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LIMIT DISTRIBUTIONS OF EXPANDING TRANSLATES OF
SHRINKING SUBMANIFOLDS AND NON-IMPROVABILITY
OF DIRICHLET’S APPROXIMATION THEOREM

NIMISH A. SHAH AND PENGYU YANG

ABSTRACT. On the space L, 1 of unimodular lattices in R"*!, we con-
sider the standard action of a(t) = diag(t", ¢t !,...,t"!) € SL(n + 1,R)
for t > 1. Let M be a nondegenerate submanifold of an expanding horo-
spherical leaf in £, 1. We prove that for all x € M \ E and t > 1, if gz
denotes the normalized Lebesgue measure on the ball of radius ¢t~ around
x in M, then the translated measure a(t)p,: gets equidistributed in £, 41
as t — oo, where F is a union of countably many lower dimensional sub-
manifolds of M. In particular, if u is an absolutely continuous probability
measure on M, then a(t)p gets equidistributed in £,41 as t — oco. This
result implies the non-improvability of Dirichlet’s Diophantine approxima-
tion theorem for almost every point on a C"*!-submanifold of R" satisfying
a non-degeneracy condition, answering a question arising from the work of
Davenport and Schmidt (1969).

1. INTRODUCTION

After Davenport and Schmidt [5], given 0 < A < 1, we say that z =
(21,...,2,) € R™ is DT(A) if for each sufficiently large N € N, there exist
integers q1, ..., q, and p such that

(1214 -+ qnzn) —p| < A/N™and 0 < 1rga<x|q,~| < AN. (1.1)

In a dual manner, we say that z € R" is DT'()) if for each sufficiently large
N € N there exist integers ¢ and pq, ..., p, such that

max |qz; — p;| < A/N and 0 < |[g] < AN™. (1.2)

1<i<n

Dirichlet’s simultaneous approximation theorem states that every z € R"
is DT(1) and DT’(1). Davenport and Schmidt [5] proved that for any A < 1,

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 37A17, 22E46; Secondary 11J13.
Key words and phrases. Homogeneous dynamics, unipotent flow, Dirichlet-improvable
vectors, equidistribution.
N.A. Shah was partially supported by NSF grant DMS-1700394.
P. Yang is supported by National Key R&D Program of China 2022YFA1007500 and
NSFC grant 22AAA00245.
1


http://arxiv.org/abs/1809.05570v4

2 NIMISH A. SHAH AND PENGYU YANG

almost every z € R” is not DT(A) and not DT'()). In other words, Dirichlet’s
theorem cannot be improved for almost all z € R™. In [6], they showed that
for almost every z € R, the vector z = (2, 2%) € R? is not DT(1/4), opening an
investigation of whether almost all points on a sufficiently curved submanifold
in R™ are not DT(A) for any A < 1. The question was taken up in [1, 7, 2],
where several non-improvability results were obtained for small A > 0. Later
Kleinbock and Weiss [14] reformulated this question in terms of dynamics on
homogeneous spaces using an observation due to Dani [3] relating simultaneous
Diophantine approximation to asymptotic properties of individual orbits of
diagonal subgroups. Using the non-divergence techniques from [12], they [14]
proved that for any ‘/-nondegenerate’ differentiable map ¢ from an open set
Q C R? to R", there exists A > 0 such that v(s) is not DT(A) for Lebesgue
almost every s € ().

In [21] by proving an equidistribution result for expanding translates of
analytic curve segments on the space of unimodular lattices in R"*!, it was
shown that if ¢ : (0,1) — R™ is analytic and its image is not contained in
a proper affine subspace of R", then ¢(s) is not DT(A) and not DT'(\) for
almost all s € (0,1) and all A < 1.

For the smooth curve case, Shi and Weiss [25] showed that almost any
point on a 2-nondegenerate C*-curve in R? is not DT()) for any A < 1, by
proving equidistribution of averages of a(t)-translates of the associated curve
in SL(3,R)/SL(3,7Z).

The analyticity of ¢ in [21] is a technical assumption because of a fun-
damental limitation of the linearization technique used in the proof, as the
(C, a)-good property [12] of differentiable maps may not survive under com-
position by non-linear polynomial maps. To overcome this difficulty, as in
[20] for G = SO°(n, 1), we would like to prove an equidistribution result for
expanding translates of shrinking curves. In this article, we make an algebraic
observation that allows us to express expanding translates of optimally shrink-
ing curves as long polynomial trajectories. Then, we apply an earlier result
of Shah [19] about equidistribution of long polynomial trajectories. Our final
equidistribution result leads to the non-improvability of Dirichlet’s approxi-
mation theorem for nonplanar manifolds as defined by Pyartli [15, §2].

Definition 1.1 (Nonplanar submanifold). A k-times differentiable map ( :
I — A, where I is an open subset of R! and A is a k-dimensional Eu-
clidean affine space, is called nonplanar if for each r € I the derivative vectors
CH(r),...,¢®(r) are linearly independent.

Let ¢» be a n-times differentiable map from an open set Q C R? to R™.
We say that the submanifold (£2,v,R") is nonplanar at s € € if the tangent
space T = Di(s)(R?) at ¢(s) has dimension d, and there exists a (n —d + 1)-
dimensional subspace M in R"™ such that the following holds: 7 + M = R",
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dim(7 N M) = 1, and a curve naturally parameterizing the one-dimensional
submanifold given by the intersection of the affine subspace ¥ (s)+ .M and the
submanifold (), for some neighborhood €y of s in R, is nonplanar.

The submanifold (2,4, R") is called nonplanar, if it is at all s € Q.

By naturally parameterizing curve in the above definition, we mean the
following: in view of the constant rank theorem, for some neighborhood €2
of s in R? the set 1(€) N (1 (s) + M) is a one-dimensional submanifold, and
we parameterize it by the curve ¢ : (ry, ) — (¥(s) + M) N () for some
r1 < 0 < ry such that ¢(0) = ¢(s) and RCM(0) = T N M.

We note that for a n-times differentiable map ¢ : Q@ c R! — R", the
one-dimensional manifold (2,1, R™) is nonplanar at s € € if and only if
YW (s),...,9™(s) are linearly independent; here we have 7 = Rty (s), and
we pick M =R" and ((r) = ¢(s + r) in the above definition.

