arXiv:2501.04430v1 [math.DS] 8 Jan 2025

Rigidity in a Fixed Number Field and a Directional
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Abstract

Let X, be the space of unimodular lattices in R™ and let A be the full
diagonal group in SL,(R). It is known that compact A-orbits originate from
moduls in totally real degree n number fields. Owur first result shows that
for a natural family of compact orbits (Axy)i all originating from a fixed
number field K, every weak limit of the Haar measures on those orbits m4,,
must contain the Haar measure my, as an ergodic component. This result
generalizes certain aspects of the work by Aka and Shapira in [1] to arbitrary
dimensions, as well as elements from Shapira-Zheng in [10].

For every vector @ € R™ and for every rational approximation (p,q) €
R"™ x R we can associate the displacement vector gao—p. We focus on algebraic
vectors, namely @ = (ayq, ..., ) such that 1, a1, ..., a, span a rank n number
field. For these vectors, we investigate the size of their displacements as well
as the distribution of their directions. We establish that algebraic vector @

satisfy the p-adic Littlewood Conjecture. Namely, we prove that
lim inf (k[ [kl|,)""" k(0. . o)l = 0. (0.1)

Additionally, we classify all limiting distributions, with a special weighting, of
the sequence of directions of the defects in the e-approximations of (a1, ..., ay).
Each such limiting measure is expressed as the pushforward of an algebraic

measure on X,, to the sphere.


http://arxiv.org/abs/2501.04430v1

Our proof relies on estimates of the asymptotic orders of units in fixed
number fields modulo families of natural numbers and on rigidity results from
[4].

1 Introduction

Let X, denote the space of unimodular lattices in R", commonly identified with the
quotient SL,(R)/SL,(Z). Denote my, to be the Haar probability measure on X,
coming from the Haar measure on SL, (R). Let A < SL,,(R) denote the full diagonal
subgroup.

A probability measure p on X, is called algebraic if there exists a closed subgroup
H < SL,(R) such that p is H-invariant and supported on an H-orbit.

Among the A-invariant probability measures on X,,, the family of algebraic mea-
sures supported on A-orbits is significant and well-studied due to its connections
with algebraic number theory.

Our first goal in this paper is to investigate the structure of possible weak limits of
algebraic measures supported on A-orbits that are related to each other in a specific
way.

Recall that every algebraic ergodic probability measure supported on an A-orbit

originates from a full module in a number field, as follows:

Construction 1.1. Let K be a totally real number field of degree n, and let M C K
be a full module. Denote oy, ..., 0, : K — R as an ordering of the natural embeddings
of K. Let xp; be the normalization of the lattice (o1, ...,0,)(M) C R™ to have co-
volume 1. Then every x € X,, with a compact A-orbit is of the form x, for some
K, M as above.

Note that if u is an algebraic probability measure supported on an A-orbit, then

this orbit must be compact.

In [II], together with Solan, we demonstrated that Haar measures on compact

A-orbits exhibit certain non-rigid properties in the following ways:



(a) We showed (in [I1], Theorem 1.1]) that weak limits of Haar measures on compact
A-orbits need not be ergodic. In fact, they can contain any countable collection

of ergodic A-invariant measures in their ergodic decomposition.

(b) We proved (in [I1, Theorem 1.5]) that weak limits of Haar measures on compact

A-orbits need not be probability measures, and any escape of mass can occur.

These results stand in stark contrast to rigidity phenomena observed for unipotent
flows. For instance, in [7], it was shown that weak limits of ergodic measures invariant

under a one-parameter unipotent flow are always ergodic.

Remark 1.2. A natural question arises: must any weak limit of Haar measures on
compact A-orbits (with discriminant tending to infinity) have the Haar measure on
X, as an ergodic component? Our construction in [11] did not account for the full
ergodic decomposition of the weak limits. Thus, it is possible that mx, appears as a

component in each of our constructed sequences.

Our first result addresses a natural subfamily of compact A-orbits, all derived from
a fixed number field. We prove that weak limits of Haar measures on these compact

A-orbits must contain the Haar measure as an ergodic factor.

Theorem 1.3. Let p be a prime. Let K be a totally real number field of degree n,
and let M < K be a lattice (the Z-span of a basis for K ). Fix an ordering oy, ...,0,
of the natural embeddings K — R, and denote

1

e S(M)EX,, 1.1
M cov(a(M))l/"J( )€ (1.1)
where 0 = (01, ...,0,).
Write xp; = gZ™ for some g € SL,(R).
Define, for any k € Z:
n+1 .
ap = p‘k% diag(p”, ..., p", p*") (1.2)

and let x, = gapZ".



Then every weak limit v of the Haar measures ma,, as k — oo contains the Haar

measure as an ergodic component. When n is prime, ma,, — mx, as k — oo.

Remark 1.4 (Comparison to Shapira-Zheng). This result resembles [10] in the fol-
lowing way. [10, Theorem 1.8] asserts that every weak limit of measures may, from
Theorem[1.3 is an algebraic probability A-invariant measure. When n is prime, their
proof shows that the limit is the Haar measure on X,. However, for non-prime
n, it might seem possible for weak limits to be Haar measures on periodic orbits of
intermediate subgroups of SL,(R) containing A.

