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ON FACTOR RIGIDITY AND JOINING CLASSIFICATION
FOR INFINITE VOLUME RANK ONE HOMOGENEOUS

SPACES

JACQUELINE M. WARREN

ABSTRACT. We classify locally finite joinings with respect to the Burger-
Roblin measure for the action of a horospherical subgroup U on I'\G,
where G = SO(n,1)° and I' is a convex cocompact and Zariski dense
subgroup of G, or geometrically finite with restrictions on critical expo-

nent and rank of cusps.

We also prove in the more general case of I' geometrically finite and
Zariski dense that certain U-equivariant set-valued maps are rigid.
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1. INTRODUCTION

EEERERREE mmemme

In [23], Ratner classified all joinings with respect to horocycle flows on
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finite volume quotients of PSLy(R), a problem which is closely related to that
of measure classification and classification of closed orbits. These problems
are well understood in the finite volume case, [24, 25, B3], but for infinite
volume, a full picture is not yet clear.
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In [I5, 16, 17], McMullen, Mohammadi, and Oh obtained orbit closure
classification in the infinite volume setting, specifically for convex cocompact
acyclindral 3-manifolds. This was generalized to higher dimensions by Lee
and Oh in [13], and to geometrically finite acylindical manifolds in [2] by
Benoist and Oh.

Mohammadi and Oh also show equidistribution for non-closed orbits in
the geometrically finite case in [18], as well as classifying joinings for geo-
metrically finite quotients of PSLy(R) or PSLy(C).

There is some progress in the geometrically infinite case under certain as-
sumptions as well. For instance, in [12], Ledrappier and Sarig classify mea-
sures for geometrically infinite regular covers of compact hyperbolic surfaces,
and in [21], Pan classifies joinings for Z or Z? covers of compact hyperbolic
surfaces.

In addition, the following works are in the setting of either geometrically
finite quotients or certain geometrically infinite quotients: [3 B, 26]. In
particular [11], 28] 32] consider the problem of measure classification, while
[6] considers joinings in higher rank.

The primary purpose of this paper is to extend the classification of join-
ings from [18], and the proof, a la Ratner, will require proving rigidity of
U-equivariant set-valued maps, a result which is of independent interest.
Ratner proved this for factor maps in the lattice case in [22], while Flaminio
and Spatzier proved a similar result for convex cocompact groups in [8]. For
set-valued maps, rigidity was proven in the finite volume case by Ratner in
[23], where she calls these maps measurable partitions. A partial statement
is proven in the case of geometrically finite quotients of SO(n, 1)° forn = 2,3
n [18]. We will prove a full rigidity result for such set-valued maps for ar-
bitrary n. We prove rigidity for factor maps with no further assumptions;
for set-valued maps, we need to assume the presence of a “nice” ergodic
measure.

Recall that G := SO(n, 1)° corresponds to the group of orientation pre-
serving isometries of real hyperbolic space H"™. Throughout the paper, we
assume that

I'1, Ty are geometrically finite and Zariski dense discrete subgroups of G
with infinite co-volume

and define
X;:=T;\G fori=1,2 and X := X1 x Xy.

Our factor rigidity statement will hold for geometrically finite groups, but
our proof of the joining classification will require assuming either that the
I';’s are convex cocompact, or are geometrically finite with all cusps of full
rank and critical exponents larger than n — %.

Let U denote a horospherical subgroup of GG. In the infinite volume set-
ting, the natural analogue of the Haar measure used in Ratner’s proofs in the

finite volume case is the Burger-Roblin (BR) measure mP®R = m?iR (defined
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in §22). The BR measure is the unique locally finite U-ergodic measure
that is not supported on a closed U-orbit, [5 26] [32].

Our rigidity theorem for factor maps is stated below. A more general
version that covers set-valued maps, Theorem [B.1] is proven in §3l but re-
quires further assumptions. Here, the action of A induces the frame flow
on I';\H", M is the compact centralizer of A, and U~ is the opposite horo-
spherical subgroup.

Theorem 1.1. Let

T X2 — X1
be a measurable map, and suppose that there exists a m
which T is U-equuiariant. Then there exists a map

?2X2—>X1,

a constant oy € U, and a U-invariant mBR-conull set X} such that for all
x € X},

BR_conull set on

= Y(z)h for all h € AMU, and
T(x)v for allv € U™ such that xv € XJ.

Our proofs follow the outline of Ratner’s approach from [23], but care is
required in this infinite volume case.
Denote by A(U) the diagonal embedding into G' x G.

Definition 1.2. Let u; be a locally finite U-invariant Borel measure on
\G for i = 1,2. A U-joining with respect to (1, p2) is a locally finite
A(U)-invariant measure p on X such that the push-forward measure onto
the i-th coordinate is proportional to the corresponding i, © = 1,2. If p is
A(U)-ergodic, we call it an ergodic U-joining.

The primary goal of this article is to classify U-joinings in this infinite
volume setting for the pair (mPR, mBR). Note that in this case, the mPR’s
are infinite measures [20], so the product measure mP® x mBR is not a
U-joining.

We now restate the definition of a finite cover self-joining as it appears
in [18]:

Definition 1.3. Suppose that there exists go € G so that go_lflgo and Ty
are commensurable in G. In particular, we have an isomorphism

(99 'T190 NT2\G = [(90, 16)]A(G)
defined by

[9] = [(909, 9)];
where 1 denotes the identity in G. The pushforward of the BR measure

mng{lF R 18 a U-joining, which we call a finite cover self-joining. We also
o 1'190MI2

consider any translation of a finite cover self-joining under an element of
the form (u,1g) € U x {1g} to be a finite cover self-joining.
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We will obtain the following joining classification:

Theorem 1.4. Suppose that I'1,T'y are

e convex cocompact, or
e geometrically finite with all cusps full rank and critical exponents

5
greater than n — 3.

Then every locally finite ergodic U-joining on X = I'1\G xT'9\G with respect
to (mBR mBR) is a finite cover self-joining.
In particular, X admits a U-joining if and only if, up to a conjugation,

I'1 and T'y are commensurable.

Note that by the ergodic decomposition and the U-ergodicity of mP® [32],
classifying the ergodic U-joinings is sufficient to understand all U-joinings.

The proof strategy involves first reducing to a specific U-equivariant set-
valued map, for which we prove an analogue of Theorem [T in §3l In [I§],
Mohammadi and Oh prove rigidity of set-valued maps that are equivariant
under a subgroup of AM and under U in the geometrically finite setting.
Because of this extra equivariance assumption, their joining classification
argument in [I8, Section 7] requires arguing that a U-joining will be invariant
under a subgroup of AM before reducing the problem to rigidity of a certain
set-valued map. With the more general rigidity result in §3] when proving
joining classification, we avoid the need for such an argument.

This article is organized as follows. In §2] we define notation that is
used throughout the paper, the Patterson-Sullivan (PS), Bowen-Margulis-
Sullivan (BMS) and Burger-Roblin (BR) measures, and reference some basic
properties of these measures.

In §3] we prove Theorem [[LT] by proving the more general Theorem [B.1],
which includes set-valued maps. In particular, we prove that, under cer-
tain assumptions, a U-equivariant set-valued map must also be AMU™-
equivariant, up to a constant shift by an element of U, Theorems B.4] and
This will be key in the final steps of the proof of Theorem [[4. Note
that the results in this section are proved in the more general setting of
I';’s being geometrically finite and Zariski dense, not necessarily convex co-
compact, although in general, for set-valued maps, we need to assume the
existence of an ergodic joining-like measure on X, see Theorem [B.11

In §4 we prove general results about the behaviour of PS measure on
varieties that will be important in the proof of Theorem [[L4l In particular,
we prove that Lebesgue integrals on small neighbourhoods of varieties are
controlled by the PS measure, Lemma Understanding this behaviour is
a crucial step needed to generalize the results from [I8] to higher dimensions.

In §5 we show that the fibers of the projection 7o onto the second coor-
dinate must be finite, Theorem 5.1l This allows us to use the results of §3]
to prove Theorem [5.2] which is a more precise formulation of Theorem [I.4]
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2. PRELIMINARIES AND NOTATION

For convenience, we remind the reader of the following notation that
appeared in the introduction:
e G =S50(n,1)° is the connected component of the identity in SO(n, 1).
It is the group of orientation preserving isometries of H", and 14 de-
notes the identity element in G.
e ['y,I's are geometrically finite and Zariski dense discrete subgroups
of G with infinite co-volume.
e X, :=T;\G and X := X7 x X».
e For H C G, A(H) denotes the diagonal embedding of H into G x G.
Define

A ={as: s € R} where a; = I, 1 ,

where I,,_1 is the (n — 1) x (n — 1) identity matrix.
We denote by U the contracting horospherical subgroup, that is,

U={9€G:asga_s — 1g as s — oo}.
Similarly, we denote by U~ the expanding horospherical subgroup,
U ={9€G:as9a_s — 1g as s = —o0}.

Both groups are isomorphic to R"~!, and we use the following parametriza-
tions:

1
U={ug:t e R" 1} whereug = | t7 T and
St ot 1
1t it)?
U™ = {vy : t € R} where vy = I t7
1
We also define
1
M= m :m € SO(n —1)

1

We will often abuse notation by writing m € M to refer to the matrix
1
m . Observe that these parametrizations satisfy
1

a_sutas = Utes and m ™~ ugm = ugy,.

We view G as being embedded in SL,,+1(R). For T' > 0, we denote balls
in G by

B(T)={g9 € G:|lg—1I| <T} where | -| is the max norm on G,
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and in U by
By(T) = {uy € U : |t| < T}, where | - | is the max norm on R"™1,

We write t € By(T') as shorthand for uy € By (T).
On I'\G,

(2.1) dTz,Ty) = min{|lg — 1¢|| : g € G,T'x = Tyg}.

2.1. PS measure. We use many definitions and notations as in [I8, Section
2], but provide a paraphrased version here for the convenience of the reader.
See [18, Section 2] for more details about these constructions.

Let O(H") = S"~! denote the geometric boundary of H". For any discrete
subgroup T of G, we can define the limit set of I, A(T"), as the accumulation
points of any orbit in 9(H™), that is,

A(T) =Tv —Tw

for any v € H"”, where the closure is taken in H*UQ(H"). This is independent
of v because I' acts by isometries on H".

We denote by A, (") the set of radial limit points of T'. £ € A(T") is a radial
limit point if some (hence every) geodesic ray towards £ has accumulation
points in some compact subset of I'\G. A parabolic limit point £ € A(T")
is one that is fixed by a parabolic element of I', that is, some element of I
that fixes exactly one element of J(H™). A parabolic limit point { € A(T)
is called bounded parabolic if the stabilizer of £ in I' acts cocompactly on
A(T") —{&}. We denote the set of bounded parabolic limit points by Ay, ().
In the case of I" convex cocompact,

A(T) = A(D).
If ' is geometrically finite, then
A(F) = Ar(r) U Abp(r)y

and App(I') is countable, [3].