Theorem 1.2. Let (2,¢,R") be a (n + 1)-times differentiable, nonplanar
submanifold. Then given an infinite set N C N, for Lebesque a.e. s € Q C
R and z = 1(s), for any 0 < X\ < 1, there exist infinitely many N € N
(depending on s) such that there is no integral solution to (1.1) and no integral
solution to (1.2).

In particular, ¥(s) is not DT(A) or DT'(X) for a.e. s € Q and any0 < X < 1.

Comparing the notions of nondegeneracy: l-nondegenerate (after Kleinbock
and Margulis) versus nonplanar (after Pyartli). After Kleinbock and Mar-
gulis [12, Theorem A], for any [ > 1, any C'-map v : Q — R", where Q C R?
is open, and any s € , if the partial derivatives ;- --0;,¥(s) € R" for all
1 <i; <dand 1<k <1[span R", then we say that ¢ is [-nondegenerate at
s. And v as above is called [-nondegenerate, if it is [-nondegenerate at every
s € €.

By [15, Lemma 5], if a submanifold (2, ¢, R™) is nonplanar at a point s € §2
as in Definition 1.1, then ¢ is n-nondegenerate at s.

Conversely, let 7 : Q C R? — R" be a n-times differentiable map which is
l-nondegenerate for some | > n. If d = 1, then by [24, Corollary 3.3]) there
exists a countable closed set Z C ) such that the one-dimensional manifold
(Q\ Z,74,R") is nonplanar. For d > 1, if ¢ is an immersion and an analytic
map, then one can show that there exists a closed subset Z of {2 contained in
a union of countably many (d — 1)-dimensional analytic submanifolds of RY,
such that the submanifold (2\ Z, v, R") is nonplanar; here Z is Lebesgue null.

As shown by Kleinbock and Weiss [14] and Shah [21, Section 2], using Dani’s
correspondence, Theorem 1.2 can be derived as a consequence of Theorem 1.4,
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which is about equidistribution of expanding translates of measures on sub-
manifolds immersed in a homogeneous space. To formulate our results in
greater generality, we use the following definition.

Definition 1.3 (Projectively nonplanar map). A n-times differentiable curve
p: I — V, where [ is an open subset of R and V is a k-dimensional subspace
of R™ is called projectively nonplanar in V if for each s € I, the vectors
p(8), pt(s),. .., pF71(s) form a basis of V.

Let n,d € N and d < n. Let ¢ be a n-times differentiable map from an open
subset  of R? to R"*!. We say that ¢ is projectively nonplanar at s € €
if the following conditions are satisfied: The tangent space T := D¢(s)(R?)
has dimension d, ¢(s) € T, there exists a (n — d 4+ 2)-dimensional subspace
L of R™*! containing ¢(s) such that 7 + £ = R*™ dim(7 N L) = 1, and
for some neighborhood Qg of s in R?, the curve naturally parameterizing the
one-dimensional submanifold ¢(€2y) N L is projectively nonplanar in L.

We say that the map ¢ is projectively nonplanar if it is projectively nonpla-
nar at all s € Q.

Again, by naturally parameterizing curve in the above definition, we mean
the following: in view of the constant rank theorem, the set ¢(25) N L is a
one-dimensional submanifold, and we parameterize it by a curve p : (r1,79) —
#(Q0) N L for some r; < 0 < ry such that p(0) = ¢(s) and Rp™M(0) = T N L.

In the special case of d = 1, a curve ¢ : Q — R"*! is projectively nonplanar
at s € Q if and only if the vectors ¢(s), ¢V (s),..., ™ (s) form a basis of
R"*+1: here we have 7 = R (s), and we pick £ = R™" and p(r) = ¢(s + 1)
in Definition 1.3.

We note that a submanifold (2, ¢, R™) is nonplanar at s according to Defini-
tion 1.1 if and only if the map ¢, defined by ¢(x) := (1,7 (x)) € RxR" = R"!
for all x € €, is projectively nonplanar at s. In view of the notation in the
corresponding definitions, if we identify R™ with {0} x R", then 7 C R", and
L=Rp(s)+M,or M=LNR"

Notation. Let 1 <d <n, and G = SL(n+ 1,R). For ¢t > 0, let

a(t) == diag(t",t™',...,t7") € G.
Let M(n + 1,R) denote the set of (n+ 1) x (n -+ 1) real matrices. Let Q C R?
be open and ® : ) — G be a continuous map. Then for any s € 2,

a(t)®(s) = t"Jy®(s) +t ' J,(s), (1.3)

where Jy = diag(1,0,...,0), J, = diag(0,1,...,1) € M(n + 1,R). For any
g € M(n + 1,R), we identify Jyg with the top row of g which is realized as an
element of R". We define ¢ : Q — R"™! by ¢(s) = Jy®(s) € R*™! for all
s € €.
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Theorem 1.4. Suppose the map ¢ as above is (n+ 1)-times differentiable and
projectively nonplanar. Let L be a Lie group containing G, A a lattice in L,
and let x € L/A. Then there exists E, C Q which is contained in a countable
union of C' submanifolds of 2 of dimension d—1 such that the following holds:
For every s € Q\ E,, and any bounded open convex neighborhood C' of 0 in
R?, and any f € C, (L/A

fim V01 / fla®)®(s +t'n)x) dn = /fdux, (1.4)

Gz

where vol(-) denotes the Lebesque measure on RY, and p, is the unique G-
invariant probability measure on Gx whose support equals Gx.

In particular, for any probability measure v on 2 which is absolutely contin-
uous with respect to the Lebesque measure, and any f € C.(L/A),

i [ fla@ma) vl = [ 1. (15)

We remark that due to Ranter’s orbit closure theorem [17], Gx = Fz is a
finite volume homogeneous space of a closed Lie subgroup F' of L containing
GG, and any G-invariant finite Borel measure on Fx whose support equals Fx
is also F-invariant.