Theorem contributes additional information about the weak limits from [10,
Theorem 1.8]. Focusing on a specific family of sublattices of fixed order in a number
field, our approach proves that every weak limit has positive entropy with respect
to every one-parameter subgroup of A. By [2, Theorem 1.3], it follows that every
weak limit must include the Haar measure as an ergodic factor. The proof involves
an asymptotic polynomial bound on the requlator in terms of the discriminant of xy
(Section[3), combined with [4, Theorem 3.1].

Corollary 1.5. As a corollary of Remark[1.4] and Theorem[L3, every weak limit p
of the Haar measures may, from Theorem[I.3 as k — oo contains the Haar measure

as an ergodic component and is algebraic.

Theorem [L.3] addresses one aspect of the following question, informed by the above

discussion.

Open Question 1.6. What kind of rigidity should we expect from A-invariant er-
godic measures coming from a fixzed number field? Could such measures exhibit

escape of mass? Must they include my, as an ergodic component?

1.1 p-Adic Littlewood conjecture for algebraic vectors

In this section, we discuss an application of Theorem [[.3l

The p-Adic Littlewood Conjecture can be stated as follows:



Conjecture 1.7. Let a € R and let p be a prime. Then,
lim inf (na) n||n||, =0, (1.3)
n—oo

where (-) denotes the fractional part and ||- ||, denotes the p-adic norm. Equivalently,

for any € > 0, there exist ne — 0o as € — 0 and an integer m. € N such that

<__° (1.4)

A

This conjecture can be interpreted as an ”approximation compromise” in the con-
text of badly approximable numbers. A number « € R is called badly approximable

if there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that for all n € N, we have
(nayn > c.

In light of this, the conjecture suggests that to achieve approximations with arbi-

trarily small numerators, it suffices to remove the p-adic component of n.

Remark 1.8. Finsiedler and Kleinbock proved in [3] that the set of exceptions to

Congecture [1.7] has Hausdorff dimension zero.

For the case where « is a quadratic irrational (i.e., Q(«) is a degree 2 extension of
Q), this conjecture was formulated by de Mathan and Teuli in [6], Theorem 2.1]. In
fact, a stronger result was proven in [I], which we now explain.

Define the one-parameter group a(t) = diag(e’,e™") and the lattices

1 pta), ,
Lpng +— Z . 15
: <O 1 ) (15)

Equation (L3)) is equivalent to the assertion that the {a(t)}:>o-orbits of z,n, be-
come unbounded in the space of lattices X3 as n — oo. In [I, Theorem 2.8|, the
authors proved that the {a(t)};>p-orbits of z,n, are not only unbounded but also

equidistributed in X, as n — oo.



We propose the following conjecture, which seems to be a natural extension of

Conjecture [L7] but lacks a reference in the literature:

Conjecture 1.9. Let @ € R™ be a vector, and let p be a prime. Denote (-) : R" —

[0,1)" as the pointwise fractional part of a vector. Then, we have
lim inf (k| k[l,)"/" | (k@) [l = 0. (1.6)
—00

Definition 1.10. An n-tuple of real numbers o, ..., ay, is called a real algebraic
n-tuple if the set {1, ..., a,} spans a totally real number field of degree n+1. We

will often refer to this simply as an "algebraic tuple.”

In light of Conjecture[I.9, and drawing a parallel to the relation between the p-Adic
Littlewood Conjecture and the result of Aka-Shapira [I], Theorem [L.T1] provides a

positive answer to Conjecture for algebraic tuples:

Theorem 1.11 (The p-Adic Littlewood Conjecture for Algebraic Tuples). Let ay, ..., a,

be an algebraic tuple. Then,

lim lim inf £Y7|| (kp™ (o, ..., o)) |lso = 0. (1.7)

m—o0  k—o0

Moreover, the equation
tim inf (k) /" (b, )} oo = 0 (1.8)

immediately follows from (L), thereby confirming that (o, ..., ay) satisfies Con-
jecture [1.9.

1.2 Directional p-Adic Littlewood

The methods used to prove Theorem [[L.TT] can be extended to provide more detailed
information about the approximations of algebraic tuples. Specifically, this informa-
tion relates to the direction of the approximating vectors. To state this precisely, we

introduce the following definition.



Definition 1.12. Givenv € R" and7 = (p,q) € Z™ x N, we define the displacement
of v by T as
disp (7,v) = ¢"/" (qv = P),

and the normalized displacement of v by T as
0(v,7) = llqv — |~ (qv — D).
Note that for a given v, the function 0(v,-) is injective on the set of primitive vectors
in Z" x N.
Definition 1.13. For every algebraic tuple &, we define the set

Qr(a) = {? = (p,q) € Z" x N primitive : ¢ < ", eT||qa — Do < e} )

This set is finite, and we denote it as Qp = (7;) 5.

