arXiv:2204.12207v2 [math.DS] 14 Aug 2023

SHRINKING TARGET HOROSPHERICAL EQUIDISTRIBUTION VIA TRANSLATED FAREY SEQUENCES

JIMMY TSENG

Abstract. For a certain diagonal flow on SLpd, ZqzSLpd, Rq where d ě 2, we show that any bounded subset (with measure zero boundary) of the horosphere or a translated horosphere equidistributes, under a suitable normalization, on a target shrinking into the cusp. This type of equidistribution is shrinking target horospherical equidistribution (STHE), and we show STHE for several types of shrinking targets. Our STHE results extend known results for d “ 2 and Lz PSLp2, Rq where L is any cofinite Fuchsian group with at least one cusp.

The two key tools needed to prove our STHE results for the horosphere are a renormalization technique and Marklof’s result on the equidistribution of the Farey sequence on distinguished sections. For our STHE results for translated horospheres, we introduce translated Farey sequences, develop some of their geometric and dynamical properties, generalize Marklof’s result by proving the equidistribution of translated Farey sequences for the same distinguished sections, and use this equidistribution of translated Farey sequences along with the renormalization technique to prove our STHE results for translated horospheres.

Contents

1. Introduction 2 1.1. Shrinking target equidistribution and preliminary notation 2 1.2. Construction of shrinking targets 4 1.3. Statement of main results 5 1.4. Outline of paper 7 Acknowledgements 7 2. The geometry and equidistribution of the Farey sequence 8 3. Renormalization: proof of Theorem 1.3 for L “ I_d 8 4. Spherical directions: proof of Theorem 1.5 for L “ I_d 12 5. Cuspidal neighborhoods 15 5.1. Applying the flow to C 19 5.2. Volumes 19 5.3. Proof of Theorem 1.1 for L “ I_d 24 6. Disjointness of translates of neighborhoods of S_T 25 6.1. Stable directions 25 6.2. Spherical directions 27 7. Spherical directions: the general case 32 7.1. Subsets of SOpd, Rq induced by E 32 7.2. Thickenings of subsets of S_T and Cholesky factorization 33 7.3. Thickenings by subsets of SOpd, Rq 43 8. Translated horospheres 47 8.1. Translated Farey sequences 48 8.2. Points on a translated horosphere in the same Γ-coset 53 8.3. Equidistribution of translated Farey sequences: preparation 54

Key words and phrases. Shrinking target horospherical equidistribution, translated horospheres, translated Farey sequences, equidistribution, renormalization, Grenier domain, Cholesky factorization, space of unimodular lattices.

The author was supported by EPSRC grant EP/T005130/1. 1

8.4. Equidistribution of translated Farey sequences: proof of Theorem 1.7 54 8.5. Shrinking target horospherical equidistribution for translated horospheres 58 9. More on volumes 59 References 60

1. Introduction

Let d ě 2 be an integer, G :“ SLpd, Rq, Γ :“ SLpd, Zq, and μ be the Haar measure on G normalized so that the measure of a fundamental domain of the lattice Γ is equal to one. In this paper, we introduce a generalization of the Farey sequence from number theory (2.1) which we call a translated Farey sequence (8.1), prove geometric and dynamical properties of translated Farey sequences (Section 8.1 and Theorem 1.7), and use these properties to prove shrinking target horospherical equidistribution for a certain diagonal flow (1.1) on the space of unimodular lattices ΓzG, extending the result for d “ 2, namely [22, Theorem 1.1]. Like the Farey sequence, a translated Farey sequence has useful geometric and dynamical properties, namely that it is discrete and equidistributes on a distinguished section (1.2) of ΓzG, and these properties allow us to rescale in space and time, providing a renormalization, which, as we shall see, is a powerful tool in studying geometric and dynamical questions such as the type of equidistribution results considered in this paper and may have further applicability. Even for d “ 2, the technique in this paper allows us to consider any horocycle, instead of just the periodic horocycles considered in [22]. The technique from [22], the double coset decomposition and the method of stationary phase, seems to only be useful for periodic horocycles.

1.1. Shrinking target equidistribution and preliminary notation. On a finite-volume space with cusps and with a geometric object that, under a flow, equidistributes on that space, a natural question to consider is what happens to the equidistribution restricted to a target set shrinking into the cusps. This question is thus about the relationship between two dynamics, the rate of the equidistribution of the object and the rate of the shrinking of the target set. If the target shrinks too quickly relative to the equidistribution of the object on the whole space, then we expect that no equidistribution occurs on the shrinking set. If the target shrinks slowly enough with respect to the equidistribution of the object on the whole space, then it may be possible to obtain equidistribution on the shrinking target, suitably normalized for the shrinking of the target. For d “ 2 and the equidistribution of periodic horocycles, such shrinking target equidistribution is possible for not just the modular group but also any cofinite Fuchsian group with at least one cusp [22, Theorems 1.1 and 1.2]. Moreover, this dichotomy is sharp, namely there is a critical exponent of relative rate c_r, under which the target shrinks slowly enough relative to the equidistribution so that, normalized by the rate of the shrinking of the target into a cusp raised to the normalizing exponent c_e, one obtains (a slower) equidistribution on a related fixed target, called the renormalized target. In the notation (1.1, 1.3) of this paper, the results [22, Theorems 1.1 and 1.2] show that the pair pc_r, c_eq is p2, 1q and invariant over the aforementioned Fuchsian groups. We note that our results, Theorems 1.1, 1.3, 1.5, 7.2, 7.19, and 7.23, in this paper are in agreement and give this pair as pd, d ´ 1q for Γ.

The notion of shrinking target equidistribution for horocycles has been precisely formulated for d “ 2 and the aforementioned Fuchsian groups at [22, (1.2)]. We now extend this definition to d ě 2 and Γ, noting that for d “ 2 and Γ the definition in [22] and in this paper are essentially the same, with each being more general than the other in different aspects. Let I_ℓ be the ℓ ^ ℓ identity matrix. Define the diagonal flow

Φ^t :“ ^ e^{´t}I_{d´1} 0^t 0 e^{pd´1qt} ˙ (1.1) and the unipotent elements

n_`prxq :“ ^ I_{d´1} 0^t rx 1 ˙ and n_´pxq :“ ^ I_{d´1} x^t 0 1 ˙ , where the abelian subgroups

N^` :“ tn_`prxq : rx P R^{d´1} u and N^´ :“ tn_´pxq : x P R^{d´1} u

are the stable and unstable horospherical subgroups, respectively, for Φ^t. Let dx (and drx) be the Lebesgue measure on R^{d´1} , normalized so that it is a probability measure on T^{d´1}. For a set B Ă R^{d´1} , let

N^`pBq :“ tn_`prxq : rx P Bu and N^´pBq :“ tn_´pxq : x P Bu.

Fix L P G and let A_L be defined as in Section 8.2. Given a bounded subset A Ă A_L with measure zero boundary with respect to dx, we refer to ΓLN^´pAq as a (left-)translated horosphere and say it equidistributes on a μ-measurable subset U of ΓzG if ż A 1_U ` Ln_´pxqΦ^t ˘ dx^{tÑ8}ÝÝÝÑ μpUq ^ż R^{d´1} 1_Apxq dx ˙ . Here 1_S is the indicator function for a set S, and the argument of 1_U is considered as an element of ΓzG. When L “ I_d, we also say the horosphere and the horosphere equidistributes.^1 Translated horosphere equidistribution has been studied in various setups in a number of papers such as, for example, [6, Theorem 1.2], [11, Proposition 2.4.8], [14, Theorem 5.2], and [5, Theorem 1.1]. Note that the horosphere and translated horospheres are all regarded as objects in the space ΓzG, and their equidistribution is with respect to the right-action of Φ^t.

For shrinking target equidistribution, we replace the fixed target U with a shrinking target. Let

H :“ "^ A b^t 0 1 ˙ : A P SLpd ´ 1, Rq, b P R^{d´1} * and Γ_H :“ Γ X H.

Let μ_0 be the Haar measure on SLpd ´ 1, Rq normalized so that the measure of a fundamental domain of the lattice SLpd ´ 1, Zq is equal to one, and μ_H be the left-invariant Haar measure on H normalized in the same way with respect to the lattice Γ_H . Explicitly, we have that dμ_H “ dμ_0db (cf [13, (3.4)]). We begin defining shrinking target equidistribution by considering a section

S_1 :“ ΓzΓHtΦ^{´s} : s P R_{ě0} u,

(1.2)

which is a closed embedded submanifold of ΓzG [13, Lemma 2], and we are, in particular, interested in the subset

S_T :“ ΓzΓHtΦ^{´s} : s P R_ě 1_{d log T} u

(1.3)

for T ě 1. By thickening S_T or one of its subsets, we obtain a shrinking target U_T to be defined precisely below. Note that S_T and, thus, U_T shrink into the cusp as T Ñ 8. For such a target U_T shrinking into the cusp slowly enough with respect to the rate of the equidistribution of a translated horosphere, we expect, provided we normalize to account for the shrinking target, that the translated horosphere equidistributes as follows:

T^{d´1} ż A 1_{UT} pLn_´pxqΦ^tq dx ÝÑ T^{d´1}_0 μpU_{T0} q ^ż R^{d´1} 1_Apxq dx ˙ (1.4)

as T Ñ 8 and t Ñ 8. We refer to (1.4) as shrinking target horospherical equidistribution (STHE). Here T_0 ě 1 is a fixed constant and U_{T0} is a fixed target, which we refer to as the renormalized target. The normalization to account for the shrinking target is to divide by

`_{T0} T ˘_{d´1} , and, since it is the same for all of our results in this paper, we refer to its exponent as the normalizing

1There are some extra complications in the proofs for generic L versus L “ I_d for which having terminology

distinguishing these cases is convenient.

exponent.^2 Note that STHE is closely related to Diophantine approximation in that Diophantine approximation can be regarded as the critical limit of STHE in a suitable sense, and this relationship and its implications for number theory will be elaborated upon in [23].

1.2. Construction of shrinking targets. We construct the shrinking targets U_T by thickening. Fix a subset B Ă T^{d´1}. Since we are considering the equidistribution of a translated horosphere, it is natural to consider the thickening in the stable horospherical directions, namely the set S_T N^`pBq. (See Corollary 5.11 for μ pS_T N^`pBqq.) More generally, we will consider the analogous thickenings of subsets of S_T , and these subsets are given in terms of (5.6), the Grenier coordinates. These are the most convenient coordinates for our technique in this paper as the fundamental domain φpF^1_dq, defined in Section 5, associated to these coordinates has a “box shape” in the cusp (see Section 5 for details).

Let us define a useful subgroup of K :“ SOpd, Rq, namely

K^1 :“ "^ k 0^t 0 1 ˙ : k P SOpd ´ 1, Rq * . Let dk denote the probability Haar measure on K and drk denote the induced Haar measure on K^1. By (5.4) and Remarks 5.3 and 5.4, we can form a subset on S_1, which we refer to as a Grenier box, by choosing a measurable subset

rK Ă K^1. (1.5)

and constants α_ℓ, γ_ℓ, β^´_{ij} , β^`_{ij} as follows: $ ’ ’ ’ ’& ’ ’ ’ ’ ’%

$ ’ ’& ’ %

0 ď β^´_{1j} ď x_{1j} ď β^`_{1j} ď 1{2 for j “ 2, ¨ ¨ ¨ , d ´ 1 ´1{2 ď β^´_{1j} ď x_{1j} ď β^`_{1j} ď 1{2 for j “ d ´1{2 ď β^´_{ij} ď x_{ij} ď β^`_{ij} ď 1{2 for 2 ď i ă j ď d 1 ď α_ℓ ď y_ℓ ď γ_ℓ ď 8 for ℓ “ 1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , d ´ 1 if d is even, $ ’& ’% 0 ď β^´_{1j} ď x_{1j} ď β^`_{1j} ď 1{2 for j “ 2, ¨ ¨ ¨ , d ´1{2 ď β^´_{ij} ď x_{ij} ď β^`_{ij} ď 1{2 for 2 ď i ă j ď d 1 ď α_ℓ ď y_ℓ ď γ_ℓ ď 8 for ℓ “ 1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , d ´ 1 if d is odd.

(1.6)

We will denote a Grenier box by C :“ C_{T´,T`} :“ Cpα, γ, rK, β^´_{ij} , β^`_{ij} q where α :“ pα_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , α_{d´1}q, γ :“ pγ_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , γ_{d´1}q, and

T^d_´ :“ d´1ź k“1 α^{2pd´kq} d´k , T^d_` :“ d´1ź k“1 γ^{2pd´kq} d´k . The constants T_´ and T_` are the lower height and upper height, respectively, of the Grenier box. Our shrinking targets U_T thickened in the stable horospherical directions from subsets of S_T are then given by rC_T N^`pBq :“ CΦ^{´ 1}_d^{logpT {T d{2pd´1q}´^qN^`pBq.

Alternatively, in view of the Iwasawa decomposition of G, which gives a natural coordinate system for G, thickening in spherical directions is also natural and, perhaps, more useful than in stable directions. Let e_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , e_ℓ be the standard basis vectors of R^ℓ and S^{ℓ´1} be the sphere in R^ℓ of radius one centered at the origin. If we thicken by a subset of K, we, in fact, only thicken in the directions given by the unit sphere S^{d´1} because the directions corresponding to the subgroup K^1

2This normalizing exponent is the same as that in [22] even though the notation in that paper is slightly different.

(whose elements fix, from the right, the vector e_d) are contained in the section S_1. Moreover, we have the identification S^{d´1} “ K^1zK

(1.7) as the d-th row of any element of an equivalence class is invariant under the class. We will use similar notation to that in [14, Section 5.2]. Let D Ă R^{d´1} be an open bounded set. Define a smooth mapping E : D Ñ K

(1.8) such that 0 ÞÑ I_d and the induced mapping D Q z ÞÑ e_dEpzq^{´1} P S^{d´1}

(1.9) is injective and has nonsingular differential at every point of D (cf the mapping into the d ´ 1- dimensional unit sphere in [14, Corollary 5.4]). Define E :“ EpDq :“ � Epzq^{´1} : z P D ( . (1.10)

Let us now write

Epzq^{´1} “ ^ A w^t v c ˙ :“ ^ Apzq w^t pzq vpzq cpzq ˙ P SOpd, Rq. (1.11)

Elementary properties of K imply that v v^t ` c^2 “1

(1.12) vA ` cw “0. We choose D so that cpDq ą 0.

(1.13) A simple example of our shrinking targets U_T thickened in spherical directions is S_T E under the restriction (1.13), and this is target considered in Theorem 1.5. More general spherical thickenings are considered in Section 7, and these are obtained by removing the restriction (1.13) and by using certain Grenier boxes in their construction. We will consider all of these thickenings in this paper. Note that, in this paper, the renormalized target U_{T0} is constructed via the same method of thickening as the shrinking target U_T .

1.3. Statement of main results. Our first result, Theorem 1.1, is for shrinking targets constructed from Grenier boxes thickened in the stable horospherical directions. These are the most general shrinking targets thickened in the stable directions that we consider. Theorem 1.1. Let 0 ă η ă 1 be a fixed constant, L P G, A Ă A_L be a bounded subset with measure zero boundary with respect to dx and rK Ă K^1 be a measurable set with respect to drk. Let α, γ, β^´_{ij} , β^`_{ij} be constants defining a neighborhood in S_1 with lower height ě 1 and define the following neighborhood of S_1 C :“ C_{T´,T`} :“ Cpα, γ, rK, β^´_{ij} , β^`_{ij} q for constants 8 ě T_` ą T_´ ě 1. Let B Ă $ & % pT_´q ZzR if d “ 2 ´_{1?} d `_3 4 ˘_{pd´1q{2}

T^{d{2pd´1q} ´ ¯ Z^{d´1} J R^{d´1} if d ě 3

be a measurable set with respect to drx. For the family of neighborhoods of ΓzG rC_T N^`pBq :“ CΦ^{´ 1}_d^{logpT {T d{2pd´1q}´^qN^`pBq, then we have that

T^{d´1} ż A 1_{rCT N `pBq}pLn_´pxqΦ^tq dx^{tÑ8}ÝÝÝÑ T^{d{2}_´ μ ` CN^`pBq ˘ ż R^{d´1} 1_Apxq dx

uniformly for all T P rT^{d{2pd´1q}_´ , e^{dtη} s.

Remark 1.2. Since our result is for t Ñ 8, we may assume, without loss of generality, that e^{dtη} ě T^{d{2pd´1q}

´ . By Corollary 5.10, the right-hand side is also equal to

lim_{tÑ8} T^{d´1}μprC_T N^`pBqq ^ż T^{d´1} 1_Apxq dx ˙ . Finally, note that one could obtain an explicit (and complicated) formula for μ pCN^`pBqq in terms of the variables x_{ij} , y_ℓ (recall that rK is fixed) from (5.6) using Grenier coordinates.

A special but useful case of Theorem 1.1, which does not involve Grenier boxes, is Theorem 1.3 in which the shrinking target is a small thickening of the section S_T . Let ε ą 0 be small, ry P R^{d´1} ,

N^`_ε pryq :“ ! n_`prxq P N^` : }rx ´ ry}_8 ă ε 2 ) and N^`_ε :“ N^`_ε p0q.

Translating S_T along the stable direction by n_`pryq and slightly thickening, we obtain our shrinking target S_T N^`_ε pryq. Note that S_T N^`_ε pryq has positive μ-measure.

Theorem 1.3. Let 0 ă η ă 1 and T_0 ě 1 be fixed constants. Let L P G, ry P R^{d´1} , ε ą 0 be small, and A Ă A_L be a bounded subset with measure zero boundary with respect to dx. Then

T^{d´1} ż A 1_{ST N}`_{ε p ryq}pLn_´pxqΦ^tq dx^{tÑ8}ÝÝÝÑ 1 dζpdq ε^{d´1} ż R^{d´1} 1_A dx

uniformly for all T P rT_0, e^{dtη} s.

Remark 1.4. We may assume, without loss of generality, that e^{dtη} ě T_0. By Corollary 5.11, the right-hand side is also equal to

lim_{tÑ8} T^{d´1}μ ` S_T N^`_ε pryq ˘ ^ż T^{d´1} 1_A dx ˙ . We also note that ε does not have to be very small. By Theorem 1.1, we can choose it to be any positive value strictly less than #_1 2 T_0 if d “ 2 1 2 ´_{1?} d `_3 4 ˘_{pd´1q{2} T_0 ¯ if d ě 3 . Our second result is for thickenings of S_T in spherical directions and is a special case of the generalizations for certain more general Grenier boxes, Theorems 7.2, 7.19 and 7.23, that we give in Section 7. We can even remove the restriction (1.13). Let

h_0 :“ # 1 if d “ 2 ? d `_4 3 ˘ d´1_2 if d ě 3 . Theorem 1.5. Let 0 ă η ă 1 and T_0 ą h_0 be fixed constants. Let L P G and A Ă A_L be a bounded subset with measure zero boundary with respect to dx and let (1.13) hold. Then

T^{d´1} ż R^{d´1} 1_{A^ST E}px, Ln_´pxqΦ^tq dx^{tÑ8}ÝÝÝÑ T^{d´1}_0 μpS_{T0} Eq ^ż R^{d´1} 1_Apxq dx ˙ (1.14)

uniformly for all T P rT_0, e^{dtη} s.

Remark 1.6. We may assume, without loss of generality, that e^{dtη} ě T_0. By Theorem 5.13, the right-hand side of (1.14) is also equal to

lim_{tÑ8} T^{d´1}μ pS_T Eq ^ż T^{d´1} 1_Apxq dx ˙ . Our final result is the equidistribution of translated Farey sequences (defined in Section 8.1) and a generalization of Marklof’s equidistribution result for the Farey sequence [13, Theorem 6], which we quote as Theorem 2.1.^3 We use our final result as a geometrical and dynamical tool to prove STHE in our other results. The subsets pI_Q of the translated Farey sequence corresponding to ΓLN^´ are defined in (8.6).

Theorem 1.7. Fix σ P R. Let L P G, A be an open ball in R^{d´1} of radius r_0 ą 0, and

f : A ^ ΓzG Ñ R

be the product of a bounded continuous function with an indicator function of a subset T Ă A ^ ΓzG such that the set � px, Mq : px, M^{t ´1}q P T ( (1.15)

has measure zero boundary with respect to dx dμ_H ds. Then, for Q “ e^{pd´1qpt´σq}, we have

lim_{tÑ8} e^{´dpd´1qσ} #ppI_Qq ÿ α1 αd PpI_Q f ^ α^1 α_d , Ln_´ ^ α^1 α_d ˙ Φ^t ˙

“ pd ´ 1q ż_8 σ ż A^Γ_H zH

rfpx, MΦ^{´s}q dx dμ_H pMqe^{´dpd´1qs} ds

with rfpx, Mq :“ fpx, M^{t ´1}q.