Deduction of Theorem 1.2 from Theorem 1.4. For this purpose, we will apply
Dani’s correspondence principle as described in [14, §2.1]. First, we embed G
into L = G x G via the map p as follows [21, §1.0.1]: Let {e; : 1 <i <n+1}
denote the standard basis of R"*! and tv be the matrix such that te; = e, _; 4o
for all i. Let p(g) = (g,0('g " Hro~?!) for all g € G. Then p : G — L is an
injective homomorphism. Then as in [21, §2|, we can derive Theorem 1.2 from
(1.5) for ®(s) = (; d}(j)), where I,, denotes the n x n identity matrix, the
lattice A = SL(n +1,Z) x SL(n + 1,Z) in L, and x = A; here Gz is closed.

To justify (1.5) for differentiable maps, we need to prove the equidistribution
of local expansion given by (1.4). Our proof of (1.4) is very different from the
arguments of [21] for proving (1.5) for analytic maps. A new basic identity
(2.9) observed in this article allows us to describe the limiting distribution of
expansion of shrinking pieces in the curve (d = 1) case using equidistribution
of long polynomial trajectories on homogeneous spaces [19].

Some earlier results and shrinking speed. Let n =d =1, G = L = SL(2,R), a
lattice A in L, and ®(s) = ('3). In [10, 26], it was proved that if s — ®(s)x
is a closed horocycle, then for any f € C.(L/A), for any sequence t; — oo,
and any intervals [o;, 3;] C R such that for some § > 0, 8; — a; >t~ for all
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1, then

Bi

lim ——— [ fat)ema)dy = [ fdun.

i—oo 3 — q a; L/A
Here the shrinking speed is slower compared to (1.4), but the equidistribution
occurs for shrinking around every s; that is, for some 6 > 0 we let a; = s—t; '+?
and 3; = s+t 49 for each . Later in Proposition 5.5 we will see that for
A = SL(2,Z) and = = eA, (1.4) fails to hold for all rational s. In this case,
the shrinking speed of ¢~! is indeed optimal as noted in [10, §2] and [26, Page
509].

For the horospherical case of L = G, and ¢(s) = s for all s € R", as
in [11, 13] using the exponential mixing, one can deduce equidistribution for
expanding translates by a; for sufficiently slowly shrinking horospherical balls.
The proofs of [8, Lemma 16] and [9, Theorem 20], which use Ratner’s theorem
and linearization technique, yield the equidistribution of expanding translates
of sufficiently slowly shrinking horospherical balls for the subgroup action on
possibly larger homogeneous spaces L/A. Thus, the shrinking speed of t~! in
(1.4) is faster than the previous results, but it may not be optimal.

Organization of the article. We establish the basic identity mentioned above
in §2. In §3, we combine the result on limiting distributions of polynomial
trajectories with the basic identity to obtain an algebraic description of the
limiting distribution of the stretching translates of the shrinking segments of
the curve (d = 1) around any given point ®(s)z in ®(Q)x (Theorem 3.4). In
§4, we will derive the analogous result for shrinking balls around any given
point in the submanifold (Theorem 4.1). For this purpose, we will fiber the
shrinking balls into shrinking projectively nonplanar curve segments using a
twisting trick due to Pyartli [15]. A point s € Q is called exceptional if the
limiting distribution of expanding translates of the shrinking balls in ®(Q)z
about the point ®(s)z is not G-invariant. In §5, we will obtain a geometric
description of the set of exceptional points (Proposition 5.2) and prove that it
is contained in a countable union of submanifolds of dimension d—1 which have
zero Lebesgue measure (Proposition 5.3). Finally, we will show that in some
standard examples, the exceptional points are dense in € (Proposition 5.5).

2. BASIC IDENTITY

The main new ingredient in the proof of Theorem 1.4 is the following:

Lemma 2.1 (Basic Identity). Letd =1, Q C R open, ® : Q — G a continuous
map, and s € Q be such that the map ¢ = Jo® : Q@ — R is (n + 1)-times
differentiable and projectively nonplanar at s. Then there exists a nilpotent
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matriz Bs € M(n + 1,R) of rank n such that for any t # 0 with s +t~! € Q,
we have

a([t) (s + ) = (I +o(t™ &) (T + Y t*BY), (2.1)
where I denotes the identity matriz, o = t/|t| = 1, (1) € G, and o(t™') €
M(n + 1,R) is such that o(t™*)t — 0 as |t] — oc.

We note that B” # 0 and B! =0, so

Py(t):=(I—tB) ' =1+) t*Bf € SL(n+1,R) =G. (2.2)

k=1
Proof. We want to find a nilpotent matrix By € M(n + 1,R) such that

‘l|im a([t)@(s +t1)(I —tB,) € G.
t|—o00

Let t # 0 such that s + ¢t~ € Q. In view of (1.3), by Taylor’s expansion,

n+1
Jo®(s +t71) = (s + 171 Z ol k' 8) ot + o(t= D).

For any B, € M(n + 1,R) and ¢ = t/|t| = £1, we have
a([t]) Jo®(s +t_1)(f —tBy) = [t|"é(s +¢7")(I — tB,)
n+1 ¢(k

(X5

( tn-‘rl + Z k 1) S N ¢(IZ'(S) Bs)tn_k+1)

+0o £s71 -+ O(t )t, (23)

O (S) iy o(t‘l))(l—tBS)

where

_9(s) _ 40(s)
Sl =T T (n+1)!

We want to choose By such that all the coefficients of positive powers of ¢

vanish in (2.3); in other words, we want

¢ (s) ¢ (s)
k! (k—1)!
By our assumption, {¢®*)(s)/k! : 0 < k < n} is a basis of R**. Therefore

there exists a unique matrix By such that (2.5) holds. We note that with
respect to the basis {¢®)(s)/k!: 0 < k < n} of R**! and the action from the

B, (2.4)

¢(s)Bs = 0 and

B, = for 1 <k <n. (2.5)
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right, By is a strictly lower triangular nilpotent matrix of rank n. In particular,

det(I —tBs) =1 for all t € R.
Now by (2.3) and (2.5), we have the following key identity:

a(|t) Jo®(s + 1) (I —tB,) = 0"&q + o(t M)t (2.6)
Also, since ® is differentiable at s,
a([t)) Jo®(s +t71)(I = tB,) = [t| 7 (Ju®(s) + O(t™))(I —tB,)

=02+ 0@, (2.7)
where
£ur = —Ju(5)B,. (23)
In view of (1.3), combining (2.6) and (2.7):
a([t))®(s +t") (I —tB,) = &(o) + ot ')t (2.9)
where in view of (2.4) and (2.8), 0 = t/|t| = £1 and
€s(0) = "1 + 05 2. (2.10)
Now (2.1) follows from (2.9). Since the left hand side of (2.9) belongs to G
for all ¢, by taking ¢t — 400, we get (1) € G. O

The basic identity (2.1) was inspired by [27, Proposition A.0.1], which in-
volved an intricate study of interactions of linear dynamics of intertwining
copies of SL(2,R) in G and their Weyl group elements using [23, Lemma 4.1].

