by noting that the study of Anosov representations
generalize the notion of a convex cocompact representation and the study
of affine Anosov representations try to capture the above theorem in more
general settings.

2. Gromov flow space

Let Γ be a finitely generated word hyperbolic group with generating set
S. We denote the word length of an element γ ∈ Γ with respect to the
generating set S by |γ|S , and the stable length of γ with respect to S by
|γ|S,∞ i.e.

|γ|S := min{n | γ = s1 . . . sn and S ∩ {si, s
−1
i } 6= ∅ for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n}

and |γ|S,∞ := limn→∞
|γn|S
n

. Let F be another generating set of Γ, then | · |F
is bi-Lipschitz with | · |S i.e. there exists some constant C > 0 such that for
all γ ∈ Γ the following holds:

1

C
≤

|γ|F
|γ|S

≤ C.
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It follows that the stable length corresponding to two different generating
sets are also bi-Lipschitz. We note that the stable length is invariant under
conjugation but the word length need not be.

We denote the Gromov boundary of Γ by ∂∞Γ. There is a natural metric
on the space ∂∞Γ called the visual metric. This metric is unique up to
Hölder equivalence (for more details, see Theorem 2.18 of Benakli–Kapovich
[KB02]).

We note that the fundamental group of a surface with negative Euler
characteristic is a hyperbolic group. Henceforth, we will call such a group a
surface group. When Γ is a surface group, the Gromov boundary is homeo-
morphic to the limit set of the action of the surface group on the upper half
plane H.

The group Γ has a natural action on ∂∞Γ and for each γ ∈ Γ of infinite
order, there exist two distinct points on ∂∞Γ that are fixed by the action of
γ. One of these points is an attracting fixed point of γ and the other one is
a repelling fixed point of γ. We denote the attracting fixed point of γ by γ+

and the repelling fixed point of γ by γ−. We note that the attracting fixed
point of γ is the repelling fixed point of γ−1 and vice-versa. The collection
of attracting fixed points of all infinite order elements γ ∈ Γ form a dense
subset of ∂∞Γ. For a more precise statement see Propositions 4.2 and 4.3
of Benakli–Kapovich [KB02]. We denote the subset of ∂∞Γ2 obtained by

removing the diagonal by ∂∞Γ(2) and consider the following set:

ŨΓ := ∂∞Γ(2) × R.

The visual metric on ∂∞Γ naturally induces a metric on ŨΓ, called the

product metric. Let φt : ŨΓ → ŨΓ be the map such that φt(x, y, s) =
(x, y, s + t) for all t ∈ R. By a celebrated result of Gromov [Gro87], there

exists a proper action of Γ on ŨΓ which extends the diagonal action of Γ on
∂∞Γ(2) and which commutes with the maps {φt}t∈R. Moreover, there exists

a metric d on ŨΓ which is bi-Lipschitz to the product metric on ŨΓ and for
which the following holds:

1. Γ is a subgroup of the isometry group of (ŨΓ, d),
2. φt are Lipschitz homeomorphisms,

3. orbits of φt are quasi-isometrically embedded in ŨΓ.

The Gromov flow space of Γ, denoted by UΓ, is the quotient space of ŨΓ
under the action of Γ. We abuse notation and denote the maps on UΓ
induced from the maps φt by φt.

We note that when Γ is a surface group, ∂∞Γ(2) identifies with the space
of all bi-recurrent geodesics of Γ\H and the Gromov flow space identifies
with the following:

{(x, l) | l is a bi-recurrent geodesic of Γ\H and x ∈ l}.

Moreover, when the hyperbolic surface Γ\H has no boundary, the space

ŨΓ identifies with PSL(2,R) and the Gromov flow space identifies with
Γ\PSL(2,R) which in turn identifies with the unit tangent bundle of the
surface Γ\H.

The space UΓ is a connected proper metric space (for more details see
Champetier [Cha94] and Mineyev [Min05]). Suppose γ ∈ Γ is an element
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of infinite order. Then the following limit is independent of p ∈ ŨΓ and is
called the translation length of γ:

ℓ(γ) := lim
n→∞

d(γnp, p)

n
.

The translation length of γ is also the infimum of the distance between any
point p ∈ UΓ and γp. Moreover, the infimum is attained when p is of the
form (γ−, γ+, t) for some t ∈ R.

We note that when Γ is a surface group, ℓ(γ) is equal to the length of the
closed geodesic corresponding to γ.

3. Anosov representations

Let G be a real semisimple Lie group and let P± be a pair of opposite
parabolic subgroups of G. Hence, G/P± is necessarily compact. Let Γ
be a finitely generated hyperbolic group and ρ : Γ → G be an injective
homomorphism. We note that G acts naturally on G/P± as follows: for
any g ∈ G and [h] := hP± ∈ G/P± we have g[h] := [gh]. We observe that
under the diagonal action of G on (G/P+)× (G/P−) there exists a unique
open orbit. We denote it by X and note that X naturally identifies with the
quotient G/(P+ ∩P−). Hence, for any x ∈ X , x identifies with (gP+, gP−)
for some g ∈ G. We denote gP± respectively by x±.

We consider the bundle ŨΓ×X over ŨΓ. The map φt : ŨΓ → ŨΓ induces

a map φt : ŨΓ × X → ŨΓ × X which takes (p, x) to (φtp, x). The group Γ

acts on ŨΓ × X by taking (p, x) to (γp, ρ(γ)x) for all p ∈ ŨΓ and x ∈ X .
We take the quotient under this action of Γ and obtain a bundle Xρ over
UΓ. The map φt again induces a map φt : Xρ → Xρ. We note that by
construction X comes equipped with a pair of distributions X± such that
(X±)x = Tx±(G/P±). As the action of G on X± keeps them invariant, we
observe that X± can be naturally interpreted as vector bundles over Xρ.