1.4. Outline of paper. We prove all of our STHE results for the case L “ I_d first, deferring the case of generic L P G to after the definition and development of translated Farey sequences in Section 8.1. Our renormalization technique and Marklof’s result on the equidistribution of the Farey sequence (Theorem 2.1) are the two key ingredients in the proof of Theorem 1.3 given in Section 3. Theorem 1.5, the first case of spherical thickenings, is proved in Section 4. Cuspidal neighborhoods and Grenier coordinates (used to define Grenier boxes) are introduced and developed for our setting in Section 5, allowing for a proof of Theorem 1.1 in Section 5.3 under the assumption of disjointness (Lemma 6.1). Disjointness is shown for all of our setups for both stable horospherical and spherical thickenings in Section 6 . Three generalizations of our spherical thickening result are stated and proved in Section 7, and the key ingredient in these proofs is a reverse outer product Cholesky factorization. Theorem 1.7, the equidistribution of translated Farey sequences, is proved in Section 8.4, and it is the key tool for proving our STHE results for generic L P G in Section 8.5. Finally, we note that a key ingredient in the proof of Theorem 1.7 (and also Theorem 2.1) is a version of Shah’s theorem (Theorem 8.14 for the case of translated Farey sequences). This version of Shah’s theorem is a consequence of mixing and does not require Ratner’s theorems. We do, however, directly compute, in a simple way, orbit closures in Section 8.2 for our (limited) setting.

Acknowledgements. I wish to thank Jens Marklof for helpful discussions and the referee for helpful comments.

For the purpose of open access, the author has applied a CC BY public copyright licence (where permitted by UKRI, ‘Open Government Licence’ or ‘CC BY-ND public copyright licence’ may be stated instead) to any Author Accepted Manuscript version arising. This study did not generate any new data.

3Even when L “ I_d, the subsets of the translated Farey sequence in our result and the subsets of the Farey

sequence in Theorem 2.1 are slightly different. As Marklof’s result and our result are key to the proofs of STHE for horospheres and translated horospheres, respectively, both results are stated for clarity.

2. The geometry and equidistribution of the Farey sequence

A key ingredient in our proofs of STHE for the case L “ I_d is Marklof’s result for the equidistribution of the Farey sequence. In this section, we state Marklof’s result and give a heuristic overview of the geometry of the Farey sequence, especially in relation to the horosphere. We give a precise description of this geometry in Section 8.

The key geometrical observation concerning the elements of the Farey sequence is that they, roughly speaking, anchor the horosphere to the section S_1. In particular, the local intersection of the horosphere with S_1 is exactly one point (Theorem 8.3), and these intersection points correspond to, as shown in [13], the elements of the Farey sequence (see Theorem 8.10 for a precise statement). For conciseness, we identify these intersection points with their corresponding elements of the Farey sequence. Under our flow Φ^t (for t ě 0), these elements of the Farey sequence (i.e. these intersection points) remain in the section S_1 and, moreover, move higher into the cusp within S_1 (see Section 3). Consequently, the dynamics of the horosphere under the flow is determined by the dynamics of the Farey sequence under the flow, the latter of which is governed by the powerful equidistribution result of Marklof. This allows us to analyze the dynamics of the horosphere under the flow in a flexible way. Note that, in the case L “ I_d, we have that A_L “ T^{d´1} (Theorem 8.12).

To state Marklof’s result, let us introduce some notation. Let ds be the Lebesgue measure on R. Let pZ^d :“ ta “ pa_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , a_dq P Z^d : gcdpa_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , a_dq “ 1u. The elements of the Farey sequence

F_Q :“ " p q P r0, 1q^{d´1} : pp, qq P pZ^d, 0 ă q ď Q * (2.1)

become equidistributed on S_T as Q Ñ 8. Precisely,

Theorem 2.1 ([13, Theorem 6]). Fix σ P R. Let f : T^{d´1} ^ΓzG Ñ R be the product of a continuous bounded function with an indicator function of a subset T Ă T^{d´1} ^ ΓzG such that the set � px, Mq : px, M^{t ´1}q P T ( (2.2)

has measure zero boundary with respect to dx dμ_H ds. Then, for Q “ e^{pd´1qpt´σq}, we have

lim_{tÑ8} e^{´dpd´1qσ} |F_Q| ÿ rPF_Q fpr, n_´prqΦ^tq

“dpd ´ 1q ż_8 σ ż T^{d´1}^Γ_H zH

rfpx, MΦ^{´s}q dx dμ_H pMqe^{´dpd´1qs} ds

with rfpx, Mq :“ fpx, M^{t ´1}q.

Note that

|F_Q| „ Q^d dζpdq as Q Ñ 8.

(2.3)

We will always set σ “ 0 when using this theorem as this corresponds to our section S_1.

Remark 2.2. The generalization of Theorem 2.1 to any translated Farey sequence is given in Theorem 1.7.

3. Renormalization: proof of Theorem 1.3 for L “ I_d

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.3 for the case L “ I_d. Let drx be the Haar measure on R^{d´1} , induced by the Haar measure drn on N^`, normalized so that the induced measure on T^{d´1} is a probability measure. Let Q :“ e^{pd´1qt}. Recall the definition of N^`_ε pryq from Section 1.3 and A from Section 1.1. Let us translate and thicken S_T in the stable directions with N^`_ε pryq. The notions of stable directions and of translating and thickening in these directions are well-defined in G because we can take the coordinates given in (5.11) in Section 5.2. In particular, there is a unique point of intersection of a (piece of a) horosphere with the section S_1. We will estimate the volume of the intersection of a translate of A with the (translated and) thickened section S_T N^`_ε pryq.

Note first that, for rx P R^{d´1} , conjugation gives us:

n_`prxq “ Φ^{1d logpT {T0q}n_` ^ T_0 T rx ˙ Φ^{´ 1d logpT {T0q}.

(3.1)

Also recall that, for B Ă ΓzG, g, h P G, we have that

1_{Bh}pgq “ 1_Bpgh^{´1}q.

(3.2)

(Note that we use the convention that the argument of the indicator function is considered as an element in the homogeneous space ΓzG.)

Recall that taking the transpose together with the inverse is an isometry and that (see [13, Equation(3.54)]) the point Γ ` n_´prqΦ^t ˘ t ´1 P S_1.

If the point Γ ` n_´prqΦ^t ˘ t ´1 intersects the section S_T Ă S_1, then the N^`-volume of the horosphere through this unique intersection point and meeting the thickening is given by

f_{T,ε}pr, n_´prqΦ^tq :“ ż N^`

1_{A^ST N}`_{ε p ryq} ´ r, ` n_´prqΦ^t ˘ t ´1n_`prxq ¯ drnprxq. Recall that we are given T P rT_0, e^{dtη} s and hence, in particular, we have that

lim_{tÑ8} ^ t´ 1 d logpT {T_0q ˙ “ 8,

(3.3)

which also allows for equidistribution when the Farey points are pushed with this slower time.

Lemma 3.1. Let rQ “ e^{pd´1q}p^{t´ 1}_d^{logpT {T}0^qq.

We have that T^{d´1} Q^d ÿ rPF_Q f_{T,ε}pr, n_´prqΦ^tq “

T^{d´1}_0 rQd ÿ rPF_{rQ} f_{T0,ε} ´ r, n_´prqΦ^{t´ 1d logpT {T0q} ¯ . Proof. Since 1_{ST n`p ryq} ´` n_´prqΦ^t ˘ t ´1n_`pryq ¯ “ 1_{ST} ´` n_´prqΦ^t ˘ t ´1¯

holds by (3.2), we have that multiplying on the right by n_`pryq and using the right invariance of the measure drn gives

f_{T,ε}pr,n_´prqΦ^tq “ ż N^`

1_{A^ST N}`_{ε p0q} ´ r, ` n_´prqΦ^t ˘ t ´1n_`prxq ¯ drnprxq. We note that, using (3.2), the multiplication right-translates the center of the thickening to the point Γ ` n_´prqΦ^t ˘ t ´1.

Now consider slowing the speed of the flow pushing the Farey points from t to t ´^1_d logpT {T_0q. Using the observation that

S_T “ S_{T0} Φ^{´ 1d logpT {T0q}

(3.4)

holds, we see that Γ ` n_´prqΦ^t ˘ t ´1 meets S_T if and only if Γ ´ n_´prqΦ^{t´ 1}d^{logpT {T0q} ¯ t ´1 meets S_{T0} .

Let denote these intersections as follows:

Ipr, t, T q :“ Γ ` n_´prqΦ^t ˘ t ´1 X S_T

J pr, t, T q :“ Γ ´ n_´prqΦ^{t´ 1d logpT {T0q} ¯ t ´1 X S_{T0} .

Thus, in particular, we have that the mapping

z ÞÑ zΦ^{´ 1d logpT {T0q}

is a bijection φ : Jpr, t, T q ÝÑ Ipr, t, T q whenever either set is nonempty. Since Γ ` n_´prqΦ^t ˘ t ´1 P S_1 for t large enough, applying the flow Φ^{rt} to n_´prq (i.e. considering n_´prqΦ^{t`rt}) for rt ě 0 keeps it in S_1 and, when rt is large enough, it will be (and stay) in S_{T0} and hence these sets will be nonempty and continue to be nonempty for increasing rt, which is guaranteed by (3.3).

Recalling that S_T Ă S_{T0} , we have that the (piece of the) horosphere zN^`_δ p0q for z P Jpr, t, T q (whenever the set is nonempty) corresponds to the (piece of the) horosphere through φpzq, which is namely the set zN^`_δ p0qΦ^{´ 1d logpT {T0q} “ φpzqN^`_{δT {T0} p0q,

where the equality follows by an application of (3.1). We want the pieces to exactly match (i.e. φpzqN^`_ε p0q “ φpzqN^`_{δT {T0} p0q), and, hence, we have that ε “ δ T T_0 . Thus we have

f_{T0,δ}pr, n_´prqΦ^{t´ 1d logpT {T0q}q “ ż N^`

1_{A^ST0 N}`_{εT0{T p0q} ^ r, ´ n_´prqΦ^{t´ 1d logpT {T0q} ¯ t ´1n_`prxq ˙ drnprxq

(3.5)

“ 1_{A^ST0} ^ r, ´ n_´prqΦ^{t´ 1d logpT {T0q} ¯ t ´1 ˙ ż N^`

1_N`_{εT0{T p0q} pn_`prxqq drnprxq

“ 1_{A^ST0} ^ r, ´ n_´prqΦ^{t´ 1d logpT {T0q} ¯ t ´1 ˙ ż R^{d´1} 1^”_{´ εT02T , εT02T}^ıd´1 prxq drx

“ ε^{d´1}

T^{d´1}_0 T^{d´1}

1_{A^ST0} ^ r, ´ n_´prqΦ^{t´ 1d logpT {T0q} ¯ t ´1 ˙

“ T^{d´1}_0 T^{d´1} f_{T0,ε} ´ r, n_´prqΦ^{t´ 1d logpT {T0q} ¯ . Here we have used the fact that ż N^`

1_N`_{rε p0q} pn_`prxqq drnprxq “ ż R^{d´1} 1r_{´ rε2 , rε2} sd´1 prxq drx.

Let pQ :“ QT^{´ d´1}d . Now, at time t, we have that r P F_Q, but, in particular, if it determines a z P Ipr, t, T q, then r P F_{pQ} because all r P F_QzF_{pQ} will correspond to points on the horosphere that lie in S_1zS_T and hence the following three sums, which gives the sum of the Haar measures of the intersections, are equal: ÿ rPF_Q f_{T,ε}pr, n_´prqΦ^tq “ ÿ rPF_{rQ}

f_{T,ε}pr, n_´prqΦ^tq “ ÿ rPF_{pQ} f_{T,ε}pr, n_´prqΦ^tq.

We note that horospheres through different right-translated Farey points Γ ` n_´prqΦ^t ˘ t ´1 are disjoint and thus the sum is over disjoint pieces, giving the total measure of the pieces with respect to the Haar measure drn.

Note that Q^d is, by direct computation, the Haar measure of Φ^{´t}N_´pT^{d´1}qΦ^t on N^´ (this is the Haar measure normalized so to induce the probability Haar measure dx) and, likewise, rQ^d is the the

Haar measure of Φ^{´t` 1}d^{logpT {T0q}N_´pT^{d´1}qΦ^{t´ 1}d^{logpT {T0q} on N^´. Applying φ to the horosphere on N^` changes the Haar measure by the factor^{T d´1}_{T d´10} and hence preserves the ratio of Haar measures: 1 Q^d ÿ rPF_Q f_{T,ε}pr, n_´prqΦ^tq “ 1 rQd ÿ rPF_{rQ} f_{T0,δ} ´ r, n_´prqΦ^{t´ 1d logpT {T0q} ¯ . (3.6)

Using (3.5), we obtain the following: T^{d´1} Q^d ÿ rPF_Q f_{T,ε}pr, n_´prqΦ^tq “

T^{d´1}_0 rQd ÿ rPF_{rQ} f_{T0,ε} ´ r, n_´prqΦ^{t´ 1d logpT {T0q} ¯ . This gives the desired result. □

Remark 3.2. Note that, in the lemma, when we apply φ, we also pull down S_T to S_{T0} , and, thus, the number of intersection points of the expanding horosphere with S_T is the same as with S_{T0} .

Lemma 3.1 allows us to apply Theorem 2.1 to T^{d´1}f_{T,ε}pr, n_´prqΦ^tq as follows. Recall that |F_Q| „^{Qd}_{dζpdq} as Q Ñ 8.

We have that

lim_{tÑ8}

T^{d´1} |F_Q| ÿ rPF_Q f_{T,ε}pr, n_´prqΦ^tq

(3.7)

“ lim_{tÑ8}

T^{d´1}_0 |F_{rQ}| ÿ rPF_{rQ}

f_{T0,ε}pr, n_´prqΦ^{t´ 1d logpT {T0q}q

“ lim_{tÑ8}

T^{d´1}_0 |F_{rQ}| ÿ rPF_{rQ}

ε^{d´1}1_{A^ST0} ^ r, ´ n_´prqΦ^{t´ 1d logpT {T0q} ¯ t ´1 ˙

“ lim_{tÑ8}

T^{d´1}_0 |F_{rQ}| ÿ rPF_{rQ}

ε^{d´1}r1_{A^ST0} ´ r, n_´prqΦ^{t´ 1d logpT {T0q} ¯

“ dpd ´ 1qT^{d´1}_0 ε^{d´1} ż_8 0 ż T^{d´1}^Γ_H zH

1_{A^ST0} px, MΦ^{´s}q dx dμ_H pMqe^{´dpd´1qs} ds

“ dpd ´ 1qT^{d´1}_0 ε^{d´1} ż_8 1 d logpT_0 q ż T^{d´1} 1_Apxq dx e^{´dpd´1qs} ds

“ ε^{d´1} ż T^{d´1} 1_Apxq dx.

Note, in particular, that, using the isometry given by taking transpose and inverse, we have applied Theorem 2.1 in the third equality to a product of a continuous bounded function with an indicator function, as required.

Since Q^d “ e^{dpd´1qt} is the Haar measure of Φ^{´t}N_´pT^{d´1}qΦ^t on N^´ and we have that Γ ` n_´prqΦ^t ˘ t ´1 P S_1, the proportion of the translates of A meeting S_T N^`_ε pryq for all T ě T_0 is uniformly (as long as lim_{tÑ8}^{logpT 1{dq}_t ă 1) the following:

T^{d´1} ż T^{d´1} 1_{A^ST N}`_{ε p ryq}px, n_´pxqΦ^tq dx^{tÑ8}ÝÝÝÑ 1 dζpdq ε^{d´1} ż T^{d´1} 1_Apxq dx.

Here the indicator function is preserved under the isometry given by taking transpose and inverse. This proves Theorem 1.3.

4. Spherical directions: proof of Theorem 1.5 for L “ I_d

We now consider, in a simplified setting, thickenings in spherical directions or, equivalently (see (1.7)), by subsets of SOpd, Rq. The simplified setting is as follows. First, we require that thickenings be given by a chart contained in an open hemisphere because, as we will prove in Section 6.2, such thickenings do not self-intersect. Second, we restrict the set we thicken to all of S_T . In particular, in this section, we will prove Theorem 1.5 in the case L “ I_d. We defer thickenings by more general sets, including the whole sphere, and thickenings of more general Grenier boxes in S_T to Section 7.

We adapt the proof of Theorem 1.3 to give a proof of Theorem 1.5. Recall the definitions of D, E, v, and c from Section 1.2. Let

z^1 :“ cpzq^{´1}vpzq,

(4.1)

c_{min} :“ minp � cpzq : z P D ( q. When (1.13) holds, we can change coordinates from coordinates involving the sphere (via (1.7)) to coordinates involving the expanding horospherical subgroup N^` (for the precise definition of the latter coordinates, see (5.11) and the beginning of Section 5.2):

Φ^{´s}Epzq^{´1}n_`p´z^1q “ ^ e^spA ´ w^t z^1q e^sp w^t q

0 e^{´pd´1qs}c ˙ (4.2) “ ^ c^{1{pd´1q}pA ´ w^t z^1q c^{´1}e^{ds}p w^t q 0 1 ˙^ e^sc^{´1{pd´1q}I_{d´1} 0^t 0 e^{´pd´1qs}c ˙

“ ^ c^{1{pd´1q}pA ´ w^t z^1q c^{´1}e^{ds}p w^t q 0 1 ˙ Φ^{´s`log c{pd´1q}.

Here the first equality follows by (4.1). It is immediate that

detpA ´ w^t z^1q “ c^{´1}.

(4.3)

Also, setting s “ 0 in (4.2), taking the inverse, and rewriting gives the following:

Φ^{´s}n_`pz^1qEpzq “ Φ^{´s´log c{pd´1q} ^ c^{1{pd´1q}pA ´ w^t z^1q c^{´1}p w^t q 0 1 ˙_{´1} (4.4)

“ Φ^{´s´log c{pd´1q} ^ c^{´1{pd´1q}pA ´ w^t z^1q^{´1} ´c^{´d{pd´1q}pA ´ w^t z^1q^{´1}p w^t q 0 1 ˙

“ ^ c^{´1{pd´1q}pA ´ w^t z^1q^{´1} ´e^{ds}pA ´ w^t z^1q^{´1}p w^t q 0 1 ˙ Φ^{´s´log c{pd´1q}.

Consider the family of thickenings in spherical directions:

tS_T E : T ě T_0u.

(4.5)

Observe that, unlike for N^`, the action of the flow Φ^{´ 1}d^{logpT {T0q} is not uniform on E and, thus, the “shape” of these neighborhoods will change under different T .

Using (4.2), let us express S_T E in terms of the coordinates involving N^`:

Lemma 4.1. We have that

S_T E “ � S_{T c}´d{pd´1q n_`pz^1q : z P D ( Proof. Applying (4.2), we have that

S_T E

“ΓzΓH "^ c^{1{pd´1q}pA ´ w^t z^1q c^{´1}e^{ds}p w^t q 0 1 ˙ Φ^{´s`log c{pd´1q}n_`pz^1q : z P D and s ě 1 d log T * .

Fix z and s temporarily. By (4.3), have that H ^ c^{1{pd´1q}pA ´ w^t z^1q c^{´1}e^{ds}p w^t q 0 1 ˙ “ H and, consequently,

ΓzΓH ^ c^{1{pd´1q}pA ´ w^t z^1q c^{´1}e^{ds}p w^t q 0 1 ˙ Φ^{´s`log c{pd´1q}n_`pz^1q “ ΓzΓHΦ^{´s`log c{pd´1q}n_`pz^1q.

Taking the union over all z P D and s ě^1_d log T yields the desired result. □

As in the proof of Theorem 1.3, we have that, if the point Γ ` n_´prqΦ^t ˘ t ´1 intersects the section S_1, then, using Lemma 4.1, the N^`-volume of the horosphere through this unique intersection point and meeting the neighborhood S_T E is given by

pf_{T,D}pr, n_´prqΦ^tq :“ ż N^`

1_{A^}t_{ST c´d{pd´1q n`pz}1_{q:zPD}u ´ r, ` n_´prqΦ^t ˘ t ´1n_`prxq ¯ drnprxq. More generally, for any α ą 0, we have that the N^`-volume of the horosphere through the unique intersection point and meeting the neighborhood � S_{T c}´d{pd´1q n_`pαz^1q : z P D ( is given by

pf_{T,D,α}pr, n_´prqΦ^tq “ ż N^`

1_{A^}t_{ST c´d{pd´1q n`pαz}1_{q:zPD}u ´ r, ` n_´prqΦ^t ˘ t ´1n_`prxq ¯ drnprxq. Now note that S_{T c}´d{pd´1q Ă S_T and S_{T0c}´d{pd´1q Ă S_{T0} because c ď 1. Moreover, c can be 1 because 0 P D. Thus, we have that ď zPD S_{T c}´d{pd´1q “ S_T and ď zPD S_{T0c}´d{pd´1q “ S_{T0} .