Moreover, for 7 = (p,q) € Z™ x N, we define the weight of T up to T as

wa(F, T) = — / LIPA

’ T Jo 1Q: ™
Remark 1.14. In Definition [I.13, we highlight a sequence of weights w(@, ) asso-
ciated with each approximation 7. These weights reflect the quality of each approxi-
mation and are natural in the statement of Theorem[I.16 below. It is also possible to
take the uniform counting measure on Qr(@), as done in [9]. However, our methods,
as well as those of [9], do not yield the explicit formulation appearing in Theorem
1. 10l

Notation 1.1. For every e > 0 and n € N, we denote
Cn,e = {(1'1, s >In>In+1) € Rn—‘rl : ||($1> s axn)Hoo <¢, |xn+1| S ]-} .

Definition 1.15. 1. A subgroup H < SL,(R) is called an intermediate subgroup

if there exists natural numbers k,d € N and a permutation matriz P such that



n = kd and

B, 0 -+ 0
0 By --- 0 )

H={P . P7': B; € GLy(R) » NSL,(R).  (1.9)
0 0 --- By

. Given a Borel measure probability measure v on X, and ¢ > 0 we define the

distribution of e-shortest vector to be the probability measure on S™2 defined

by:

(min-vec,).v = / 0. (z)dv(x) (1.10)
where .
O = TG 2 Tres/lmaeso] (1.11)
’ vaﬂCnfLe

is the uniform measure on the directions of the shortest vectors of x and mrn—1

is the orthogonal projection on the first n — 1 coordinates.

Theorem 1.16. Let @ be an algebraic tuple. Let Qr(-) be defined as in Definition

For every k € N there ezists eg(k) > 0 such that eg(k) — 0 as k — oo and the
following holds. For e > ¢y(k),T > 0 define pu 1. to be the measure

M Te = Z wpka(?> T)(S@(pkaf) ) (1 : 12)

TeQr (pFa)

(a) The sequence (pure)r converges as T — oo. Denote its limit by pg.. Then

there exists x(k) € X,, with a compact A-orbit and a unipotent matriz U inde-

pendent on k such that pip. = (min-vece ). Um gk -

(b) For every weak limit pi. of (pre)r as k — oo there exists an algebraic A-

invariant probability measure v on X, with positive entropy and a unipotent



matriz U such that
fte = (min-vec,)((Cp_1,0) UV |c, ). (1.13)

Moreover, v is a weak limit of a subsequence of (M ax(k))k-

Corollary 1.17. By [5], there exists H < G as in Definition [I.13 and a periodic
H -invariant measure V' contained in the ergodic decomposition of v. Therefore, in

particular, there exists ¢ € (0, 1] such that

(min-vec).(v |¢,..) > c(min-vec). (v ¢, ) (1.14)

and in particular, for every € > 0 the support of the limiting measure in (LI3)) is the

whole sphere.

Remark 1.18 (A higher rank phenomenon). The property that every limiting dis-
tribution . of the weighted displacements is fully supported on the sphere, as stated
in Corollary [1.17, holds for algebraic n-tuples for any n and generically, as shown
in [9, Theorem 1.1(4)]. This might suggest that the property applies for all n and ev-
ery vector a € R". However, a counterexample can be constructed for n = 2, where a
badly approximable number o has a limiting distribution of displacements that is not
fully supported on the sphere. Constructing such an o requires additional background
and would significantly lengthen this paper. For this reason, we have opted to present
the construction in a separate document. It is still possible that this property holds

for every & € R™ for n > 2 which would make this a higher rank phenomenon.

Remark 1.19 (Comparison to [9]). Theorem[I.18 shares similarities with [9, The-
orem 1.2] while also exhibiting notable differences.

Both Theorem[L16(a) and [9, Theorem 1.2] concern the displacements of approxi-
mations of algebraic vectors. Additionally, both results provide information regarding
the distribution of these displacement vectors. However, [4, Theorem 1.2] does not
give an explicit description of the distribution of the displacement vectors (denoted
(RY)

as VW) in [9]). Instead, the authors derive this distribution from a cross-section

measure defined using a limiting process.



To obtain an explicit description of this limiting distribution, we employ a different
weighting of the sequence of displacements, as defined in Definition[1.12. Under this
approach, the limiting distribution can be explicitly described, as stated in Theorem
[I1d(a), as the pushforward of the Haar measure on the periodic orbit Az (k).

A limitation of our result is that it focuses solely on the direction of the displace-
ment, without addressing its magnitude. Furthermore, our analysis does not encom-
pass the distributions of the other two invariants discussed in [9, Theorem 1.2] or the
distribution related to the best approximations. While we believe our methods could
be extended to prove equidistribution for these additional invariants, we have opted
to center our discussion around the p-adic Littlewood conjecture for algebraic vectors
to maintain clarity and focus.

Lastly, our work examines the possible limits of the measures p.y as k — oo,
rather than restricting attention to a single measure derived from the displacements

of approximations of a specific vector.

Acknowledgements

The author acknowledges the support of ISF grants number 871/17. This work has
received funding from the European Research Council (ERC) under the European
Union’s Horizon 2020 research and innovation programme (Grant Agreement No.
754475).

10



2 Notation and Preliminaries

In this section we introduce some necessary definitions.