3. LIMITING DISTRIBUTION OF POLYNOMIAL TRAJECTORIES AND
STRETCHING TRANSLATES OF SHRINKING CURVES

Our proof of Theorem 1.4 for d = 1 is based on Lemma 2.1 and the follow-
ing result on limiting distribution of polynomial trajectories on homogeneous
spaces, proved using Ratner’s description [16] of ergodic invariant measures
for unipotent flows.

3.0.1. Notation. Let L be a Lie group containing G and A be a lattice in L.
Let € L/A. Let H, denote the collection of all connected Lie subgroups H
of L such that Hx is closed and admits an H-invariant probability measure,
say g, which is ergodic with respect to an Ady-unipotent one-parameter
subgroup of L. Then H, is countable [16, Theorem 1.1], [4, Proposition 2.1].

Theorem 3.1 (Shah [19]). Let @ : R — G = SL(n + 1,R) be a map whose
each coordinate is a polynomial, and Q(R) contains the identity element I. Let
H be the smallest Lie subgroup of L containing Q(R) such that Hx is closed.
Then H € H,, and for any f € C.(L/A),

T

fim - [ S@a) = [ fdun

Hzx
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The following is its straightforward reformulation via change of variable.
Corollary 3.2. Let the notation be as in Theorem 3.1. Then for any f €
Co(L/A) and ¢ < d,

li !
Tl—Igod—c

d
/f(Q(Ts):B)ds: ; fdug.

From this result, we can deduce its following variation.

Corollary 3.3. Let the notation be as in Theorem 3.1. Let p : R — G be a
measurable map and v be an absolutely continuous finite Borel measure on R.
Then for any f € C.(L/N\),

[ temerns am =3 [ [ fomm mw]am. 6

Proof. We can assume that [f| < 1. And since v is finite, due to Lusin’s
theorem, we can replace p and dv(n)/dn by continuous functions with compact
support. Let s € R. Given € > 0, there exists d; > 0 such that for all
ne(s—0d/2,s+/2) and y € L/A,

|(dv/dn)(n) — (dv/dn)(s)| < e and [f(p(n)y) = fp(s)y)] < e

Using these approximations and Corollary 3.2, for any 0 < § < dp there exists
T, s > 1 such that for all " > T 5,

s54+0/2
/ Flp(mQ(Tn)x) dv(n) =6 - (dv/dn)(s)- [ fp(s)y) duu(y)| < 2e0.

—4/2 Hzx

From this (3.1) follows. O

Theorem 3.4. Let d = 1 and the notation be as in Theorem 1.4 and Nota-
tion 3.0.1. Let s € ). Then there exists Hy; € H, such that the following
holds: Let v be an absolutely continuous finite Borel measure on R. Then for

any f € Ce(L/A),

lim /R fla®)®(s+nt™z) dv(n)

t—o00

= [, statne.(simtnym) )] vt 52

where sign(n) = n/[n| = £1 and {,(+1) € G are given by (2.10).
Moreover if Hy D G, then Gx = Hyx, p, = pup,, and

lim [ fla@)®(s +nt o) dv(n) =v(R)- | fdp,.

t—00 R Gz
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Proof. Let n # 0. For t > 1, writing h = n~'t, by (2.1) and (2.2),
a(t)®(s +nt™)z = a(|n)a(|h)®(s +h~ )
= a(|n)(I + o(h™")h)&(sign(n)) Py(h)x
= (I + [n|~"*Vo(h™")h))al|n])&s(sign(n)) Ps(h)z
= (I + [n|~" ot t)a(|n])& (sign(n) P(tn ™).

Since f is bounded, we can ignore the integration over a small neighborhood
of 0, outside which |n|~*Yo(t~1)t is close to 0 uniformly for all large . So
by uniform continuity of f we can ignore the factor (1 + |n|~™Vo(t=1)t), and
hence

Jim [ F(al)B(s + 7)) dvo)
= lim [ F(allné.(signtm)P. o)) don). (33)

By (2.2), Ps(0) = I. Let Hy € H, be the smallest subgroup containing
P,(R). Applying Corollary 3.3 to the image of v on R under the map 7 + =1,
from (3.3) we obtain (3.2). O

Remark 3.5. We note that the subgroup H, as in (3.2) of Theorem 3.4 is
the smallest Lie subgroup of G such that the orbit Hx is closed and its Lie
algebra contains {B* : 1 < k < n}. To verify this, note that P,(R) C H, and
B = (. Therefore in view of (2.2),

Lie(H,) 3 log(P,(t)) = log((I — tB,)™) = —log((I — tBy) Zthk /k

for all ¢ in some neighborhood of 0 in R. Therefore, by the taking k-th deriv-
ative at 0, we get Bf € Lie(Hy) for all 1 <k <n.

4. STRETCHING TRANSLATES OF SHRINKING SUBMANIFOLDS

In this section, we will obtain the analog of Theorem 3.4 for d > 2.