Let ru P S_T . Then the intersection of the horosphere through ru with the neighborhood � S_{T c}´d{pd´1q n_` ` αz^1 ˘ : z P D ( is the set ruN_{T,α,D} :“ ruN_{ru,T,α,D} :“ ruN^` X � S_{T c}´d{pd´1q n_` ` αz^1 ˘ : z P D ( . Let u P S_{T0} . By (3.1), we have that

uN_{T0,α,D}Φ^{´ 1d logpT {T0q} “ uΦ^{´ 1d logpT {T0q} " n_` ^ T T_0 v ˙ : n_`pvq P N_{T0,α,D} * . Recalling that the intersection of any expanding horosphere with the section S_1 is a unique point, we have that

uΦ^{´ 1d logpT {T0q}N_{T,αT {T0,D} “ uΦ^{´ 1d logpT {T0q} " n_` ^ T T_0 v ˙ : n_`pvq P N_{T0,α,D} * . (4.6)

Consequently, we have shown that

uΦ^{´ 1d logpT {T0q}N_{T,αT {T0,D} “ uN_{T0,α,D}Φ^{´ 1d logpT {T0q}.

(4.7)

We now show the analog of Lemma 3.1.

Lemma 4.2. Let rQ “ e^{pd´1q}p^{t´ 1}d^{logpT {T}0^qq.

We have that T^{d´1} Q^d ÿ rPF_Q pf_{T,D}pr, n_´prqΦ^tq “ T^{d´10} rQd ÿ rPF_{rQ}

pf_{T0,D}pr, n_´prqΦ^{t´ 1}_d^{logpT {T}0^qq.

Proof. Recall the definitions of Ipr, t, T q, Jpr, t, T q, φ from the proof of Lemma 3.1. Let w P Jpr, t, T q. We have that the intersection of the horosphere through w with � S_{T0c}´d{pd´1q n_`pβz^1q : z P D ( , namely the set wN_{T0,β,D}, corresponds to the (piece of the) horosphere through φpwq, namely the set wN_{T0 ,β,D}Φ^{´ 1d logpT {T0q} “ φpwqN_{T,βT {T0 ,D} (4.8)

where the equality follows from (4.7). We want these pieces to exactly match, and, hence we must have that β “ T_0 T . Consider

pf_{T0,D,β}pr, n_´prqΦ^{t´ 1}_d^{logpT {T}0^qq “ ż N^`

1_{A^}^!_{ST} 0c ´d{pd´1q n`pβz 1q:zPD ) ^ r, ´ n_´prqΦ^{t´ 1d logpT {T0q} ¯ t ´1n_`prxq ˙ drnprxq

“ 1_{A^ST0c´d{pd´1q} ^ r, ´ n_´prqΦ^{t´ 1d logpT {T0q} ¯ t ´1 ˙ ż N^`

1_{NT0,β,D} pn_`prxqq drnprxq.

Note that, we have ż N^`

1_{NT0,β,D} pn_`prxqq drnprxq “ ż N^` 1_{NT0,βT {T0,D} ^ n_` ^ T T_0 rx ˙˙ drnprxq “ T^{d´1}_0 T^{d´1} ż N^`

1_{NT0,1,D} pn_` pryqq drnpryq

by changing variables ry “^T_{T0} rx, which implies that dry “^{T d´1}_{T d´10} drx and, thus, drnpryq “^{T d´1}_{T d´10} drnprxq.

Consequently, we have

pf_{T0,D,β}pr, n_´prqΦ^{t´ 1}_d^{logpT {T}0^qq “ T^{d´10} T^{d´1} pf_{T0,D}pr, n_´prqΦ^{t´ 1}_d^{logpT {T}0^qq.

(4.9)

Using the same proof as in Lemma 3.1 to obtain (3.6), we obtain 1 Q^d ÿ rPF_Q pf_{T,D}pr, n_´prqΦ^tq “ 1 rQd ÿ rPF_{rQ} pf_{T0,D,β} ´ r, n_´prqΦ^{t´ 1d logpT {T0q} ¯ . (4.10)

Using (4.9), we obtain the following:

T^{d´1} Q^d ÿ rPF_Q pf_{T,D}pr, n_´prqΦ^tq “ T^{d´10} rQd ÿ rPF_{rQ}

pf_{T0,D}pr, n_´prqΦ^{t´ 1}_d^{logpT {T}0^qq.

This gives the desired result. □ As in the proof of Theorem 1.3, we use Lemma 4.2 to apply Theorem 2.1:

lim_{tÑ8}

T^{d´1} |F_Q| ÿ rPF_Q pf_{T,D}pr, n_´prqΦ^tq

(4.11)

“ lim_{tÑ8}

T^{d´1}_0 |F_{rQ}| ÿ rPF_{rQ}

pf_{T0,D}pr, n_´prqΦ^{t´ 1}_d^{logpT {T}0^qq

“ lim_{tÑ8}

T^{d´1}_0 |F_{rQ}| ÿ rPF_{rQ}

1_{A^ST0c´d{pd´1q} ^ r, ´ n_´prqΦ^{t´ 1d logpT {T0q} ¯ t ´1 ˙ ż N^`

1_{NT0,1,D} pn_` prxqq drnprxq

“ lim_{tÑ8}

T^{d´1}_0 |F_{rQ}| ÿ rPF_{rQ}

r1_{A^ST0c´d{pd´1q} ´ r, ´ n_´prqΦ^{t´ 1d logpT {T0q}

¯¯ ż

N^`

1_{NT0,1,D} pn_` prxqq drnprxq

“ dpd ´ 1qT^{d´1}_0 ż_8 0 ż T^{d´1}^Γ_H zH ż N^`

1_{A^ST0c´d{pd´1q} px, MΦ^{´s}q

1_{NT0,1,D} pn_` prxqq drnprxq dx dμ_H pMqe^{´dpd´1qs} ds

“ dpd ´ 1qT^{d´1}_0 ż_8 0 ż T^{d´1}^Γ_H zH ż N^`

1_{A^}^!_{ST} 0c ´d{pd´1q n`pz

1q:zPD

)px, MΦ^{´s}n_` prxqq

drnprxq dx dμ_H pMqe^{´dpd´1qs} ds

“ dpd ´ 1qT^{d´1}_0 ^ż T^{d´1} 1_Apxq dx ˙ ~ż_8 0 ż Γ_H zH ż N^`

1^!_{ST} 0c ´d{pd´1q n`pz

1q:zPD

)pMΦ^{´s}n_` prxqq drnprxq dμ_H pMqe^{´dpd´1qs} ds ¸

“ dζpdqT^{d´1}_0 μpS_{T0} Eq ^ż T^{d´1} 1_Apxq dx ˙ . The last equality follows by Theorem 5.12. Now, as in the proof of Theorem 1.3, we have that the proportion of the translates of A meeting S_T E for all T ě T_0 is uniformly (as long as lim_{tÑ8}^{logpT 1{dq}_t ă 1) the following:

T^{d´1} ż T^{d´1} 1_{A^ST E}px, n_´pxqΦ^tq dx^{tÑ8}ÝÝÝÑ T^{d´1}_0 μpS_{T0} Eq ^ż T^{d´1} 1_Apxq dx ˙ . (4.12)

This proves Theorem 1.5.

5. Cuspidal neighborhoods In this section, we define the family of cuspidal neighborhoods that we consider in Theorem 1.1.

We use the Grenier fundamental domain [9, 8] (first considered by Hermite and also by Korkine- Zolotareff [12]) because this domain is well-suited for the geometric constructions that we need to make as it has a “box shape” in the cusp (see exact box shape in [21, Section 1.4.3]). For similar reasons, the Grenier fundamental domain is also used in other settings such as in the construction of an Eisenstein series in harmonic analysis (see, for example, [10, Chapter 6] or [21, Section 1.5]) or working with the Epstein Zeta function [17]. For an introduction to this domain, a discussion of its history, and a comparison with the best known fundamental domain, the Minkowski fundamental domain, see [21, Section 1.4]. The facts about the Grenier fundamental domain that we use have been conveniently collated in [10, Chapter 1].

Let rG :“ rG_d :“ GLpd, Rq and rΓ :“ rΓ_d :“ GLpd, Zq. Here, rΓ is a discrete subgroup of rG. Let G and Γ be as before. Let us denote the determinant one hypersurface of the space of positive symmetric matrices by

S P :“ S P_d :“ tg g^t : g P GLpd, Rq, | detpgq| “ 1u.

The actions of G and rΓ on S P are by

rgs rZ :“ g rZ g^t

(5.1)

for rZ P S P and g P G or g P rΓ.^4 Let us consider a recursively-defined family of coordinates, called partial Iwasawa coordinates (see [21, Page 14] or [10, Pages 14-16] where “coordinates” are replaced by “decomposition”). The first member of this family is the first-order Iwasawa coordinates

rZ “ „ I_{d´1} x^{t pd´1q} 0 1 ȷ~ a^{1{pd´1q} d rZpd´1q 0t 0 a^{´1}_d ¸ (5.2)

where rZ^{pd´1q} P S P_{d´1} and x^{t pd´1q} is a column vector with d ´ 1 entries. The element rZ^{pd´1q} can also be expressed in first-order Iwasawa coordinates

rZ^{pd´1q} “ „ I_{d´2} x^{t pd´2q} 0 1 ȷ~ a^{1{pd´2q} d´1 rZpd´2q 0t 0 a^{´1}_{d´1} ¸

where rZ^{pd´2q} P S P_{d´2} and x^{t pd´2q} is a column vector with d ´ 2 entries. Directly computing, we obtain the second-order Iwasawa coordinates

rZ “ » – I_{d´2} x^{t pd´2q} x^{t pd´1q} 0 1 0 0 1 fi fl ¨ ˚ ˝ a^{1{pd´1q} d a^{1{pd´2q} d´1 rZpd´2q

a^{1{pd´1q} d a^{´1}_{d´1} a^{´1}_d

˛ ‹ ‚. Recursively repeating this decomposition into higher order Iwasawa coordinates, we obtain, at the final step, the full Iwasawa coordinates for rZ [10, Page 16, Equation (5)]: » — – 1 x_{ij} ... 1 fi ffi fl y^{´1}

¨ ˚ ˚ ˚ ˝ py_{d´1}y_{d´2} ¨ ¨ ¨ y_1q^2 ... py_{d´1}y_{d´2}q^2 y^2_{d´1} 1

˛ ‹ ‹ ‹ ‚ (5.3)

where y :“ a_d, y^2_ℓ :“ a^{pℓ`1q{ℓ}_{ℓ`1} a^{´1}_ℓ for an integer 1 ď ℓ ď d ´ 1, and x_{ij} is the entry in the i-th row and j-th column of » — – 1 x_{ij} ... 1 fi ffi fl :“

» — — — — –

1 x^{t p1q} ¨ ¨ ¨ x^{t pd´2q} x^{t pd´1q} 0 1 0 0 .. . . . . . 1 0 0 ¨ ¨ ¨ 0 1 fi ffi ffi ffi ffi fl .

Note that the partial Iwasawa coordinates allow us to embed lower rank spaces S P_m into S P_d, which we regard as an identification [9].

The subgroup rΓ acts properly continuously on S P and a fundamental domain F_d (the Grenier fundamental domain) is recursively defined as the set of all rZ P S P satisfying for all primitive vectors pp, qq P Z^d the following three properties [10, Page 17-18]:

4This gives us a left action as in [10, Chapter 1], not the right action of Grenier.

Gren 1: a_dpp, qq rZ ^ p^t q ˙ ě 1.

Gren 2: rZ^{pd´1q} P F_{d´1}.

Gren 3: # 0 ď x^{pd´1q}_j ď 1{2 if j “ 1 |x^{pd´1q}_j | ď 1{2 if j “ 2, ¨ ¨ ¨ , d ´ 1.

Note that the notation x_j denotes the j-th entry of a vector x. The fundamental domain F_d can be identified with the space rΓzS P. For d odd, we note that rΓzS P “ ΓzS P and thus note that F^1_d :“ F_d is a fundamental domain for ΓzS P. For d even, the domain of rΓzS P is strictly smaller. Since we have that rΓ “ tΓ, Γγu where γ :“ diagp1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , 1, ´1q, it follows that F^1_d :“ F_d Y rγsF_d is a fundamental domain for ΓzS P.^5

Because our targets are shrinking into the cusp, we do not need to work with the fundamental domain F^1_d but may instead work with geometrically simpler sets (Lemma 5.1). These geometrically

simpler sets are the Siegel sets for F^1_d, denoted by ĂSie^{pdq}_T for a real number T ą 0 and defined as follows (notation as in (5.3)):

ĂSie^{pdq}_T “

$ ’ ’ ’ ’ & ’ ’ ’ ’%

$ ’ & ’ ’% rZ P S P : $ ’ & ’ ’%

0 ď x_{1j} ď 1{2 for j “ 2, ¨ ¨ ¨ , d ´ 1 |x_{1j} | ď 1{2 for j “ d |x_{ij} | ď 1{2 for 2 ď i ă j ď d y^2_ℓ ě T for ℓ “ 1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , d ´ 1

, / . / /- if d is even, $ ’& ’% rZ P S P : $ ’& ’% 0 ď x_{1j} ď 1{2 for j “ 2, ¨ ¨ ¨ , d |x_{ij} | ď 1{2 for 2 ď i ă j ď d y^2_ℓ ě T for ℓ “ 1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , d ´ 1

, /. /- if d is odd.

(5.4)

The importance of Siegel sets is that they bound the Grenier fundamental domain:

Lemma 5.1. ĂSie^{pdq}_1 Ă F^1_d Ă ĂSie^{pdq}_{3{4}.

Proof. The proof is analogous to the proof of [10, Chapter 1, Theorem 5.1] with our Siegel set ĂSie^{pdq}_T and domain F 1_d replacing, respectively, the Siegel set Sie^{pdq}_T and domain F^˘_d defined in [10, Page 20-21]. □

To identify S P with the group NA where A Ă G is the subgroup of diagonal matrices with all positive entries and N Ă G is the unipotent upper triangular subgroup, we apply the diffeomorphism φ : S P Ñ NA in which rnsa^2 ÞÑ na. (Our diffeomorphism φ is the inverse of the diffeomorphism φ^` from [10, Chapter 2, Proposition 2.2].) This is well-defined because our Lie groups are defined over the real numbers.

Now recall the definitions of K and K^1 in Section 1.2. Consider the following ^ B b^t 0 1 ˙ “ ^ I_{d´1} b^t 0 1 ˙^ Z 0^t 0 1 ˙^ k 0^t 0 1 ˙ (5.5)

where B P SLpd ´ 1, Rq and can be uniquely written in Iwasawa coordinates as B “ Zk where k P K^1 and φ^{´1}pZq P S P_{d´1}. (Here we are using the identification of S P_{d´1} with the subspace of S P given by the partial Iwasawa coordinates.) Let us apply the diagonal flow Φ^{´ log y2pd´1q} to (5.5) on the right:

5Our choice of γ is for convenience. Let Δ_d Ă rΓ be the subgroup of diagonal matrices with ˘1 as diagonal

elements. Then replacing γ with another element of determinant ´1 in t˘I_duzΔ_d will yield another fundamental domain for ΓzS P when d is even. Our results are not affected by this choice except for the explicit construction of Siegel sets in (5.4) and of Grenier boxes (defined in Section 1.2). The explicit constructions for any of these choices can be easily derived if desired.

Lemma 5.2. We have that ^ B b^t 0 1 ˙^ y^{1{2pd´1q}I_{d´1} 0^t 0 y^{´1{2} ˙ (5.6)

“ ¨ ˚ ˝ 1 x_{ij} ... 1

˛ ‹ ‚y^{´1{2}

¨ ˚ ˚ ˚ ˚ ˝ y_{d´1}y_{d´2} ¨ ¨ ¨ y_1 ... y_{d´1}y_{d´2} y_{d´1} 1

˛ ‹ ‹ ‹ ‹ ‚ ^ k 0^t 0 1 ˙ .

Proof. We will use the diffeomorphism pφ, idq : S P ^ K Ñ G prnas, kq ÞÑ nak. Equation (5.5) yields ^ B b^t 0 1 ˙^ y^{1{2pd´1q}I_{d´1} 0^t 0 y^{´1{2} ˙ “ ^ I_{d´1} b^t 0 1 ˙^ Z 0^t 0 1 ˙^ y^{1{2pd´1q}I_{d´1} 0^t 0 y^{´1{2} ˙^ k 0^t 0 1 ˙ , to the right-hand side of which we apply the diffeomorphism pφ, idq^{´1} to obtain ^„ I_{d´1} b^t 0 1 ȷ „ Z 0^t 0 1 ȷ „ y^{1{2pd´1q}I_{d´1} 0^t 0 y^{´1{2} ȷ , ^ k 0^t 0 1 ˙˙

“ ^„ I_{d´1} b^t 0 1 ȷ^ y^{1{pd´1q}φ^{´1}pZq 0^t 0 y^{´1} ˙ , ^ k 0^t 0 1 ˙˙ . Applying first (5.3) and then the diffeomorphism pφ, idq to the right-hand side of this equation yields the desired result. □ Note that any point z in HtΦ^{´s} : s P Ru can be uniquely expressed in the form (5.6), which we refer to as the Grenier coordinates, and the value of y in this expression is called the height of this point, a well-defined notion because of the uniqueness of the expression. Moreover, in Grenier coordinates, the height can be expressed as

y^d “ d´1ź k“1 y^{2pd´kq} d´k . (5.7)

Let us denote the height of z by hpzq.

Remark 5.3. The Grenier coordinates yield a fundamental domain φpF^1_dqK^1 for the left-action of

Γ on ΓHtΦ^{´s} : s P Ru, and, therefore, allows us to identify φpF^1_dqK^1 with S_0 and φp ĂSie^{pdq}_1 qK^1 with S_1.^6

Remark 5.4. For conciseness, let us identify φpF^1_dq with F^1_d, φp ĂSie^{pdq}_T q with ĂSie^{pdq}_T , and, henceforth, omit φ from the notation.

6One can also give a fundamental domain for the left-action of Γ on G using the Grenier coordinates. As the

kernel of the representation γ ÞÑ rγs of rΓ in AutpS Pq is ˘I_d [10, Page 6] and under φ the action given by r¨s is mapped to the left-action on G, we have a fundamental domain for the left-action by Γ on G to be φpF^1_dqK when d is odd. On the other hand, we have ´I_d P Γ for d even and thus φpF^1_dqK` is a fundamental domain where K` is a set of coset representatives of Kz˘I_d. While many choices of K` exist, we require that every element of K` have nonnegative pd, dq-th entry. Note that, as the condition that the pd, dq-th entry is equal to zero yields a measure zero set, we have that φpF^1_dqK` is a Borel set. Also note that, in particular, K^1 Ă K`, and, thus, our Grenier boxes (defined in Section 1.2) lie within this fundamental domain for the left Γ-action on G.

Recall from Section 1.2 the definition of a Grenier box C :“ C_{T´,T`} :“ Cpα, γ, rK, β^´_{ij} , β^`_{ij} q and its lower height T_´ and upper height T_`. Since (5.7) holds, we note that the height of any point in C lies between T_´ and T_`. Note that C Ă S_1.^7 Also note that (5.6) relates two sets of coordinates for the points of S_1, namely the left-hand side, which we refer to as first-order section coordinates and the right-hand side, which we refer to as full section coordinates.

By considering full section coordinates, we see that the only way to approach the cusp is to let at least one of the y_k Ñ 8; consequently, should at least one of the components of γ be 8, then our neighborhood meets the cusp and conversely. This equivalence can be reformulated in terms of the upper height:

Lemma 5.5. The set C_{T´,T`} is relatively compact if and only if T_` ă 8.

Proof. We first prove the direct implication. Every point in the set C_{T´,T`} can be written in coordinates given by (5.6). Using the definition of the Grenier domain and the fact that rK is relatively compact implies that each y_k coordinate must be bounded. Consequently, T_` ă 8.

We now prove the inverse implication. Since the height of any point in the neighborhood is less than or equal to T_` and since all of the y_k’s are bounded from below for any point in the Grenier domain, the condition (5.7) implies that all of the y_k’s for this neighborhood are bounded from above, which gives the desired result. □ 5.1. Applying the flow to C. Let T ě 0. Using (5.6) (or, equivalently, the standard coordinates [10, Page 15] under φ) and that ^ T^{1{pd´1q}I_{d´1} 0^t 0 T^{´1} ˙ (5.8)

commutes with K^1, we have the following relationship:

C^T :“ C ´ pα_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , α_{d´2}, T^{d{pd´1q}α_{d´1}q, pγ_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , γ_{d´2}, T^{d{pd´1q}γ_{d´1}q, rK, β^´_{ij} , β^`_{ij} ¯ (5.9)

“ C ´ pα_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , α_{d´1}q, pγ_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , γ_{d´1}q, rK, β^´_{ij} , β^`_{ij}

¯ ^T_{1{pd´1q}I_{d´1} 0_t

0 T^{´1} ˙ . In particular, note that applying (on the right) the flow given by (5.8) to C changes only the y_{d´1}- coordinate and that letting T Ñ 8 flows the neighborhood C towards the cusp along only the y_{d´1}-coordinate, while leaving invariant all other coordinates.