Definition 2.1 (O-notations). For two real functions f,g on a set A we write f < g
if there exists a constant C' independent on the parameters of f and g such that
|fI| < Cg on A. The notation O(g) will refer to some implicit function f which
satisfies f < g. The notation ©(g) will refer to some implicit function f which
satisfies g < f < g. Whenever r is a parameter going to 0 or oo, the notation o,.(g)
will refer to some implicit function f which satisfies f < g - h, for some implicit

function h — 0 as r goes to 0 or oo respectively.

Definition 2.2. For any € > 0 denote (X,,)<. to be the set of lattices that contain
a vector v with ||v|]| < €. Given a lattice A and v € A, we say that v is a shortest
vector in A if v minimizes {||ul| : 0 # w € A}. If v is unique up to sign, we say that

A has a unique shortest vector.

2.1 Compact orbits

Use ||-|| to denote the ¢*° norm on R™. Given a lattice A C R™ we use cov(A) to
denote the co-volume of A. Let X,, denote the space of unimodular lattices in R™ and
let dx,, (-, ) denote the Riemannian metric on X,, = SL,(R)/ SL,(Z) coming from the
right invariant Riemannian metric dgr,, &)(-,"). Let Rj™' = {v € R" : 3", v; = 0}.
We abuse notations and define exp = expodiag : Rf™" — A to be the standard
parametrization. We denote by my, probability measure on X,, = SL,,(R)/SL,(Z)

coming from the Haar measure on SL, (R).

Definition 2.3 (Space of Measures). Let M(X,,) denote the space of finite measures
on X, endowed with the topology induced by pu, — p if for any f € C.(X,,) it holds

that () = n(f).

Definition 2.4. For every degree n, totally real number field K, denote by Lat),
the set of free Z-modules of rank n in K. We define an equivalence relation on
Laty by identifying two lattices Ay, Ny C K if Ay = kAy for some k € K*. The

11



quotient space is denoted by Laty, and for every A € Laty, denote by [A] € Laty
its equivalence class. For every rank n, Z-module A € Lat} consider the lattice
zp = o(A)/(cov(a(M))V" € X,,, where ; : K < R;i = 1,...,n is some ordering
of the natural embeddings of K and let ¢ = (01,...,0,) : K — R™ denote their
concatenation. Denote by O = {k € K : kA C A}. This is a ring. Denote
by 057 = {u € OF - o3(u) > 0:4 =1,....n}. For every U C O5"" denote
Ay = {diag(o1(u), o9(u),...,0n(u)) : w € U}. Note that these definitions depend
implicitly on the ordering of the real embeddings of K.

Definition 2.5. Given an algebraic tuple @ = (aq, ..., ) € R", we denote
o; s spang{l,ay, ..., o — R

to be the field embeddings of the number field associated to & ordered in some way. We
denote the normalized (namely to an element in X, ) image of span,{1, ay,...,a,}

under (o1,...,0,41) to be xg.

Definition 2.6 (Correspondence between units and integer matrices). Let K be
some totally real rank n number field and let o1,...,0, : K — R denote some
ordering of the natural embeddings of K. Given a full module M, namely a Z-
span of a basis for K over Q, we denote Oy to be the associated order. Namely,
Oy ={a € K :aM C M}. Note that Oy < Ok is a subring. The group of
units inside Oy is denoted O, = Oy N K*. Note that for any € € OF;, eM = M.
Choose M = {my,...,m,} to be some ordered Z-basis for M. Then since eM = M,
there exists a unique v = Yem € SLn(Z) such that em; = Z?Zlvijmj for every

1=1,...,n.

Definition 2.7 (Discriminant and Regulator). Given a full module M in a number
field K we denote Disc(M) = cov(Oyy) and Reg(M) = cov(log Oy;) where log Oy, is

a lattice in R"~' by Dirichlet’s unit Theorem.

2.2 Hecke neighbors

In this subsection we give some background on the topic of Hecke neighbors.
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Definition 2.8 (Definition of the p-Hecke Neighbors and the Hecke Operator). For
every sequence of integers 0 < ky < ko < -+ <k, consider:
1

O = Opikrkardin = R diag(p*,p™, ..., p™) € SL(R).

For every x = gSL,(Z) € X,, denote T,(x) = gSL,(Z)aSL,(Z). This set is finite
since a SL,(Z)a™" is commensurable to SL,(Z). The size #T,(x) = #(SL,(Z)a SL,(Z)/ SL,(Z))

depends only on ki, ..., k, and not on x. Equivalently,

1

Ti(z) = ———0' 12/ Cx witha/a' 27" 2 & - - SL/p" L 5 .
{/cov(a)

In addition, given a natural number m we define the set of Hecke-neighbors of index

m to be

Ton(x) = {¥z' s’ Cxowith [ x] = m} : (2.1)

3 Regulator-Discriminant Bounds

In this section we give an asymptotic lower bound on the regulator of the sequence
of Hecke neighbors from Theorem [[L3] This lower bound is polynomial in the dis-
criminant of the corresponding modules. Using this lower bound and using [4], we
will prove Theorem [L.3] in Section [l

Lemma 3.1. Let K be a degree n totally real number field and let p be a prime. Let
M be a full module in K and write xpy; = gZ™ for some g € SL,(R). Define, for any

ke Z:

_kn
ap =p

+1
n

diag(p”, ..., p", p*) (3.1)

and let xy = gapZ"™. Then Reg(xy,) = p*.