Definition 3.1. A representation ρ : Γ → G is called (P+, P−)-Anosov if
there exists a section σ : UΓ → Xρ such that

• σ is locally constant along the flow lines of the flow φt, with respect
to the locally flat structure on Xρ,

• the flow φt is contracting on the bundle σ∗X+ and dilating on the
bundle σ∗X−.

We note that existence of a σ : UΓ → Xρ which is locally constant along
the flow lines of the flow φt is equivalent to the existence of a map σ :

ŨΓ → X such that σ(γp) = ρ(γ)σ(p) and σ(φtp) = σ(p) for all γ ∈ Γ,

p ∈ ŨΓ and t ∈ R. Moreover, to say that the flow φt is contracting on
the bundle σ∗X+ and dilating on the bundle σ∗X− is equivalent to saying

that there exists a pair of positive constants c, C and for all p ∈ ŨΓ there
exists a collection of Euclidean norms ‖ · ‖p on Tσ(p)X such that for all
γ ∈ Γ and v ∈ Tσ(p)X we have ‖ρ(γ)v‖γp = ‖v‖p and for all t > 0 and

v± ∈ Tσ(p)±(G/P±) = Tσ(φtp)±(G/P±) we have ‖v±‖φ±tp ≤ Ce−ct‖v±‖p.
Suppose G is SL(n,R). We consider the following two subspaces of Rn:

R
k ×{0}n−k and {0}k ×R

n−k. We observe that they are transverse to each
other. Suppose P+

k is the stabilizer of the aforementioned k-dimensional
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subspace and P−
k is the stabilizer of the aforementioned (n−k)-dimensional

subspace. We note that P±
k form a pair of opposite parabolic subgroups of

SL(n,R).
We recall that for any element g ∈ SL(n,R), ggt is a symmetric matrix.

Hence,
√

ggt is well defined. The eigenvalues of
√

ggt is called the singular
values of g. The singular values are necessarily positive. Let {κi(g)}

n
i=1 be

the logarithm of the singular values of g such that κ1(g) ≥ · · · ≥ κn(g). We
denote the tuple (κ1(g), . . . , κn(g)) by κ(g). Moreover, suppose {λi(g)}

n
i=1

be the logarithm of the modulus of the eigenvalues of g such that λ1(g) ≥
· · · ≥ λn(g). We denote the tuple (λ1(g), . . . , λn(g)) by λ(g). We note that
for any g ∈ G the following identity holds:

lim
n→∞

κ(gn)

n
= λ(g).

Let ρ : Γ → G be an injective homomorphism. We say that ρ has a
uniform gap at its i-th singular value if there exist c, k > 0 such that for all
γ ∈ Γ the following holds:

κi(ρ(γ)) − κi+1(ρ(γ)) ≥ c|γ|S − k.

Moreover, we say that ρ has a uniform gap at its i-th eigenvalue value if
there exists c, k > 0 such that for all γ ∈ Γ, the following holds:

λi(ρ(γ))− λi+1(ρ(γ)) ≥ c|γ|S,∞ − k.

We note that having a uniform gap at its i-th singular value or having
a uniform gap at its i-th eigenvalue is independent of the choice of the
generating set.

Theorem 3.2 ([KLP18], [BPS19]). Suppose ρ : Γ → SL(n,R) is an injective
homomorphism and Γ is word hyperbolic. Then ρ is Anosov with respect to
the parabolic subgroups P±

i if and only if ρ has a uniform gap at its i-th
singular value.

Theorem 3.3 ([KP22]). Suppose ρ : Γ → SL(n,R) is an injective homo-
morphism and Γ is word hyperbolic. Then ρ has a uniform gap at its i-th
singular value if and only if ρ has a uniform gap at its i-th eigenvalue.

4. Proper affine actions of free groups

Suppose G is a semisimple Lie group without compact factors. We denote
its Lie algebra by g. Suppose Cg : G → G be the conjugation action which
sends h ∈ G to ghg−1. We denote the identity element of G by e and, the
differential of Cg at e by Ad(g) i.e. Ad(g) := deCg. Hence, Ad is a map
from G to SL(g). We denote deAd by ad and note that ad : g → sl(g).
Suppose X,Y ∈ g. We define B(X,Y ) := Tr(ad(X)ad(Y )). We note that B
is a non-degenerate symmetric bilinear form on g and is called the Killing
form. Suppose θ : g → g be such that θ2 is trivial and −B(·, θ·) is positive
definite, then θ is called a Cartan involution of g. We note that every
real semisimple Lie algebra admits a Cartan involution (for more details
see Corollary 6.18 of Knapp [Kna02]). We denote the eigenspace of θ of
eigenvalue 1 (resp. −1) by k (resp. p). We note that g = k ⊕ p. We denote
the maximal abelian subspace of p by a and denote its dual space by a∗ i.e.
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a∗ is the space of all linear forms on a. We denote the connected subgroup
of G whose Lie algebra is a by A and the centralizer of A in G by L i.e.
L = {g ∈ G | Cg(a) = a for all a ∈ A}. We consider

W := {g ∈ G | Cg(A) = A}/L.

The group W is called the restricted Weyl group. Suppose α ∈ a∗ and

gα := {X ∈ g | ad(H)(X) = α(H)X for all H ∈ a}.