Fix a reference point o € H" and a reference vector w, € T} (H"), the
unit tangent space of H" at o. Consider the maximal compact subgroup
K := Stabg(0). Then H" can be viewed as G/K. Similarly, M is Stabg (wo),
and T (H") can be identified with G /M.

With these identifications and the parametrizations in §21 A implements
the geodesic flow on T*(H"). That is, if {g' : t € R} is the geodesic flow on
TY(H"), then g'(wg) = [asM], where [-] denotes the coset in G/M.

For w € TY(H"), w* € (H") denotes the forward or backward endpoints

of the geodesic w determines, i.e. w* = tlim g'(w). For g € G, we define
—00
gt = gw(jf.

For z = I'g € T'\G, we write 2 € A(T) if g* € A(T) for some representative
of the coset. This is well-defined by definition of A(T).
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Let z,y € H" and £ € 9(H™). The Busemann function based at £ is the
function

55(3373/) = tlig.lo d(£t7$) - d(£t7y)7

where d is the hyperbolic metric and &; is a geodesic ray in H" towards &.

For I' < G discrete, a I'-invariant conformal density of dimension § > 0
is a family {u, : © € H"} of pairwise mutually absolutely continuous finite
measures on O(H") satisfying

W oy _ 58 (wy)

@ =c

for all z,y € H" and ¢ € 9(H"), where v,v,(E) = v;(y"1(E)) for all Borel
measurable subsets £ C 9(H").

Let dr denote the critical exponent of I'. Up to scalar multiplication, there
exists a unique I'-invariant conformal density of dimension Jr, denoted by
{vy : x € H"}, and called the Patterson-Sullivan density.

For each g € G, this density allows us to define the Patterson-Sullivan
(PS) measure on a horocycle gU by

dﬂgls] (qug) = TP gue)+ (0.gus (0))dvo(gm)+-

If 2= € A,(T), then the map u — zu is injective on U, and we can define
the PS measure on zU C I'\G by push forward. However, in general, there
is some subtlety in defining the PS measure on zU; see [I8], Section 2.3] for
more discussion of this. We note that ,ugpg can be viewed as a measure on
U=R"! via dugs(t) = dugg(gut).

The Lebesgue density is {m, : © € H"}, where m, is the unique prob-
ability measure on O(H") that is invariant under Stabg(x). The Lebesgue
density is a G-invariant conformal density of dimension n — 1. We similarly
define the Lebesgue measure on gU:

dugt? (gus) = e

This is independent of the orbit and is in fact a scalar multiple of the
Lebesgue measure on U = R" ! denoted by dt.

Note that for every Borel measurable subset £ C U, every g € G, and
every s € R, the properties of conformal densities imply that

NSS () = eérs/‘gas,s (asEa_s).

Vibz = flyz and

(n=1)B gy )+ (0:9ut (O))dmo (gue) ™.

In particular,
py>(Bu(e®)) = e gy (Bu(1)).
We record the following properties of PS measure:

Lemma 2.1. [8 Cor. 1.4] For every g € G, every proper subvariety of U is
a null set for ,ugs.

Lemma 2.2. The map g — MSS is continuous, where the topology on the
space of all reqular Borel measures on U is given by py, — p <= un(f) —

u(f) for all f € Ce(U).
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Proof. The proof follows by the definition of the PS measure, since it is
defined using stereographic projection and the Busemann function, which
are continuous. O

Corollary 2.3. [I8|, Cor. 2.2] For any compact set Q@ C G and any T > 0,

0< inf PS(B(T)) <  sup PS (B (T)) < oo,
geﬂ7g+€A(1—w) Mg ( ( )) g€Q7g+6A(F)lu’g ( ( ))

Lemma 2.4. For every compact subset Q C Xy, there exists k = £(2) > 0
such that

0 < inf 43 (By(k)) < sup puy°(By (k) < oo.
e e

Proof. Because G 3 g — dgpn (g, A(T')) is continuous, there exists £ > 0
such that
(9Bu(k/2))" NA(T) #0
for every = I'g € Q, and thus pLS(By (k) > 0 for all x € Q.
Since x ~ pb® is also continuous, it follows that {utS(By(k)) : g € Q} is
bounded with a positive lower bound. O

2.2. BMS and BR measures. The map w — (w™,w™, B, (o, 7(w))),
where 7(w) € H™ is the base point of w, is a homeomorphism between
T'(H") and

(O(H") x O(H") — {(&,£) : £ € O(H")}) x R.
This identification allows us to define the BMS and BR measures on 7 (H") =
G /M, denoted by mBMS and mPR:

(2.2) dinPMS (1) = 1 But (0 (WDFBy,— (07w gy, (1) dw, (w™ ) ds

(2.3)  dmBR(w) = e Dut (0mw)+0r8y,— (0m(w)) gy (), (w™ )ds.

By lifting to M-invariant measures on G, these will induce locally finite
Borel measures on I'\G, denoted by mBMS and mBR; see [I8, Section 2.4]
for more details. mBMS is a finite measure [31] (which we will assume to be
normalized to a probability measure) and mB"® is infinite if and only if T is
not a lattice, [20].

We have that
suppm™™M = {2 e I\G : 2 € A(D)}
and
suppmBR = {x e T\G : 2z~ € A(T)}.
Convex cocompactness is equivalent to supp mPMS being compact.
The relationship between mBMS and mBR will be important in what fol-

lows. Note that by comparing equations ([2:2)) and (2.3), we see that the
most significant difference is in the appearance of dv,(w™t) vs. dmg(w™),
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that is, the major difference is in how they see the U direction. In particu-
lar, mBR is U-ergodic when T is Zariski dense [32], while mBMS is not even
U-invariant. Moreover,

(2.4) if a set E is U-invariant, then mBM3(E) =1 <« mBR(E°) = 0.
3. RIGIDITY OF U-EQUIVARIANT SET-VALUED MAPS

In this section, we assume only that the I';’s are geometrically finite and
Zariski dense subgroups of G. We will prove the following theorem, which
includes Theorem [[.1] in the first case. Note that the codomain of Y in the
following statement is a complete metric space with the Hausdorff metric.

Theorem 3.1. Let £ € N, and suppose that

T : Xo — {cardinality ¢ subsets of X1}

BR

1s a measurable map and is U-equivariant on a m°"-conull set. Suppose

further that either
(1) £=1, or
(2) there exists a A(U)-ergodic measure p on X = Xy x Xo such that

o if Z C Xo is mPR-conull, then |J (Y(x2) x {x2}) is pu-conull,
ToE€Z
and

o if W C X is p-conull, then mo(W) is mPR-conull.
Then there exists a map
T : Xy — {cardinality ¢ subsets of X1},

a constant og € U, and a U-invariant mBPR-conull set XY such that for all
z e X,

o T(2) = Y(@)o,
e Y(zh) = Y(z)h for all h € AMU, and
o T(zv) = T(x)v for allv e U~ such that xzv € XJ.

Throughout this section, suppose that £ and T are as in Theorem [3.1]
and that Xo C X5 is such that

T(zu) = Y(x)u
for all u € U and z € Xo.

By a standard argument for constructing measurable cross-sections, we
may also assume that there exist measurable maps v; : Xo — X7 such that

T(z) = {vi(x),...,ve(z)}
for all z € X5. The following construction shows that we can further assume
that the maps v; are defined mPMS-a.e.: let {B, : n € N} be a countable
collection of balls that cover X and satisfy mBMS(9B,) = 0. Proceed
inductively: for z € (BnﬂAMU_ﬂXg)—Bn_l and u so that xu € B,,—B,,_1,
define
vi(zu) = vi(x)u.
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- 00
This shows that the v;’s can be measurably defined on XoU — |J 0B, a
n=1
mBMS_conull set.
We will assume throughout this section that either
(1) £=1, or
(2) there exists a A(U)-ergodic measure p on X = X; x Xo such that

o if Z C Xy is mBR-conull, then |J (Y(z2) x {x2}) is p-conull,
xo€Z
and

o if W C X is p-conull, then mo(W) is mPR-conull.

Remark 3.2. These further assumptions are needed only in the proof of
Lemma
Remark 3.3. In our application to joining classification in g5 the condi-
tions in case (2) will be satisfied with p an ergodic U-joining for (mPR, mER)
and

T(xg) = mi(my H(22)).
That this T will take values in cardinality ¢ subsets of X; for some ¢ € N is
not immediately clear, and this is proven in §5.31

§3.21is dedicated to the proof of the following theorem:

Theorem 3.4. There exzists a U-invariant mBR-conull set Y C X}, a con-

stant o9 € U, and T : Xy — {cardinality £ subsets of X1} satisfying:
(1) T="TonY, . .
(2) for allz €Y, and all h € AMU, Y(xh)ug, = YT(x)ug,h.

The heart of the argument lies in the following proposition.

Proposition 3.5. For all sufficiently small n > 0, there exists € > 0 with
g —=0asn— 0 and a U-invariant mPR-conull set X, satisfying: for every
h € Ban(n), every x € X, and every 1 < i < £, there ewists a unique
1 < k(i) <€ and m(z,vi(z)) € By(€) such that

Uk (4) (:Eh) = Ui(x)uﬂ'h(m,vi(w))h-
Moreover, m,(x,vi(x)) = Th(xus, vi(x)ue) for all t € U.

An analogous statement is proven for convex cocompact groups and as-
suming Y is a factor map in [8], following Ratner’s approach from [22]. In
[23], Ratner proves this in the case of finite volume set-valued maps, which
she refers to as measurable partitions; we follow the general lines of her
approach in this section. Lemma [B.7, which appears in §3.2] and is a modi-
fication of [I8, Lemma 6.2], is vital to our approach for generalizing this to
the infinite volume case.

In 331 we complete our rigidity statement by proving the following the-
orem.
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Theorem 3.6. Let T (z) = Y (2)ue,, where Y is as in Theorem [3.4) There
exists a mPR-conull set X} C X} such that for all x € XY and for every
vp € U™ with xv, € XY, we have

T(zv,) = T(x)v,.

3.1. Notation. We provide here a summary of important notation in this
section for ease of reference for the reader. This is only a list of notation;
full explanations are given in the following section. In particular, the reader
may first skip this list and only refer to it when needed.

The constant /, the set-valued map 7T, the set X5, and the functions
v;. Fix £ € N. Then X5 C X5 is a U-invariant and mPR-conull set, and

T : X9 — {cardinality ¢ subsets of X7}
is a measurable map such that
T(zu) = Y(x)u

forall u € U and x € Xg. The v;’s are measurable maps v; : Xg — X1 such

that
T(z) = {vi(x),...,ve(z)}
for all z € Xo.

The measure p. If £ # 1, we assume that there exists a A(U)-ergodic
measure p on X = X; X Xy such that
o if Z C Xy is mPR-conull, then |J (Y(z2) x {x2}) is pu-conull, and
xro€Z
o if W C X is p-conull, then mo(W) is mPR-conull.