13



Definition 3.2. Define the following two subgroups of SL,(Z):

* ok k* ok

x x --- 0 x x -+ 0
Hy={AeSL,(Z): A= | | mod p* 3, H, = o , < SL,(Z).

* ok * * ok *

Proof of Lemmal3.1l Fix a choice of ordering for the natural embeddings of K into
R and denote them oy, ..., 0,. Denote also 0 = (0y,...,0,) : K — R".

Note that the matrix g yields a choice of an ordered basis M for the module M
by taking the columns of ¢ and taking their inverse image under o.

Therefore, as in Definition 2.6, whenever we take a unit € € O we correspond to
it a matrix v € SL,(Z).

We will follow the lines of the proof of the claim in [I, p. 30]. First, we note the

following simple fact:

Claim 3.3. Let k > 0 be a natural number. FElements v1,7v2 € SL,(Z) satisfy
YapZ? = voa,xZ? if and only if

(72 'm)" € Hy. (3.3)

Proof. The two lattices are equal if and only if a;,}%_ lylapk € SL,(Z) which happens
precisely when the (n,1),(n,2),...,(n,n — 1) coordinates of 7, '7; are divisible by
p¥, namely (v, 'y)" € Hy. .

Claim 3.4. For any K € N, if there exists k; > 0 such that ordSLn(Z/ka)/Hk(vK) =
PR for any k > ky then ordsr,, (z/phz)/m, (V) = PR for any k > k.

Proof. This follows immediately from the fact that

Ol"dSLn(Z/ka) /Hy, (WN) | OrdSLn(Z/ka) /Hy, (7).
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Claim 3.5. Fiz a unit v € SL,(Z) associated to some element € € Ok and the basis
M as in Definition[2.0. Then there exist K € N, kg > 0 such that for every k >0
dyy == ordsy,, z/przy/m, (V) = phho
and (Y5)¥%* € Hy \ Hyyq for all k > k.
By Claim [3.4) this implies that ordsy,, z/pkz)/m, (V) > pF=*0 for every k € N.

Proof. Take K such that v* = I mod p?. For simplicity, we denote v by 7.

Let ko be the maximal such that n € Hy,.

Note that since € # 1, € has no eigenvectors in K. In particular, o~1(e,) is not
an eigenvector of e. Equivalently, e; is not an eigenvector of v, which exactly means
that v ¢ H,. Therefore ky < oo.

We will prove the claim by induction on k. The base case is covered by our
assumption on the maximality of ky. Assume the statement of the claim for numbers
smaller than k + 1. Denote d = ordgy,, (z/p+7)/m, (7). From here on in the proof, we
make the assumption that n = 3. This assumption doesn’t effect the generality of
the proof, but makes the notation significantly simpler.

Write, for every natural number /¢,

Qy bg Cy
n“=\d e fo
he i 7

then we have the following recursive relation for ¢y, fy:
Cop1 = a1ce + b1 fo + criy; (3.4)

ff—l-l = dlcg + €1fg + fl’ig. (35)

By our induction assumption, it follows that we can write

1 = myp® 4+ mop™ Tt 4 upht? (3.6)
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fl — mllpk + mépk—l—l + u/pk+2 (37)

for m;,m, € {0,...,p — 1} where at least one of my, m} # 0. Assume without loss
of generality that m; # 0.

We prove by induction on m that for every natural number m:
co = Imap" + Omopttt 4 wypht? (3.8)

fo = mip™ + tmbhp™ T + ujp™t? (3.9)

where w, u), € Z,.

Recall that n = I mod p? so that a; = 1 +p?A, b, = p*B,c; = p*C,d; = p*D,e; =
1+ p?E, fi = p?F, j1 = 1+ p*G for some A, B,C,D,E,F,G € N. The base case of
the induction is exactly Eq. (3.6),(371).

For the induction step, apply Eq. (84), (3:3) and the induction assumption (3.8,
[33), the facts about ay, by, c1,dy, €1, fi mod p? and since i, = 1 mod p? to deduce:

k+1 k+2 k+1

copr = tmap® + map T upt A map® + mop™ Tt 4 upt 4+ aptt? (3.10)

! k+1
ob

fopr = tmp* + tm + w4 mhp® 4 mhp" T TR Ggpt T (3.11)

for some 4, Uy € Z,. In other words,
cop1 = (04 Dmap® + (€4 D)mop™™ + (ug + 1) p" (3.12)

Foor = (04 Dmlp" + (04 Dmhp™" + (u) + a2)p* 2. (3.13)

From Equations (3.8)), ([3.9) it follows that the minimal ¢ such that 7% € Hjy,
is precisely p, and in addition ¢, mod p # 0 so that n?? ¢ Hy,o. Moreover, since
Hyy1 < Hy we know that dy | djyq. -

Now, we use the above to bound the regulator of x;. Recall (see e.g. Definition
2.6]) that for every k, staba(x;) < Ok. The following fact follows immediately from
Claim 3.3
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Claim 3.6. The order of € in the quotient O/ staba(xy) is equal to the order of the
v € SL,(Z) associated to € in SL,(Z/p"Z)/Hy,.