If gα 6= 0 and also α 6= 0, then α is called a restricted root. We denote the
set of all restricted roots by Σ and note that Σ is finite and

g = g0
⊕

α∈Σ

gα.

Suppose α is a restricted root. We observe that (Adg)
∗(α) := α ◦ Adg is

also a restricted root for all g ∈ G normalizing A. Hence, the restricted
Weyl group has a natural action on the collection of restricted roots. The
hyperplanes {ker(α)}α∈Σ divide a into finitely many connected components.
We choose a connected component of a \

⋃
α∈Σ ker(α) and denote it by a++

and its closure by a+. We define

Σ+ := {α ∈ Σ | α(H) ≥ 0 for all H ∈ a+}.

Any element of Σ+ is called a positive root. We note that if α is a restricted
root, then −α is also a restricted root. Suppose −Σ+ be the collection of
all α ∈ Σ such that −α is a positive root. We note that Σ = Σ+ ∪ −Σ+

and Σ+ ∩ −Σ+ = ∅. Moreover, we note that there exists a unique element
w0 ∈ W such that w0(Σ

+) = −Σ+. The element w0 is called the longest
element of the restricted Weyl group (for reasons which we will not go into
in this article).

Remark 4.1. A word of caution: observe that although w0(Σ
+) = −Σ+, it

does not necessarily imply that w0(α) = −α for α ∈ Σ+. In fact, it is not
true in general.

Theorem 4.2 ([Smi22]). Suppose G is a real semisimple Lie group which
is connected. Suppose V is a finite dimensional real vector space, R : G →
SL(V ) is an injective homomorphism, and there exists a v ∈ V such that the
following conditions hold:

1. lv = v for all l ∈ L,
2. w̃0v 6= v for some (any) w̃0 ∈ G with w̃0L = w0 ∈ W .

Then there exists a free non-abelian subgroup Γ of G⋉R V whose linear part
is Zariski dense in G and which acts properly discontinuously on the affine
space corresponding to V .

We note that in particular this result holds when G = SO(2n, 2n − 1)
and R is the natural inclusion of SO(2n, 2n − 1) inside SL(4n − 1,R) which
is a result by Abels–Margulis–Soifer [AMS02]. These results are generaliza-
tions of a celebrated result due to Margulis [Mar83, Mar84] which shows the
existence of non-abelian free subgroups of SL(3,R) ⋉ R

3 that act properly
discontinuously and freely on R

3.
We end this section with the following negative result:
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Theorem 4.3 ([AMS02]). Suppose G = SO(2n+1, 2n) and R is the natural
inclusion of SO(2n + 1, 2n) inside SL(4n + 1,R). Then there does not exist
any subgroup Γ of G ⋉R V whose linear part is Zariski dense inside G and
which acts properly discontinuously on V .

5. Equivalent criterion for hyperbolic groups

Suppose G is a real split Lie group, V is a finite dimensional real vector
space of dimension at least two and R : G → SL(V ) is a faithful irreducible
algebraic representation. We consider its differential deR : g → sl(V ), and
for ω ∈ a∗, we define

V ω := {v ∈ V | deR(H)(v) = ω(H)v for all H ∈ a}.

Any ω ∈ a∗ for which V ω 6= 0 is called a restricted weight of the representa-
tion R. We denote the set of all restricted weights of R by Ω. We note that Ω
is a finite set and V =

⊕
ω∈Ω V ω. We consider the following for any X ∈ a:

Ω±(X) := {ω ∈ Ω | ±ω(X) > 0} and Ω0(X) := {ω ∈ Ω | ω(X) = 0}.

We say two elements X,Y of a are of the same type, denoted by X ∼ Y , if
Ω+(X) = Ω+(Y ) and Ω−(X) = Ω−(Y ). Any element X ∈ a is called

1. generic, if Ω0(X) ⊂ {0},
2. symmetric, if w0(X) = −X,
3. extreme, if {w ∈ W | wX ∼ X} = {w ∈ W | wX = X}.

A representation R is called non-swinging if there exists X ∈ a such that
X is generic, symmetric and extreme. Henceforth, we only consider non-
swinging representations. We fix a generic, symmetric and extreme element
of a+ and denote it by XR (for more details see Smilga [Smi18]). We fix the
following subspaces of V :

V ± :=
⊕

ω∈Ω±(XR)

V ω and V 0 :=
⊕

ω∈Ω0(XR)

V ω,

and observe that V = V +⊕V 0⊕V −. Moreover, we denote V ±,0 := V ±⊕V 0.
We note that certain aspects of the action of G on V can be read off from

its adjoint action on g. Indeed, we consider the following subspaces of g:

p±,0 := g0
⊕

{α∈Σ|±α(XR)≥0}

gα.

Let P±
R

:= {g ∈ G | Cg(p
±,0) = p±,0} be the normalizer of p±,0 inside G and

StabG(W ) := {g ∈ G | R(g)W ⊂ W} be the stabilizer of any subspace W of
V . We note that (for more details see Smilga [Smi18])

P±
R

= StabG(V
±,0) = StabG(V

±).

In this section, we will only consider injective homomorphisms ρ : Γ → G
such that ρ is Anosov in G with respect to these parabolic subgroups P±

R
.