The set Py ,,. For d,m > 0, define Py ,,, to be the set of functions © : U —
R of the form

O(t) = min{| P (t)*,...,[Pn(t)*},
where the P, : U — R are polynomials of degree at most d.

The set X} and the constant py. The set X} C Xy is a U-invariant and
mBPR_conull set on which there exists a constant pg > 0 such that for all
z € X,

(u € By(po) and vi(z) = vj(z)u) = u = lg.
(See Lemma [3.8])

The functions 6, ;,,0, 1, and g¢; ;. Define
O pi(t) := min{1, d(v; (z)ug, Y (wh)h  ug)?},
@x,h,i(t) = min{L d(vz (:L'ut)’ T(xh)h_lut)2}v

and
Qi,j(t) = min{l, d(’UZ (ZL’)ut, Uj ($h)h_1ut)2}.
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The constant p. Let p > 0 be such that if d(xu,yut) < p, then there
exists some finite collection of polynomials p; of degree at most n such that

d(zug, yug) = max{[p;(t)|}-

The constants ¢,¢ and the set K. Let 0 < ¢/ < 1/2 and let 0 < £ <
£'/10. K C X} is a compact set with mBMS(K) > 1 — ¢ on which every v;
is uniformly continuous.

The constant C. Let C be the constant from Lemma [B.7] for the compact
set K By(1), with d and m chosen so that all polynomials arising from the
Oz n's and the g; ;’s are elements of Py p,.

The constants C’, . Constants such that for all balls V' C R*! and all
e >0,

a
9

ANz eV lgi<e) <O | ———
({ ‘ J‘ }) Sl&p|qld|

A(V)

for all 7,7, where A is the Lebesgue measure on U = R""!. See equation
B.1).
The constants R, € and p. Let R be the injectivity radius of K. Define

— i i [ 2 p2 L 'n\—1/«
e = mm{l, 2006 min{p~, R*}, 100C’p0(0 )

and
p=10e/C.

The constants 7, 5. Let 8 > 0 be such that for all x,y € K,
d(z,y) < B = d(vi(x),vi(y)) < min{e/2,5'/?}
for every 1 < i < {and 0 <7 < & is such that for all z € Xo,
h € Ban(n) = d(z,zh) < min{e/2, 8, 5*/?}.
The set P:. Define

PS
.. > ({t € By(T) : zug € K})
P = Xo:1 f
= {rex WES(By (1))
R

21—25}.

It is a U-invariant mBR-conull set.

The set L, x. Define
L, g ={x € Xy : there exists t, — oo such that za_;, € KBy(1) for all n}.
It is U-invariant and mPR-conull.
The set Xj,. For h € Bay(n),
Xp:=PNPh ' nX,nXhtnL, k.

R

It is U-invariant and mBR-conull.
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The subgroups A’,M'. Let A’ C A and M’ C M be countable dense
subgroups.

3.2. U-equivariant implies AM-equivariant. In this section, we prove
Theorem [3.41

For d,m > 0, define Py ,, to be the set of functions © : U — R of the

form
O(t) = min{| P (t)*,...,[Pn(t)*},
where the P, : U — R are polynomials of degree at most d.

The following lemma is critical in adapting to the infinite volume setting.
Roughly speaking, it says that PS measure “sees” the growth of polynomials:
they cannot be “small” everywhere within the support of the PS measure,
because the PS measure is ‘friendly’ in the sense of [10].

Lemma 3.7. Fiz d,m > 0. For any compact set €, let k = k() be as
in Lemma [2.7) Then there exists some C = C(Q,d,m) > 0 satisfying the
following: for every x € Ly and T > 0 such that xa_\o5(1/x) € ) and for
every © € Py, we have

1
L O()duFS (1) > C- sup O(1),
uES(By(T)) /BU(T) (Bdpe™(5) te By (T) ®

where L, o = {z : there exists s, — oo with za_g, € Q}.

Proof. Observe that for any «,T > 0,
1 / PS
O(t)dp, " (t)
pES(Bu(T)) J gy (r)

B ; K PS K

= WBSBu(T)) /Bm O (Y
1

S B /Bm

Now, assume for contradiction that the claim is false. Then, by scaling
the ©’s if necessary, we may assume that we have:

O(t)dpiyy (t)

La—10g(T/r)

e sequences x; € Ly q, s; — 00 such that y; = xja_144 (si/r) € Q
° (:)Z € Pam with sup él(t) =1
By (k)
satisfying T&W fBU(H) @i(t)dugis(t) — 0 as i — oo.

Since the ©,’s are given by uniformly bounded polynomials of bounded
degree, they form an equicontinuous family. Thus, by dropping to a subse-
quence if necessary, we may assume that there exists y € {2 and © € Py,

with sup ©(t) = 1 such that y; — y and ©; — O.
teBy (k)



14 J. M. WARREN

Since g — ,ugs is continuous by Lemma and sup ,ugs (By(k)) < oo by
geN
Lemma 2.4l we then have that

/ O(t)dpu,> (t) = 0.
By (k)
Thus,
1y, > (Bu (k) N {t : ©(t) # 0}) = 0.
Since ,uf;S(BU(/-i)) > 0 by definition of &, this implies
py>(Bu(r) N {t: B(t) = 0}) >0,
a contradiction to Lemma 211 (]
Recall the setup: £ € N and
T : X9 — {cardinality ¢ subsets of X7}
is such that there exists a U-invariant mPR-conull set Xg C X5 with
T(zu) = Y(x)u

for all z € Xg and u € U. There are measurable maps v; : Xg — X7 such

that
T(z) = {vi(x),...,ve(z)}
for all z € Xo.
Lemma 3.8. There exists a U-invariant mPR-conull set X5 C Xy and a
constant po > 0 such that for all x € X} and all 1 <i,j <,
(u € Bu(po) and vi(z) = vj(z)u) = u=lg.

That is, there is a positive minimum distance in the U direction within Y (z).

Proof. Define f : X3 — R U {400} by
f(z) =min{|t| > 0: 31 <4,j < £ such that v;(z) = vj(x)ut}.
Suppose that vi(z) = vj(x)ug for some ¢,j and uy € U,t # 0. By U-
equivariance of Y, for any u € U, there exist 7, j' such that
vi(z)u = vy (zu), and vj(z)u = vj(zu).
Thus,
vy (zu) = vjr(zu)ug,
so f(zu) < f(z). Swapping the roles of = and xu shows that f(x) = f(zu).

Hence, by the ergodicity of mPR, there exists a mPR-conull set X}, C X,
on which f is constant. If f = +oo on X}, then define py = 1; otherwise,

let po be the value of f on X). It is positive by definition of f. O
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Restricting to € X}, where X is as in Lemmal[3.8] is necessary to ensure
the uniqueness of 7, in Proposition
For z € X),,h € AM, and 1 < i < ¢, define

O4.1,i(t) == min{1, d(v;(z)uy, Y (xh)htug)?}
and B

Oz.h,i(t) = min{l, d(v; (zuy), Y (zh)h~tug)?}.
We will primarily work with ©, 3 ;, but @x,h,i comes into play when we use
the U-equivariance of Y. Also define

qi j(t) := min{1, d(v;(2)ug, v (xh)h ™ ug)?}.
The main idea of the proof is to show that g; ;(t) stays bounded as |t| — oo,
showing that the points v;(z),v;(xh)h~! stay in the same U orbit.

The following lemma is well known by the polynomial divergence of U
orbits. Recall from (Z1]) that

d(T'z,Ty) := min{|lg — 1¢|| : g € G,T'z = Tyg},
where || - || denotes the max norm.

Lemma 3.9. There exists p > 0 such that if d(xug,yu) < p, then there
exists some finite collection of polynomials p; of degree at most n such that

d(zug, yuy) = max{|pi(t)[}.

Note that the ©, ;s and ¢; ;s can be controlled by polynomials in this
sense, but not necessarily the @xvh,i’s, since the uy’s are inside the v;’s here.

Let 0 < ¢’ < 1/2 and 0 < £ < £//10. By Lusin’s theorem, there exists a
compact set K C X/ with

mBMS(K) > 1 —¢

on which every v; is uniformly continuous. Let d,m > 0 be such that all
of the polynomials arising from the O, ;’s and ¢; ;’s are elements of Py,
and let
0<C=C(KBy(l),d,m) as in Lemma [3.7]
Recall that polynomials are (C’, ) good on R"~! [0 10]: there exist
constants C’, « that depend only on the degree of the polynomial f and the
dimension of the space such that for all balls V' and all € > 0,

07

AV),

9
sup |f]|
\%4

(3.1) Mz eV |f(x)|<e}) <’

where A denotes the Lebesgue measure.
Choose C" and « such that (3.I]) holds when f = g; ; for all ¢, j. Let R be
the injectivity radius of K, let pg be as in Lemma 3.8 and define

., RIS R S O 1p\—1/a
(3.2) € = min {1, 2006 min{p®, R*}, 1000,00(0 )
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and
(3.3) p=10e/C.
We remark that these have been defined to achieve three things:

e the ©, ;s and ¢; ;s will be controlled by polynomials and we will
stay within the injectivity radius throughout our arguments;
e the definition of €, together with Corollary B.I1l will give a contra-
diction in the proof of Lemma B.12} and
e z := (C'0)"p, which will arise in the proof of Proposition B is
less than 1—10 po0, giving uniqueness of 73, in that proof.
Now, let 8 > 0 be such that for all x,y € K,
d(z,y) < B = d(vi(x),vi(y)) < min{e/2,5"/?}
for every 1 < i < { and let 0 < n < & be such that for all z € X5,
(3.4) h € Ban(n) = d(z,zh) < min{e/2, 8, */?}.
Define
S({t € By(T) : K
(e Pull) v € K}) 21—25}.
By (24), it is a mBR-conull set because it is U-invariant and has mBMS(P;) =
1, [27, Theorem 17]. The following lemma will allow us to control the ©, p, ;’s

by understanding Pk.
For r > 0, let

P
(3.5) ]%::{ze%@:hmhﬁuw
T—o0

Bay(r) := B(r) N AM,
where we recall that B(r) denotes the ball of radius r in G using the max
norm.

Lemma 3.10. If 2 € P N P;h™! for h € Ban(n), then there exists Ty =
Ty (z, h) such that for all T > T,

ptS({t € By(T) : zug, zush € K1)
pz5(Bu(T))

> 1— 6¢.