Notation. Let n > d > 2, Q be an open subset of RY, G = SL(n + 1,R), and
let @ : Q — G be a continuous map. Throughout this section we fix s € 2,
and suppose that ¢ = Jo® : Q — R"" is (n + 1)-times differentiable and
projectively nonplanar at s (Definition 1.3). So the derivative D¢(s) : RY —
R"*1 of ¢ at s is injective. Let T := D¢(s)(R?) c R"*!. Pick an ordered basis
€1,...,eq of T. Pick an inner product on 7, and let SO(T) = SO(d) denote
the special orthogonal group acting on 7.
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Theorem 4.1. There exists a rational function & : SO(T) — G such that the
following holds. Let L be a Lie group containing G, A be a lattice in L, and
x € L/N. Then there exists a closed subgroup Hg of L such that Hgx is closed

and admits an Hg-invariant probability measure, say pp,, and for any open
bounded convex neighbourhood C' of 0 in R and any f € C.(L/N),

. 1 —1
tim o [ a0+ 17 e iy

-/ . [ [ stf(a(r)ﬁs(g)y)dum(y)] Mdrdg,  (41)

where v, == sup{r > 0 : rge; € D¢(s)(C)}, and dg is the Haar integral on
SO(T) such that [so.r d~'(rg)?dg = 1.
Moreover if Hy O G, then Gx = Hyx, i, = Wr,, and

1 . B
im o [ O+ = [ an. @2

Gz

Realizing the manifold as a graph over a tangent. Let £; be a subspace
of R"*! complementary to T; that is, T L, = R, Since D¢(0) : R — T C
R"*! has rank d, by the constant rank theorem, there exist open neighborhoods
Qr of 0in 7 and Q; of s in R% and a (n + 1)-diffeomorphism ¥ : Q7 — O
and a (n + 1)-times differentiable map F : Q7 — £ such that U(0) = s,
DY(0) = Dé(s)™!, and

o(¥(n) = o(s) +n+ F(n), vnelr. (4.3)

In particular, F'(0) =0 and DF(0) = 0.
Fix an open bounded convex neighborhood C of 0 in R¢. Let C} = Dg(s)(C),
which is contained in 7. Then for any f € C.(L/A),

. 1 _
im e [ a0+ ),

changing the variable x € R? to € T such that s +t 'k = U(t ™),

) 1 -1 -1
- tliglo vol(C) /net\I/l(s—i-th) Jlal@ e -jaet DRl dn
1

=i S Fla(t)D(W (¢ y)z) dn, (4.4)

if any of the limits exist. Because since
n=tU" (s +t7'k) = DU(0)" (k) + O(t™*)t = Do(s)(r) + O(t™),
limy_,oo vol(t U1 (s + t71C)AC)) = 0, and vol(C) = |det(D¥(0))| vol(C}).
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Nonplanar curves on the manifold via Pyartli’s twisting. Since ¢ is
projectively nonplanar at s, by Definition 1.3, ¢(s) € T and we can pick a
subspace £ of R"™ containing ¢(s) and of dimension n — d + 2 such that
T+ L =R and dim(7 NL) = 1, and we pick a neighborhood € of s in R?,
r1 < 0 < 79, and a curve p : (r1,79) — L parameterize the one-dimensional
submanifold ¢(€) N £ with p(0) = ¢(s) and RpM(0) = T N L such that the
vectors p(0), p(0), ..., p"=4+1(0) form a basis of L.

Let £; be the span of {p(0), p@(0),...,p"=4Y(0)}. Then T & L, = R,
and we consider (4.3) with respect to this choice of the subspace L;.

For any 0 # w € T, the curve p,, : I, = Rw + £, given by

puw(r) = o(V(rw))) = ¢(s) + rw + F(rw), Vr € I, (4.5)

parameterized the one-dimensional submanifold ¢(2;) N (Rw + L), pu(0) =
¢(s), and pz(ul)(()) = w, where [, ={r e R:rw € Qr}.
We recall that to say p,, is projectively nonplanar at 0 means that the set

{PD0):0<i<n—d+1}

is a basis of Rw L1; or equivalently, it consists of linearly independent vectors.

Suppose v € T N L\ {0}. Then Rv+ £y = L. So p, and the curve p, as
above, both parameterize the one-dimensional submanifold ¢(Qy N Q) N L,
p0(0) = p(0) = ¢(s), and ,07(,1)(0) = v # 0. Therefore p, = p on, where 7 is
a C"-diffeomorphism from a neighborhood of 0 to a neighborhood of 0 fixing
0. Since p is projectively nonplanar at 0, the same holds for p,. So we pick
g1 € SO(T) such that gie; € 7 N L. Then the curve p,,, is projectively
nonplanar at 0.

Our goal is to ‘radially fiber’ a neighborhood of ¢(s) in ¢(2) by projectively
nonplanar curves passing through ¢(s). We will achieve this by twisting a
projectively nonplanar curve like p,, C Rw + L4; the added twist to p,, is such
a high degree that it does not affect the initial (n — d + 1)-derivatives at 0,
and its higher derivatives span a subspace of R"*! complementary to Rw + L.
This twisting trick due to Pyartli is carried out below.

Let v: R — T be a curve given by

d
y(r) =re, + Zr"‘d”ei eT, VreR.

For any g € SO(T), define ., : (—rg,r9) — R"** by
Cor(r) = &((g7(r))) = &(s) + gv(r) + F(gv(r)). (4.6)

The next lemma shows that (y, is a desired twist of the curve pye, .
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Remark 4.2. Let 0 < k < n. It is straightforward to verify that g — (F o
(97))k(0) is a polynomial map of degree at most k in coordinates of g. Hence

g (0) is a polynomial map in coordinates of g.

Lemma 4.3 ([15, Lemma 5]). Let g € SO(T) be such that the curve pg,, as
defined in (4.5), is projectively nonplanar at 0. Then the map (g4, defined by
(4.6), is projectively nonplanar at 0.

Proof. Tt is straightforward to verify that

( )(0) = pge)l(O)eRgel@El,forOSkS(n—d+1),

G (0) = (n— d +4)! - gei + (F o (g7))"(0)
=(n—d+1) - ge; € T modulo Ly, for 2 <14 <d. (4.7)

Therefore the R-span of {Cg(]f,)(O) 0 < k < n}equals £; ® ZleRgei =
]Rn'H. O

Polar fibering. For ¢t > 1, let T} : SO(7) x [0,00) — T be given by

d
Ti(g,7) = tgy(t™'r) = g ty(t77) = g (rey + 3 4~ Hi=Dpndtic) - (4.8)
=2

We recall that 2 < d < n. Let dg denote a Haar integral on SO(T). For a fixed
r > 0, under the map g — T;(g,r), the Haar measure on SO(T) projects to
a rotation invariant measure on the sphere of radius ||ty(¢t~'7)|| in T centered
at 0, where ||-|| denotes the norm with respect to the chosen inner product on
7. Then the image of the integral dg x |[ty(¢t~1r)|| % d|/ty(¢t~1r)|| under the
map T} equals to a nonzero multiple of the Lebesgue integral on 7.