We recall that k is the eigenspace of eigenvalue 1 for the Cartan involution
θ : g → g. We denote the connected subgroup whose Lie algebra is k

by K and note that it is a maximal compact subgroup of G. We denote
A+ := exp(a+). Moreover, we denote the connected subgroup ofG whose Lie
algebra is

⊕
α∈Σ+ gα by N . We note that any element g ∈ G can be written

as a product of three unique elements ge, gh, gu ∈ G such that ge is conjugate
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to some element in K, gh is conjugate to some element in A, gu is conjugate
to some element inN and ge, gh, gu commute with each other. The subscripts
are chosen keeping in mind that elements conjugate to elements in K are
called elliptic, elements conjugate to elements in A are called hyperbolic and
elements conjugate to elements in N are called unipotent. Suppose g ∈ G
with hyperbolic part gh. Then the Jordan projection of g, denoted by Jdg,
is the unique element in a+ such that gh is conjugate to exp(Jdg). We note
that when G = SL(n,R), the Jordan projection of an element g ∈ G is
the same as the ordered tuple λ(g) of the logarithm of the modulus of the
eigenvalues of g.

Now we introduce certain invariants which were introduced originally by
Margulis [Mar83, Mar84] to have more control on detecting proper actions.

Definition 5.1. Suppose (g, v) ∈ G ⋉R V is such that Jdg is of the same
type as XR and h ∈ G is such that the hyperbolic part gh = h exp(Jdg)h

−1.
Also, suppose π0 : V → V 0 is the projection map with respect to the splitting
V = V + ⊕ V 0 ⊕ V −. Then the Margulis invariant of (g, v) is defined as:

M(g, v) := π0(h
−1v).

We end this section with a recent result showing the relation between Mar-
gulis invariants and proper affine actions. In order to do that, we define the
notion of a diverging sequence. Suppose {γn}n∈N is a sequence of elements
in Γ such that the word length of γn goes to infinity as n goes to infinity
and also limn→∞ γ+n = a 6= b = limn→∞ γ−n . Then we call such a sequence
a diverging sequence. We note that the translation length of a diverging se-
quence diverges. We also note that sequences of the kind {γnηγ−n}n∈N, are
not diverging sequences according our notion, although their word length
diverges.

Theorem 5.2 ([Gho23a]). Suppose Γ is word hyperbolic, R is non-swinging
and ρ : Γ → G is an injective homomorphism which is Anosov in G with
respect to the parabolic subgroups P±

R
. Suppose u : Γ → V is a cocycle with

respect to R ◦ ρ, i.e. (ρ, u)(Γ) is a subgroup of G ⋉R V . Then the action of
(ρ, u)(Γ) on V is not proper if and only if there exists a diverging sequence
{γn}n∈N of elements of Γ such that M(ρ(γn), u(γn)) stays bounded.

6. Representations of surface groups

In this section we show that the existence of proper actions depends not
only on the particular linear representation of the semisimple Lie group but
also on the representation of the hyperbolic group inside the semisimple Lie
group.

Suppose Γ is the fundamental group of a compact orientable surface of
negative Euler characteristic without boundary. Hence, there exists nat-
ural injective homomorphisms of Γ inside SL(2,R) which relate to com-
plex/hyperbolic structures on the surface. Subgroups of SL(2,R) obtained
from such homomorphisms are called Fuchsian groups. We recall that there
exists a unique (up to conjugacy) irreducible representation of sl(2,R) on a
finite dimensional vector space. Let ι : SL(2,R) → SL(n,R) be the corre-
sponding homomorphism. We say that a representation ρ : Γ → SL(n,R)
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is Fuchsian if it is a composition of a representation into SL(2,R) and the
irreducible representation ι. We denote the space of all homomorphisms
of Γ into SL(n,R) by Hom(Γ,SL(n,R)). We observe that for any ρ in
Hom(Γ,SL(n,R)) and g in SL(n,R), Cg ◦ ρ is also a representation. We
consider the quotient of the space of all representations under this ac-
tion of SL(n,R) on Hom(Γ,SL(n,R)) and denote the resulting space by
Hom(Γ,SL(n,R))/SL(n,R). We call the connected components of the rep-
resentation space Hom(Γ,SL(n,R))/SL(n,R), which contain Fuchsian rep-
resentations as Hitchin components. Due to a celebrated result of Hitchin
[Hit92], these connected components are topologically trivial i.e. homeo-
morphic to a finite dimensional ball. We call representations lying in the
Hitchin components as Hitchin representations and denote the space of all
Hitchin representations by Hitn. Due to an important result of Labourie
[Lab06] we know that any Hitchin representation is Anosov with respect to
a pair of opposite minimal parabolic subgroups of SL(n,R). We note that
the property of being an Anosov representation is not a unique feature of
representations only in the Hitchin component. Indeed, there are represen-
tations in SL(3,R), due to Barbot [Bar10], which are Anosov with respect
to a pair of opposite minimal parabolic subgroups but which do not lie in
the Hitchin components.

Theorem 6.1 ([DZ19, Lab22]). Suppose ρ : Γ → SL(n,R) is a Hitchin rep-
resentation and u : Γ → R

n is a cocycle with respect to ρ. Then (ρ, u)(Γ) ⊂
SL(n,R)⋉R

n does not act properly discontinuously on R
n.

The above theorem is a generalization of important results due to Mess
[Mes07], Goldman–Margulis [GM00] and Labourie [Lab01]. Moreover, we
note that in the above theorem both the following facts are crucial:

1. Γ is the fundamental group of a compact orientable surface of negative
Euler characteristic without boundary,

2. ρ : Γ → SL(n,R) is a Hitchin representation.

In fact, if one does not assume that the representation is Hitchin, then as a
particular case of a result by Danciger–Guéritaud–Kassel [DGK20], we know
that the fundamental group of a compact orientable surface of negative Euler
characteristic without boundary does admit proper affine actions.