5.2. Volumes. We must compute the volumes of the thickenings of C, C^T . To do this, we parametrize G following [13] to obtain a convenient normalization for the Haar measure on ΓzG.

For d ě 3 and odd, let

rI_{d´1} :“ ^ I_{d´2} 0^t 0 ´1 ˙ . (5.10)

Now given y :“ py_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , y_dq P R^d where y_d ‰ 0, set y^1 :“ py_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , y_{d´1}q and form the matrix

M_y :“

$ ’ ’& ’ ’%

~ y^{´1{pd´1q} d I_{d´1} 0^t

y^1 y_d ¸ if y_d ą 0 ~ p´y_dq^{´1{pd´1q}I_{d´1} 0^t

´y^1 ´y_d ¸ if y_d ă 0

7Here and below, we identify C with ΓzΓC using context to distinguish between them if needed. This allows us to

more quickly develop our main results. Since the lower heights of interest to us will always be large enough so that C lies in a fundamental domain for the left Γ-action, this identification is justified.

and note that the mapping

H ^ R^d zpR^{d´1} ^ t0uq Ñ G $ ’ & ’ ’% pM, yq ÞÑ MM_y if y_d ą 0 pM, yq ÞÑ ´I_dMM_y if y_d ă 0 and d is even pM, yq ÞÑ ~ rI_{d´1} 0t 0 ´1 ¸ MM_y if y_d ă 0 and d is odd

(5.11)

provides a parametrization of G (except for the null set tA P G : p0, 1q A p0, 1q^t “ 0u). Also note that the use of^ rI_{d´1} 0t 0 ´1 ˙

is a natural choice, but not the only one. Other choices would lead to different parameterizations, but would not change the results in this paper.

Using Iwasawa coordinates, we have that

M_y “

$ ’ ’& ’ ’%

~ y^{´1{pd´1q} d I_{d´1} 0^t 0 y_d ¸~ I_{d´1} 0^t y^{´1}_d y^1 1 ¸ for y_d ą 0 ~ p´y_dq^{´1{pd´1q}I_{d´1} 0^t 0 ´y_d ¸~ I_{d´1} 0^t y^{´1}_d y^1 1 ¸ for y_d ă 0 ,

which allows us to derive the following explicit formula for the right Haar measure on ! M_y P G : y P R^d zpR^{d´1} ^ t0uq ) , namely

dy “ |y_d|^d dy_d |y_d| dy_1 ¨ ¨ ¨ dy_{d´1} |y_d|^{d´1}

“ dy_1 ¨ ¨ ¨ dy_d.

(5.12)

Note that the leading factor of |y_d|^d is the modular function. Recall that dμ_H “ dμ_0 db is the left Haar measure on H, normalized so that μ_H pΓ_H zHq “ 1, which, in turn, implies that the Haar measure on G in this parametrization is dμ_H dy. (5.13)

It, thus, must be a constant multiple of the Haar measure μ on G, normalized so that μpΓzGq “ 1. Now, a well-known result of Siegel shows that the volume of ΓzG is ζpdq ¨ ¨ ¨ ζp2q, which implies that dμ dt t “ pζpdq ¨ ¨ ¨ ζp2qq^{´1} detpXq^{´d} dź i,j“1 dX_{ij}, (5.14)

where X “ pX_{ij} q “ t^{1{d}A P GL^`pd, Rq and A P G. Thus, in view of our parametrization, we have that (cf [13, Equation (3.39)])

dμ “ ζpdq^{´1} dμ_H dy.

(5.15)

See [1, Section 4.1] for a similar construction.

Finally, we have

Lemma 5.6. We have dμ_Ht ´1 “ dμ_H .

Proof. Note first that the measure dμ_0 on SLpd ´ 1, Rq is invariant under taking the inverse, which is an involutive anti-automorphism, because SLpd ´ 1, Rq is unimodular ([4, Proposition 1.3]). As^ A b^t 0 1 ˙_{´1} “ ^ A^{´1} ´A^{´1} b^t 0 1 ˙ and detpA^{´1}q “ 1, we have the right-invariant Haar measure dμ_H´1 “ dμ_0db. As taking the transpose is another involutive anti-automorphism on SLpd ´ 1, Rq, we have the left-invariant Haar measure dμ_Ht ´1 “ dμ_0db “ dμ_H . □ 5.2.1. Volume ratios of C and C^T and section coordinates. Let

rΦ :“ "^ y^{1{pd´1q}I_{d´1} 0^t 0 y^{´1} ˙ : y ą 0 * . In this section, we express the left Haar measure of the group H rΦ in terms of first-order and full section coordinates and use the latter to compute the ratio of the volumes of C and C^T . First note that H is normal in H rΦ, which leads to the modular function y^{´d} and thus a left Haar measure y^{´d}dμ_H dy y (5.16)

for H rΦ in first-order section coordinates.

We now give a left Haar measure in full section coordinates. Let dn be the Haar measure on the subgroup N of upper unipotent matrices in G (under the usual identification [3, Chapter V, Lemma 2.2]) and da denote the Haar measure on the subgroup A of diagonal matrices of G with all positive entries on the diagonal (under the usual identification [3, Chapter V, Lemma 2.3]). With the modular function ρpaq “ ź iăj a_j a_i , (5.17)

the measure ρpaq dn da is a left-Haar measure on NA [3, Chapter V, Lemma 2.4]. Recall that drk is a Haar measure on K^1.

Lemma 5.7. We have that ρpaq dn da drk is a left Haar measure on H rΦ “ NAK^1.

Proof. By (5.6), we have that H rΦ “ NAK^1. Let ρ_{NAK}1 and ρ_K1 be the modular functions of NAK^1 and K^1, respectively. As K^1 is compact, we have that ρ_{NAK}1 |_K1 “ 1 and ρ_K1 “ 1. Consequently, it follows that there exists a (left) NAK^1-invariant regular Borel measure ν, unique up to scalar multiple, on the homogeneous space NAK^1{K^1 such that dν drk is a left Haar measure on NAK^1 [2, Corollary B.1.7]. Pushing forward ν via the homeomorphism NAK^1{K^1 – NA yields a left Haar measure on NA. The desired result now follows. □ Thus by (5.16) and the lemma, we have that

y^{´d} dμ_H dy y “ C_0ρpaq dn da drk

(5.18)

for a fixed positive constant C_0. Using this, we could compute the measure of C^T explicitly, but we only need a ratio:

Lemma 5.8. We have that ż ż ż 1_CT pnarkqρpaq dn da drk “ 1 T^d ż ż ż 1_Cpnarkqρpaq dn da drk. Proof. Recall from (5.9) that C^T and C have the same rK and, hence, the integral over drk cancels. Recall that the flow^ T^{1{pd´1q}I_{d´1} 0^t 0 T^{´1} ˙

commutes with K^1 and hence we can change coordinates ra “ a ^ T^{1{pd´1q}I_{d´1} 0^t 0 T^{´1} ˙ .

Note that 1_CT pnrarkq “ 1_Cpnarkq.

Using (5.17) and the coordinates given by (5.6), we have that

ρpraq “ 1 T^d ρpaq and, hence, we have that ż 1_CT pnrarkqρpraq dra “ ż 1_Cpnarkqρpraq dra “ 1 T^d ż 1_Cpnarkqρpaq da. Finally, recall that the x-coordinates of C^T and C are the same. Consequently, we have our desired result. □ 5.2.2. Volumes of thickened neighborhoods. Let B Ă T^{d´1}. Let us now thicken our neighborhoods: CN^`pBq and C^T N^`pBq.

Theorem 5.9. We have that

μpCN^`pBqq “ 1 ζpdq ^ż R^{d´1} 1_Bpy^1q dy^1

˙ ^ż ż

1_C ^ M ^ y^{1{pd´1q}I_{d´1} 0^t 0 y^{´1} ˙˙ y^{´d} dμ_H dy y ˙ . Proof. Using (5.12) and (5.15) and changing variables y_d ÞÑ y^{´1}, we have μpCN^`pBqq

“ ζpdq^{´1} ż ż ż

1_{CN} `_{pBq} ^ M ^ y^{1{pd´1q}I_{d´1} 0^t 0 y^{´1} ˙^ I_{d´1} 0^t yy^1{y 1 ˙˙ y^{´d} dμ_H dy y y^{d´1} dy^1 y^{d´1} “ ζpdq^{´1} ż ż 1_C ^ M ^ y^{1{pd´1q}I_{d´1} 0^t 0 y^{´1}

˙˙ ^ż 1_N `_{pBq} ^^ I_{d´1} 0^t yy^1{y 1 ˙˙ y^{d´1} dy^1 y^{d´1} ˙ y^{´d} dμ_H dy y . Now we have that ż 1_N `_{pBq} ^^ I_{d´1} 0^t yy^1{y 1 ˙˙ y^{d´1} dy^1 y^{d´1} “ ż 1_N `_{pBq} ^^ I_{d´1} 0^t y^1 1 ˙˙ dy^1 “ ż R^{d´1} 1_Bpy^1q dy^1,

giving the desired result. □ Corollary 5.10. We have that

μpC^T N^`pBqq “ 1 T^d μpCN^`pBqq “ 1 ζpdqT^d ^ż R^{d´1} 1_Bpy^1q dy^1

˙ ^ż ż 1_C ^ M ^ y^{1{pd´1q}I_{d´1} 0^t 0 y^{´1} ˙˙ y^{´d} dμ_H dy y ˙ . Proof. Conjugation gives

N^`pBq “ ^ T^{1{pd´1q}I_{d´1} 0^t 0 T^{´1}

˙_{´1}

N^`pT^{´d{pd´1q}Bq ^ T^{1{pd´1q}I_{d´1} 0^t 0 T^{´1} ˙ . Since the diagonal flow preserves the Haar measure, we have that

μpC^T N^`pBqq “ μ ´ CN^`pT^{´d{pd´1q}Bq ¯ , which, using Theorem 5.9, gives the desired result. □ Using full section coordinates, we could explicitly compute volumes for C^T to obtain a formula in terms of α, γ, rK, β^`_{ij} , β^´_{ij} , and T . However, we will do this only in the case of S_T :

Corollary 5.11. We that that

μpS_T N^`pBqq “ 1 dζpdq 1 T^{d´1} ż R^{d´1} 1_Bpy^1q dy^1

Proof. Changing variables y “ e^{pd´1qs} in Theorem 5.9, we obtain

μpS_T N^`pBqq “ d ´ 1 ζpdq ^ż R^{d´1} 1_Bpy^1q dy^1

˙ ^ż ż 1_{ST} ` MΦ^{´s} ˘ dμ_H e^{´dpd´1qs} ds ˙

“ d ´ 1 ζpdq ^ż R^{d´1} 1_Bpy^1q dy^1

˙ ~ż_8 1 d logpT q

e^{´dpd´1qs} ds ¸

“ 1 dζpdq 1 T^{d´1} ż R^{d´1} 1_Bpy^1q dy^1. □ Finally, recall the definition of E from Section 1.2. We now compute the volume of S_T E (also see Theorem 9.1 for a generalization). Theorem 5.12. We have that

μpS_T Eq “ d ´ 1 ζpdq ż ż ż 1t_{ST c´d{pd´1q n`pz}1_{q:zPD}u ` MΦ^{´s}n_`prxq ˘ dμ_H pMqe^{´dpd´1qs} ds drx.

Proof. Using (5.12), (5.15) and Lemma 4.1 and changing variables y_d ÞÑ y^{´1}, we have

μpS_T Eq “ ζpdq^{´1} ż ż ż 1t_{ST c´d{pd´1q n`pz}1_{q:zPD}u ^ M ^ y^{1{pd´1q}I_{d´1} 0^t 0 y^{´1} ˙^ I_{d´1} 0^t yy^1{y 1 ˙˙

y^{´d} dμ_H dy y y^{d´1} dy^1 y^{d´1} . Changing variables y “ e^{pd´1qs}, we obtain

μpS_T Eq “ d ´ 1 ζpdq ż ż ż 1t_{ST c´d{pd´1q n`pz}1_{q:zPD}u ^ MΦ^{´s} ^ I_{d´1} 0^t y^1 1 ˙˙ dμ_H e^{´dpd´1qs} ds dy^1,

giving the desired result. □

We also have an analog of Corollary 5.10 for S_T E (also see Theorem 9.2 for a generalization). First note that we can choose a convenient parametrization of G using full section coordinates (see (5.6)) and the Iwasawa decomposition of G. Namely, any element of G can be expressed as ¨ ˚ ˝ 1 x_{ij} .. . 1

˛ ‹ ‚y^{´1{2}

¨ ˚ ˚ ˚ ˚ ˝ y_{d´1}y_{d´2} ¨ ¨ ¨ y_1 ... y_{d´1}y_{d´2} y_{d´1} 1

˛ ‹ ‹ ‹ ‹ ‚ ^ k 0^t 0 1 ˙ pk (5.19)

where pk P K^1z SOpd, Rq. Recall dk is the probability Haar measure on SOpd, Rq. It is well-known that ρpaq dn da dk is a Haar measure on G [3, Chapter V, Lemma 2.5]. Since SOpd, Rq and K^1 are both unimodular, there exists ([2, Corollary B.1.7]) a right K-invariant regular Borel measure dk^1 (unique up to positive scalar multiple) on K^1z SOpd, Rq such that

dk “ drk dk^1.

(5.20) Theorem 5.13. We have that

μpS_T Eq “

T^{d´1}_0 T^{d´1} μpS_{T0} Eq.

Proof. We use full section coordinates and, in particular, Lemma 5.8. Let C :“ S_{T0} and

rT :“ ^ T T_0

˙ d´1_d . Then, by (5.9), we have that C^{rT} “ S_T . Since S_{T0} contains all of ΓzΓH, then, using (5.5), we have that rK is all of K^1 where rK is the set defined in (1.5).

For g P SOpd, Rq, let us denote its image under the natural projection map SOpd, Rq Ñ K^1z SOpd, Rq by rgs and, similarly for subsets rE Ă SOpd, Rq, let us denote its image by rrEs :“ trgs : g P rEu. We note that r rKEs “ rEs. Using (5.20) and Lemma 5.7, we have

ż ż ż 1_C r_{T E}pnakqρpaq dn da dk “ ż ż ż ż 1_C r_{T rEs}pnarkk^1qρpaq dn da drk dk^1 “ ^ż ż ż 1_C r_T pnarkqρpaq dn da drk ˙ ^ż 1_{rEs}pk^1q dk^1 ˙

“ 1 rT d ^ż ż ż

1_Cpnarkqρpaq dn da drk ˙ ^ż 1_{rEs}pk^1q dk^1 ˙

“ T^{d´1}_0 T^{d´1} ż ż ż ż

1_{CrEs}pnarkk^1qρpaq dn da drk dk^1 “ T^{d´1}_0 T^{d´1} ż ż ż 1_{CE}pnakqρpaq dn da dk, where the third equality follows by an application of Lemma 5.8 with C and C^{rT} . Since ρpaq dn da dk is a positive constant multiple of the Haar measure μ, the desired result is immediate. □ 5.3. Proof of Theorem 1.1 for L “ I_d. Recall the definition of C from Section 1.2 and that, in particular, it has lower height T_´ (which is a fixed constant). Set

T_0 :“ T^{d{2pd´1q} ´ . Now consider the neighborhood C^{pT T ´10 qpd´1q{d} , which, by (5.9), is rC_T :“ C^{pT T ´1}0^{qpd´1q{d} “ CΦ^{´ 1}_d^{logpT {T}0^q (5.21)

and, using (5.6), has lower height T^{2pd´1q{d}. Note that the lower height of S_{T0} is the same as that of C and the lower height of S_T is the same as that of rC_T .

Recall that rC_T Ă S_1 and we can (translate and) thicken this neighborhood by N^`_ε pryq, namely we consider the set rC_T N^`_ε pryq. As in the proof of Theorem 1.3, if the point Γ ` n_´prqΦ^t ˘ t ´1 intersects the neighborhood rC_T , then the N^`-volume of the horosphere through this unique intersection point and meeting the thickening is given by pf_{T,ε}pr, n_´prqΦ^tq :“ ż N^`

1_{A^rCT N}`_{ε p ryq} ´ r, ` n_´prqΦ^t ˘ t ´1n_`prxq ¯ drnprxq. Recall that we are given T P rT^{d{2pd´1q}_´ , e^{dtη} s. We have the following lemma:

Lemma 5.14. Let rQ “ e^{pd´1q}p^{t´ 1}d^{logpT {T}0^qq.

We have that T^{d´1} Q^d ÿ rPF_Q pf_{T,ε}pr, n_´prqΦ^tq “ T^{d´10} rQd ÿ rPF_{rQ} pf_{T0,ε} ´ r, n_´prqΦ^{t´ 1d logpT {T0q} ¯ .

Proof. Replace S_{T0} with C and S_T with rC_T and use (5.21) in place of (3.4) in the proof of Lemma 3.1. We note that the set Γ ´ n_´prqΦ^{t´ 1d logpT {T0q} ¯ t ´1 X C is nonempty for all t large enough by (3.3) and Theorem 2.1. This yields the desired result. □ Using Lemma 5.14 in place of Lemma 3.1 in (3.7) yields

lim_{tÑ8}

T^{d´1} |F_Q| ÿ rPF_Q pf_{T,ε}pr, n_´prqΦ^tq (5.22)

“ dpd ´ 1qT^{d´1}_0 ε^{d´1} ż_8 0 ż T^{d´1}^Γ_H zH

1_{A^C}px, MΦ^{´s}q dx dμ_H pMqe^{´dpd´1qs} ds

“ T^{d´1}_0 dζpdqμ ` CN^`_ε pryq ˘ ż T^{d´1} 1_Apxq dx.

Since ε^{d´1} “ ż R^{d´1} 1_N`_{ε p ryq}py^1q dy^1,

the second equality follows by changing variables y “ e^{pd´1qs} in Theorem 5.9. Consequently, we have that

lim_{tÑ8}

T^{d´1} Q^d ÿ rPF_Q pf_{T,ε}pr, n_´prqΦ^tq “ T^{d´1}_0 μ `CN^`_ε pryq˘ ż T^{d´1} 1_Apxq dx.

Now following the rest of the proof of Theorem 1.3, we have that

T^{d´1} ż A 1_{rCT N}`_{ε p ryq}pn_´pxqΦ^tq dx^{tÑ8}ÝÝÝÑ T^{d´1}_0 μ ` CN^`_ε pryq ˘ ż T^{d´1} 1_Apxq dx,

which completes the proof of Theorem 1.1 (when L “ I_d) for B “ N^`_ε pryq.

Finally, note that if we replace N^`_ε pryq with N^`pBq, the proof works provided that the thickening given by rC_T N^`pBq does not self-intersect on ΓzG. By Lemma 6.1, the latter condition is satisfied by choosing B Ă

´_{1?} d `_3 4 ˘_{pd´1q{2} T ¯ Z^{d´1}zR^{d´1} . This proves Theorem 1.1 for L “ I_d.

6. Disjointness of translates of neighborhoods of S_T In this section, we give conditions for the disjointness of translates for stable directions and for spherical directions. Our aim is to understand how much we can thicken without overlaps. Pick a T ě 1. Recall that the lower height of rC_T is the same as that of S_T and, thus, rC_T Ă S_T . Consequently, it suffices to consider the disjointness of translates of S_T . 6.1. Stable directions. Consider elements of the set ΓzΓHtΦ^{´s} : s P R_ě 1_{d log T} un_`prx_1q č ΓzΓHtΦ^{´s} : s P R_ě 1_{d log T} un_`prx_2q.

Without loss of generality, by setting rx :“ rx_1 ´ rx_2, we may consider instead elements of the set ΓzΓHtΦ^{´s} : s P R_ě 1_{d log T} un_`prxq č ΓzΓHtΦ^{´s} : s P R_ě 1_{d log T} u.

Such an element can be expressed as the following equality γMΦ^{´s}n_`prxq “ pγ xMΦ^{´ps},

(6.1)

for some γ, pγ P Γ, M, xM P H and s, ps ě log T {d. Let

γ^{´1}pγ :“ ^ N m^t p q ˙ M :“ ^ B b^t 0 1 ˙ xM :“ ~ pB pb^t 0 1 ¸ (6.2)

Computing using (6.1), we obtain the following: rx “ e^{pd´1qs`ps}p pB. (6.3)

Note that, by (5.6), xM is an element in the Grenier domain of height 1.