Let r,; = sup{r > 0 : T,(g,r) € Ci}. Now T,(g,r) = rge; + O(t™)
uniformly in g and bounded r. Therefore r,; =7, + O(t™'), where

ry =sup{r > 0:rge; € Cy}.

”dfl

By (4.8), % Lty (t7'r)|| = 14+ O(t~'r)% Therefore continuing (4.4),

by the change of variable n = T}(g, ),
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: 1 -1
Jim i [ @) dn

“im [ | [ e T, ) - oI el
geSO(T) LO

Tg

= lim /f(a(t)@(\D(gv(t_lr)))x)rd_ldr dg, (4.9)

t—o0
geSO(T) LO

where for each ¢ the Haar integral dg on SO(7) is normalized such that the
integral of the expression equals 1 for the constant function f = 1.

Proof of Theorem 4.1. In view of (4.6) and (4.9),
Jo®(¥(g7(r))) = Cgy(r) € R™ (4.10)

Let {¢x : 0 < k < n} denote the standard basis of R"! consisting of row
vectors. For g € SO(T), let M(g) € M(n + 1,R) be such that with respect to
the right action R"*,

&M(g) = ¢M(0)/k!, VO < k < n.

By Remark 4.2, the map g — M (g) is a polynomial function in coordinates
of g. Define

Z, = {g € SO(T) : det(M(g)) = 0}.

Then Z is an algebraic subvariety of SO(7). For g € SO(T), (4 is projectively
nonplanar at 0 if and only if g € Z,.

Pick g1 € SO(T) such that gije; € LN T \ {0}. As observed earlier, the
curve pg, is projectively nonplanar at 0. Therefore by Lemma 4.3, (,,- is
projectively nonplanar at 0. Hence g; € Z,. Therefore Z; is a proper algebraic
subvariety of SO(7) and dim(7) = d > 2. Hence Z, is Haar-null on SO(T).

Let B denote the lower triangular matrix such that é¢¢B = 0 and €, B = é;_1
for 1 <i<mn. Let g € SO(T) \ Z,. Set B(g) = M(g)"'BM(g). Then

C(0)B(g) = 0 and (¢57(0)/k)B(g) = ¢ V(0)/(k = 1), VI <k <,
as in (2.5). In view of (2.10), let
£:(9) = Jo(¢(0)/nt = ¢ETV(0)/(n+ 1)) - B(g)) — Ju®(s)B(g).
Then by (4.10) and (2.9),
a(t)(P(gy(t™"))) = (I + o(t™))&(g)(I — tB(g)) " (4.11)
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In particular, {5(g) € G. As in (2.2),
(I —tB(g) —I+Ztk ,VteR. (4.12)

Let f(g) be the R-span of {B(g)* : 1 < k <n}. Then one has

flg) = M(g)~'FM(9), (4.13)
where f is the R-span of {B*:1 <k < n}.
We fix x € L/A. Let H(g) € H, be the smallest Lie subgroup such that
its Lie algebra contains §(g). By Theorem 3.4, Remark 3.5, (4.9), (4.11), and
(4.12),

i [ F OB ) i
-/ /H (g)xf( A(Ex(9)y) s (v)|r* (114)

Claim 1. There exists go € SO(T)\ Zs such that H(g) C H(go), Vg € SO(T)\
Zs.

Proof of Claim 1. For any H € H, and g € SO(T) \ Zs, we have H(g) € H.,,
and
H(g) C H <= f(g) C Lie(H) <= M(g) 'fM(g) C Lie(H).  (4.15)
For any H € H,, we define
Z,(H) = {g € SO(T) : fM(g) C M(g) Lie(H)}.
Then by (4.15),
Z(H)\ Zs ={9€SO(T)\ Zs: H(g) C H}. (4.16)

Since g — M(g) is a polynomial map, Z,(H) is a Zariski closed subset of
SO(T). For every g € SO(T) \ Zs, we have g € Z;(H(g)). Since H, is count-
able, SO(T) \ Z;s is covered by a countable union of closed subsets Zs(H(g)),
where g € SO(T)\ Zs. Since SO(T)\ Z; is locally compact, it is of Baire’s sec-
ond category. So there exists go € SO(T) \ Z; such that Z,(H(go)) contains a
non-empty open subset of SO(7T). Since dim(7) = d > 2, any non-empty open
subset of SO(T) is Zariski dense in SO(7T). Therefore Z,(H(go)) = SO(T).
So the Claim 1 follows from (4.16).

Claim 2. Pick go € SO(T) \ Zs, and define

Zsgo ={9 € SO(T)\ Z - H(go) & H(g)}-
Then Zs 4, is Haar-null on SO(T).
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Proof of Claim 2. Let g € Z,,. Then by (4.16), go ¢ Zs(H(g)) and g €
Zs(H(g)). So Zy(H(g)) is an algebraic subvariety of SO(T) of strictly lower
dimension. Now H(g) € H, and H, is countable. Therefore Z, ,, is contained
in a countable union of proper algebraic subvarieties of SO(7). Hence Z ,, is
Haar-null on SO(7), proving Claim 2.

Now pick go as in Claim 1. Put H; = H(go). By Claim 1, and the definition
of Z 4, we have H(g) = H, for all g € SO(T)\ (Z;U Zs,,). Continuing (4.9),
using (4.14), since Z; U Z; 4, is Haar-null by Claim 2,

pm [ / f<<a<t><1><w<gv<t-1r>>>>x>rd—1dr] dg

-/ [ rams@mdin| s, aan
9€SO(T)\(Zs,40UZs) 4 0 yeHsx

This completes the proof of Theorem 4.1. O

5. EQUIDISTRIBUTION OF TRANSLATES OF NONPLANAR MANIFOLDS

Let the notation be as in the statement of Theorem 1.4. In view of (4.2) in
Theorem 4.1, we define the exceptional set

E,={seQ:G¢H). (5.1)

To describe E,, we will use a crucial result from [21], which is generalized
in [28] for arbitrary G. We begin with some notation and observations. Let

U={u(z)=(37):zeR"}t={geG: tli)réloa(t)_lga(t) =1}
U ={geG: tlggo a(t)ga(t)™" =1}

P~ ={geG:{a(t)ga(t)~' :t > 1} is compact} = Zg({a(t) : t > 0})U".