Suppose Hitn is the space of all Hitchin representations. We consider
SL(n,R) ⋉ sl(n,R) where SL(n,R) acts on sl(n,R) via the adjoint repre-
sentation. We note that Mess’ result [Mes07] can also be interpreted as
follows: if (ρ, u) : Γ → SL(2,R) ⋉ sl(2,R) is an injective homomorphism
with ρ ∈ Hit2, then (ρ, u)(Γ) does not act properly on sl(2,R). This result
naturally leads us to the following question:

Question 2. Suppose (ρ, u) : Γ → SL(n,R)⋉ sl(n,R) is an injective homo-
morphism with ρ ∈ Hitn. Is it true that for all cocycles u, (ρ, u)(Γ) does not
act properly on sl(n,R)? If the answer is negative, then can we classify all
such cocycles u for which (ρ, u)(Γ) act properly on sl(n,R)?

We end this section with a result, which provides a partial answer to
Question 2. We note that Hitn is an analytic manifold (for more details see
Bridgeman–Canary–Labourie–Sambarino [BCLS15]). Moreover, all repre-
sentations contained in Hit2 are by definition Fuchsian. Suppose ρ ∈ Hitn
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is a Fuchsian representation. We note that the tangent space to Hitn at
ρ identifies with the direct sum of Tk, the spaces of k-differentials, for
2 ≤ k ≤ n. In local coordinates a k-differential is the symmetric product
of k-many differential 1-forms (for more details see Labourie–Wentworth
[LW18] and Sambarino [Sam24]). Suppose Todd denote the direct sum of Tk

for all odd k and Teven denote the direct sum of Tk for all even k. Clearly,
TρHitn = Todd ⊕ Teven.

Theorem 6.2. Suppose (ρ, u) : Γ → SL(n,R) ⋉ sl(n,R) is an injective
homomorphism such that ρ is Fuchsian and u ∈ Todd ⊕ T2m for some 1 ≤
m ≤ ⌊n2 ⌋. Then (ρ, u)(Γ) does not act properly on sl(n,R).

7. Affine versions of Anosov representations

We recall that the notion of an Anosov representation is equivalent to
having uniform singular value or eigenvalue gaps. We take inspiration from
this definition and also closely notice the equivalent criterion for proper
affine actions in terms of Margulis invariants to define the notion of an
affine Anosov representation.

Suppose ρ : Γ → G is an injective homomorphism which is Anosov in
G with respect to the parabolic subgroups P±

R
and u : Γ → V is a cocycle

i.e. (ρ, u)(Γ) is a subgroup of G ⋉R V . We define the normalized Margulis
invariant spectra for such a representation as follows:

M-Spec(ρ, u) :=

{
M(ρ(γ), u(γ)

ℓ(γ)
| γ ∈ Γ

}
.

We note that M-Spec(ρ, u) is a convex set (for more details see Ghosh [Gho23a]
or Sambarino [Sam24]). We also observe that if the action of (ρ, u)(Γ) on
V is not proper, then there exists a sequence {γn}n∈N of elements of Γ
such that M(ρ(γn), u(γn)) stays bounded and {ℓ(γn)}n∈N diverges. Hence, it
follows that 0 ∈ M-Spec(ρ, u).

We consider the stabilizer of V ±,0 inside G⋉R V and respectively denote
it by Q±

R
. We note that G ⋉R V has a natural action on the coset space

(G ⋉R V )/Q±
R
. We observe that under the diagonal action of G ⋉R V on

(G⋉RV )/Q+
R
×(G⋉RV )/Q−

R
, there exists a unique open orbit. We denote it

by Y and note that it identifies with the quotient (G⋉RV )/(Q+
R
∩Q−

R
). Hence,

for any y ∈ Y, y identifies with ((g, v)Q+, (g, v)Q−) for some (g, v) ∈ G⋉RV .
We denote (g, v)Q± respectively by y±.

Similarly as before, we consider the bundle ŨΓ × Y over ŨΓ and the
quotient of this bundle under the action of Γ to obtain the bundle Yρ,u over
UΓ. As before, we obtain a natural map φt : Yρ,u → Yρ,u extending the map

φt on ŨΓ. We note that by construction Y comes equipped with a pair of
distributions Y ± such that (Y ±)x = Ty±((G ⋉R V )/Q±

R
). As the action of

G ⋉R V on Y ± keeps them invariant, we observe that Y ± can be naturally
interpreted as vector bundles over Yρ,u.

Definition 7.1. An injective homomorphism (ρ, u) : Γ → G ⋉R V is called
partially (Q+

R
, Q−

R
)-affine Anosov if there exists a section σ : UΓ → Yρ,u such

that
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• σ is locally constant along the flow lines of the flow φt, with respect
to the locally flat structure on Yρ,u,

• the flow φt is contracting on the bundle σ∗Y + and dilating on the
bundle σ∗Y −.

As before, we note that the first condition is equivalent to the existence

of a (ρ, u)(Γ)-equivariant map σ : ŨΓ → Y which is also invariant under
the flow. Moreover, the second condition is equivalent to the existence of a

pair of positive constants c, C and for all p ∈ ŨΓ a collection of Euclidean
norms ‖ · ‖p on Tσ(p)Y such that for all γ ∈ Γ and v ∈ Tσ(p)Y we have

‖ρ(γ)v‖γp = ‖v‖p and for all t > 0 and v± ∈ Tσ(p)±((G ⋉R V )/Q±
R
) =

Tσ(φtp)±((G⋉R V )/Q±
R
) we have ‖v±‖φ±tp ≤ Ce−ct‖v±‖p.