By Claim B3] there exists some ko, K such that ordsy,,@zy/m, (v) > pF*. By
Claim B.6, we have the bound ordx Jstab(zg) (€) = p"~*. Therefore, the index [0} :
stab(zy)] is divisible by this order and so [OF : stabs(xy)] > p*~*. Thus, by the

definition of the regulator:
Reg(zy) = cov(stabolx( (x1)) = cov(Of)[OF : stabgx (z1)] > p" 0 Reg(z) (3.14)

which shows the claim of the lemma. -

The following lemma bounds the growth of the discriminant when taking Hecke
neighbors. We will use this lemma for the proof of Theorem [L.3L

Lemma 3.7. Let K be a totally real number field of degree n and let k be a natural
number. Then, for every M € Ty(Ox), Disc(M) < k" Disc(Ok).

Proof. Note that since M € T(Ok), it follows that kOx < M and therefore for
every a € Ok, ka € Oy;. Therefore, if aq,...,q, is a Z-basis for Ok, then Oy, >
spang{kay, ..., kay} so cov(Oy) < k" Disc(Ok) as desired. n

4 Periodic A-orbits vs Unipotent Orbits

In this section we prove a geometric fact about compact A-orbits and A-orbits of
lattices coming from unipotent matrices. To state this fact we need the following

notation.

Definition 4.1. 1. We will denote fort € R:

a(t) = diag(e’, e', ... e' e™™) € SL,1(R). (4.1)
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2. Denote fora = (aq,...,a,) € R™:

an
%)
u(@) = . (4.2)
00 - 1
3. Given an algebraic tuple @ we denote an ordering oy, ...,0,11 of the natural

embeddings of K = spang{l,a,...,a,} such that o1(o;) = a; for every i =
1,...,n. We denote:

1 0'1(061> s O'l(Oén)
B(a) - 1 02(:CY1) 02(:%) . (4.3)
1 oppi(oa) -+ ongi(an)

so that by Definition[2.4), x5 = B(a)Z".

We will prove, roughly speaking, that for algebraic tuples @ € R" and for k£ € N,
the one parameter orbit {a(t)u(p*a)Z" '} remains close to A(B(@)a(Ty)Z™)

where T > 0 is a sequence, uniformly in k.

Lemma 4.2. For any algebraic tuple @ there exists some Uy € SL,,11(R) such that:

lim sup d(Upa(t — Tp) B(@)a(Ty), a(t)[a(~Tp)u(@)a(Ty)]) = 0. (4.4)

t—o0 Tp<0

Proof. We start by noting, similarly to [8, (5.6)], that there exist @ € GL,(R) and
qis---5qni1 € R such that

0
0
U= @
g1 q2 - Gnt1
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satisfies
UB(@) = u(a). (4.5)

Since the group a(t) expands only the coordinates (i,n 4+ 1) for ¢ = 1,...,n, we
deduce that a(t)Ua(—t) — Uy as t — oo where

0
Uy = “ 0 (4.6)
00 - Gnt
Conjugating Eq. [@3) by a(T,) we deduce:
a(—=Ty)UB(@)a(Ty) = a(—Tp)u(@)a(Tp) (4.7)

so it follows that for any ¢ > 0:

la(t—Ty)Ua(Ty—t)]a(t—To) B@)a(Ty) = a(t)a(~To)UA@)a(Ty) = a(t—Ty)u(@)a(Ty).
(4.8)

Therefore, for every ¢ large enough:
d(Upa(t — Ty) B(@)a(Tp), a(t)a(=To)u(@)a(Ty)) < d(Ug, a(t — To)Ua(Ty —t)) (4.9)

which converges to 0 uniformly, since Ty < 0 and a(t)Ua(—t) — Uy as t — oo. n

The following simple claim follows immediately from the definition of z; and of

a(t).

Claim 4.3. The following equations holds for every @ € R™:

= B(a)a(—g log p)Z"*, (4.10)
u(pa) = a (% logp) u(@)a (—% logp) . (4.11)
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Remark 4.4. Lemmal[{.] is similar to [9, Proposition 7.5] with an upgrade special
for our use. The difference manifests in the following fact. For each Ty = —% log p,
the lattices B(@)a(Ty)Z"™ all have compact A-orbits. The claim in [9, Proposition
7.5] implies that for each of them separately,

tliglo d(Upa(t — Ty)B(@)a(Tp), a(t)[a(—=Th)u(@)a(Ty)]) = 0. (4.12)

Using the special relation between the compact orbits AB(a)a(Ty)Z" ™, we note that

the proof actually gives uniformity of this convergence in Tj.

As explained before the statement of Lemma [1.2] we proved that a(t)-orbits of
u(p*a)Z"*! remain within uniformly bounded distance from the corresponding A-
orbits of B(a)a(T})Z"*! for a certain sequence Tp — oo. In the following lemma
we prove that in fact for every point g in the A-orbit of B(@)a(T})Z"" there exist

infinitely many ¢’s such that a(t)u(pfa)Z"**! is within bounded distance from ;.

Lemma 4.5. For any compact A-orbit Az C X, .1 and for any Hecke neighbor
zy, € Ti(x), the a(t)-orbit of xy is equidistributed in Axy.