Let {éx : 0 < k < n} denote the standard basis of R"™! which is identified
with JoM(n 4+ 1,R), the space of top rows of matrices in M(n + 1,R). We
identify R" with span{é; : 1 < k < n}. Then P~ is the stabilizer of the line
R - & for the right action of G on R™! and éyu(z) = éy + z € R"™, Vz € R™.
Therefore

P U ={g € G:go:= (g, €0) #0} ={9 € G: Jog ¢ {0} xR"},  (5.2)
and it is a Zariski open dense neighborhood of the identity in G.
For a finite dimensional representation V' of GG, define
Vi={veV: tlim a(t)lv =0}, V- ={veV:lima(t)v =0},
—00

t—o0

VO={veV a(t)v=v, Vt >0}



EXPANDING TRANSLATES OF SHRINKING SUBMANIFOLDS 17

Then V =Vt @ V@ V~, and let 7, 7, and 7_ denote the corresponding
projections from V onto V*, VY and V~, respectively.

Proposition 5.1 ([21, Corollary 4.4]). Let £ C P~U be such that Jo€ is not
contained in the union of any n proper subspaces of R"* 1. Then for any finite
dimensional representation V of G and a nonzerov € V, if

gueV'+ V™, VYge&, (5.3)
then mo(gv) # 0 for all g € € and Zg({a(t) : t > 0}) fizes mo(gv).

Proof. For every g € P~U, there exists a unique g € R” such that P7¢g =
P~u(g), and Jog = goo(€o + g). Suppose that v € V is such that (5.3) holds.
Since P~ stabilizes VO 4+ V—,

w@GuvCc VO+ VT, Ve (5.4)

Claim 1. Let h € £. Then for any proper subspaces Wy of R" for 1 <k < n,
{G—h:g€&} ¢ U W

To prove this by contradiction, suppose {g —h : g € £} C Up_,Wg. For
every g € P~U, g—h = gy5 Jog — hgo Joh. Therefore Jo& C Ur_, (W, @ RJph),
which contradicts the choice of £, as W}, ® RJyh is a proper subspace of R"*!
for each k.

Let h € £. By [21, Corollary 4.4], (5.4), and Claim 1, mo(u(h)v) # 0 and it
is fixed by Zg({a(t) : t > 0}). Now h = bu(h) for some b € P~. So b = zu~
for some z € Zg({a(t) : t > 0}) and u~ € U~. Then for any w € V, we have
mo(zw) = 2mo(w), and for any w € VO + V~, we have u"w € V® + V™ and

mo(u~w) = mo(w). Since h = zu~u(h) and u(h)v € VO + V~, we have
mo(hv) = zmo(u™ - u(h)v) = zmo(u(h)v),

which is nonzero and fixed by Zg({a(t) : t > 0}). O
Proposition 5.2. Let H € H, be such that G ¢ H. Let
Ey={s€Q:®(s) e P U and Hy C H}. (5.5)

Then ¢(Ey) is contained in a union of countably many proper subspaces of
R™™; we recall that ¢(s) = Jy®(s), Vs € Q.

Proof. Let F' be the closure of the subgroup of G generated by all unipotent
elements of G contained in H. Then F' # G. Since H is a connected Lie group,
F'is a real algebraic subgroup of G. Since F' admits no nontrivial algebraic
characters, we choose a finite-dimensional representation V' of GG with a vector
pr € V such that F fixes pr and V has no nonzero G-fixed vector.
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Claim 2. For any s € Ey, ®(s)pr € VO + V™.

To see this, for any g € SO(T), since v(0) = 0 and ¥(0) = s, we have

lim 7. (2(¥(g7(t™)))pr) = 74 (2(5)PF)- (5.6)

t—o00

Now let s € By and g € SO(T) \ (Z5 U Zs4,). By (4.11),

a(t)2(L(gy(t)))pr = (I +o(t™ ))& (9)(I — tBs(g))'pr
= (I +o(t™)t)&s(9)pr. (5.7)
because by (4.12), (4.13) and (4.15), (I — tB(g))~! is a unipotent element
of G contained in H(g) = Hs C H, so it fixes pp. Therefore from (5.6) we

conclude that 7, (®(s)pr) = 0, otherwise the left hand side of (5.7) diverges
as t — oo. So Claim 2 holds.

Claim 3. For any s € Ey, if there exists a sequence {s;} C Eg such that
s — s and ¢(s;) & Ro(s), Vi, then wo(P(s)pr) is fived by u(z) € U for some
z € R"\ {0}.

Since ¢(s;) = Jo®P(s;) and JoP~P(s) C Re(s), we have ®(s;) & P~ P(s) for
all 4. Therefore ®(s;)®(s)™" = bu(z;), where b; — [ in P~ and 0 # z; — 0 as
i — 00. Let t; = ||z;]| 7Y/ "V, After passing to a subsequence, as i — 0o,

alt;)®(s;)@(s) " alty) ™" = a(ti)ba(t;") - u(zi/||zil]) — u(z), (5.8)
for some z € R™\ {0}. By Claim 2, ®(s;)pr € VO + V™, s0
lim a(t;) @ (si)pr = lim wo(®(si)pr) = mo(P(s)pr)-
On the other hand by (5.8), as i — o0,
alt;)®(s)pr = at;)@(s:)®(s) " alt;) ™" - a(ti)®(s)pr — u(2) - 1o(2(s)pr).

Therefore mo(®(s)pr) is fixed by u(z). This proves Claim 3.