Lemma 6.1. We have that

ΓzΓHtΦ^{´s} : s P R_ě 1_{d log T} un_`prx_1q č ΓzΓHtΦ^{´s} : s P R_ě 1_{d log T} un_`prx_2q “ H

for all rx_1 ‰ rx_2 mod pC_dT qZ^{d´1}, where C_d is a constant depending only on Γ and d and, for which, we have the following bounds: C_d “ 1 for d “ 2 C_d ě^{1?}_d

`_3 4 ˘_{pd´1q{2} for d ą 2.

Proof. For d “ 2, we have that pB “ 1 by the definition of H, and, using this in (6.3), the desired result is immediate.

For d ą 2, let n P Z^{d´1}zt0u and α P R. Using (5.6) and the observation that xM has height 1, we have that ` n, α ˘ x M

“ ` n, α ˘ ¨ ˚ ˝ 1 x_{ij} .. . 1

˛ ‹ ‚

¨ ˚ ˚ ˚ ˝ y_{d´1}y_{d´2} ¨ ¨ ¨ y_1 ... y_{d´1}y_{d´2} y_{d´1} 1

˛ ‹ ‹ ‹ ‚ ^ k 0^t 0 1 ˙ .

Since n P Z^{d´1}zt0u, multiplying the matrices gives us that › › › › ` n, α ˘ ¨ ˚ ˝ 1 x_{ij} . .. 1

˛ ‹ ‚ › › › ›_8 ě 1.

Recalling that all the y^2_{d´k} ě 3{4 ([10, Chapter 1, Lemma 4.1]) and that the rotation ^ k 0^t 0 1 ˙

is invariant under } ¨ }_2, we obtain our desired result when we set α “ ´n pb^t , set p “ n in (6.3), and note that ´ p, ´p pb^t ¯ xM “ `p pB, 0˘ . □ Remark 6.2. Note that C_d ď 1 in the lemma because we have that

Φ^{´ 1d log T} n_`pe_j T q “ ^ I_{d´1} 0^t e_j 1 ˙ Φ^{´ 1d log T}

for all j where te_ju is the set of standard basis vectors of Z^{d´1}.

6.2. Spherical directions. Recall the definitions of z, E, D, and E from Section 1.2. Recall that

h_0 :“ # 1 if d “ 2 ? d `_4 3 ˘ d´1_2

if d ě 3 . Pick T ą h_0. Using Iwasawa decomposition and (5.6), we have that every element of

HtΦ^{´s} : s P R_ě 1_{d log T} u SOpd, Rq

(6.4)

can be uniquely written as ¨ ˚ ˝ 1 x_{ij} ... 1

˛ ‹ ‚y^{´1{2}

¨ ˚ ˚ ˚ ˚ ˝ y_{d´1}y_{d´2} ¨ ¨ ¨ y_1 ... y_{d´1}y_{d´2} y_{d´1} 1

˛ ‹ ‹ ‹ ‹ ‚ ^ k 0^t 0 1 ˙ pk (6.5)

where k P SOpd ´ 1, Rq and pk P K^1z SOpd, Rq. Now (1.9) yields a diffeomorphism, call it ψ, between D and a submanifold of S^{d´1} because it yields an injective immersion immediately and is, in fact, a proper map. To see that ψ is a proper map, one notes that any compact subset K of ψpDq is closed and, hence, so is ψ^{´1}pKq, which because it also bounded must be compact. Consequently, we have made the first part of following observation:

Lemma 6.3. Given prv, rcq P e_dEpDq^{´1}, there exists a unique z P D and its corresponding element

Epzq^{´1} :“ ^ Apzq w^t pzq vpzq cpzq ˙

such that prv, rcq “ pvpzq, cpzqq. Moreover, for each z P D, Epzq^{´1} lies in a unique equivalence class of K^1z SOpd, Rq.

Proof. For the second part, note that if Epzq and Eprzq lie in the same equivalence class, then Epzq “ ^ k 0^t 0 1 ˙ Eprzq for some k P SOpd ´ 1, Rq. Applying e_d on the left yields the desired result. □

Remark 6.4. Hence, the lemma implies that for any element of E Ă SOpd, Rq, we may identify the equivalence class {Epzq^{´1} with the element Epzq^{´1} in (6.5). This continues to hold true even if, in (6.4), we replace H by a subset of H comprised of elements expressed uniquely as in (5.5) for a proper subset rK from (1.5). In particular, if we replace pk by Epzq^{´1}, the decomposition (6.5) yields unique coordinates for the elements of

HtΦ^{´s} : s P R_ě 1_{d log T} uE.

6.2.1. The hemispherical case. We will first consider the case in which

cpDq ą 0

(6.6)

hold. We note that in this case the induced diffeomorphism (1.9) is really into a hemisphere.

Theorem 6.5. Let (6.6) hold and T ą h_0. For z_1, z_2 P D, we have that

ΓzΓHtΦ^{´s} : s P R_ě 1_{d log T} uEpz_1q^{´1} č ΓzΓHtΦ^{´s} : s P R_ě 1_{d log T} uEpz_2q^{´1} “ H

whenever z_1 ‰ z_2.

Proof. The set ΓzΓHtΦ^{´s} : s P R_ě 1_{d log T} uEpz_1q^{´1} č ΓzΓHtΦ^{´s} : s P R_ě 1_{d log T} uEpz_2q^{´1} is equivalent to the set ΓzΓHtΦ^{´s} : s P R_ě 1_{d log T} upk č ΓzΓHtΦ^{´s} : s P R_ě 1_{d log T} u where k “ Epz_1q^{´1}Epz_2q.

(6.7) Recalling (6.2), we note that such an element can be expressed as the following equality γMΦ^{´s}k “ pγ xMΦ^{´ps},

(6.8) for some γ, pγ P Γ, M, xM P H and s, ps ě log T {d.

Setting k “ ^ A w^t v c ˙

(where A is a d ´ 1 ^ d ´ 1 matrix and c is a real number) and using the same computation for the derivation of (6.3), we obtain its analog for spherical directions: v “ e^{pd´1qs`ps}p pB. (6.9)

Since T ą h_0, we have that e^{pd´1qs`ps} ą h_0 and the proof of Lemma 6.1 implies that any nonzero entry of v is strictly greater than 1, which is not possible for k P SOpd, Rq. Consequently, we have that v “ p “ w “ 0 and c “ q “ detpNq “ ˘1.

Let us write

Epz_1q^{´1} “ ^ A_1 w^t_1 v_1 c_1 ˙ :“ ^ Apz_1q w^t pz_1q vpz_1q cpz_1q ˙

Epz_2q^{´1} “ ^ A_2 w^t_2 v_2 c_2 ˙ :“ ^ Apz_2q w^t pz_2q vpz_2q cpz_2q ˙ . Using (6.7) and the fact that Epz_2q “ pEpz_2qq^{t ´1}, we have that v_1 v^t_2 ` c_1c_2 “ 1, which implies that pv_1, c_1q “ pv_2, c_2q,

(6.10) or v_1 v^t_2 ` c_1c_2 “ ´1, which implies that pv_1, c_1q “ p´v_2, ´c_2q.

(6.11) Both implications follow from the fact that the vectors are unit. The second implication is, however, not allowed by (6.6). Consequently, only (6.10) holds and we, moreover, must have that c “ q “ detpNq “ 1

(6.12) Lemma 6.3 now implies that z_1 “ z_2 Epz_1q^{´1} “ Epz_2q^{´1}, from which the desired result is immediate.

□ Remark 6.6. Theorem 6.5 will remain true if we replace the condition (6.6) by the condition cpDq ă 0 because the only time we used (6.6) is to exclude the second implication from the proof of the theorem.

Remark 6.7. Let

B_{NS} D :“ tv P DzD : there exists an open neighborhood of v on which the induced diffeomorphism (1.9) has nonsingular differentialu.

If, in Theorem 6.5, we replace the condition (6.6) by the condition cpDq ą 0 or cpB_{NS} Dq ě 0,

then the proof shows that the only elements that may intersect are those for which cpB_{NS} Dq “ 0 holds. Note that, by making this change, we are allowing some points on the boundary of the hemisphere. Moreover, for each such element z P B_{NS} Dq for which cpzq “ 0, there is at most one other element z^1 P B_{NS} Dq that it intersects with. This one other element is its antipodal point (see 6.14) and also lies on the boundary of the hemisphere. This observation about antipodal points will generalize to the complete spherical case.

6.2.2. The spherical case. This case is the general case. There are two natural ways to handle the general case and, since they are both potentially useful for further applications, we give both. In either way, we handle even and odd d differently. In particular, for even d, there is a canonical choice, which will become apparent later, and, for odd d, there is a number of natural choices, which will also become apparent later. (Our way of handling the odd case will work for the even case too, but the canonical choice for the even case simplifies the proofs and may be useful for later applications.) We choose one of the natural choices, namely using ^ rI_{d´1} 0t 0 ´1 ˙

for d ě 3 and odd. Recall that rI_{d´1} is defined in (5.10). Other choices would give results analogous to ours.

Let us assume that we still have the mapping E from the hemispherical case; in particular, it satisfies the condition (6.6). The first way to handle the general case is to use E to define two related charts on S^{d´1}, which allows us to define the following subset of S^{d´1}:

rE :“ $ ’& ’% tEpzq^{´1} : z P Du \ t´Epzq^{´1} : z P Du if d is even,

tEpzq^{´1} : z P Du \ #~ rI_{d´1} 0t 0 ´1 ¸ Epzq^{´1} : z P D + if d is odd.

(6.13)

The fact that the two unions are disjoint follows by Lemma 6.3. Note that we will not need to consider points for which c “ 0 in this first way, as such points form a null set and does not affect any of our other results in this paper. For z P D, let us also define

rEpzq :“ $ ’& ’% � Epzq^{´1}, ´Epzq^{´1} ( if d is even, # Epzq^{´1}, ~ rI_{d´1} 0t 0 ´1 ¸ Epzq^{´1} + if d is odd.

Lemma 6.8. We have that^ rI_{d´1} 0t 0 ´1 ˙ H ^ rI_{d´1} 0t 0 ´1 ˙ “ H. In particular, given^ A b^t 0 1 ˙ P H, we have that^ rI_{d´1} 0t 0 ´1 ˙^ A b^t 0 1 ˙^ rI_{d´1} 0t 0 ´1 ˙ “ ^ rI_{d´1}ArI_{d´1} ´rI_{d´1} b^t 0 1 ˙ . Proof. Compute. □ Theorem 6.9. Let T ą h_0. For z_1, z_2 P D and E^{´1}_1 P rEpz_1q E^{´1}_2 P rEpz_2q, we have that ΓzΓHtΦ^{´s} : s P R_ě 1_{d log T} uE^{´1}_1 č ΓzΓHtΦ^{´s} : s P R_ě 1_{d log T} uE^{´1}_2 “ H if and only if z_1 ‰ z_2.

Moreover, if z_1 “ z_2 “: z, then ΓzΓHtΦ^{´s} : s P R_ě 1_{d log T} uE^{´1}_1 “ ΓzΓHtΦ^{´s} : s P R_ě 1_{d log T} uE^{´1}_2 .

If d is even, we have the even stronger assertion that, for any point p P ΓzΓHtΦ^{´s} : s P R_ě 1_{d log T} u, the set prEpzq consists of exactly one point in ΓzG. Proof. Write

E^{´1}_1 “ ^ A_1 w^t_1 v_1 c_1 ˙ :“ ^ Apz_1q w^t pz_1q vpz_1q cpz_1q ˙

E^{´1}_2 “ ^ A_2 w^t_2 v_2 c_2 ˙ :“ ^ Apz_2q w^t pz_2q vpz_2q cpz_2q ˙ . Following the proof of Theorem 6.5, we have either (6.10) or (6.11).

The case (6.10) yields that c_1 “ c_2 (and does not equal zero by assumption). If c_1 ą 0, then we are exactly in the same case as in Theorem 6.5 and we obtain the same answer, namely E_1 “ E_2. If c_1 ă 0, then, by construction, we have that ´E^{´1}_1 , ´E^{´1}_2 , when d is even, or ^ rI_{d´1} 0t 0 ´1 ˙ E^{´1}_2 ^ rI_{d´1} 0t 0 ´1 ˙ E^{´1}_2 ,

when d is odd, are in the chart defined by c ą 0. Lemma 6.3 now implies that z_1 “ z_2 and E_1 “ E_2.

The case (6.11) yields that c_1 “ ´c_2 (and does not equal zero by assumption). Without loss of generality we may assume that c_1 ą 0. This implies that E_1 and E_2 are in different charts. Moreover, by construction, we have that E^{´1}_1 and ´E^{´1}_2 , when d is even, or ^ rI_{d´1} 0t 0 ´1 ˙ E^{´1}_2 ,

when d is odd, are in the chart defined by c ą 0. Lemma 6.3 now implies that z_1 “ z_2 and that

E^{´1}_1 “ $ ’& ’% ´E^{´1}_2 if d is even, ~ rI_{d´1} 0t 0 ´1 ¸ E^{´1}_2 if d is odd.

The first assertion is now immediate.

We now show the second assertion. We have that E^{´1}_1 , E^{´1}_2 P rEpzq. When d is odd, we may, without loss of generality, assume that

E^{´1}_1 “ ^ rI_{d´1} 0t 0 ´1 ˙ E^{´1}_2 .

Since^ rI_{d´1} 0t 0 ´1 ˙

commutes with Φ^{´s}, is an element of Γ, and is its own inverse, the desired result follows by an application of Lemma 6.8.

When d is even, we may, without loss of generality, assume that E^{´1}_1 “ ´E^{´1}_2 . This case of the second assertion and the third assertion follow because ´I_d commutes with all elements of SLpd, Rq, which implies that pEpzq^{´1} and p ` ´Epzq^{´1} ˘ lie in the same equivalence class in ΓzG. □

Let us now assume that our mapping E is no longer constrained by the condition (6.6). The second way to handle the general case is to only use the original chart, but we note that a function (defined in Proposition 6.10) with values in SOpd ´ 1, Rq depending on the smooth mapping E arises. In the special case of the exponential map, which allows us to use one chart for all of the sphere but a single point, the function is particularly simple and, potentially, useful for later applications.

Let us introduce some notation. Given a point z P D, its antipodal point z_{ap} is the unique point in D, should it exist, for which pvpz_{ap}q, cpz_{ap}qq “ p´vpzq, ´cpzqq. (6.14)

The uniqueness follows immediately from Lemma 6.3. Clearly, we also have that pz_{ap}q_{ap} “ z, and hence we say z, z_{ap} are antipodal. Using Lemma 6.3, we, likewise, refer to Epzq^{´1} and Epz_{ap}q^{´1} as antipodal. Let us define

pEpzq :“ #� Epzq^{´1}, Epz_{ap}q^{´1} ( if the antipode of z exists in D, � Epzq^{´1} ( if the antipode of z does not exist in D.

Proposition 6.10. For any antipodal pair z, z_{ap} P D, the mapping

E^{´1}pzqEpz_{ap}q : ΓzΓHtΦ^{´s} : s P R_ě 1_{d log T} u Ñ ΓzΓHtΦ^{´s} : s P R_ě 1_{d log T} u

p ÞÑ pE^{´1}pzqEpz_{ap}q “: q

is a smooth automorphism. This automorphism is solely a function of z. Moreover, the heights of p and q as elements of the Grenier fundamental domain are both equal.

Proof. Since k :“ E^{´1}pzqEpz_{ap}q is invertible, it suffices, for the first assertion, to show that q is in

ΓzΓHtΦ^{´s} : s P R_ě 1_{d log T} u.

Write

Epzq^{´1} “ ^ Apzq w^t pzq vpzq cpzq ˙ Epz_{ap}q^{´1} “ ^ A_{ap}pzq w^t_{ap}pzq ´vpzq ´cpzq ˙ . Since vpzq v^t pzq ` pcpzqq^2 “ 1, we have that k “ ^ Apzq A^t_{ap}pzq ` w^t pzqw_{ap}pzq 0^t 0 ´1 ˙

“

$ ’ ’& ’ ’% ´ ~ ´ ` Apzq A^t_{ap}pzq ` w^t pzqw_{ap}pzq ˘ 0^t 0 1 ¸ if d is even, ~ rI_{d´1} 0t 0 ´1 ¸~ rI_{d´1} `Apzq At_{ap}pzq ` wt pzqw_{ap}pzq˘ 0t 0 1 ¸ if d is odd,

where´ ` Apzq A^t_{ap}pzq ` w^t pzqw_{ap}pzq ˘ , if d is even, and rI_{d´1} ` Apzq A^t_{ap}pzq ` w^t pzqw_{ap}pzq ˘ are in SOpd ´ 1, Rq. Since H ^ R 0^t 0 1 ˙ “ H for all R P SOpd ´ 1, Rq and k commutes with Φ^{´s}, Lemma 6.8 gives the first assertion.

We now show the second assertion. Let γMΦ^{´s} be the element of the equivalence class p and pγ xMΦ^{´ps} be the element of the equivalence class q in the Grenier fundamental domain. Using (6.8) with (6.2) and solving for k, we have the analog of (6.9):

0 “ e^{pd´1qs`ps}p pB,

from which we may deduce that p “ 0 as pB is invertible. This implies that q “ detpNq “ ´1, which further implies that s “ ps, which is the desired result.

Since z_{ap} depends only on z, the automorphism depends only on z. □

Remark 6.11. We will refer to the elements p, q P ΓzΓHtΦ^{´s} : s P R_ě 1_{d log T} u as associated elements for the antipodal pair z, z_{ap}.

Theorem 6.12. Let T ą h_0. For z_1, z_2 P D and

E^{´1}_1 P pEpz_1q E^{´1}_2 P pEpz_2q, we have that ΓzΓHtΦ^{´s} : s P R_ě 1_{d log T} uE^{´1}_1 č ΓzΓHtΦ^{´s} : s P R_ě 1_{d log T} uE^{´1}_2 “ H

if and only if z_1 ‰ z_2.

Moreover, if z_1 “ z_2 “: z, then

ΓzΓHtΦ^{´s} : s P R_ě 1_{d log T} uEpzq^{´1} “ ΓzΓHtΦ^{´s} : s P R_ě 1_{d log T} uEpz_{ap}q^{´1}.

Proof. Write

E^{´1}_1 “ ^ A_1 w^t_1 v_1 c_1 ˙ :“ ^ Apz_1q w^t pz_1q vpz_1q cpz_1q ˙

E^{´1}_2 “ ^ A_2 w^t_2 v_2 c_2 ˙ :“ ^ Apz_2q w^t pz_2q vpz_2q cpz_2q ˙ . Following the proof of Theorem 6.5, we have either (6.10) or (6.11).

The case (6.10) yields that c_1 “ c_2. Here, we also allow c_1 “ c_2 “ 0. The first assertion for the case (6.10) follows as in Theorem 6.9. The case (6.11) yields that c_1 “ ´c_2. Here, we also allow c_1 “ c_2 “ 0. Likewise, the first assertion for the case (6.11) follows as in Theorem 6.9.

The second assertion follows from Proposition 6.10. □ 7. Spherical directions: the general case

The general case has two independent aspects. We first consider thickenings of subsets of S_T defined by lower bounds for the y_i-coordinates on the Grenier domain. Then we consider thickenings by general subsets of the sphere, including all of the sphere. Recall the definitions of D, E, E, v, and c from Section 1.2 and z^1 and c_{min} from Section 4. Before we show either aspect, we consider measurable sets in SOpd, Rq induced by our smooth mapping E.

7.1. Subsets of SOpd, Rq induced by E. Recall, from Section 6.2, that E induces a diffeomorphism ψ from D onto a submanifold of S^{d´1} “ K^1z SOpd, Rq. Let P : SOpd, Rq Ñ K^1z SOpd, Rq be the natural projection. Then Lemma 6.3 implies that P|_E : E Ñ ψpDq is a bijection. We say a subset U Ă SOpd, Rq is induced by E if PpUq “ ψpDq.

For any U Ă SOpd, Rq induced by E, define the slice of U through E^{´1}pzq as the following: rK_U pzq :“ K^1E^{´1}pzq X U.

Lemma 7.1. For any subset U induced by E, we have that ğ zPD rK_U pzq “ U

Proof. The disjointness follows by Lemma 6.3. Let g P U. Then Ppgq “ ψpzq for some z P D. Now P^{´1}pψpzqq “ K^1h for some h P SOpd, Rq. Consequently, both g and E^{´1}pzq are in K^1h, which implies the desired result. □ We note that the largest set induced by E is K^1E, as it contains every set induced by E. The largest set is also an open subset of SOpd, Rq because D is open and K^1E “ P^{´1}pψpDqq. 7.2. Thickenings of subsets of S_T and Cholesky factorization. To state the result precisely, recall from Section 1.2 our definition of the neighborhood C :“ C_{T´,T`} :“ Cpα, γ, rK, β^´_{ij} , β^`_{ij} q in the fundamental domain F^1_d. Let us restrict our consideration of such neighborhoods of F^1_d to those for which the values for any x_{ij} are only constrained because they are the coordinates of a point in F^1_d:

rS :“ rSpzq :“ rS_{T´,T`} pzq :“ rS ´ α, γ, rKpzq ¯ where T_´, T_`, α, and γ are as in Section 1.2, and, for any z, rKpzq is a subset of K^1.^8 Set

T_0 :“ T^{d{2pd´1q} ´ . (7.1) Now apply the flow to these neighborhoods using (5.9): rS_T :“ rS_T pzq :“ rS^{pT T ´1}0^{qpd´1q{d} “ rSΦ^{´ 1}_d^{logpT {T}0^q (7.2)

and, using (5.6), has lower height T^{2pd´1q{d}. Note that the lower height of S_{T0} is the same as that of rS and the lower height of S_T is the same as that of rS_T . Also note that, for any L P G, the set A_L is as defined in Section 8.2.