Proof. Write x = gZ"*! and let K, be the number field associated to Az under the
correspondence in Definition 24 Denote by A, the lattice in Vy = (1,...,1)* (not
necessarily unimodular) coming from stab4(x) under Definition 2.4l We claim that
the line spanned by (1, ...,1, —n) is irrational for A,. Indeed, if this line was rational,
this would imply the existence of a unit e € K, such that its associated matrix
Ae € SL,11(Z) satisfies a(t)g = gAc for some t > 0. Therefore, the characteristic
polynomial of A., and the minimal polynomial of €, is split over R and has e! as a
root of multiplicity n. However, by the theory of Galois extensions |Gal(Q(e)/Q)] |
n + 1 so there is no element of multiplicity n as n does not divide n + 1. We
deduce that for any k, the a(t)-orbit of zj, is dense inside Axj. Therefore the line
spanned by (1,...,1, —n) is equidistributed in V5/A, and therefore the a(t) orbit is

equidistributed in Axy. -
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5 Proofs of the Main Theorems

The first lemma we need is a standard Dani Correspondence which links diophantine
approximations of the vector @ and geometric properties of an a(t)-orbit. We will

use the following notation in the lemma.

Notation 5.1. For every e > 0 and n € N denote
Cre={(x1,. ., 20, Tpp1) ER"™ o |[(z, . 20) |l < € |Tnra| < 1. (5.1)

Lemma 5.1. Fiz somea € R", ¢ > 0 and M € N. Then there exists 0 < t < %logM
such that
a(t)u(@)Z" N C, #0 (5.2)

if and only if there exists N> m < M such that
m™ |[(ma)]| < e. (5.3)

Moreover, in the first implication, if t — oo then also m — oo.

Proof. Fix some €, @ and M as in the statement of the lemma.

my
Suppose there exists 0 < t < %logM such that Eq. (5.2]) holds. Denote | S
My
m
Z™ to be a vector realizing the validity of Eq. (5.2), namely such that
e'(mayg +my)
€ Che. (5.4)

et (may, + my,)

e "'m

Therefore |t (ma@)|| < € and |e™™m| < 1 so that ™ > m and so m'/" |[(ma)|| < e.
Moreover, since ¢ < Llog M, it holds that e™ < M and so |e”"m| < 1 implies that
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m< M.

In the reverse direction, suppose Eq. (5.3)) holds for m < M. Let (mq,...,m,) be
the vector realizing the distance to the nearest integer in this equation, namely such
that

ml/nH(ma1 —my,...,ma, —my,)|| < e (5.5)
Then we define the vector © = : and note that for t = %logm < %log M, it
m
holds that
a(t)u(@)u € Cy (5.6)

so that a(t)u(@)Z" N C,e and t < 2 log M as desired.
To prove the "Moreover’ part, note that for every fixed M > 0, sup, <, (ma;) is
bounded below away from zero. Therefore, if t — oo, €' sup; ,,,<ps (ma;) — oo and

S0
ef(may +my)

¢ Che. (5.7)

el (may, +my,)

e "m

Claim 5.2. Let @ € R" and M > m > 0. Suppose m = (my, ..., m,) is such that
m™ |[(may +ma, ... mon +my)||, < € (5.8)

Let T > 0 and denote

1
r = (@@ Z). A (5.9)
Then for every (m, m) € Z" x N, writing 0 = ”Zg:g” we have:
(min-vec, ), vr({0}) = wg (T, T) (5.10)
7€ (@, )~1(0)

22



recall that 0(-,-) is defined by
0(v,7) = llgv =P~ (qv — D). (5.11)

Proof. Denote zg = u(a)Z". Let (m',m’) € Z"xN, and write v = a(t)u(a)(m’, m’).

Then the property:
0 = mgn-1(0)/ [|TRn-1 (V)| | TRn-1 (V)| < €, [0n] <1 (5.12)

is equivalent, by Lemma B to (', m’) € Q,Né(a,-)~' (). Moreover, by definition
of (); it holds that:

@il = [{v € a(t)zo : [[mzes (v)ll, < € [val < 1}]. (5.13)
Therefore:
(min-vec,),vr({0}) = (5.14)
1 g 1 6
=7 | s e OIS =T 2 Crirs o]
vEa(t)wo:||mgn—1(v)|| _<e,lvn|<1
|
:T‘l/ o] X 1= X welrD)
0 T co@,)-1(d) Teb(@,)~1 ()
as desired. n

Lemma 5.3. If v, — vy are probability measures on X,, such that for every e',c >0
vo(z :xN{T: ||(v1,...,0n-1)ll, =€} #0 or |v,| =¢) =0. (5.15)

Then (min-vec, ), — (min-vec,),Vo.

Proof. Let f: 5" 2 — R be a bounded continuous function and define f : X,, — R
to be f (z) = [ fdO(x). The set of discontinuity points for f is exactly the set

D={z:x2n{v:|v,| =1, |[(v1,...,0n-1)|l,, =€} # 0}. (5.16)
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Fix 0 > 0 small. Define the open set Dy by:
Ds={x:an{v:||va| = 1] < |||(v1,. .. 0n-1)]l, — €] <0} # 0} (5.17)

By Eq. (5.I5) applied twice and by continuity of measures we deduce the following

two properties of Dy:
(a) v9(0Ds) =0
(b) There exists ¢(§) > 0 such that ¢(d) — 0 as § — 0 and vy(Djs) < ¢(0).