Proof. Since xh € P, there exists Ty > 0 such that for all T' > Ty,
pES({t € By(T) : zhuy € K})

pion (Bu(T))
Write h = asm. Recall that ,ugass (E) = eéfsuyps(asEa_s), mugm ™' = ugm,
and asuga_gs = ug.—s. Note also that uypsl(E) = ,uly)s(mEm_l). Using these,

>1-—3¢.
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we have
WES({t € Bu(T) : whuy € K})
5FsumP§1({t € By(e™°T) : xmugas € K})
eors PS({tm t € By(e™°T),zmusas € K})
< e‘SFS pES({t' € By((vV'n —1)e*T) : zuymas € K})

Where the last line is because we are using the max norm on U, not the
Fuclidean norm. Similarly,

poh (Bu(T)) = 5FstP¢Sn(BU(€_ST))
e 1y (Bu (Vi = 1)e™°T))
Putting this together, we conclude that for all ' > max{(v/n — 1)e™ Ty, Ty},
(36)  w ({t € Bu(T) s zush € K}) = (1 = 36)u;>(Bu(T))
Since x € P¢, we can choose T} > max{(yv/n — 1)e™*Tp, Ty} so that for all
T>T1,
(BT AES({b € Bu(T)  aue € K}) > (1 - 365 (By(T)

Intersecting the sets on the left hand sides of equations ([B.6]) and (3.7
yields the claim. O

Define

L, g ={x € Xy : there exists t, — oo such that za_;, € KBy(1) for all n}.

By Poincaré recurrence and ergodicity of A, mPMS(L, k) = 1. It is also

U-invariant, hence mPR-conull by (24). Staying within this set will be
necessary for our applications of Lemma [3.7] throughout this section.
For h € By (n), define

(3.8) Xp=PNPh ' nXjnX5h ' nL, k.
The set X}, is also U-invariant and mBR-conull. We will show that Propo-

sition [3.5] holds with this X},. Recall that by the definitions of P¢ and X3,

if € X}, this means that both z and zh have many returns to K under U
and Y is U-equivariant at both x and xh.

Corollary 3.11. If z € X}, with h € Bay(n) and Ty is as in Lemma [310,
then for allT > Ty and for all 1 <i </,

1 / PS 2
——— O pi(t)du,”(t) < e 4 6€ < be.
ptS(By(T)) By (T)

Proof. Let D(T) := {t € By(T) : zug,zuth € K}. On D(T), O, p.i(t) < €2
because, pointwise, there exists j(t) such that

Ou.h,i(t) = Oy jt) ()
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(because x, zh € X}), and it is clear for the ©’s by definition of K and choice
of n in B4). On B(T) — D(T), it is bounded by 1. Thus,
1 PS(By(T) — D(T PS(D(T))e?
= / @x,h,i(t)dﬂgs(t) < Ha ( p(é( ) ( )) IU':EPS( ( ))E
by Lemma 310~ < 6§ + 82

< be
O

Lemma 3.12. For h € Bay(n) and x € X, (defined in (33)), there exists
To > 0 such that for all i and all T > Ty,

sup Oz p.i(t) < p.
tEBU(T)

Proof. Suppose not and let T} be as in Lemma BI0l Let k = k(K By(1))
from Lemma B.7 Since x € L, g, there exists T > T} sufficiently large so

that za_jog(1/x) € K and  sup Oy pi(t) > p.
teBy(T)

Let Q,44(t) = min{p? ©,4,(t)}. Recall by definition of p that this
means ;5 ;(t) is given by polynomials in the sense of Lemma 371 Thus,
we have that

1

—SSo Qu pi(t
ST oy 4
and Oy 5, > 0y p4, so the same is true for that function. This contradicts
Corollary BI1] by the definition of p = 10e/C. O
Recall the definition
qi j(t) = min{1, d(v;(z)ug, v (xh)h ug)?}.

Corollary 3.13. For h € Bay(n), € X, (defined in (38)) and 1 < i < ¢,
there exists 1 < k(i) < £ and Ty > 0 such that for all T > Ty,
J(T7i7 k(z)) = {t € BU(T) : Gm,h,i(t) = Qi,k(i)(t)}
satisfies
o MJ(T,i,k(i))) > $AM(Bu(T)), where X is the Lebesque measure on
U, and
e sup g (t) <p-
te J(T,i,k(i))

Proof. Suppose not. Then there exists h € Bay(n),z € X, and 1 <4</
such that for all 1 < k(i) < ¢ and for all T} > 0, there exists T > T} such
that either

NI(Ti,k(0))) < GABu(T))
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or

SUp ¢ k(i) = P-
teJ(T,i,k(i))

By the pigeonhole principle, there exists k(i) and T;, — oo such that for
all n,

Thus, it must be that

1
Z/\(BU (Tn))
sup  Gir)(t) = sup O pi(t) > p.
t€J (T i k(0)) t€J (T i k(i)
However, this contradicts Lemma O

Lemma 3.14. If x,y € X; are such that d(zus, yus) stays bounded for all
t € U, then there exists u € U such that

T = yu.

Proof. By direct computation, we will show that if x = yg, then g €
Cq(U) =U. Write

a b ¢
g=|d" E T
h i j

where b,d, f,i € R"~! are row vectors, and E is a (n—1) x (n—1) matrix. By
assumption, |[u_¢gut — lg|| stays bounded for all t € U. We will investigate
the entries of u_gguy.
The (1,1) entry is a+ b -t + c|t|?. Since this stays bounded for all t, we
conclude that
b=0, and ¢ = 0.
The (2,1) entry is —at” 4+ dT + EtT — slttT + %|t|2fT. Again, since
this stays bounded, we conclude that
f=0, and F = al,

where I denotes the (n — 1) x (n — 1) identity matrix.
The (3,2) entry is 3[t[?b — tE + i+ 3c[t|? — (t - f)t + jt. From this, we
conclude that
E=jI
But combining all of our conclusions up to this point tells us that g is block
lower triangular with £ = al = jI, so

det(g) =1=a"j = aj™.
Hence
a=j7=1and F=1.
With our above assumptions, the (3,2) entry is simply i. The (3,1) entry
simplifies to h 4+ (i —d) - t, so
i—d,
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from which we finally conclude that
U—tgut = g,
completing the proof. O
We are now ready to prove Proposition

Proof of Proposition [3.3. It J(T,1, k(7)) is as in Corollary B.13] then by def-
inition of C’, o from @B.I) for f = ¢; (), we have for all T' > 0,

%A(BU<T>>SA(J<T,@1@<¢>>>sc’w( sup qi,ka)(t)) A(Bu(T))
te By (T)

which yields
sup g (i) (t) < (c'o)ep
teBy(T)

Thus, g; () (t) stays bounded for all t, and so vi(x) and v (zh)h ™! are
in the same U-orbit by Lemma [B.14l In particular, since the bound above
holds at t = 0, this tells us that there exists a 7 (x,v;(x)) € By(g) such
that

Ui () U, (2,04 () P = Vr(iy (Th),
where & = (C"0)Y/*p.

Note that the restriction 73, (z,v;(z)) € By () ensures that this quantity
is unique, because the constants have been chosen such that

_ 1

€< 1070
where pg is from Lemma[3.8] and is the minimum distance in the U-direction
in T(x). Thus, if there is another element vy (zh) € Y(xh) such that

Uk(iy (Th) = v (Th)ug

for some t, we must have that [t| > po, hence uy & By (2).
U-invariance of 7, follows from the U-equivariance of Y on XJ: let ug be
such that uth = hug. Then

Uy (@h)us = (Vi(T)Ury, (2,0, (2)) ) Us = (Vi(T) Ut )Ur, (2,0, () s
and vy (Th)us € Y (zugh) by U-equivariance. O

Let A C A and M’ C M be countable dense subgroups. Recall the
assumptions made at the beginning of the section: either
(1) £=1, or
(2) there exists a A(U)-ergodic measure p on X = X; x Xo such that

o if 7 C Xy is mPR-conull, then |J (Y(z2) x {x2}) is p-conull,
xro€Z
and

e if W C X is p-conull, then mo(W) is mPR-conull.
It is in the following lemma that these assumptions are needed.
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Lemma 3.15. For every h € Baye(n), there exists a U-invariant mBR-

conull set Wy, C X! and a constant 1, € By(€) such that for all x € W),
and all 1 <i </t mp(z,vi(z)) = T5.

Proof. We first prove this in case (1), that is, we asssume that £ = 1. Then
the second variable in 73, is redundant; instead, consider 7, : X, — U as
simply 7, (), where X, is as in equation (3.8). By Proposition [3.5]

(z) = (W)

for all z € Xh, uw € U. Thus, by U-ergodicity of mPR, there exists a mPR-

conull set W), C X/ and a constant 7, € By(g) such that for all z € Wy,
() = T

This completes the proof of the first case.

Now, suppose we are in case (2), so such an ergodic measure p exists.
Define

Wi= |J (T(22) x {2}).
IzEXh

BR_conull

Wh is exactly the domain of 73, and is p-conull because Xh ism
and our assumptions on u. Thus, 73, is defined p-a.e. on X7 x Xs.

As noted in Proposition B.5 7, is A(U)-invariant. Thus, by ergodicity
of 4, there exists a U-invariant p-conull set W), C W), and a constant 7, €
By (g) such that

Th(x,v;(x)) = 7 for all (z,v;(z)) € Wy

Now, define B
Wy, = 7T2(Wh) N Xy.
By the second assumption about i, it is mPR-conull. It satisfies the desired

conditions by construction. O

The following lemma will allow us to drop the restriction that |h| < 7.

Lemma 3.16. For any h € Ba/pp(n), there exists a U-invariant mBR_conull

set Yy, with the property that for everyn € N, there exists Thn € U such that
for all x € Yy,

(3.9) Y (x)ur,, K" = T(xh™).
Moreover, Thn = T, + e *Tpn—1m ™! and if x € Y}, so is xh™ for all n € N.
Thus, Ty, is defined in a way that satisfies (3.9) for all h € A’M’.

Proof. Define Y}, := (| Wph™" where W}, is as in Lemma BI5l Observe
neN
that 7,» satisfies

Y(x)ur,, K" = T(xh™).
Since xh™ € W}, as well, we can proceed by induction:
Th") = Y(eh)ur,, 0" = Y@ by, W = T (@), e et
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where h = agm. This shows that
Thn = Th 4+ € S Thpnam ™

extends the definition to A™ if it did not already exist (i.e. if A™ & Bapr(n)),

or alternatively that if it is already defined, then 7~ satisfies this identity.
O

Lemma 3.17. DefineY = (| Y. Foradllz €Y,

he A’ M’
Y|parnr : wA'M’" — {cardinality ¢ subsets of X1}

is uniformly continuous.

Proof. For € > 0, define € = (C'¢)"/*j as in the proof of Proposition
In particular, since p = 10e/C, the definition of ¢ in equation (3.2)) implies
that )
< 56/ min{p?, R?}.
Now, if w,z € zA’M’ with d(w, z) < n, where 7 is defined in (3.4)), then
there exists h € Barp(n) such that z = wh. Then, by Proposition B.5]
T(z) = T(wh) = T(w)us, h,

where 13, € By(g). Thus, d(Y(z),Y(w)) is bounded in terms of n and &
whenever d(w, z) < 7, and both 1 and # are independent of z and w. O

Corollary 3.18. There exists T : Xy — {cardinality ¢ subsets of X1} such
that:

(1) T(z) = Y(z) for all z € Y (which is mPR-conull and both U and
A" M’ -invariant);

(2) Tlwans is continuous for every x € Y;

(3) and for allz € Y and h € AM, there exists T, such that

Y(zh) = T (x)ur, h.