We note that an affine representation is called partially affine Anosov
even when it satisfies seemingly all the properties listed in the definition
of an Anosov representation. The reason becomes apparent from the next
proposition which relates the Anosov property of ρ with the affine Anosov
property of (ρ, u).

Proposition 7.2. Suppose Γ is word hyperbolic, R is non-swinging and
(ρ, u) : Γ → G⋉R V is an injective homomorphism. Then (ρ, u) is partially
affine Anosov with respect to Q±

R
if and only if ρ is Anosov with respect to

P±
R
.

We note that uniform eigenvalue (resp. singular value) gap is a central
feature of an Anosov representation. In the affine case, the appropriate
analogue is a condition on the spectra of Margulis invariants. Appropri-
ate analogues of Anosov representations in the affine case first appeared in
[Gho18b, Gho17]. The following definition is a natural extension of that.

Definition 7.3. An injective homomorphism (ρ, u) : Γ → G ⋉R V is called
(Q+

R
, Q−

R
)-affine Anosov if it is partially (Q+

R
, Q−

R
)-affine Anosov and

0 /∈ M-Spec(ρ, u).

We note that the examples of proper affine action constructed by Smilga
[Smi18] are examples of (Q+

R
, Q−

R
)-affine Anosov representations in G⋉R V .

Also, it is clear that if (ρ, u) is affine Anosov with respect to Q±
R
, then

(ρ, u)(Γ) acts properly discontinuously on V . The other way round is also
true but under certain“rank one” like conditions.

Theorem 7.4 ([Gho23a]). Suppose Γ is word hyperbolic, R is non-swinging
and (ρ, u) : Γ → G⋉RV is an injective homomorphism such that ρ is Anosov
in G with respect to P±

R
and M-Spec(ρ, u) is a subset of some one dimensional

subspace of V 0. Then (ρ, u)(Γ) acts properly discontinuously on V if and
only if (ρ, u) is affine Anosov in G⋉R V with respect to Q±

R
.

We note that the above theorem is a generalization of previous results by
Ghosh–Treib [GT23] and Goldman–Labourie–Margulis [GLM09].

8. Isospectral rigidity: Jordan and Cartan projections

We consider GLn(C) and letX be a proper complex algebraic subvariety of
it. Suppose X is the union of complex algebraic subvarieties Xi for 1 ≤ i ≤ l
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such that Xi’s are irreducible. They are called the irreducible components
of X. We consider the dimensions of Xi’s and denote the maximum by
mdim(X). We denote the number of irreducible components of X by irr(X)
i.e. irr(X) = l. Moreover, we denote the number of irreducible components
of X of the maximal dimension mdim(X) by irrmdim(X). We consider the
degrees of Xi’s and denote the maximum among them by mdeg(X).

Suppose x, y ∈ N. We define a function fx,y : N → N × N which will be
used to describe the explicit constants in the statements of the results in this
section. Suppose (x0, y0) := (x, y) and inductively we define (xn+1, yn+1) :=
(x2

xn

n yxn2xn
n , y2

xn

n ). Then fx,y(n) := (xn, yn). We denote the projection onto
the first coordinate of

∑n
i=0 fx,y(i) by M(x, y, n) and define

Mirr,mdeg,mdim(X) := M(irr(X),mdeg(X),mdim(X)).

Suppose Γ is a finitely generated group with generating set S. We define:

BS(n) := {γ ∈ Γ | |γ|S ≤ n}.

We also assume that G is a connected semisimple real Lie group without
any compact factors and with trivial center. We choose a basis of g and
obtain an isomorphism ι : SL(g) → SL(n,R) where n = dim g. We note that
ι◦Ad is a rational embedding of G inside SL(n,R) (see Proposition 4.4.5 (ii)
of [Spr09]). We will treat G as the connected component of a real algebraic
subgroup of SL(n,R). We note that SL(n,C) is the complexification of
SL(n,R) and SL(n,R) is complex Zariski dense inside SL(n,C). We denote
the complex Zariski closure inside SL(n,C) of any algebraic subgroup H of
SL(n,R) by HC. Let

Diag : GL(n,C)× GL(n,C) → GL(2n,C)

be the standard diagonal embedding. We note that it is a regular embedding.
It follows that the diagonal embedding sends GC×GC into a closed subgroup
of GL(2n,C).

Let Hom(Γ, G) be the space of all injective homomorphisms of Γ into G and

Homzd(Γ, G) be the subspace of Hom(Γ, G) consisting of all real Zariski dense
representations. Suppose Y be a real algebraic subvariety of G×G such that
there exist two normal subgroups N1, N2 of G and a smooth isomorphism
σ : G/N1 → G/N2 such that Y = {(g, h) | hN2 = σ(gN1)}. We denote
the collection of all such subvarieties by S(G). Suppose Z is some complex
algebraic subvariety of GL(n,C). We define

MG,Z := max{Mirr,mdeg,mdim(Diag(YC) ∩ Z) | Y ∈ S(G)}.

We note that MG,Z is finite and is independent of the generating set.
Suppose g ∈ GL(2n,C) and for i, j ∈ {1, 2} suppose gi,j ’s are square

matrices of length n such that

g =

[
g11 g12
g21 g22

]
.

Let fκ : GL(2n,C) → C be such that fκ(g) := tr(gt11g11− gt22g22) and Zfκ

be the zero set of fκ.
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Theorem 8.1 ([Gho21]). Suppose ρ1, ρ2 ∈ Homzd(Γ, G) satisfy κ(ρ1(γ)) =
κ(ρ2(γ)) for all γ ∈ BS(MG,Zfκ

). Then there exists an automorphism σ :
G → G such that σ ◦ ρ1 = ρ2.