Theorem 7.2. Let 0 ă η ă 1 be a fixed constant, L P G, T_` ě T_´ ą h^{2pd´1q{d}_0 , A Ă A_L be a bounded subset with measure zero boundary with respect to dx, U Ă SOpd, Rq be a subset measurable with respect to dk and induced by E, and let (1.13) hold. Let rSpzq :“ rS_{T´,T`} pzq :“ rS ´ α, γ, rK_U pzqEpzq ¯ , and rS_T be defined using (7.1 , 7.2). Then

T^{d´1} ż R^{d´1} 1_{A^t rST pzqE´1pzq:zPDu}px, Ln_´pxqΦ^tq dx^{tÑ8}ÝÝÝÑ T^{d{2}_´ μpt rSpzqE^{´1}pzq : z P Duq ^ż R^{d´1} 1_Apxq dx ˙ (7.3)

8As an aside, which is not necessary for our proof, note that we have precisely the following. Set rSpα, γ, rKpzqq “ Cpα, γ, rKpzq, β^´_{ij} , β^`_{ij} q with $ ’ ’ ’& ’ ’ ’%

$ ’& ’% β^´_{1j} “ 0 and β^`_{1j} “ 1{2 for j “ 2, ¨ ¨ ¨ , d ´ 1 β^´_{1j} “ ´1{2 and β^`_{1j} “ 1{2 for j “ d β^´_{ij} “ ´1{2 and β^`_{ij} “ 1{2 for 2 ď i ă j ď d if d is even, # β^´_{1j} “ 0 and β^`_{1j} “ 1{2 for j “ 2, ¨ ¨ ¨ , d β^´_{ij} “ ´1{2 and β^`_{ij} “ 1{2 for 2 ď i ă j ď d if d is odd.

See Section 1.2.

uniformly for all T P rT^{d{2pd´1q}_´ , e^{dtη} s.

Remark 7.3. Without loss of generality, we may assume that T^{d{2pd´1q}_´ ď e^{dtη} . By Theorem 9.2, the right-hand side is also equal to

lim_{tÑ8} T^{d´1}μ ´! rS_T pzqE^{´1}pzq : z P D

)¯ ^ż T^{d´1} 1_Apxq dx ˙ . Also note that one could obtain an explicit formula for μ ´ t rS_T pzqE^{´1}pzq : z P Du ¯ in terms of the variables x_{ij} , y_ℓ from (5.6) using Grenier coordinates and the induced subset U Ă SOpd, Rq.

The proof for the case L “ I_d will be a modification of the proof of Theorem 1.5 for the case L “ I_d and will be given in Section 7.2.3. The proof for generic L P G is given in Section 8.5.

7.2.1. Preliminaries. An important precursor to the proof, for d ě 3, is to recognize that the leftmultiplication of the expression A ´ w^t z^1 from (4.2) with any rk P SOpd ´ 1, Rq is, heuristically and non-rigorously speaking, a “rotation” up to a symmetric factor. We now make this precise and explicitly determine the factor to precisely understand its affect on the subset of S_T . Also, note that we are requiring c ą 0 because (1.13) holds. Let us assume in this section (Section 7.2.1) that d ě 3 unless we explicitly state that d “ 2 is under consideration.

Lemma 7.4. Let d ě 3 and rk P SOpd ´ 1, Rq. We have that

rk `A ´ w^t z^1˘ `A ´ w^t z^1˘ t rk^t “ I_{d´1}` rk wt w rkt c^2 ` A ´ w^t z^1 ˘ t` A ´ w^t z^1 ˘ “ I_{d´1}` v^t v c^2 . Moreover, these products are invertible: det ~ I_{d´1}` rk wt w rkt c^2 ¸ “ c^{´2{pd´1q} “ det ^ I_{d´1}` v^t v c^2 ˙ . Proof. We prove the first assertion. The second is proved in an analogous manner. Recalling (1.11), we have that^ A w^t v c ˙^ A w^t v c ˙ t “ I_d, which yields A A^t ` w^t w “ I_{d´1}

(7.4) A v^t ` w^t c “ 0^t v A^t ` cw “ 0 v v^t ` c^2 “ 1.

Simplifying, we have that ` A ´ w^t z^1 ˘` A ´ w^t z^1 ˘ t “ A A^t´ 1 c A v^t w´ 1 c w^t v A^t`

}v}^2 c^2 w^t w “ I_{d´1} ` w^t w ^ 1` }v}^2 c^2 ˙

“ I_{d´1}` w^t w c^2 , where the last two equalities follow by applying (7.4). Since rk rk^t “ I_{d´1}, we have shown the first assertion.

The final assertion concerning determinants follows immediately from (4.2) and our requirement that c ą 0. □

To compute the factor, we wish to find a d ´ 1 ^ d ´ 1 upper triangular matrix B satisfying the following equation

B B^t “ I_{d´1}` rk wt w rkt c^2 . (7.5)

Let 0_i denote the i-vector with all zero entries.

Theorem 7.5. Let d ě 3, rk P SOpd ´ 1, Rq, and p rw_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , rw_{d´1}q :“ w rk^t . The solution to (7.5) is the matrix

B “

¨ ˚ ˚ ˚ ˝ β_{d´1} s^t_{d´2} s^t_{d´3} ¨ ¨ ¨ s^t_1 0_1 β_{d´2} 0_2 β_{d´3} ... 0_{d´2} β_1

˛ ‹ ‹ ‹ ‚ where

β^2_k :“ $ & % 1 `^{rw2d´1}_{c2} for k “ 1

1 `^{rw2d´k}

c^2` rw^2_{d`1´k}`¨¨¨` rw^2_{d´1} for 2 ď k ď d ´ 1 and s_k :“ $ ’& ’% rw_{d´1} c b c^2` rw^2_{d´1}

p rw_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , rw_{d´2}q for k “ 1 rw_{d´k} b pc^2` rw^2_{d`1´k}`¨¨¨` rw^2_{d´1}qpc^2` rw^2_{d´k}`¨¨¨` rw^2_{d´1}q p rw_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , rw_{d´1´k}q for 2 ď k ď d ´ 2 .

This is the only d ´ 1 ^ d ´ 1 upper triangular matrix that is a solution.

The symmetric factor is mentioned above is, indeed, B and the rotation mentioned above is the following.

Corollary 7.6. Let d ě 3 and rk P SOpd ´ 1, Rq. We have that

B^{´1}rk ` A ´ w^t z^1 ˘ P SOpd ´ 1, Rq.

Moreover, given an open, respectively measurable, subset pK Ă SOpd ´ 1, Rq, we have a smooth, respectively measurable, mapping

R : pK ^ D Ñ ^ SOpd ´ 1, Rq 0^t 0 1 ˙ prk, zq ÞÑ ^ B^{´1}rk ` A ´ w^t z^1 ˘ 0^t 0 1 ˙

such that Rp¨, zq is injective for any fixed z P D.

Proof. Apply Theorem 7.5 and Lemma 7.4 to (7.5). Note that the invertibility of B follows from the fact that, for any z P D and rk P SOpd ´ 1, Rq, we have that β_k ě 1 for every k “ 1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , d ´ 1.

The proof of the injectivity statement is as follows. Recall that B depends on rk. Let B_1 and B_2 be as in the theorem for rk_1 and rk_2, respectively. Note that B^{´1}_1 “ n_1a_1 and B^{´1}_2 “ n_2a_2 for some upper triangular unipotent matrices n_1 and n_2 and some diagonal matrices a_1 and a_2 with all positive diagonal entries. Hence,

Rprk_1, zq “ Rprk_2, zq ðñ B^{´1}_1 rk_1 “ B^{´1}_2 rk_2 ðñ n_1a_1rk_1 “ n_2a_2rk_2.

The latter expression is in Iwasawa coordinates for SLpd ´ 1, Rq and, hence, it follows that n_1 “ n_2, a_1 “ a_2, and rk_1 “ rk_2, which gives the desired result concerning injectivity. This proves the corollary. □

7.2.2. Proof of Theorem 7.5. Let us continue to assume in this section (Section 7.2.2) that d ě 3 unless we explicitly state that d “ 2 is under consideration. First, we make a simple observation to be used later. Let us use the notation 0_{i^j} to denote the i ^ j matrix of all zero entries, and recall that the notation r¨s is defined in (5.1).

Lemma 7.7. Let xM, pN be square matrices of the same dimension i. We have that ^ r xMs pN 0_{i^j} 0_{j^i} I_j ˙ “ „ xM 0_{i^j} 0_{j^i} I_j ȷ^ pN 0_{i^j} 0_{j^i} I_j ˙

Proof. Compute. □

Also, we note that Lemma 7.4 applied to the general theory of positive definite matrices (see [7, Theorem 4.2.1] for example) implies that

C_1 :“ I_{d´1}` rk wt w rkt c^2 is invertible and symmetric positive definite. Consequently, we are guaranteed that there exists a unique decomposition of the form U U^t where U is upper triangular using Cholesky factorization (see [7, Theorem 4.2.5] for example).

The proof will be a computation. We will follow the general idea of the outer product Cholesky factorization [7, Section 4.2.5], except the block decomposition of the matrices will be different to allows us to obtain a U U^t decomposition directly. The details of this reverse outer product Cholesky factorization are as follows.

Recall that we are in the case for which d ě 3. Set ℓ :“ d ´ 1 and u :“ pu_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , u_ℓq :“ pw rk^t q{c. Note that we have

u^t u “ ¨ ˚ ˚ ˝ u^2_1 u_1u_2 u_1u_3 ¨ ¨ ¨ u_1u_ℓ u_2u_1 u^2 u_2u_3 ¨ ¨ ¨ u_2u_ℓ . ..

u_ℓu_1 u_ℓu_2 ¨ ¨ ¨ u_ℓu_{ℓ´1} u^2_ℓ

˛ ‹ ‹ ‚ .

Let us distinguish the upper ℓ ´ 1 ^ ℓ ´ 1 block and add it to I_{ℓ´1}:

D_1 :“ ¨ ˚ ˚ ˝ 1 ` u^2_1 u_1u_2 u_1u_3 ¨ ¨ ¨ u_1u_{ℓ´1} u_2u_1 1 ` u^2 u_2u_3 ¨ ¨ ¨ u_2u_{ℓ´1} .. .

u_{ℓ´1}u_1 u_{ℓ´1}u_2 ¨ ¨ ¨ u_{ℓ´1}u_{ℓ´2} 1 ` u^2_{ℓ´1}

˛ ‹ ‹ ‚ .

Let us also distinguish the last element of the last row and add one to it β^2_1 :“ 1 ` u^2_ℓ ,

(7.6) and let us denote the rest of that the last row r_1 :“ ` u_1u_ℓ u_2u_ℓ ¨ ¨ ¨ u_{ℓ´1}u_ℓ ˘ . (7.7) Consequently, we have that

C_1 “ ^ D_1 r^t_1 r_1 β^2_1 ˙ . Recalling the definition of the notation r¨s in (5.1), a direct computation gives us the following decomposition:

C_1 “ « I_{ℓ´1}^{rt 1}_{β1} 0 β_1 ff~ D_1 ´^{rt 1r1}_{β21} 0^t 0 1 ¸ . (7.8)

This is the first step in the reverse outer product Cholesky factorization.

If d “ 3, this first step will suffice. Note that we have β^2_1 “ 1 ` u^2 r_1 “ u_1u_2 D_1 “ 1 ` u^2_1, from which it follows that D_1´ r^t_1r_1 β^2_1

“ 1` u^2_1 1 ` u^2

“: β^2 .

Applying Lemma 7.7 to (7.8) yields

C_1 “ „ β_2^{r1}_{β1} 0 β_1 ȷ , from which Theorem 7.5 for d “ 3 immediately follows.

Consequently, from this point forth, we may assume d ě 4 and thus ℓ ě 3. We now use recursion. Let us distinguish the upper ℓ ´ 1 ^ ℓ ´ 1 block of the second matrix from (7.8):

C_2 :“ D_1´ r^t_1r_1 β^2_1 . Note that

r^t_1r_1 “ ¨ ˚ ˚ ˝ u^2_1u^2_ℓ u_1u_2u^2_ℓ u_1u_3u^2_ℓ ¨ ¨ ¨ u_1u_{ℓ´1}u^2_ℓ u_2u_1u^2_ℓ u^2u^2_ℓ u_2u_3u^2_ℓ ¨ ¨ ¨ u_2u_{ℓ´1}u^2_ℓ ... u_{ℓ´1}u_1u^2_ℓ u_{ℓ´1}u_2u^2_ℓ ¨ ¨ ¨ u_{ℓ´1}u_{ℓ´2}u^2_ℓ u^2_{ℓ´1}u^2_ℓ

˛ ‹ ‹ ‚

and that D_1 and^{rt 1r1}_{β21} are symmetric. Consequently, for each row of C_2, we only need specify the elements at and to the right of the principle diagonal.

Let 1 ď i ď ℓ ´ 1 and 1 ď j ď ℓ ´ 1 such that i ă j. Computing the elements on the principle diagonal, we have that

pC_2q_{ii} “ 1` u^2_i 1 ` u^2_ℓ ě 1.

Computing the elements to the right of the principle diagonal, we have that

pC_2q_{ij} “ u_iu_j 1 ` u^2_ℓ . Thus, we have

C_2 “

¨ ˚ ˚ ˚ ˚ ˝

1 `^{u21}_{1`u2ℓ}^{u1u2}_{1`u2ℓ}^{u1u3}_{1`u2ℓ} ¨ ¨ ¨^{u1uℓ´1}_{1`u2ℓ}

u_2u_1 1`u^2_ℓ 1` u^2 1`u^2_ℓ u_2u_3 1`u^2_ℓ ¨ ¨¨ u_2u_{ℓ´1} 1`u^2_ℓ ... u_{ℓ´1}u_1 1`u^2_ℓ u_{ℓ´1}u_2 1`u^2_ℓ ¨ ¨¨ u_{ℓ´1}u_{ℓ´2} 1`u^2_ℓ 1` u^2_{ℓ´1} 1`u^2_ℓ

˛ ‹ ‹ ‹ ‹ ‚ “: ^ D_2 r^t_2 r_2 β^2 ˙

where we have, analogous to the previous step, denoted the upper ℓ ´ 2 ^ ℓ ´ 2 block by D_2, the last element of the last row by β^2 , and the rest of the last row by r_2. The analogous direct computation from the previous step gives us the following:

C_2 “ « I_{ℓ´2}^{rt 2}_{β2} 0 β_2 ff~ D_2 ´^{rt 2r2}_{β2} 0^t 0 1 ¸ . (7.9)

If d “ 4, two steps will suffice. Note that we have

β^2_1 “ 1 ` u^2_3 β^2 “ 1` u^2 1 ` u^2_3 r_1 “ pu_1u_3, u_2u_3q r_2 “ u_2u_1 1 ` u^2_3

D_2 “ 1` u^2_1 1 ` u^2_3 , from which it follows that D_2´ r^t_2r_2 β^2

“ 1` u^2_1 1 ` u^2 ` u^2_3

“: β^2_3 .

(Note that this computation is direct and is similar to the computation for pC_{k`1}q_{11} in Lemma 7.8 below.) Applying Lemma 7.7 to (7.8, 7.9) yields

C_1 “ » — – 1 0^{u1u3}?_{1`u23} 0 1^{u2u3}?_{1`u23} 0 0 β_1 fi ffi fl » — – 1^{u1u2} b p1`u^2_3qp1`u^2`u^2_3q 0 0 β_2 0 0 0 1 fi ffi fl » – β_3 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 fi fl

“ » — – β_3^{u1u2} b p1`u^2_3qp1`u^2`u^2_3q

u_1u_3

?_{1`u23}

0 β_2^{u2u3}?_{1`u23} 0 0 β_1 fi ffi fl ,

from which Theorem 7.5 for d “ 4 immediately follows.

Consequently, from this point forth, we may assume d ě 5 and thus ℓ ě 4. Setting C_3 to be the upper ℓ ´ 2 ^ ℓ ´ 2 block of the second matrix

C_3 :“ D_2´ r^t_2r_2 β^2 , we recursively repeat the decomposition in step 2 until we arrive at C_ℓ. We now show that this recursion is valid and that C_ℓ is a number.

Lemma 7.8. Let 2 ď k ď ℓ ´ 1. Let 1 ď i ď ℓ ` 1 ´ k and 1 ď j ď ℓ ` 1 ´ k such that i ă j. We have that C_k is an ℓ ` 1 ´ k ^ ℓ ` 1 ´ k symmetric matrix with entries

pC_kq_{ii} “ 1` u^2_i 1 ` u^2_{ℓ`2´k} ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` u^2_ℓ ě 1 and pC_kq_{ij} “ u_iu_j 1 ` u^2_{ℓ`2´k} ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` u^2_ℓ . (7.10)

Moreover, we have that

C_k “

¨ ˚ ˚ ˚ ˚ ˝

1 `^{u21}

1`u^2_{ℓ`2´k}`¨¨¨`u^2_ℓ u_1u_2 1`u^2_{ℓ`2´k}`¨¨¨`u^2_ℓ u_1u_3 1`u^2_{ℓ`2´k}`¨¨¨`u^2_ℓ ¨ ¨¨ u_1u_{ℓ`1´k} 1`u^2_{ℓ`2´k}`¨¨¨`u^2_ℓ u_2u_1 1`u^2_{ℓ`2´k}`¨¨¨`u^2_ℓ 1` u^2 1`u^2_{ℓ`2´k}`¨¨¨`u^2_ℓ u_2u_3 1`u^2_{ℓ`2´k}`¨¨¨`u^2_ℓ ¨ ¨¨ u_2u_{ℓ`1´k} 1`u^2_{ℓ`2´k}`¨¨¨`u^2_ℓ ... u_{ℓ`1´k}u_1 1`u^2_{ℓ`2´k}`¨¨¨`u^2_ℓ u_{ℓ`1´k}u_2 1`u^2_{ℓ`2´k}`¨¨¨`u^2_ℓ ¨ ¨¨ u_{ℓ`1´k}u_{ℓ´k} 1`u^2_{ℓ`2´k}`¨¨¨`u^2_ℓ 1` u^2_{ℓ`1´k} 1`u^2_{ℓ`2´k}`¨¨¨`u^2_ℓ

˛ ‹ ‹ ‹ ‹ ‚

“: ^ D_k r^t_k r_k β^2_k ˙

where D_k is an ℓ ´ k ^ ℓ ´ k matrix and β^2_k is a real number.

Proof. The proof is by induction on k. We have already shown the case k “ 2. Assume that the case k holds. We have that the (recursive) definition of C_{k`1} is

C_{k`1} :“ D_k´ r^t_kr_k β^2_k . By the induction hypothesis, C_k and thus D_k are symmetric, which further implies that C_{k`1} is symmetric. The size of C_{k`1} is the same as that of D_k, namely ℓ ´ k ^ ℓ ´ k.

Let us set

n :“ ℓ ` 1 ´ k and α :“ 1 ` u^2_{ℓ`2´k} ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` u^2_ℓ “ 1 ` u^2_{n`1} ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` u^2_ℓ

for convenience of exposition. This notation and the induction hypothesis gives us that

α^2β^2_k “ αpα ` u^2_nq and that r^t_kr_k β^2_k “ 1 αpα ` u^2_nq

¨ ˚ ˚ ˝ u^2_1u^2_n u_1u_2u^2_n u_1u_3u^2_n ¨ ¨ ¨ u_1u_{n´1}u^2_n u_2u_1u^2_n u^2u^2_n u_2u_3u^2_n ¨ ¨ ¨ u_2u_{n´1}u^2_n .. .

u_{n´1}u_1u^2_n u_{n´1}u_2u^2_n ¨ ¨ ¨ u_{n´1}u_{n´2}u^2_n u^2_{n´1}u^2_n

˛ ‹ ‹ ‚ .