Moreover, this extension of the function h — T3 is continuous on
AM.

Proof. Since X is complete (because G = SO(n,1)° is complete and T'; is
closed), {cardinality ¢ subsets of X1} is a complete metric space with the
Hausdorff metric. Thus, Y|, 4/p extends continuously to zAM by the uni-

form continuity in Lemma [3I70 Call this continuous extension Y. Clearly,
(1) and (2) are satisfied.

Let z € Y, h € AM, and let h,, € A’M’ be such that h,, — h. Then we
have that

Up, = Y (z) "' (zhy,) " R L.
By the continuity of T on zAM, the right hand side converges to
T(x) 'Y (zh) " h7E,
which defines 73, in a way that satisfies (3). O
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Corollary 3.19. For every h € AM — M, there exists o, € U satisfying
opn = oy, for allm € N and such that

Y (2)ug,h = YT(rh)ue,
for all x € Y. Moreover, o is continuous on AM — M.

Proof. Let h € AM — M and write h = agm. By assumption on h, s # 0,

so I — e 3m~1 is invertible. Define

op:=(I— e_sm_l)_lTh.

It follows from the recurrence formula for 7, in Lemma B.16] that op» = o7,
and it satisfies the desired equality for z € Y by definition. It is continuous
on AM — M because h — 7, is by Corollary [3.18], as is the inversion azm
(I —esm~1)~L. O

Lemma 3.20. There exists og € U such that for allh € AM and allx € Y,

T (zh)ug, = T()tgyh.
Proof. We will first how prove the lemma under the assumption that there
exists z € K NY, a sequence ny — oo, and a € A’ — {15} such that:

e za™ € KNY for all k, and
e xat — .

First, consider h € AM — M. Since z,za™ € K NY, we have that
T(za™h) = T(xa™ )uy, hu;i — T (2)tg, hu;i = T (zh).
On the other hand,

T (xa™h) = T(xh)ugoa"’“u;ol
N( ngk -1

Ug,

T(2)ug), hie, Ueya

-1

— (T(m)uaoa"ku_l)uao (™" u;luah hu;;uao a"’“)uao

g0 0
= Y (za™ g, (a~ " u;oluah hu;;ugo a”* )u;ol
— Y (2)tgry hug,

where the convergence follows because a # 1 means that ¢t ua™ — 1g
for all w € U. Thus, o, = o for all h € AM — M.

The statement then follows for all h € AM using the continuity in Corol-
lary 318

We will now show how to establish the existence of such x and n; — oc.
Let K’ C K be a compact set consisting of density points of K and satisfying

mBMS(K') > 0.9mPMS(K).
That is, for all € K’, there exists r, > 0 such that for all r < r,,
1
mEMS(zB(r) N K) > imBMS(a:B(T)),

where B(r) denotes the ball of radius r in G; see §2
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Let {x, : n € N} be a countable dense subset of K’. For m,k € N, define

Jmk = Lo, B(1/k)NKNY -
Let a € A’ — {1¢}. By Birkhoff’s theorem applied to the family {f,x},

there exists Z C X with mBM5(Z) = 1 such that for all z € Z and all m, k,
there exists a sequence n; — oo such that for every 7,

za"™ € zy, B(1/k)N K NY.

Now, let x € K'NYNZ. By the density of {x, }, there exists a subsequence
Tm; — x. Then, since z € Z, we can find ny — oo such that

1
za"* € zB <E —I—d(x,xmk)> NKNY.

This establishes the existence of such x,ng, completing the proof. O

3.3. AMU-equivariant implies U -equivariant. In this section, we es-
tablish Theorem [3.0l

We will first show how the following proposition, which is identical to
Theorem except for the use of mPMS instead of mPR, follows from the
proof of [I8, Theorem 6.1], with only slight modifications required due to
the arbitrary dimension in our case.

Proposition 3.21. Let Y(z) = Y(2)ue,, where T is as in Theorem [3.7)
There exists a mBMS-conull set X4 C X} such that for all x € XY and for
every vy € U™, we have

T(zv,) = T(x)v,.

We refer the reader to the proof of [I8, Theorem 6.1] for the details, and
provide here only the changes that need to be made to accommodate the
arbitrary dimension.

The heart of the proof of [18 Theorem 6.1] is [I8, Prop. 6.4], and it is
here where all changes due to dimension appear. The first difference is the
time-change map (,(t). In this case, the necessary time change is given by

t + 3[t]%e~°r
Br(t) = - T—2s¢12[p2
L+e st -r+ e 2t)2r|

It is chosen so that

Ve—spUt = UG, (t)Ir
where g, € AMU™, using the notation as in equation (6.11) in the proof of
[18, Prop. 6.4]. Direct computation shows that for [t| < e® and |r| < e, we
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still have that
[t + 3lt)%e*|r|
1+ ge 262 [r[2 — e=s[t||r]
e’ + %\r[
T 1—edtfr]
e’ + %E
T 1—e8/2%
=e® + O(e),
so the proof carries through, up to Step 4.
In Step 4, the matrix computation to prove equation (6.19) in the proof
of [18, Prop. 6.4] is more cumbersome, but not fundamentally different. We

provide an outline of the approach below.
For gs := gs; in that proof, write

1Be(t)] <

1 A 1w 3lw]?
gs=| vl I C I wr
Hvi2 v 1 AL 1
for some row vectors v,w € R*~! C € M, \ > 0. Multiplying it out gives
A Aw L\|w|?
gs= | AT W'w+C Alw[AvT + owT
A2 INVPw+ve Ly w2+ vowT + At
a q b
Writing gs = [ xT Bz |, we investigate the entries of I — u_tgsut. We
c y d

still have that
(3.10) d(1g,u_tgsut) = O(1) for all t € By(e?).
The magnitude of the (3,1) entry is

1 1 1 1 1
‘§|t|2a—t ‘x+c+ 5|t|2(q-t) —tBtT +y-t+ Z|t|4b— 5|t|2(t z) + 5|t|2d

By considering the t* term and equation (3.I0), we conclude that
bl = O(e™™).
Using this and the t2 terms of the (2,1) entry

9

1 1
xI —atT —tT(q-t) + Bt — §|t|2th + §|t|2zT

we similarly conclude that

i~ lal| =0
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Using the (3,2) entry

1 1
5yty?q—tBerJr gyty%t — (t-2)t + dt|,

we get

= 0(e™).

Ll — Izl
—|la| — |z
2(1

Continuing in this manner, we end up with the following conclusions:
(1) |b| = O(e™*%) by the (3,1) entry

(2) |3]z| — |al| = O(e™%) from the (2,1) entry

(3) Iglal - |z|l = O(e~?*) by the (3,2) entry

(4) |la] — |z|| = O(e™3%) from the (3,1) entry

(5) |q| = O(e=?%) and |z| = O(e~2%) using the three lines above
(6) ||B] —|a|]| = O(e™®) from the (2,1) entry

(7) ||B] — |d|| = O(e™®) from the (3,2) entry

(8) |la| — |d|| = O(e™*) from the two lines above

We will further show that
d=X"14+0(*),A=1+0("*) and |B—I|=O(e™®).

From these facts, it will follow that d(1g,asgsa—s) = O(e™*), completing
the proof of Proposition B.211

Because d(1q,u—tgsug) = O(1), we know that A = 1 + O(1), so [Av| =
O(1) implies that

vl = 0O(1).
Similarly,

|w| = O(1).
Then, from the fact that C = I — AvI'w + O(1), we conclude

C=1+0(1).
Thus,
1

(3.11) d= Z|V|2|w|2 +vOowl + XL =111 0(e79).

Now, using that a = A, ||a| — |d|| = O(e™®), and d = A\~ + O(e™*) by
equation ([B.11), it follows that

A=A =0().
This in turn implies (because A =1+ O(1)) that
I\ =1 = O(e™),
so A2 =14 O(e™*). Using the Taylor series for v/1 + x, we conclude that
A=14+0(e%).
Combining the above with |B —al| = |B — AI| = O(e™*) implies
B—1]=0(),
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as desired.

We will now explain how to slightly change the proof of [18, Theorem 6.1]
to yield a U-invariant mPMS-conull set, hence a mPR-conull set in light of
equation (24])). This will establish Theorem

Let K, be the compact subset chosen in equation (6.4) in [I8] and €2, as
in equation (6.6). More specifically,

Q, C{z:2” e A/I)}
is a compact set with
mBMS(Q,) > 119
such that there exists 7, > 1 so that for every z € Q, and T' > T},
1 / PS

—— 1, (xug)dp,>(t) > 1 —2n.
pES(Bu(T)) Jy () (®)

We will need to thicken 2, slightly in the U-direction. By [18, Lemma
4.4], there exists ro > 0 and R > 0 such that for all z € 2, and all T > R,

(3.13) uES(By(T + 1o) — Bu(T — 1)) < nub>(Bu(T)).

Remark 3.22. Despite the stated dependence in [I8, Lemma 4.4], R is in
fact independent of x. The apparent dependence in that statement arises
from [I8, Theorem 4.1], which is actually weaker than the result cited from
[30]. The original proof in [30] shows that there is no such dependence on
the base point.

(3.12)

We will show that if y € Q, By (rg), then for all T' > T;, + 7o,
o,

——— 1k, (yuy) >1—3n

1S (Bu(T)) Jpyry "

Equation (3.13]) implies that

(3.14)

! . 1 _ 1B (By(T + 1)) — uBS(By(T — r0)
WESBy(T —r0)  ESBu(T +r0) ~  1ES(Bu(T)ulS(Bu(T —10))
Ui

= WBSBu(T - 1))
Suppose now that « € Q,, u € By(rg) and T > T, + 9. Then
zuBy (T) € zBy(T + 70),
so together with the above we conclude that
1 1 1-7

(3.15) ES(Bo(T)) — iBS(Bo(T + o)) — pSBo(T — 7o)
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and therefore
1

fize (Bu(T))
1—
by BI5)~ > U / ]-K ($Ut)d PS
> iz ()
pES(Bu(T —10)) Jy(@—re) " *
2 1- 3777
which establishes (3.14)).

Thus, by adjusting constants slightly, we can use €, By (1) in place of €2,
in [I8 Prop. 6.4]. Now, as in the proof of [I8, Theorem 6.1], by Birkhoff’s
theorem, there exists an A-invariant mPMS-conull set Z such that for all
T € 7,

[t e
By (T)

1 T
T/o 1o, (ras)ds = mBMS(Q,) > 0.9.

Let x € Z and uy € U. Suppose that |[e™°t| < 79 and that zas € €.