Suppose g is an element of G. We recall that g is called loxodromic if
the Jordan projection Jd(g) lies in a++. We call an element of Hom(Γ, G)
loxodromic if ρ(γ) is loxodromic for all γ ∈ Γ.

Let fJd : GL(2n,C) → C be such that fJd(g) = tr(g211 − g222) and ZfJd is
the zero set of fJd.

Theorem 8.2 ([Gho21]). Suppose G is real split and ρ1, ρ2 ∈ Homzd(Γ, G)
are loxodromic, and Jd(ρ1(γ)) = Jd(ρ2(γ)) for all γ ∈ BS(MG,ZfJd

). Then
there exists an automorphism σ : G → G such that we have σ ◦ ρ1 = ρ2.

We note that the assumption of Zariski density is crucial in both the above
results. In fact, without this assumption there are counterexamples to these
results. On another note, we can drop the Zariski density assumption when
both the representations are in the Hitchin component (see [Gho21]).

9. Isospectral rigidity: Margulis invariants

Suppose G is split and R : G → SL(V ) is an irreducible algebraic rep-
resentation. We denote the space of all representations of Γ in G ⋉R V by
Hom(Γ, G ⋉R V ) and the space of all real Zariski dense representations by

Homzd(Γ, G ⋉R V ). We recall that V = V + ⊕ V 0 ⊕ V −. We assume that
dim(V 0) = q is non-zero and dim(V ) = k. We note that when V = g and R

is the adjoint representation, the Margulis invariants are infinitesimal ver-
sions of Jordan projections (see Ghosh [Gho23a] and Sambarino [Sam24]).
It is natural to expect that rigidity results as that of the previous section
should also hold in the affine case. Indeed, it holds and we describe the
affine versions of the results from the previous section in this section.

Suppose I : V → V is the identity transformation and T : V → V is any
linear transformation. We recall the notion of a characteristic polynomial
and to suit our purposes modify it and define the following polynomial:

χred
T (x) =

k−q∑

j=0

(−1)k−q−j
tr(∧k−q−j(I − T ))(1− x)j .

Suppose A ∈ gl(k,C), v,w ∈ C
k and a ∈ C. We use the following notation:

[A, v,wt, a] :=

[
A v
wt a

]
.

Moreover, for g ∈ GL(2k + 2,C) we use the following notation:

g =




A11 v11 A12 v12
wt
11 a11 wt

12 a12
A21 v21 A22 v22
wt
21 a21 wt

22 a22


 .

Let fM : GL(k + 1,C) → C
k be such that fM([A, v,w

t , a]) := χred
A (A)v and

ZfM be the zero set of fM.
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Theorem 9.1 ([Gho21]). Suppose (ρ, u), (̺, v) ∈ Hom(Γ, G ⋉R V ) are such
that ρ is Zariski dense and loxodromic and ̺ is a conjugate of ρ. Also,
suppose Mρ,u(γ) = M̺,v(γ) for all γ ∈ BS(Mirr,mdeg,mdim((GC ⋉R VC) ∩ ZfM)).
Then (ρ, u) and (̺, v) are also conjugate to each other.

Henceforth, we assume that R preserves a non-degenerate symmetric real
bilinear form on V . We note that when V = g and R is the adjoint represen-
tation, the Killing form is a non-degenerate symmetric real bilinear form on
g preserved by Ad. Let BR be the complex bilinear form on VC corresponding
to the real bilinear form on V . We abuse notation and for simplicity denote
BR(v, v) by BR(v).

Let F : GL(2k + 2,C) → C be such that

F (g) := BR(χ
red
A11

(1)χred
A22

(A22)v22)− BR(χ
red
A22

(1)χred
A11

(A11)v11)

and f : GL(k + 1,C) → C be such that f([A, v,wt, a]) := BR(χ
red
A (A)v). We

denote the zero set of F and f respectively by ZF and Zf . We denote the
maximum of MG⋉RV,ZF

and Mirr,mdeg,mdim((GC ⋉R VC) ∩ Zf ) by m.

Theorem 9.2 ([Gho21]). Suppose (ρ, u), (̺, v) ∈ Hom(Γ, G ⋉R V ) are such
that both ρ and ̺ are Zariski dense and loxodromic representations. More-
over, suppose BR(Mρ,u(γ)) = BR(M̺,v(γ)) for all γ ∈ BS(m). Then the follow-
ing holds:

1. If BR(Mρ,u(γ)) = 0 for all γ ∈ BS(m), then the real Zariski closure of
both (ρ, u)(Γ) and (̺, v)(Γ) are conjugate to G.

2. If BR(Mρ,u(η)) 6= 0 for some η ∈ BS(m), then (ρ, u) and (̺, v) are
conjugate via some element of GL(V )⋉ V .

We note that the above results imply that two representations which gives
rise to proper affine actions and whose Margulis invariants match up to some
well chosen finite set are same up to automorphisms of G⋉R V . In fact, the
same holds for affine Anosov representations too. These results substantially
generalize previous results by Drumm–Goldman [DG01], Charette–Drumm
[CD04], Kim [Kim05] and Ghosh [Gho20].

10. The case of split pseudo-orthogonal groups

The theory of affine deformations of Anosov representations is more well
developed in the case of the split orthogonal groups SO(n, n− 1) acting on
R
2n−1. In this section we present known results for this particular group.

We expect that many of these results will continue to hold for more general
settings. The generalizations are a work in progress.