Since v, — 1, we can deduce by (b) that for all [ > 0 large enough |v,(Ds)—1v(Ds)| <
0 so v(Ds) < 0+ ¢(0) for all [ large enough.

Define f5 to be a continuous function such that:
(a) fs = f on D§;
) f5 <||7]_

This shows that for every [ large enough and for [ = 0:
\/ﬁ;dm _ /fdul| < @+e) 7] _- (5.18)

Since fs is continuous and bounded, we deduce from v, — 1, weakly, that for all [

large enough

|/fdul—/fdu0\ < (5 +co) 7] (5.19)

which shows that in fact [ fdy, — [ fdu asl — oo. Since (min-vec,),v(f) = [ fdv,

we get the desired claim. -
We leave the following lemma without proof.

Lemma 5.4. Let Az be a compact A-orbit in X,, and let ma,, be the uniform

measure on Axg. Then for every €',¢ > 0 and for p € {may,, mx, }:

pl e n{T: (v, o021l =€ # 0 or |v,| =¢) =0. (5.20)
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We start by proving Theorem [I.3]

Proof. Let x; denote the sequence of compact orbits coming from the assumption
of Theorem [[L3 Note that by Definition [2.8 and by definition of xy, it holds that
i € Ty (z). By LemmalB7 we deduce that Disc(z;) < p* Disc(z). By Lemma 31
Reg(zx) = p*. We deduce that Reg(x;) > disc(:vk)l/"2 so by [4, Corollary 1.7], any

weak limit of the measures m 4,, must contain a Haar component as desired. -
Next, we prove Theorem [I.16]

Proof. Fix @ as in the Theorem, let € > 0 and denote any choice of weak limit of the
measures [ as 1T — 00 to be fi .
Define for every T' > 0

1
vp = (a(-)u(pka)Zn'H)*?)\ 0.7 - (5.21)
By definition of j ., and by Claim we know that for every 6 € S %

peer({0}) = Y wa(7 T) = (min-vec,),vr({0}) (5.22)

7eh(a,)~1(0)
which shows, since both measures are finitely supported on S™~2, that
[ker = (min-vece).vr. (5.23)

By Claim (4.3t
u(pa) = a (% logp) u(@)a <—g logp) : (5.24)

By Lemma there exists some unipotent matrix U such that

lim sup d(Ua(t — Ty)B(@)a(Tp), a(t)[a(—Th)u(@)a(Ty)]) = 0. (5.25)

t—o0 Tp<0
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In particular, for Ty = —% log p we can invoke Lemma 5] to deduce that

vp = Umag (5.26)

as T'— oo. By Lemma [5.4]
mAxpka(x e n{T vl =1, ]|(v1, .. vnm1) |l = €4 > 2) = 0. (5.27)

Thus, Lemma [5.3] says that
(min-vec, ) vy — (min—vece)*UmAxpka (5.28)

as T"— oo, which shows part (a) of the theorem.
For part (b), we let u. be a weak limit of y4 . By part (a) we know that

P, = (min-vece ) Um oz r)- (5.29)

where x(k) = 2 5. By Corollary we know that every weak limit v of m g, is
algebraic and contains the Haar measure as a positive weight ergodic component, so
that v has positive entropy by monotonicity of entropy.

By Lemma 5.4 we know that

vz |z n{T: |v,| =1, ||(v1, ... 0n1) |l =€} >2)=0
so the conditions of Lemma [5.3 hold, and we can deduce from it and Eq. (5.29) that
p.e — (min-vec,).Uv (5.30)

as k — oo, as desired. =

Finally, we prove Theorem [L.TTl
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Proof of Theorem[I.1]. By Claim [£.3] we know that

T = B(@)a(—%logp)Z"H, (5.31)

u(pa) = a (% logp) u(@)a (—% logp) . (5.32)

Lemma applied for Ty = —% log p says that

lim sup d(Upa(t — Ty)B(@)a(Ty), a(t)[a(—=Th)u(@)a(Ty)]) = 0. (5.33)

t—o0 TH<0

so we deduce that
d(a(t)u(p™@)Z" ™, Uya(t)xr,) — 0 (5.34)

as t — oo.

Moreover, by Lemma B3], (t — a(t)zy).7mp,r becomes equidistributed in Az as
t — oo according to the Haar measure on the orbit. By Theorem [[.3] we know that
every weak limit v of Uyma,, as k — oo contains the Haar measure as an ergodic
component, and thus has unbounded support. We deduce that for every ¢ > 0 and
for all k large enough there exists ¢ = ¢(e) > 0 such that Uymas, (Cyc) > ¢ and thus
a(t)u(p*a)Z"** € C, . for infinitely many ¢ > 0.

By the "Moreover’ part of Lemma [5.1] this means that for all k£ large enough,

lim inf || £/" ()| < e. (5.35)
and so
lim lim inf [|01" (fpF@) || = 0 (5.36)
as desired.
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