Then
TULAs = TAsUe—s¢ € 2y By (ro).
From this, we conclude that if z € ZU, it will have infinitely many returns
under A to the set Q,By(rg), the set which replaced €2, in [I8, Prop. 6.4].
Thus, if we define
X = ZU,

then the proof of [I8, Theorem 6.1] carries through. By equation (2.4), X4
is mPR-conull, so we have established Theorem

4. NON-CONCENTRATION OF THE PS MEASURE NEAR VARIETIES

In this section, we prove several lemmas showing that PS measure does
not concentrate near varieties. This will be needed in the next section, and
is a key step for extending the results from [18] to higher dimensions. The
main result is Lemma

In the geometrically finite case, we will need to control the PS measure
of the unit ball in U based at a point that may be far out in a cusp. We
will use a variation Sullivan’s shadow lemma for this purpose.

Suppose that I'\H" is geometrically finite. For £ € Ap, ('), let g € G be
such that g = &. For R > 0, define

H(E R) = U gUa_sK,
s>r
where K is the maximal compact subgroup Stabg(o) as in §2.11 The rank
of the horoball H (&, r) is the rank of Stabr (&), which is a finitely generated
abelian group. It is always strictly less than 2dr.
As in [3], it follows from the thick-thin decomposition of the convex core
that there exists a compact set Ky, a constant By > 1, and a finite set
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{&, ..., &m} C App(T) such that

(4.1) supp m®MS C Ky U (U \ITH(&;, Ro)>
i=1
The following version of Sullivan’s shadow lemma is due to Maucourant
and Schapira, [14]:

Lemma 4.1. [I4] Lemma 5.1, Remark 5.2] There exists a constant R > 1

such that for all x € supp mBMS,

RITor (r=dr)d(@a_1057,K0) < MES(BU(T)) < RTOr(r—dr)d(za— logTvlCO),
where 1 is the rank of the cusp containing ra_iogT, and is zero if xa_jogT €
Ko.

Let
(4.2) N2 (supp mBMS) := (supp mBMS)BU(l/Q)-

We will need to extend Lemma E.1] to the following:
Corollary 4.2. Suppose that all cusps have rank n — 1. There exists a

constant R > 0 such that for all x € Nl/g(supmeMS), and all T > 1 we
have

R—lT(SFe(T’—(SF)d(SL‘a, log T,/Co) < MES (BU (T)) < RT&pe(T—ér)d(xa, logTJCO)’
where 1 is the rank of the cusp containing ra_iogT, and is zero if xa_jogT €
Ko.

Proof. Let x € Ny p(supp mBMS) By definition of N, /2(supp mBMS) " there

exists

2’ € xBy(1) N suppmBMS,

Thus,
:E/BU(T — 1) - l‘BU(T) - l‘,BU(T + 1),
and so by Lemma [4.I] and since T' > 1, there exists Ry > 0 such that
Ro_l(T/2)5F (' =or)d(z"a_ 105 7,K0)

< py3(By(T))
< R0(2T)6F e(rl_‘sl“)d(xla— log T»/Co) 7

where 7’ is the rank of the cusp containing z’a_ 1o 7.
Note that
(4.3) d(a;a_ 10gT,IC0) — T_l < d(a;’a_ log T's ]C()) < d(a:a_ 10gT,IC0) + T_l

We will first consider the upper bound by cases. Suppose that v’ = 0.
Then the upper bound yields

,UmPS(BU(T)) < RO(QT)5F < RO(2T)5F6(T_5F)d(xa7 1ogTJC0)e(”—1—5F)7

where the last inequality follows because if r = 0, e("—0r)d(za—1057.K0) — 1
and otherwise, e(r=0r)d(@a—10g7:K0) > 1 and also e 1-9r) > 1.
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Now, suppose instead that ' = n — 1. Then by using (£3]), we obtain
UPS(By(T)) < Ro(2T)r ¢’ =0r)d(@a— 105 Ko) n-1-01)
— RO(2T)6F6(T—6F)d(SCa, logTvlCO)e(n_l_(SF)
where the last equality is because either r = n —1 =7/, or r = 0, in which
case d(xa—1os7,Ko) = 0.

We will now consider the lower bound by cases. Again, first suppose that
" =0. Then d(2'a_10g7,Ko) = 0, so we have

13 (By(T)) > Ry (T/2)r el ~0r)eo-ros . K0)
= RyL(T/2)r elr—0r)d(ea tos7.Ko)
> Ro—l(T/2)5re(T—5r)d(maf 1ogT,/Co)e—(”—1—5F)7
where the last line follows from ([@3]) if r =n — 1, and if r = 0, then
e(r=or)d(za_1o57,Ko) _ o(r'=dr)d(za_io51,K0) _ |

and e~ ("=1-0r) < 1,
Thus, letting R = R29"e("~1-0r) establishes the claim. O

Corollary 4.3. Suppose that all cusps have rank n — 1, and let R be as in
Corollary [{.3. Then for every y € Ny/5(supp mBMS) and every e > 0, we
have

(1) uPS(Bu(e)) < R bS(By (1)) if e < 1,
(2) uf3(Bu(e)) < R%¥r ubS(By(1)) if e > 1.

Proof. First, note that by assumption on the rank of the cusps,

(5{‘ > (Tl — 1)/2.
By Corollary [£.2] we have that
(4.4) ,UIyDS(BU(l)) > R1e(r=0r)d(y,Ko)

where r is the rank of the cusp containing y, and is zero if y € Ky. Similarly,
if r. denotes the rank of the cusp containing ya_jog., then

(4.5) MES(BU@)) < ReOr e(re—dr)d(ya— 1og<,Ko)

We also have

(4.6) d(y, Ko) — |loge| < d(ya—1ogz,Ko) < d(y, Ko) + [logel.

Let 0 < € < 1 and assume first that . = n — 1, so that r. — ép > 0. Then

by ([@3) and ([@6]), we have

Mly)S(BU(E)) < Rere(n=1=0r)d(y,Ko) (0r—(n—1))
by @)~ < MES(BU(1))R2€26F_(n_l)e(n_l_r)d(yJCO)

< ufS(By(1) B2
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where the last line follows because if » = 0, then d(y, Ky) = 0, and otherwise,
re=r=mn-—1.
Now, suppose that r. = 0. Then we have by (4.5]),

py (B (e)) < Reremordluo-os= o)
< ReOT
by (mbv S RQE(SFe—T’d(y,K:o)MES(BU(1))
< R*" 11, S(By (1))
< R22r=00) P8 (B (1)),

where the last line follows because dr > 26r — (n — 1) and ¢ < 1. This
establishes the first case.

Now, assume that € > 1, so loge > 0. We again consider cases. First,
suppose that 7. =n — 1, Then by (4.5]) and ([.6]), we have

MES(BU(@) < ReOr (n—=1-0r)d(y,Ko) ;n—1-dr
by @@~ < R2€n—le(n—1—r)d(y,lco)luly)S(BU(l))
< R*" S (Bu(1))
< R2526FN1;S(BU(1))
where the second to last line follows because e~ 1=")4w:X0) — ( when r €

{0,n — 1}, and the final line because ér > (n — 1)/2.
Now, suppose that 7. = 0. Then again by (4.5)) and (4.6), we have

1y (Bu (¢)) < Re e ordwkolghr
by @)~ < R2€26pe—rd(y,ng)lu58(BU(1))
< R**r S (By (1)),
which completes the second case. O
For d € N and ¢ > 0, define
Fam ={f:Bv(1) = U: f=(f1,..., fn—1) with every f; a polynomial
of degree at most d, and all coefficients of each f; € [m™!,m]}

Note that it is a compact subset of C(By(1)). For f € Fy,, and r > 0,
define

Ny(f) ={t € Bu(1) : [f(t)] <r}.
5

Lemma 4.4. Assume that all cusps have rank n — 1 and that ér > n — 7.
Let d,m > 0. Then there exist constants ¢ > 0 and o > 0 such that for

every y € Ny /a(supp mBMS) every 0 < e < 1/4, and every f € Fom,
py S (Ne(f)) < 2%, ®(Bu (1))
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Proof. By Corollary 43, a7 := 26r — (n — 1) is such that for all y €

N1/2(SUPP mBMS),
(47) KPS (By(€)) < R uES(By (1).
Let {z1,..., 2} be a maximal e-separated set in N.(f).

Claim: There exists some constant d’ > 0 such that k < d'e =

Proof of claim. By the mean value theorem, there exists ¢ such that for all
s,t € BU(1)7
F(t+e9)| < ()] + e
Thus, since z; € N:(f), for all 1 <7 < k and for all t € z;By(e), we have
lf(t)] < (1+)e.

Hence, we have

k
| | zBu(e/4) € Nagen(f)-
i=1
Thus, there exists some constant d > 0 such that dk(e/4)"! < AN4ene(f))5
where A\ denotes the Lebesgue measure.
U

Because {z1,...,2n} is a maximal e-separated subset of N.(f), we have
that

k
Na(f) g U ZZ'BU(QE).
i=1
By Corollary[4.3] there exists di > 0 such that for all w € Ny /5(supp mBMS),
p (Bu(2e)) < R2die® i (By (1))
Then we also have that
WP (By(26)) < Ry pES(Bys(1).
This is because if z; & Ny /5(supp mBMS) then z; By (2¢) NsuppmBMS = (),

and so the left hand side is zero.
Also by Corollary[d.3] there exists da > 0 such that for all w € Ny 5(supp mBMS),

1> (By (2)) < R2dapl® (By(1)).

From this, we obtain
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< Zu BU 26
< Z R%d1e* L3 (By (1))
=1

k
< Z delsal,uyps(BU@)) because z; By (1) C yBy(2)

< R'kdydae™ iy, (By (1)) by definition of dy
< e T S (By (1)),

where ¢ = R*d'didy. Let a = % Since oy = 20r — (n — 1), the
assumption or > n — % ensures o > 0. O
Lemma 4.5. Let K C Nl/g(supmeMS) be compact and let d,m > 0.
Then for every n > 0, there exists € > 0 such that for all y € K and for all
f € ]:d,m)

1y > (N=(f)) < mp, (B (1)).

Proof. Suppose not. Then there exists 7 > 0 and sequences f; € Fqpn,
y; € K, and ¢; — 0 such that

pyo (Ney (fi)) = mpayy (Bur(1)).
By compactness of K and of F ,,, we may assume that there exists f € Fy ,,
and Yo, € K such that f — f; uniformly and y; — yoo-
Let V. ={t € By(1) : f(t) = 0}. Since f; — f uniformly, for each ¢ there
exists €, > 0 such that

and €, — 0. Thus, we have that for all 4,
sy (N2t (f)) = i, (Bu (1))

7

By the continuity of g — ug in Lemma 2.2 it follows that

e (V) Z 2 (Bu (1)).
However, ;)% (By(1)) > 0 because yoo € Ny jo(supp mBM®), and p3 (V) = 0
by Lemmam so this is a contradiction. O

We will use Lemma in the context of I' convex cocompact and K =
Ny /o(supp mBMS) " as follows.