Claim 4. If ¢(Ey) is not contained in the union of any n proper subspaces of
Rn-‘,—l’

Vs € Ey, we have mo(P(s)pr) # 0, and it is fivred by Zg({a(t) : t > 0}).
(5.9)
This follows from Proposition 5.1 applied to £ = ®(E£y) and Claim 2.
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Claim 5. ¢(Ey) is contained in the union of n proper subspaces of R"™ or
for each s € Ey, there exists a neighbourhood Qy of s such that ¢(Ey Ns) C

Ro(s).

Suppose the claim fails to hold. Then the condition of Claim 4 holds, and
we can pick some s € FEpy such that the condition of Claim 3 holds for s.
Then 7o(®(s)pr) # 0, and it is fixed by the subgroup generated by wu(z) and
Za({a(t) : t > 0}). Since every nontrivial element of U is conjugated to u(z)
by an element of Zg({a(t) : ¢ > 0}), we have that mo(®(s)pr) is fixed by
Za({a(t) : t > 0})U, which is a parabolic subgroup of G. So 0 # m(®(s)pr)
is fixed by G, a contradiction to our choice of V. This proves Claim 5, which
implies the conclusion of the proposition. O

We need the following observation to obtain further information on the set
Ey.

Proposition 5.3. Let  C RY be an open set, and ¢ : Q — R™! be a C'-map
for some | > 1, such that for each x € Q, the vectors ¢(x) and 0;, - - - 0;, ¢(x)
foralli; € {1,...,d} and 1 < k <1 span R™™. Then for any proper subspace
W of R™™ the set ¢~ (W) is contained in a union of countably many C"-
submanifolds of dimension d — 1.

We will prove this using the following straightforward consequence of the
implicit function theorem.

Lemma 5.4. Let Q C R? be open, and 1 : Q — R be a C'-map. Let
Y={xeQ:¢x)=0,Tie{l,...,d}, 0¢(x)#0}.
Then'Y is a C'-submanifold of Q of dimension d — 1.

Proof. Let y € Y. Pick i € {1,...,d} such that 9;1(y) # 0. Without loss of
generality, by permuting the coordinates, we assume that i = d. Let (a,b) €
R%! x R be such that y = (a,b). Then by implicit function theorem there
exist neighborhoods V of @ in R and W of bin R, and a C'-map f : V — W
such that

YV xW)={(v,w) e VxW:9((v,w)) =0} ={(v, f(v)) : v eV},
which is a submanifold of R? of dimension d — 1. O

Proof of Proposition 5.5. Let { be a nonzero linear functional on R"™! such
that ¢(W) = 0. Let ¢» = o ¢. Then ¢~ (W) C Xy :={z € Q:¢(z) =0}.
For1 <k <l let

Xk:{LUEX(]vlSjSk, VZl,,Zje{l,,d}, 82J821¢(5L’):O}
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Note that ;; ---0;,¢ = L0 0y, -+ 0;,¢. Since ker £ is a proper subspace of
R"*!1 by our assumption on ¢ we conclude that X; = (). Therefore,

!

Xo = J X\ Xe. (5.10)
k=1

Let 1 <k <l and y € Y} := Xy_1 \ Xi. Since y & Xy, we pick i,...,i; €
{1,...,d} such that 0, ---0;,v¢(z) # 0 for all z in an open set €; containing
y. Let ¢y = 0,@71)---&-12& : 0 — R. Then v, is a C'-map. For any
x € Yy N C Xy, we have 91 (z) = 0. Therefore by Lemma 5.4 applied to
11, the neighborhood Y;, N of y in Y}, is contained in a C'-submanifold of
dimension d — 1. Since Y} is covered by countably many such neighborhoods,
the conclusion of the proposition follows from (5.10). O

Proof of Theorem 1.4. Let s € Q\ ¢ ({0} x R"). Then Jy®(s) = ¢(s) ¢
{0} x R™. So by (5.2), ®(s) € P~U. Now suppose s € E, \ ¢~ ({0} x R").
Then ®(s) € P~U and G ¢ H, by (5.1). Also H; € H,. So s € Ey, by (5.5).
Therefore

E, c ¢ ({0} x R") | JU{Ey : H € H, and H 5 G}.

Since H, is countable, by Proposition 5.2, F, is contained in a countable union
of sets of the form ¢~!(1W), where W is a proper linear subspace of R**!. Due
to Lemma 4.3, ¢ satisfies the condition of Proposition 5.3 for £ = n, and
hence E, is contained in a countable union of C'-submanifolds of dimension
d — 1, and in particular, its measure is zero. Let s € Q\ E,. Then H; D G.
Therefore by Theorem 4.1, we get (4.2), which is the same as (1.4). Now (1.5)
can be deduced from (1.4) using the Lebesgue points of v and convergence in
measure. 0

Next, we show that the exceptional set is dense in some standard examples.

Proposition 5.5. Let L = G = SL(n + 1,R) and A = SL(n + 1,7Z). Let
¢ R — R" ! be a polynomial map with coefficients in Q such that its image
is not contained in a proper subspace of R"L. Then ¢ is projectively nonplanar
on R\ Z, where Z is a finite subset of R. Let ® : R\ Z — G be a continuous
map such that Jy®(s) = ¢(s) foralls € R\ Z. Let x € SL(n+1,Q)/A C L/A.
Then E, D Q\ Z.

Proof. For any s € R, let D(s) € M(n + 1,R) be the matrix whose i-th row
is p0~V(s) € R™! for 1 <i < n+ 1. Let Z be the set of roots of polynomial
s+ det(D(s)). Then ¢ is non-degenerate at all s € R\ Z. If Z = R, then
®(R) is contained in a proper subspace of R; see [24, Corollary 3.3]. Therefore,
Z is finite.
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Let s € Q\ Z. Since ¢*)(s)/k! € Q! for 0 < k < n, by (2.5) we have that
the nilpotent matrix B, € M(n + 1,Q). So the R-span of {B* : 1 < k < n}
is an abelian Lie subalgebra of Lie(G) consisting of nilpotent matrices, and it
is defined over Q. So its associated Lie group, say H, is an abelian unipotent
subgroup of G defined over Q. Since z € SL(n + 1,Q)/A, H intersects the
stabilizer of x in a co-compact lattice. Hence H¢(s)z is compact. Therefore
by Remark 3.5, we have that H(s) = H. Since H 5 G, s € E,. O
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