Let 1 ď i ď n ´ 1 and 1 ď j ď n ´ 1 such that i ă j. (Recalling that we are now in the case that d ě 5 and thus ℓ ě 4, we have that n ´ 1 ě 2.) We have that ^ r^t_kr_k β^2_k ˙ ii “ u^2_i u^2_n αpα ` u^2_nq and ^ r^t_kr_k β^2_k ˙ ij “ u_iu_ju^2_n αpα ` u^2_nq . The induction hypothesis further gives

pD_kq_{ii} “ 1` u^2_i α and pD_kq_{ij} “ u_iu_j α . Consequently, we have that

pC_{k`1}q_{ii} “ 1` u^2_i 1 ` u^2_{ℓ`1´k} ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` u^2_ℓ and pC_{k`1}q_{ij} “ u_iu_j 1 ` u^2_{ℓ`1´k} ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` u^2_ℓ , which yields the desired result. □ Lemma 7.9. We have that

β^2_ℓ :“ C_ℓ “ 1` u^2_1 1 ` u^2 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` u^2_ℓ . Proof. We note that the proof of Lemma 7.8 (namely, the induction hypothesis) yielding

pC_{k`1}q_{ii} “ 1` u^2_i 1 ` u^2_{ℓ`1´k} ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` u^2_ℓ for 1 ď i ď n ´ 1 is still valid when k “ ℓ ´ 1. This yields the desired result. □ Remark 7.10. Lemma 7.9 also holds for ℓ “ 2 and ℓ “ 3, as we have shown when we considered the cases d “ 3 and d “ 4, respectively.

Proposition 7.11. For 1 ď k ď ℓ ´ 1, we have that

C_k “ « I_{ℓ´k}^{rt k}_{βk} 0 β_k ff~ D_k ´^{rt krk}_{β2k} 0^t 0 1 ¸ . Proof. Applying Lemma 7.8 to the analogous computation as for C_1 gives the desired result. □ We now finish the proof of Theorem 7.5. We will use zero vectors of different lengths. For clarity, we use the notation 0_i to denote the i-vector with all zero entries. Also, note that the vector r_k is an ℓ ´ k-vector and that C_k is an ℓ ` 1 ´ k ^ ℓ ` 1 ´ k matrix. Lemma 7.12. We have that^9

C_1 “

» — — — –

I_{ℓ´k}^{rt k}_{βk}^{rt k´1}_{βk´1} ¨ ¨ ¨^{rt 1}_{β1} 0_{ℓ´k} β_k 0_{ℓ´pk´1q} β_{k´1} ... 0_{ℓ´1} β_1 fi ffi ffi ffi fl

¨ ˚ ˚ ˚ ˝

C_{k`1} 0^t_{ℓ´k} 0^t_{ℓ´pk´1q} ¨ ¨ ¨ 0^t_{ℓ´1} 0_{ℓ´k} 1 0_{ℓ´pk´1q} 1 ... 0_{ℓ´1} 1

˛ ‹ ‹ ‹ ‚

for 1 ď k ď ℓ ´ 1.

9Note that the matrix in the square brackets is upper triangular and the matrix in the round brackets is symmetric.

Proof. We induct on k. The case k “ 1 is Proposition 7.11. Assume that the case k holds. Applying Proposition 7.11 with Lemma 7.7 and directly multiplying yields » — — — –

I_{ℓ´k}^{rt k}_{βk}^{rt k´1}_{βk´1} ¨ ¨ ¨^{rt 1}_{β1} 0_{ℓ´k} β_k 0_{ℓ´pk´1q} β_{k´1} .. .

0_{ℓ´1} β_1 fi ffi ffi ffi fl

» — — — – rC_{k`1} 0t_{ℓ´k} 0t_{ℓ´pk´1q} ¨ ¨ ¨ 0t_{ℓ´1} 0_{ℓ´k} 1 0_{ℓ´pk´1q} 1 .. .

0_{ℓ´1} 1 fi ffi ffi ffi fl ¨ ˚ ˚ ˚ ˝

C_{k`2} 0^t_{ℓ´pk`1q} 0^t_{ℓ´k} ¨ ¨ ¨ 0^t_{ℓ´1} 0_{ℓ´pk`1q} 1

0_{ℓ´k} 1 .. .

0_{ℓ´1} 1

˛ ‹ ‹ ‹ ‚

where rC_{k`1} is the ℓ ´ k ^ ℓ ´ k block

rC_{k`1} :“ ~ I_{ℓ´pk`1q}^{rt pk`1q}_{βpk`1q} 0_{ℓ´pk`1q} β_{pk`1q} ¸ . Multiplying the matrices in the square brackets yields the desired result. □

Proposition 7.13. We have that

C_1 “

» — — — — – β_ℓ^{rt ℓ´1}_{βℓ´1}^{rt ℓ´2}_{βℓ´2} ¨ ¨ ¨^{rt 1}_{β1} 0_1 β_{ℓ´1} 0_2 β_{ℓ´2} ... 0_{ℓ´1} β_1 fi ffi ffi ffi ffi fl .

Proof. Apply Lemma 7.12 with k “ ℓ ´ 1 and, to the result, apply Lemmas 7.9 and 7.7. This yields the desired result. □

Consequently, using the proposition, we have proved Theorem 7.5. Note that the values of β_k and s_k come from (7.6, 7.7) and Lemmas 7.8 and 7.9.

7.2.3. Proof of Theorem 7.2 for L “ I_d. We adapt the proof of Theorem 1.5 for the case L “ I_d to give a proof of Theorem 7.2 for the case L “ I_d. The key equation to use is (4.2), which we now restate in a more convenient form:

Φ^{´s}Epzq^{´1}n_`p´z^1q “ Φ^{´s} ^ I_{d´1} c^{´1}p w^t q 0 1 ˙^ c^{1{pd´1q}pA ´ w^t z^1q 0^t 0 1 ˙ Φ^{log c{pd´1q}

(7.11)

Define the natural projection map

ι : K^1 Ñ SOpd ´ 1, Rq, ^ k 0^t 0 1 ˙ ÞÑ k

The analog of Lemma 4.1 is

Lemma 7.14. We have that ! rS_T pzqE^{´1}pzq : z P D ) “ " rS ^ T c^2T_´ α_1, T c^2T_´ γ_{d´1}, 1 ˙ n_`pz^1q : z P D * if d “ 2 and ! rS_T pzqE^{´1}pzq : z P D ) “ $ & % ğ pkP rK_U pzq rS ~~ β_{d´1} β_{d´2} α_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , β_2 β_1 α_{d´2}, β_1T

cT^{d{2pd´1q} ´ α_{d´1} ¸ , ~ β_{d´1} β_{d´2} γ_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , β_2 β_1 γ_{d´2}, β_1T

cT^{d{2pd´1q} ´ γ_{d´1} ¸ , R ´ ι ´ pkEpzq ¯ , z ¯¸ n_`pz^1q : z P D +

if d ě 3. Here, β_ℓ is as in Theorem 7.5.

Remark 7.15. Note that application of the flow Φ^{´s} does not affect the rK coordinate.

Proof. Applying (7.11, 5.6, 5.9, 7.2), we have that an arbitrary element g P rS_T E is of the form

g “ ¨ ˚ ˝ 1 x_{ij} .. . 1

˛ ‹ ‚y^{´1{2}

¨ ˚ ˚ ˚ ˝ y_{d´1}y_{d´2} ¨ ¨ ¨ y_1 . ..

y_{d´1}y_{d´2} y_{d´1} 1

˛ ‹ ‹ ‹ ‚ ^ k 0^t 0 1 ˙

^ I_{d´1} c^{´1}p w^t q 0 1 ˙^ c^{1{pd´1q}pA ´ w^t z^1q 0^t 0 1 ˙ Φ^{log c{pd´1q}n_`pz^1q

where z P D, γ_i ě y_i ě α_i for i “ 1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , d ´ 2, T^{´d{2pd´1q}_´ T γ_{d´1} ě y_{d´1} ě T^{´d{2pd´1q}_´ T α_{d´1}, and k P rK_U pzqEpzq. (The only constraint on x_{ij} is that g lies in F^1_d.) Since ^ k 0^t 0 1 ˙^ I_{d´1} c^{´1}p w^t q 0 1 ˙ “ ^ I_{d´1} kc^{´1}p w^t q 0 1 ˙^ k 0^t 0 1 ˙

and the diagonal element

y^{´1{2}

¨ ˚ ˚ ˚ ˝ y_{d´1}y_{d´2} ¨ ¨ ¨ y_1 .. .

y_{d´1}y_{d´2} y_{d´1} 1

˛ ‹ ‹ ‹ ‚ (7.12)

acts by conjugation on the subgroup of upper triangular unipotent matrices, we have that

g “ ¨ ˚ ˝ 1 rx_{ij} .. . 1

˛ ‹ ‚y^{´1{2}

¨ ˚ ˚ ˚ ˝ y_{d´1}y_{d´2} ¨ ¨ ¨ y_1 ... y_{d´1}y_{d´2} y_{d´1} 1

˛ ‹ ‹ ‹ ‚ ^ k 0^t 0 1 ˙

^ c^{1{pd´1q}pA ´ w^t z^1q 0^t 0 1 ˙ Φ^{log c{pd´1q}n_`pz^1q.

Consider the case d “ 2 first. Equation (7.11) implies that c^{1{pd´1q} ` A ´ w^t z^1 ˘ “ 1, from which the desired result follows by an application of (5.9).

Now consider the case d ě 3. Multiplying matrices, we have

g “ ¨ ˚ ˝ 1 rx_{ij} . .. 1

˛ ‹ ‚y^{´1{2}

¨ ˚ ˚ ˚ ˚ ˝ y_{d´1}y_{d´2} ¨ ¨ ¨ y_1 . ..

y_{d´1}y_{d´2} y_{d´1} 1

˛ ‹ ‹ ‹ ‹ ‚ ^ B 0^t 0 c ˙^ B^{´1}k ` A ´ w^t z^1 ˘ 0^t 0 1 ˙ n_`pz^1q

where B is as in Theorem 7.5. Also we have ^ B 0^t 0 c ˙ “ npBq

¨ ˚ ˚ ˚ ˝ β_{d´1} . ..

β_2

β_1 c

˛ ‹ ‹ ‹ ‚ where npBq is an upper triangular unipotent matrix. Using the conjugation action of the diagonal element from (7.12) yields the desired result.

Note that the disjointness of the union follows from the injectivity assertion in Corollary 7.6. □ For convenience of notation, let us denote some of the sets in the lemma by

pS_T pzq :“

$ ’ ’& ’ ’% rS ´_T

c^2T_´ α1, T c^2T_´ γd´1, 1 ¯ if d “ 2, Ů_p

kP rK_U pzq rS ^^_β d´1 β_{d´2} α1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , β_2 β_1 αd´2, β_1T cT^{d{2pd´1q} ´ α_{d´1} ˙ , ^_β d´1 β_{d´2} γ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , β_2 β_1 γd´2, β_1T cT^{d{2pd´1q} ´ γ_{d´1} ˙ , R ´ ι ´ pkEpzq ¯ , z ¯˙ if d ě 3.

(7.13)

Lemma 7.16. For any z P D, the lower height of pS_T pzq is

T^{2pd´1q{d} c^{2pd2 ´2d`2q{dpd´1q} . Proof. The result for d “ 2 is a direct computation. For d ě 3, a direct computation yields that the lower height is~

T^{2pd´1q} c^{2pd´1q} β^2_1 ¨ ¨ ¨ β^2_{d´1}

¸_{1{d} . Applying Theorem 7.5, (7.5), and Lemma 7.4 yields the desired result. □

Corollary 7.17. We have that ď zPD pS_T pzq Ă S_T and ď zPD pS_{T0} pzq Ă S_{T0} .

Proof. Apply the lemma with the fact that 0 ă c ď 1. □

We now follow the proof of Theorem 1.5 for the case L “ I_d, but replacing

S_{T c}´d{pd´1q with pS_T pzq and S_{T0c}´d{pd´1q with pS_{T0} pzq.

(7.14)

We have the analogs of pf_{T,D}pr, n_´prqΦ^tq and pf_{T,D,α}pr, n_´prqΦ^tq.

Letting ru P ď zPD pS_T pzq and u P ď zPD pS_{T0} pzq, we have the analog of (4.7) also.

Also, the statement of Lemma 4.2 is unchanged. Its proof is changed as follows. First, we also make the changes in (7.14). Next, the definitions of Ipr, t, T q and Jpr, t, T q are slightly altered as follows :

Ipr, t, T q :“ Γ ` n_´prqΦ^t ˘ t ´1 X ď zPD pS_T pzq

J pr, t, T q :“ Γ ´ n_´prqΦ^{t´ 1d logpT {T0q} ¯ t ´1 X ď zPD pS_{T0} pzq.

The reason that J pr, t, T q is nonempty for all t large enough is exactly the same as in the proof of Lemma 5.14. The mapping φ is the same and a direct computation using (5.9) shows that it is a bijection. The proof up to and including (4.9) is the same. To prove the analog of (4.10), we use the same proof along with Corollary 7.17. The rest of the proof of the lemma is the same.

The proof of the analog of (4.11) is also the same, except we replace Theorem 5.12 with Theorem 9.1. The remaining proof to obtain the analog of (4.12), which is also the desired result, is the same. This concludes the proof of Theorem 7.2 for the case L “ I_d.

7.3. Thickenings by subsets of SOpd, Rq. In this section, we generalize Theorem 7.2 by removing the restriction (1.13). As discussed in Section 6.2.2, there are two different ways of removing this restriction, leading to two slightly different generalizations (Theorems 7.19 and 7.23).

7.3.1. Two charts with cpzq bounded away from zero. The first generalization is in the context of Theorem 6.9, namely for the induced diffeomorphism ψ (i.e., the mapping from (1.9)) to still satisfy the restriction (1.13), but from which we construct two charts rE for S^{d´1} (see (6.2.2)), one for one hemisphere and the other for the other. For this context of the two charts, we generalize the notion of an induced subset of SOpd, Rq (see Section 7.1). First note that, in order for a subset U Ă SOpd, Rq to satisfy the constraint given by Theorem 6.9, we require

U “ $ ’& ’% ´U if d is even, U ~ rI_{d´1} 0t 0 ´1 ¸ if d is odd,

(7.15)

where rI_{d´1} is defined in (5.10). A subset U Ă SOpd, Rq is induced by rE if it satisfies (7.15) and if

PpUq “ ψpDq \ p´ψpDqq .

For any U Ă SOpd, Rq induced by rE, define the slice of U through E^{´1}pzq as the following:

rK^`_U pzq :“ K^1E^{´1}pzq X U

and slice of U through $ ’& ’% ´E^{´1}pzq if d is even, ~ rI_{d´1} 0t 0 ´1 ¸ Epzq^{´1} if d is odd as the following:

rK^´_U pzq :“ $ ’& ’% K^1 ` ´E^{´1}pzq ˘ X U if d is even,

K^1 ~ rI_{d´1} 0t 0 ´1 ¸ Epzq^{´1} X U if d is odd.

We also have the analog of Lemma 7.1.

Lemma 7.18. For any subset U induced by rE, we have that ğ zPD ´ rK^`_U pzq \ rK^´_U pzq ¯ “ U

Proof. The disjointness follows by Lemma 6.3 and the fact that the charts are in different hemispheres and thus correspond to disjoint sets. Let g P U. Then Ppgq “ ψpzq or ´ψpzq for some z P D and the rest of the proof is similar to that of Lemma 7.1. □ Theorem 7.19. Let 0 ă η ă 1 be a fixed constant, L P G, T_` ě T_´ ą h^{2pd´1q{d}_0 , A Ă A_L be a bounded subset with measure zero boundary with respect to dx, and U Ă SOpd, Rq be a subset measurable with respect to dk and induced by rE. Let

rS^`pzq :“ rS^`_{T´,T`} pzq :“ rS ´ α, γ, rK^`_U pzqEpzq ¯

rS^´pzq :“ rS^´_{T´,T`} pzq :“ $ ’& ’% rS ´ α, γ, rK^´_U pzq p´Epzqq ¯ if d is even, rS ~ α, γ, rK^´_U pzqEpzq ~ rI_{d´1} 0t 0 ´1 ¸¸ if d is odd,

and rS^`_T , rS^´_T be defined using rS :“ rS^`pzq, rS :“ rS^´pzq in (7.1 , 7.2), respectively. Let

rS^˘pzqrEpzq :“ $ ’& ’ %

! rS^`_T pzqE´1pzq : z P D ) \ ! rS^´_T pzq `´E´1pzq˘ : z P D ) if d is even, ! rS^`_T pzqE´1pzq : z P D ) \ # rS^´_T pzq ~~ rI_{d´1} 0t 0 ´1 ¸ E^{´1}pzq ¸ : z P D + if d is odd,

Then

T^{d´1} ż R^{d´1} 1_{A^}p_{rS˘pzqrEpzq}qpx, Ln_´pxqΦ^tq dx^{tÑ8}ÝÝÝÑ T^{d{2}_´ μ ´ rS^˘pzqrEpzq ¯ ^ż R^{d´1} 1_Apxq dx ˙ (7.16)

uniformly for all T P rT^{d{2pd´1q}_´ , e^{dtη} s.

Proof. There are two charts whose points are given in pairs by (6.13). Fix a point z P D. Let p P rS_T pzq.

Consider d even. Then Theorem 6.9 gives the points pE^{´1}pzq and p ` ´E^{´1}pzq ˘ are the same point in ΓzG. Since ´I_d P Γ commutes with all elements of G and (7.15) holds, we can apply Theorem 7.2 to both charts to obtain the desired result.

Finally consider d odd. Applying Lemmas 5.2 and 6.8 to rS_T pzq, we have that ^ rI_{d´1} 0t 0 ´1 ˙ rS_T pzq ^ rI_{d´1} 0t 0 ´1 ˙ “ rS_T pzq.

(7.17)

Now (7.17) and Theorem 6.9 give that there exists a unique point q in the embedded submanifold rS_T pzq such that pE´1pzq and q ^ rI_{d´1} 0t 0 ´1 ˙ E^{´1}pzq

are the same point in ΓzG. Since (7.17, 7.15) hold, we can apply Theorem 7.2 to both charts to obtain the desired result. □

Remark 7.20. This proof works for both the case L “ I_d and the case of generic L P G. For L P G, we apply Theorem 7.2 for this L and note that the proof of Theorem 7.2 for generic L is in Section 8.5.

7.3.2. The general case: removing the restriction on cpDq. In this section, we remove the restriction (1.13) and, in particular, we have that ´1 ď cpDq ď 1. We will use one chart.

Let us first show that, when c “ 0, there is no contribution. We will show this in general. Define

K_0 :“ "^ A w^t v c ˙ P SOpd, Rq : c “ 0 * .

Lemma 7.21. There exists a null set N with respect to dx such that, for every t P R, we have that tx P R^{d´1} : n_´pxqΦ^t P S_1K_0u Ă N.

Moreover, N can be chosen to be a countable union of affine hyperplanes in R^{d´1} of dimension d ´ 2.

Remark 7.22. Note that N is independent of t.

Proof. Let x P R^{d´1} and t P R be elements such that n_´pxqΦ^t P S_1K_0. Then there exists an γ P Γ such that

γ^{´1} ^ B b^t 0 1 ˙^ y^{1{2pd´1q}I_{d´1} 0^t 0 y^{´1{2} ˙^ A w^t v 0 ˙ “ n_´pxqΦ^t.

(7.18) Let pp, qq “ p0, 1qγ, (7.19) and applying it on the left yields py^{´1{2}v, 0q “ pe^{´t}p, e^{pd´1qt}pp x^t ` qqq.

In particular we have p x^t ` q “ 0.

(7.20) If p “ 0, then (7.20) implies that q “ 0 and, thus, γ has a row with all entries zero, which is not possible. Thus p ‰ 0, and there exists an entry p_i ‰ 0. We now have that x_i is some linear combination of the other entries translated by ´q{p_i along the i-th coordinate, yielding an affine hyperplane in R^{d´1} of dimension d ´ 2. As q and the entries of p are integers, there are only a countable number of such affine hyperplanes. This yields the desired result. □ We have the following generalization of Theorem 7.2.

Theorem 7.23. Let 0 ă η ă 1 be a fixed constant, L P G, T_` ě T_´ ą h^{2pd´1q{d}_0 , A Ă A_L be a bounded subset with measure zero boundary with respect to dx, and U Ă SOpd, Rq be a subset measurable with respect to dk and induced by E. Let rSpzq :“ rS_{T´,T`} pzq :“ rS ´ α, γ, rK_U pzqEpzq ¯ , and rS_T be defined using (7.1 , 7.2). Then

T^{d´1} ż R^{d´1} 1_{A^t rST pzqE´1pzq:zPDu}px, Ln_´pxqΦ^tq dx^{tÑ8}ÝÝÝÑ T^{d{2}_´ μpt rSpzqE^{´1}pzq : z P Duq ^ż R^{d´1} 1_Apxq dx ˙ (7.21)

uniformly for all T P rT^{d{2pd´1q}_´ , e^{dtη} s.