Lemma 4.6. Assume that T is either
e convex cocompact, or
5

e geometrically finite with all cusps of rank n — 1 and ér >n — 7.
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Let g € Fqum for some d,m. For every f € C.(I'\G) and for every n > 0,
there exists ¢ > 0 and Ty = To(f,e) > 0 such that for all T > Ty, if
ya_s € K := Nyp(suppm®M) N {z : 2= € AT}, where s = logT, we
have

=7 flyngde =00 [ flya )t
a_sN_(9)as N.i(9)

<5 Mhiya, (Bu(1):
(<5 n means < kn for some constant k that depends only on f.)

To prove LemmalZ6] we need a fact from [18], which requires the following

definition. Let
P=AMU"~

and let P, denote the ball of radius r in P. For €g,e1 > 0, we say that
zP., By(eo) is an admissible box if it is the injective image of P, By(gg) in
I'\G under the map g — zg, and ,ufﬁ(zpBU(eo)) # 0 for all p € P.,. In the
statement of the next lemma, we will assume our functions are supported
within an admissible box. By a partition of unity argument, there is no loss
of generality by making this assumption.

Lemma 4.7. [I8, Claim A in Theorem 4.6] Let £ € C.(X1) be supported
within the admissible box zP., By(eg) with 0 < 1 < €. Suppose that x~ €
A (T), and let Q2 be a compact set such that there exists t,, — oo with xa_y, €
Q for all n. Let sy be such that

xo 1= xa_g, € Q.
For p > 0 and every y € xoU, suppose that f, € C(yBy(p)) is such that
0< fy<land f=1 onyBy(p/8).

Then there exists ¢ > 0 depending only on supp& (in particular, diam(supp &)
is a possible choice) such that for all y € xoU,

e(n—1—5r)80/Ug(yutaso)fy(yut)dt e iy (Fyee—soe,+)

Proof of Lemma[4.6. Let f € C.(X1). By a partition of unity argument, we
may assume that supp(f) is contained in some admissible box zP:, U,,.

Fix n > 0. By Lemma (4] (in the geometrically finite case) or (in
the convex cocompact case), there exists ¢ > 0 such that for all w €
Ny /o(supp mBMS) we have

(4.8) p (Na2z(9)) < e, (Bu (1))
Let ¢ > 0 be as from Lemma [4.7] above. Let Ty = Ty(f,£) > 0 be such that
ce” %0g1 < /20,

where sy = log 1.
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Let y € K, let T > Tp, and define s = logT. Let Ir be a maximal set of
points in ya_sN.(g) such that the balls {zBy(¢/16) : z € Ip} are disjoint.
Thus,

{#By(e/4) : z € It}
covers ya_sN:(g). Let {f, : z € It} be a partition of unity subordinate to
this cover. Then we have:

e("_l_‘SF)S/ f(ya_supas)dt < en—1=0r)s Z / f(zugas) f-(zu)dt
Ns(g) BU(€/4)

zelr

by L P
y Lemma [L.Th» <<f Z st(fz,s/20,+)
zelr

<<f "fﬂglj(is (N2E(g))
by B8 oS (By(1)

where x is the multiplicity of the cover given by the Besicovitch covering
theorem; x depends only on the dimension 7. O

5. JOININGS

In this section, we prove Theorem [[.4l In particular, throughout this
section, we assume either that the I';’s are convex cocompact, or that they
are geometrically finite with all cusps of rank n — 1 and critical exponents
6Fi >n— %

Let p be an ergodic U-joining for (mPR, mBR). In §53 we prove that
it must be the case that mPR-a.e. fiber of my, the projection map from
X — Xo, is finite, as otherwise the joining measure p would be invariant
under a nontrivial connected subgroup of U x {1}, which is impossible by
[18] Lemma 7.16]. More precisely, in §5.3] we prove:

Theorem 5.1 (c.f. [I8], Theorem 7.17). There exists a positive integer
¢ >0 and a mBR-conull subset Xo C Xy so that 772_1(x2) has cardinality ¢
for every x9 € Xo. Moreover, the fiber measures pi2 are uniform measures
for each x5 € Xs.

This will allow us to reduce to considering U-equivariant set-valued maps,
which we proved rigidity for in §3l Specifically, we will define for z € X,
from the previous theorem

Y(x):= 7r1(7r2_1(:172)).

In §5.1] we prove the following more precise formulation of Theorem [T.4]
assuming Theorem [5.1k

Theorem 5.2. Let ?(m) = T(m)uao, where T and o are as in Theorem
[34 Then there exists qo € G such that T'a N qo_lflqo has finite index in I'y
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and satisfying: if v; € T'a, 1 < i < ¢, are such that T1qol'2s = U T1q907,
1<i<e
then R
T(I29) = {Tqovig: 1 <i <t}
on a mBR-conull subset of Xo. Moreover, the joining p is a A(U)-invariant
measure supported on {(Y(x2),x2) : x2 € Xa}, and hence is a finite cover

self-joining as in Definition [I.3.

5.1. Proof of Theorem [I.4l We show in this section how to use Theorem
5.1 to prove Theorem [(.2] which is a more precise statement of Theorem

L4

By Theorem [5.1] there exists a mPR-conull set X, and a natural number
£ > 0 such that

Y(x) = m(ny " (x2))
has cardinality £ for all z € X5. Moreover, this is a U-equivariant condition,
so we may assume that Xs is U-invariant and that
T(zu) = Y(x)u

for all z € X, and u € U. By a standard argument for constructing cross
sections, there exist measurable maps vy,...,vp : X9 — X such that

T(z) = {vi(x),...,ve(x)}.
The proof of Theorem now follows as in [I8 Prop. 7.23], where
references to Theorems 6.1 and equation (7.21) are replaced with references
to Theorems [3.4] and

5.2. Notation. We provide here for the readers convenience a list of im-
portant notation that will be used in §5.3] Full explanations appear in that
section, which should be read first, using this section for reference when
needed.

The measure p. p is an ergodic U-joining on X = X; x X for the pair

(mP, m3).

¢ and V. v € C,(X1) is non-negative with mBR(z)) > 0. Let

U =9yom e C(X).
The set ;. A compact set Q; C {z: 2~ € A, (')} with mPR(Q) > 0 such
that

. 1 _ . BR
T pES(By(T)) /BU(T) Vloue)dt = m=0)

holds uniformly for all x € ;.

The set Q. A compact set Q@ C X with u(Q) € (0,00), m(Q) C Q1, and
such that for all f € C.(X) and all z € Q,
FfxA(ug))dt
(5.1) f A8 JERCDE i)
T—o0 fBU(T) U(xAug))dt  p(P)
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€, Mo and the sets Q,Q;. Fix 0 < € < 1 satisfying
(1+2)72>1/2

and 7y > 0 such that
wWQ+4) < (1 +e)u(@),

where

Q4+ :=Q(B(m) x B(no)) = Q{(9,9) € G X G : |lg = 1I[| < mo}-
Define
Q+ = Q(B(no/4) x B(m/4)) = Q{(9,9) € G x G : |lg — I|| < no/4}.
¢ and ®. ¢ € C.(X)) is such that
L@ =01,
where 1 denotes the characteristic function of a set E'in X. Let ® = ¢om.
The set . and the family F. Let 7 = {19,1¢,,1¢,,,®}. Q- CQ is

a compact set with

1(Qe) > (1 —e)u(Q)
such that for each f € C.(X)UF and 6 > 0, there exists Ty = Ty(f, ) such
that if T > Tj, then
Jper) [eAw)dt )| _
Sy Y(@A(ue))dt (V)| ~

for all x € Q..

The functions ¢,,. Suppose that we have a sequence ¢,, € G — U with
gm — 1g and a point © = (21, 2) € Q¢ such that (z1gm,x2) € Q. for all m.
For each m > 0,

om(t) == ut_lgmut.
The values T,,. Define T,,, := sup{T > 0: ¢,,(By(T)) C B(1)}.
The functions ¢,, and @. On By(1), define

Gm(t) = om(Tint).

By equicontinuity of the entries of the ¢,’s, we may assume that there exists
some ¢ defined on By(1) such that ¢, — @ uniformly on By (1).

The sets N (¢ — 1), and I/(T). For ¢ > 0, define
Ne(¢ —1a) ={t € Bu(1) : [[f(t) — lal <<}
For T > 0, let s =logT and define
I./(T) = By(T) — a—s N (¢ — 1) as.
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5.3. Fibers of m are finite. Recall that u is an ergodic U-joining on
X = X1 x Xy for (mBR, mBR). Let
e ¢ € C.(X1) be non-negative with mBR(¢)) > 0,
e and let ¥ =4 om € C(X).
Recall that

Ny o (supp mPM®) := (supp m"M3) By (1/2).

Let Q@ C {x : 2~ € A,(I')} be a compact set with mBR(Q;) > 0 such
that [18, Lemma 4.6] holds for ¢ uniformly across all z € ;. That is, the
convergence

m L zug)dt = mBR
(5:2) fy pES(By (T)) /BU(T) Ylau)dt @)

holds uniformly for all € ;. (By Egorov’s theorem, such a compact set
exists within any set with positive mPR measure, see [I8, Remark 4.8].)
By the Hopf ratio ergodic theorem, there exists a compact set @ C X
such that
e 1(Q) € (0,00),
e m(Q) C O,
e and for all f € C.(X) and all z € Q,

. fBU(T) f(@A(ug))dt ~plf)
(5.3) P2 Ty oy V@A) ()
Fix 0 < € < 1 satisfying

(1+2)72>1/2

(this condition is needed to ensure a non-empty intersection in the claim in
the proof of Theorem [5.3]) and 79 > 0 such that

MQ++) < (1 +e)u(Q),

where

Q4+ = Q(B(no) x B(m)) = Q{(9,9) € G x G |lg — 1| < mo}-

Also define

Q+ = Q(B(no/4) x B(no/4)) = Q{(9,9) € G x G : |lg = I|| <mo/4}.

Let ¢ € C.(X1) be such that

ln@ip=¢=1
where 15 denotes the characteristic function of a set £ in X. Let
d = Qb oy,
and define
F = {lQ,1Q+,1Q++,<I>}.
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By the Hopf ratio ergodic theorem again together with Egorov’s theorem,
there exists a compact set
Q: CQ

with

w(Qe) > (1 —e)u(Q)
such that for each f € C.(X) U F, the convergence in equation (5.3]) holds
uniformly for all z € Q.. That is, for all f € C.(X)UF and 6 > 0, there
exists Ty = Ty(f,0) such that if 7' > Ty, then

fB(T)f(‘TA(ut))dt _ ,u(f) <0
Sy Y(@A(ue))dt  p(¥) |~

for all x € Q..
The proof of Theorem [5.1] will follow as in the proof of [I8, Theorem 7.17]
once we establish the following generalization of [I8, Theorem 7.12]:

Theorem 5.3 (c.f. [18], Theorem 7.12). Suppose that there exists x =
(r1,22) € Q¢ and a sequence g, € G—U with g,, — 1g such that (x1gm,x2) €
Q- for all m. Then p is invariant under a nontrivial connected subgroup of
U x {10}.