We recall that there exists non-abelian free subgroups of SO(n, n − 1) ⋉
R
2n−1 acting properly discontinuously on R

2n−1 only when n is even. We
standardize our notations. We denote the identity matrix of length 2n by
I2n and consider the following quadratic form on R

4n:

I2n,2n :=

[
I2n 0
0 −I2n

]
.

We denote the group of all those linear transformations of R4n which preserve
I2n,2n by SO(2n, 2n) and its connected component containing the identity
by SO0(2n, 2n). We denote the standard basis of R4n by e1, . . . , e4n and
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note that the group formed by all those elements of SO(2n, 2n) which fixes
e4n is a copy of SO0(2n, 2n− 1). We denote the corresponding Lie algebras
by so(2n, 2n) and so(2n, 2n − 1). We note that so(2n, 2n − 1)e4n = {0}
and so(2n, 2n)e4n = R

4n−1 × {0} ⊂ R
4n. We call a subspace of R

4n−1

a null subspace if it is orthogonal to some maximal isotropic subspace of
R
4n−1. The following theorem shows that affine Anosov representations in

SO(2n, 2n − 1) ⋉ R
4n−1 appear due to the following special phenomenon:

all elements of SO(2n, 2n) which are loxodromic in SL(4n,R) are also lox-
odromic in SO(2n, 2n) but all loxodromic elements of SO(2n, 2n) need not
be loxodromic in SL(4n,R).

Theorem 10.1 ([Gho18a]). Let {ρt}t∈(−1,1) be an analytic one parameter
family of representations of Γ in SO(2n, 2n) with ρ0(Γ) ⊂ SO(2n, 2n − 1).
Let U be the tangent vector to {ρt}t∈(−1,1) at ρ = ρ0 and u = Ue4n. Suppose
(ρ, u) is affine Anosov with respect to the stabilizer of a null subspace of
R
4n−1. Then there exists ǫ > 0 such that for all t with |t| ∈ (0, ǫ), ρt

is Anosov in SL(4n,R) with respect to the stabilizer of an n-dimensional
subspace.

We denote the space of conjugacy classes of representations of Γ inside
SO(2n, 2n − 1) ⋉ R

4n−1 which are affine Anosov with respect to the sta-
bilizer of some null subspace of R4n−1 by An. Henceforth, we will replace
the phrase “affine Anosov with respect to the stabilizer of some null sub-
space of R4n−1” by the expression “affine Anosov” for simplicity. We denote
the conjugacy classes of representations of Γ inside SO(2n, 2n − 1) which
are linear parts of such affine Anosov representations by Ln. Moreover,
let Pn be the collection of conjugacy classes of all affine representations in
Hom(Γ,SO(2n, 2n − 1) ⋉ R

4n−1) whose linear parts are the linear parts of
some affine Anosov representations. We note that Pn is the space of conju-
gacy classes of all partially affine Anosov representations. Clearly, we have
An ⊂ Pn. We note that Ln, Pn and An are all open subsets of the respective
representation spaces. Moreover, we know that An is fibered over Ln with
fibers which are a disjoint union of two convex cones which differ by a sign.

We note that in the case of split pseudo-orthogonal groups SO(2n, 2n−1),
the Margulis invariants lie in a line. Hence, Theorem 7.4 is applicable in
this context. Moreover, in these cases Margulis invariants can be treated
as real numbers. We denote the set of periodic orbits of the Gromov flow
space by O. Suppose (ρ, u) is an affine Anosov representation. We define,
RT (ρ, u) := {γ ∈ O | Mρ,u(γ) 6 T} and note that the following limit exists
and is positive (see Ghosh [Gho23b]):

hρ,u = lim
T→∞

1

T
log |RT (ρ, u)|.

The quantity hρ,u is called the topological entropy of (ρ, u). The topological
entropy satisfies the following properties for c > 0:

1. hρ,cu = 1
c
hρ,u,

2. if hρ,u = c = hρ,v, then hρ,(1−t)u+tv < c for all 0 ≤ t ≤ 1.
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Also, for a partially affine Anosov representation (̺, v) we note that the
following limit exists (see Ghosh [Gho23b]):

I((ρ, u), (̺, v)) = lim
T→∞

1

|RT (ρ, u)|

∑

γ∈RT (ρ,u)

M̺,v(γ)

Mρ,u(γ)
.

The quantity I is called the intersection number of (ρ, u) and (̺, v). As the
Margulis invariants are preserved under conjugacy, we obtain well defined
maps h : An → R and I : An × Pn → R. We note that the maps h, I are
real analytic (see Ghosh [Gho23b]).

Suppose {(ρt, ut)}t∈R is an analytic one parameter family of affine Anosov
representations such that (ρ0, u0) = (ρ, u) and for all γ ∈ Γ:

U(γ) =
d

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

(ρt, ut)(γ)(ρ, u)(γ)
−1.

We note that [U ] ∈ H1
Ad◦(ρ,u)(Γ, so(2n, 2n − 1) ⊕ R

4n−1) ∼= T[ρ,u]An. We

define the pressure form P : TAn × TAn → R as follows:

P[ρ,u]([U ], [U ]) :=
d2

dt2

∣∣∣∣
t=0

hρt
hρ

I(ρ, ρt).

We note that P is well defined and is a positive semi-definite bilinear form.
Suppose An,k are the constant entropy sections of An with entropy k i.e.

An,k := {ρ ∈ An | hρ = k}.

We note that An,k is an analytic submanifold of An of codimension one.

Theorem 10.2 ([Gho23b]). The restriction of the pressure form to the
constant entropy sections of An i.e. P : TAn,k×TAn,k → R is a Riemannian
metric for all k > 0 and the pressure form on An is positive semi-definite
with rank dim(An)− 1.
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