The proof of Theorem [£.3] requires several lemmas, which in turn require
more setup.

Suppose that we have a sequence g,,, € G — U with g, — 1 and a point
x = (x1,22) € Q¢ such that (z1gm,z2) € Q. for all m. For each m > 0,
define

Om(t) = ug gmus.
In particular, ¢,,(t) satisfies
xA(ug) = 2(pm(t), 1g)Aug).
Define
T = sup{T > 0: ¢;n(Bu(T)) € B(1)}.
Since g, € U = Cg(U) (where C(U) denotes the centralizer in G of U),
©m(t) is not constant, and so T, < co. Moreover,
T, — o0

because g, — 1g.

On By (1), define

Pm(t) = om(Tint).
By definition of T},, each of the entries in the ¢,,’s gives rise to a sequence
of uniformly bounded polynomials with degree at most 2 on a compact
domain, hence an equicontinuous family. Thus, we may assume that there
exists some ¢ defined on By(1) such that
Pm = P

uniformly on Byr(1). Observe that ¢ maps into Cq(U) = U by construction
of the ¢,,’s, so ¢ € Fy ), for some k > 0, where Fy j, is defined in §4l
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Define
No (¢ —1a) = {t € Bu(1) : [|5(t) — 1al| < &'}
For T' > 0, let s =logT and define
Iel (T) = BU(T) — a_sNgf(tﬁ — 1(;)@8.
Lemma 5.4. For every 0 < n' < 1/2, there exists ¢’ > 0 and Ty > 0 such
that for all T > Ty, for all F € {¥,®}, and for all y € Q., we have that

fa,SNE/(aﬁ—lg)as F(yA(uy))dt
f[s, (1) Y (YA (ug))dt
for some constant ¢; > 1, where s =logT.

Proof. Let k = k(£21) be as in Lemma 2.4l Since m(Q:) C Qy, it follows
from equation (5.2]) that there exists 77 > k such that for all ' > T and all
Y € Q,
(5.4)

U (yA(ug))dt = dt > SuPS (By(T))mP® 0

(yA(ug))dt = d(mi(y)ue)dt = 5y (Bu(T)m>"(¢) > 0.
By(T) By(T)
By definition of «, for all x € Qq,
xBy (k) NsuppmBMS £ ¢,
From this, it follows that there exists Ty > T3 such that for all T' > T5,
TA_1ogT € N1/2(supp mBMS) N{x:z” € A,(I)},

where Ny o (suppmPM8) := (supp m®M5) By (1/2).
Now,let f =9 if F=W and f=¢if f=®. Fix 0 <7 <1 and let

< 6177,7

1, Br
n=gpim f),

where D is the implied constant from Lemma applied to f and N (@ —
1¢). That is, there exists &’ > 0 and Ty > T3 such that for all T > Ty and
all w € Qy,

e [ Flwue)dt < Dol (By(1)),
a_sN(p—1g)as
where s = logT. In particular, this implies that for all T' > T and w € €y,
1
CONEN Flwue)dt < 2o mP (Pl By (1),
a_s N (p—1g)as

where we have used that ubS(By(T)) = eérlsugiis(BU(l)).
By subtracting equation (B.5]) for ¢ from (54), we conclude that for all
T > Ty and for all w € Q,

(5.6) / Blwug)dt > ~(1— 7 )uES (By (T))mBPR(y).
Is’(Tm)

N =



FACTORS AND JOININGS 41

Then from equations (5.5) and (5.6]), we have that for all T > Ty and
ye le

fa sN /(@ 1@)0,é f(yUt)dt 77, ,
<a <can,
fI/ Tm yut dt 1 - 77/
for e1 = max{mPR(6)/mPR(y), 1}, as desired. -

By definition of @Q., we have that for all F' € F and for all § > 0, there
exists Ty = Tp > 0 such that if T > Ty, then for all y € Q.,

oy FWAu))dt ()
Tooir) YA p(T)

We can now improve this to integration over sets of the form I, (T) as
follows.

(5.7) < 0.

Corollary 5.5. For all 6 > 0, there exists € > 0 and Ty > 0 such for all
T >1Ty, ally € Qc, and every F € F = {1¢g,1¢g,,1q,,, P}, we have that

ff,(T (yA(us))dt _R(E)
i) ¥yA(ug)dt — p(¥)

<4é.

Proof. Let ¢ and Ty be as in Lemma 5.4l Let T > Ty and let s = logT.
Define Ny = a_sN. (¢ — 1g)as N By(T). By equation (B.1), there exists
©(T') which tends to zero uniformly over @ such that

/ FlyA(ug))dt

By (T)

_(#0) .

_ (M(\P) +®<T>> / RO

_ ) . . )
= @) (/IEI(T)\I/(yA( t))dt+/8\11(yA( t))dt) +0(T) /BU(T)\II(y ¢)dt.

Thus, by subtracting | ~, F(yA(ug))dt and dividing by J L(T) U (yA(ug))dt,
we obtain

Jr oy F@A(ue)dt () <1 In. \I/(yA( t))dt )

f[s,(T)‘I’(yA(Ut))dt () f[ (T Alug))dt
(yA(ug))dt (yA(ug))dt
o) Iy, U(yA(us)) Iy, FlyA(ug)
fI N U (yA(ug))dt fI (T U (yA(ug))dt
The conclusion then follows from Lemma (.4l where for the last term we

note that for all f € F,0 < F < ®. O
We can now prove Theorem



42 J. M. WARREN

Proof of Theorem[5.3. Recall the notation from §5.21 Define

Ty, = sup{T > 0 : 5, (Bu(7)) € B(no/4)}.
Note that T}, — oo as m — oo.

It follows from Corollary (by writing out with error terms and divid-
ing) that there exists & > 0 and Ty > 0 such that for every T > Tp, every
y € Qe, and every Fi, Fy € F ={1¢g,1¢,,1¢. . },
fl y FuyAu))dt  (Fy)
fl ) £ (yA(up))dt  u(F)

Moreover, this Ty can be chosen so that A\({t € I./(Tp) : xA(ut) € Q4+}) >
0, where A denotes the Lebesgue measure on U.

(5.8) <e.

Claim: Let h,, = (gim, 1g). For all m with T/ > Ty and all Tp < T < T},
{t € I/(T) : xA(ug), thy Alug) € Q} # 0.
Proof of claim. Recall that ¢, (t) = uy L gmug satisfies
ThmA(uy) = zA(ug) (em(t), 1a).
By definition of T}, if |t| < T), then ||(¢m(t), 1q) — (1g, 1a)|| < no/4, so
{teIl/(T): 2A(ug) € Q} C{t € I/(T) : zhiA(ug) € Q+}
C {t € L(T) : A(ue) € Q1)

By applying equation (5.8)) to F} = 1g,, and Fy = 1g with y = z, we
have that
A{t € LAT) s 2 (ug) € Q1) = (1 +2)A(ft € L(T) : 2A(ue) € Qs }),
where A is the Lebesgue measure.

And by applying it with 'y = 1¢, and I = 1¢ with y = zh,,, we have
that
M{t € L/(T) : zhymAug) € Q) > (14 28) 'A{t € L/(T) : xhpAlug) € Q)
> (14 2¢) "A\{t € I/(T) : zA(ut) € Q})

> (14 20)2A({ € L (T) : 2 (us) € Qs })

Since {t € I/(T) : zA(ut) € Q} and {t € I/(T) : zh,A(us) € Q} are
both subsets of {t € I/(T) : zA(ut) € Q++} from the definition of 77,, the
choice of € implies that both subsets have greater than half the Lebesgue
measure of the larger set (which is positive by choice of Tp), and thus their
intersection cannot be empty. O

By the claim, for all sufficiently large m, there exists t,, € I..(T),) such
that

xA(ug,,) € Q and xhy,Aut,, ) = 2A(ut,, ) (em(tm), lg) € Q.

By the compactness of Q and by dropping to a subsequence if necessary, we
may assume that there exists zo, € @ such that zA(uy,,) = Teo.
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Let
Em = tm/Trln € BU(l)y
so that 3
Em(tm) = Gm(tm)-
Then again by the compactness of By(1) and the uniform convergence of
Pm — ¢, we may assume that there exists to, € By(1) such that

Pm(tm) = G(too)-
By definition of I./(T".), t,, & N.(p — 1) for all m, so

P(too) # 1
Moreover, the image of ¢ is contained within Cq(U) = U, so it follows from
[18, Lemma 7.7] applied to (P(te),le) that p is quasi-invariant under a
nontrivial connected subgroup of U x {1g}. Strict invariance follows from
[18, Lemma 7.3]. O

We now prove Theorem 5.1 following the approach of [I8, Theorem 7.17].

Proof of Theorem[5.1. We begin by showing that mPR-a.e. fiber measure
p2 is atomic. Define

B = {xy € X5 : uj? is not purely atomic},

and assume for contradiction that mB®(B) > 0. Then, as in [I8, Remark
4.8], we may find a compact set

QB CBN{x:xz” € A(I)}

with mBR(Q1) > 0 and satisfying (5.2).
Write
pay = (z3)" + (1z3)

@ is the purely atomic part and (u72)¢ is the continuous part.

where (172)
Define
B = {(x1,72) : v2 € B,z1 € supp((pz2))}-
Then there exists
QCB

compact with u(Q) € (0,00), m1(Q) C €, and satisfying equation (5.3]) as
in the beginning of this section, and similarly can define Q. C Q.

Since Q. C B, there exists z = (z1,22) € Q. and a sequence (1 ,,22) €
Q. with 21, # 21 and

(x1,m, T2) = .

We will show that this implies that p is invariant under a non-trivial con-
nected subgroup of U x {15}, a contradiction to [I8, Lemma 7.16].

Write

(T1,ms ¥2) = 2(gm, 1)

where g, — 1g, gm # 1g. There are two possible cases.

First, suppose that g, € U for all sufficiently large m. Then by [18|
Lemma 7.7], p will be quasi-invariant under the subgroup generated by
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{(9m, 1)}, which implies invariance under a non-trivial connected subgroup
of U x {1} becauase g,, — 1g and U is unipotent. This is a contradiction.
Thus, it must be that there exists a subsequence g,,, & U for all my.
Then by Theorem [5.3] p is invariant under a nontrivial connected subgroup
of U x {1}, again a contradiction.
In all cases, we obtain a contradiction, and so it must have been that

mP(B) = 0,

BR_a.e. fiber measure is atomic. Now, define

that is, m

Z =9 (w1,w9) € X ppi(fan ) = max p2({y})
yeny - (x2)

We have shown that mPR-a.e. fiber measure is atomic, and Z is A(U) in-
variant, so it follows from ergodicity of the joining p that u(Z€) = 0. This
implies that there exists some ¢ € N so that mPR-a.e. x5 has

mi(my  (22)| = ¢,

and the fiber measure p7? is the uniform distribution on £ points, as desired.
O
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