Proof. We prove the case L “ I_d and defer the proof of the case of generic L P G to Section 8.5. We will partition the chart into a sequence of upper and lower charts as follows. Let m ě 2 be an integer. Replace the open bounded set D with the open bounded sets

D^`_m :“ D X E^{´1} ^"^ A w^t v c ˙ P SOpd, Rq : c ą 1 m *˙

D^´_m :“ D X E^{´1} ^"^ A w^t v c ˙ P SOpd, Rq : c ă´ 1 m *˙ . The restriction of the chart to D^`_m and D^´_m give the upper and lower charts (for a given m), respectively. Note that E^{´1} in the definitions of D^`_m and D^´_m denotes the preimage of the smooth mapping E (defined in (1.8)) and should not be confused E^{´1}pzq, which is the inverse in SOpd, Rq of Epzq.

The restrictions of the smooth mapping E to D^`_m and D^´_m are smooth mappings. Thus, replacing the chart given by D by the upper chart given by D^`_m allows us to apply Theorem 7.2 For the lower chart given by D^´_m, we have two cases: d is even and d is odd. For both cases, we note that Theorem 6.12 implies that the thickenings given by E^{´1}pzq and E^{´1}pz_{ap}q are the same set. Moreover, given a point pE^{´1}pzq in the thickening (thus in ΓzG), there exists a unique point qE^{´1}pz_{ap}q in the thickening of E^{´1}pz_{ap}q such that pE^{´1}pzq “ qE^{´1}pz_{ap}q by Proposition 6.10. (Note that p, q P rS_T pzq.) Consider the case of even d first. Since ´I_d P Γ commutes with all elements of G , we can apply Theorem 7.2 to lower chart given by D^´_m by replacing E^{´1}pz_{ap}q with ´E^{´1}pz_{ap}q. This concludes the case d even.

Consider the d odd. As in the proof of Theorem 7.19 , we have (7.17), which implies there exists a unique rq P rS_T pzq such that ^ rI_{d´1} 0t 0 ´1 ˙ qE^{´1}pz_{ap}q “ rq ^ rI_{d´1} 0t 0 ´1 ˙ E^{´1}pz_{ap}q.

This allows us to apply Theorem 7.2 to lower chart given by D^´_m by replacing E^{´1}pz_{ap}q with ^ rI_{d´1} 0t 0 ´1 ˙ E^{´1}pz_{ap}q.

This concludes the case d odd.

Thus, we have the desired result restricted to the upper and lower charts given by D^`_m and D^´_m, respectively, for all m ě 2. Explicitly, we have

T^{d´1} ż T^{d´1} 1_{A^t rST pzqE´1pzq:zPD}`_{mYD}´_{mu}px, n_´pxqΦ^tq dx^{tÑ8}ÝÝÝÑ

(7.22)

T^{d{2}_´ μpt rSpzqE^{´1}pzq : z P D^`_m Y D^´_muq ^ż T^{d´1} 1_Apxq dx ˙

for m ě 2. To lift this restriction, what remains to be shown lies in the restriction of the (original) chart to the sequence of domains Dz ` D^`_m Y D^´_m ˘ Ą Dz ` D^`_{m`1} Y D^´_{m`1} ˘ . Note that ď mě2 ` D^`_m Y D^´_m ˘ “: D_8.

(7.23)

We now use the following approximation technique. First note that

μpt rSpzqE^{´1}pzq : z P D_8uq “ μpt rSpzqE^{´1}pzq : z P Duq

because K_0 is a null set of K (see [16, Pages 19-20]). Recall that T depends on t and, for the duration of this proof, we will make this explicit by using the notation T ptq. Using (7.23) with the continuity of μ from below and using (7.22), we have that, for every ε ą 0, there exists t_0 ą 0 and m_0 ě 2 such that, for every t ě t_0 and m ě m_0, we have that ˇ ˇ ˇT ptq^{d´1} ż T^{d´1} 1_{A^t rST ptqpzqE´1pzq:zPD}`_{mYD}´_{mu}px, n_´pxqΦ^tq dx

(7.24)

´T^{d{2}_´ μpt rSpzqE^{´1}pzq : z P Duq ^ż T^{d´1} 1_Apxq dx ˙ˇ ˇ ă ε.

Using (7.23) to apply the monotone convergence theorem, we have for every t ą 0, we have that

lim_{mÑ8} T ptq^{d´1} ż T^{d´1} 1_{A^t rST ptqpzqE´1pzq:zPD}`_{mYD}´_{mu}px, n_´pxqΦ^tq dx

(7.25)

“ T ptq^{d´1} ż T^{d´1} 1_{A^t rST ptqpzqE´1pzq:zPD8u}px, n_´pxqΦ^tq dx.

Taking the limit as m Ñ 8 in (7.24) and applying (7.25) yields ˇ ˇ ˇT ptq^{d´1} ż T^{d´1} 1_{A^t rST ptqpzqE´1pzq:zPD8u}px, n_´pxqΦ^tq dx

(7.26)

´T^{d{2}_´ μpt rSpzqE^{´1}pzq : z P Duq ^ż T^{d´1} 1_Apxq dx ˙ˇ ˇ ă ε

for every t ě t_0. Taking the limit t Ñ 8, we obtain ˇ ˇ lim_{tÑ8} T ptq^{d´1} ż T^{d´1} 1_{A^t rST ptqpzqE´1pzq:zPD8u}px, n_´pxqΦ^tq dx

(7.27)

´T^{d{2}_´ μpt rSpzqE^{´1}pzq : z P Duq ^ż T^{d´1} 1_Apxq dx ˙ˇ ˇ ˇ ă ε. As ε is arbitrary, we have shown the desired result when c ‰ 0.

For c “ 0, apply Lemma 7.21. This yields the desired result for the case L “ I_d. □

Remark 7.24. Note that, as long as

tz, z_{ap}u Ă D^`_m Y D^´_m

holds, we obtain the thickening given by E^{´1}pzq for the upper and lower charts. Thus, different open bounded sets D may yield the same thickenings and, as long as one of every antipodal pair is in the open bounded sets, then we obtain the same thickening.

8. Translated horospheres

In this section, we consider STHE for translated horospheres. All of the STHE results that we have proved for the horosphere can also be proved for any translated horosphere, as we show in Section 8.5. First, we need to find the correct analog of the Farey points, which is done in Section 8.1, and to prove a suitable generalization of Theorem 2.1, namely Theorem 1.7.

The proofs of our STHE results for translated horospheres are essentially the same as that for the horosphere considered in the previous sections. The changes are, briefly, checking that (a piece of) a translated horosphere intersects S_1 through a unique point along the N^`-directions and that our generalization of Theorem 2.1 can be applied. The details are as follows.

Recall that a translated horosphere corresponds to a fixed L P G. Checking the intersection property is easy. Let us assume that Γ ` Ln_´pxqΦ^t ˘ t ´1 intersects S_1. Then a nearby point Γ ` Ln_´pyqΦ^t ˘ t ´1 “ Γ L^{t ´1}n_`p´yqΦ^{´t} on the Φ^t-translate of the translated horosphere is in the N^`-directions with respect to the intersection point Γ ` Ln_´pxqΦ^t ˘ t ´1 “ Γ L^{t ´1}n_`p´xqΦ^{´t}, an observation which follows by applying (3.1). We now simply need to check that the N^` directions do not locally lie in the section S_1, namely that the intersection is transverse.

Lemma 8.1. Let L P G and n, n^1 P N^`. If Ln, Ln^1 P HtΦ^{´s} : s P Ru, then n “ n^1.

Proof. Let

L :“ ^ A B C D ˙ n :“ ^ I_{d´1} 0^t rx 1 ˙ n^1 :“ ^ I_{d´1} 0^t rx^1 1 ˙ . Thus we have Ln “ ^ A ` B rx B C ` Drx D ˙ Ln^1 “ ^ A ` B rx^1 B C ` Drx^1 D ˙ .

Since Ln, Ln^1 P HtΦ^{´s} : s P Ru, we have that C ` Drx “ 0 and C ` Drx^1 “ 0 and that the diagonal blocks must not have determinant 0. In particular, we have that the number D ‰ 0 and thus the desired result. □ Lemma 8.2. Let L P G and n, n^1 P N^` such that n, n^1 lie in a small neighborhood. If Ln, Ln^1 P S_1, then n “ n^1.

Proof. Since the left action by an element of G is continuous, Ln and Ln^1 lie in a small neighborhood, which we may assume is small enough so that it lies in some fundamental domain for the Γ action. Applying Lemma 8.1 yields the desired result. □ Theorem 8.3. The intersection of any left-translated horosphere with S_1 is transverse. Moreover, the local intersection is a point.

Proof. Apply Lemma 8.2. □

Consequently, the (local) geometry of intersections between our original horosphere (i.e. when one sets L “ I_d) and S_1 and between a translated horosphere and S_1 are the same for us. Note that we can, using Lemma 6.1, give a good estimate of what nearby means in this case, but it is not necessary for this proof.

8.1. Translated Farey sequences. Up to now, we have restricted the Farey sequence to lie in T^{d´1} (see Section 2), but it is more convenient in motivating the definition of translated Farey sequences to regard the Farey sequence as lying in R^{d´1} . Thus, we consider the Farey sequence as the following subset of R^{d´1} :

rF :“^8 ď Q“1 rF_Q :“^8 ď Q“1 ´ F_Q ` Z^{d´1} ¯ . It is shown in [13] that rF_Q corresponds to the intersection points of the horosphere ` ΓN^´Φ^t ˘ t ´1 with the closed embedded submanifold ΓzΓHtΦ^{´s} : s ě σu. (Recall that Q :“ e^{pd´1qpt´σq} for a fixed σ P R.)

We now use the analogous correspondence to define the elements of a translated Farey sequence on R^{d´1} . The translated Farey sequence (corresponding to ΓLN^´) is the subset I of R^{d´1} where I :“ IpLq :“ Y^8_{Q“1}I_Q and

I_Q :“I_QpLq :“

(8.1) "^ α_1 α_d , ¨ ¨ ¨ , α_{d´1} α_d ˙ P R^{d´1} : pα_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , α_dq “ p0, 1qγ L^{t ´1}, γ P Γ_H zΓ, 0 ă α_d ď Q * . First we note that, using the bijection ([13, (3.18)] or [20])

Γ_H zΓ Ñ pZ^d Γ_H γ ÞÑ p0, 1qγ,

we have that tp0, 1qγ L^{t ´1} : γ P Γ_H zΓu “ pZ^d L^{t ´1} is the set of primitive points of the lattice Z^d L^{t ´1}, or, equivalently, the set of the points of the lattice Z^d L^{t ´1} visible from the origin of R^d [14, Section 2.4]. Let´ pZ^d L^{t ´1}

¯_` Q :“ ! pα_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , α_dq P pZ^d L^{t ´1} : 0 ă α_d ď Q ) and´ pZ^d L^{t ´1}

¯_` :“ ! pα_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , α_dq P pZ^d L^{t ´1} : 0 ă α_d ) . It is easy to see that I_Q and ´ pZd Lt ´1 ¯_` Q are in bijection for every Q P N and that I is in bijection

with ´ pZd Lt ´1 ¯_` .

Let A P G and δpAq “ A_{d,d} be its pd, dq´th entry. Recall that we have the parametrization (5.11).

Lemma 8.4. Let γ P Γ. We have that δpγAq ą 0 if and only if there exist M P H and y :“ py^1, y_dq P R^{d´1} ^ p0, 8q such that γA “ M ^ y^{´1{pd´1q} d I_{d´1} 0^t y^1 y_d ˙

and that δpγAq ă 0 if and only if there exist M P H and y :“ py^1, y_dq P R^{d´1} ^ p´8, 0q such that

γA “

$ ’ ’& ’ ’% ´I_dM ~ p´y_dq^{´1{pd´1q}I_{d´1} 0^t ´y^1 ´y_d ¸ if d is even ~ rI_{d´1} 0t 0 ´1 ¸ M ~ p´y_dq^{´1{pd´1q}I_{d´1} 0^t ´y^1 ´y_d ¸ if d is odd.

Moreover, whenever it exists, the decomposition is unique.

Remark 8.5. Recall that the use of^ rI_{d´1} 0t 0 ´1 ˙

is one of several natural possible choices. We can regard this decomposition as coordinates and will refer to it pH, R^d q-coordinates. The H-coordinate and R^d -coordinate will refer to the H-part and the R^d -part, respectively, of the pH, R^d q-coordinate. Note that, regardless of whether δpγAq ą 0 or δpγAq ă 0, the d-th entry of the R^d -coordinate of γA is always ą 0.

Proof. ( ùñ ). Set y “ p0, 1qγA. Thus we have that y_d ‰ 0. If y_d ą 0, then we may set M “ γA ^ y^{´1{pd´1q} d I_{d´1} 0^t

y^1 y_d

˙_{´1} , which it is easy to see is in H.

If y_d ă 0, then set $ ’& ’% pry^1, ry_dq “: ry “ p0, 1q p´I_dγAq if d is even

pry^1, ry_dq “: ry “ p0, 1q ~ rI_{d´1} 0t 0 ´1 ¸ γA if d is odd.

Thus, we have ry “ ´y. In particular, we have that ry_d ą 0 and applying the above proof for positive d-th coordinate with ry in place of y and $ ’& ’% ´I_dγ if d is even ~ rI_{d´1} 0t 0 ´1 ¸ γ if d is odd

in place of γ yields the desired result.

( ðù ). This is immediate.

To see uniqueness, we note that the intersection of the following subgroups of SLpd, Rq is the trivial group: H X "^ y^{´1{pd´1q} d I_{d´1} 0^t

y^1 y_d ˙ : y^1 P R^{d´1} , y_d ą 0 * “ tI_du. □ The lemma has an immediate corollary:

Corollary 8.6. Let γ P Γ and t P R. We have that γAN^`Φ^{´t} intersects H "^ y^{´1{pd´1q} d I_{d´1} 0^t y^1 y_d ˙ : y :“ py^1, y_dq P R^{d´1} ^ p0, 8q *

if and only if δpγAq ą 0 and γAN^`Φ^{´t} intersects $ ’ ’& ’ ’% ´I_dH #~ y^{´1{pd´1q} d I_{d´1} 0^t y^1 y_d ¸ : y :“ py^1, y_dq P R^{d´1} ^ p0, 8q + when d is even, ~ rI_{d´1} 0t 0 ´1 ¸ H #~ y^{´1{pd´1q} d I_{d´1} 0^t

y^1 y_d ¸ : y :“ py^1, y_dq P R^{d´1} ^ p0, 8q + when d is odd,

if and only if δpγAq ă 0.

Lemma 8.7. There exists an γ P Γ such that δp L^t γq ą 0.

Proof. We first show that there exists an γ P Γ such that δp L^t γq ‰ 0. Assume not. Then δp L^t γq “ 0 for all γ P Γ. Hence δp L^t q “ 0 and pw^1, 0q “ p0, 1q L^t . Consequently, for every γ P Γ, we have that p0, 1q L^t γ “ pw^1, 0qγ “ pu, 0q for some u depending on γ. Now, since the last column of an element of Γ can be any standard basis vector of R^d , it follows that R^d Ă pw^1, 0q^{t K}, which implies that w^1 “ 0 and that L is not invertible. This yields a contradiction and shows that there exists an γ P Γ such that δp L^t γq ‰ 0.

For this γ P Γ, if δp L^t γq ą 0, then we have shown the desired result. Otherwise, we have δp L^t γq ă 0 and, in this case, taking the γ and replacing it by $ ’& ’% γp´I_dq if d is even γ ~ rI_{d´1} 0t 0 ´1 ¸ if d is odd

yields the desired result. □ For i P t1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , du, let s_{i,d} P Γ be the matrix with all entries either 0, 1, or ´1 such that leftmultiplying by it performs the elementary row operation of replacing the i-th row with the d-th row and either replacing the d-th row with the i-th row or replacing the d-th row with the negation of the i-th row, depending on which choice corresponds to detps_{i,d}q “ 1.

Now, for M :“ ^ A_M b^t_M c_M a_M ˙ P G, we make the following observation:

M “

$ ’ ’& ’ ’%

~ I_{d´1} 0^t c_M A^{´1}_M ´c_M A^{´1}_M b^t_M ` a_M ¸~ A_M b^t_M 0 1 ¸ if detpA_M q ‰ 0 s_{i,d} ~ I_{d´1} 0^t pc_M pA^{´1}_M ´pc_M pA^{´1}_M pb^t_M ` pa_M ¸~ pA_M pb^t_M 0 1 ¸ if detpA_M q “ 0

(8.2)

where~ pA_M pb^t_M pc_M pa_M ¸ :“ s^{´1}_{i,d} M

and the index i is chosen such that detp pA_M q ‰ 0. Since M P G, we have that

´c_M A^{´1}_M b^t_M ` a_M “ 1 detpA_M q and ´ pc_M pA^{´1}_M pb^t_M ` pa_M “ 1 detp pA_M q . (8.3)

Lemma 8.8. Let M P G such that δpMq ‰ 0 holds. Then there exists i P t1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , du such that δps^{´1}_{i,d} Mq ‰ 0 and δpM^{´1}s_{i,d}q ‰ 0.

Proof. Let

M :“ ^ A_M b^t_M c_M a_M ˙ . Using (8.2), we have two cases.

Case: detpA_M q ‰ 0. We will show that the lemma holds with i “ d. It is enough to show that δpM^{´1}q ‰ 0. Note that we have

M^{´1} “ ^ A^{´1}_M ´A^{´1}_M b^t_M 0 1 ˙ ~ I_{d´1} 0t

´c_M A^{´1}_M ´c_M A^{´1}_M b^t_M `a_M 1 ´c_M A^{´1}_M b^t_M `a_M ¸ . Now ´c_M A^{´1}_M b^t_M ` a_M ‰ 0 for, otherwise, detpMq “ 0, which leads to a contradiction. Thus

δpM^{´1}q “ 1 ´c_M A^{´1}_M b^t_M ` a_M ‰ 0 (8.4)

is the desired result.

Case: detpA_M q “ 0. If pa_M ‰ 0, then replacing M with s^{´1}_{i,d} M in the previous case yields the desired result. Now for any j P t1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , du, we can consider ~ pA_j pb^t_j pc_j pa_j ¸ :“ s^{´1}_{j,d} M, and, if there does not exist j such that detp pA_j q ‰ 0 and pa_j ‰ 0, then detpMq “ 0, which leads to a contradiction. Thus such a j exists; setting i “ j gives the desired result.

This completes the proof of the lemma. □ Remark 8.9. Note that we have γ L^{t ´1}N^`Φ^{´t} intersects ΓH "^ y^{´1{pd´1q} d I_{d´1} 0^t y^1 y_d ˙ : y :“ py^1, y_dq P R^{d´1} ^ p0, 8q *

for every γ P Γ (i.e. regardless of the value of δpγ L^{t ´1}q.) Corollary 8.6 implies this for δpγ L^{t ´1}q ‰ 0. If δpγ L^{t ´1}q “ 0, then, for some choice of i, δps^{´1}_{i,d} γ L^{t ´1}q ‰ 0 and Corollary 8.6 will again imply this.

Given A P G such that δpAq ą 0, let A_H A_y be the unique decomposition from Lemma 8.4 where A_H P H and y “ p0, 1qA. Note that, for all M P H, we have that pMAq_H “ MA_H and pMAq_y “ A_y.

Theorem 8.10. Fix σ, t P R and let Q :“ e^{pd´1qpt´σq} . The set of intersection points of the translated horosphere ` ΓLN^´Φ^t ˘ t ´1 with ΓzΓHtΦ^{´s} : s ě σu is !` ΓLn_´ ` y^1{y_d ˘ Φ^t ˘ t ´1 : py^1, y_dq P I_Q ) “ " ` ΓLn_´ ` y^1{y_d ˘ Φ^t ˘ t ´1 : py^1, y_dq P ´ pZ^d L^{t ´1}

¯_` Q * . Proof. Let rL :“ L^{t ´1}. First, let us show that these points are intersection points. Let y :“ py_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , y_dq P I_Q. Then there exists γ P Γ_H zΓ such that y “ p0, 1qγ rL and 0 ă y_d ď Q. Thus δpγ rLq ą 0 and Lemma 8.4 gives the unique decomposition

γ rL “ pγ rLq_H ^ y^{´1{pd´1q} d I_{d´1} 0^t

y^1 y_d ˙ , which yields γ rLn_`p´y^1{y_dqΦ^{´t} “ pγ rLq_H Φ^{´t` 1d´1 logpydq} P HtΦ^{´s} : s ě σu.

This shows that these are the desired intersection points.

Let us show all intersection points are of the desired form. Let ` ΓLN^´Φ^t ˘ t ´1 X ΓzΓHtΦ^{´s} : s ě σu ‰ H.

Then there exists γ P Γ and x P R^{d´1} such that

γ rLn_`pxqΦ^{´t} “ MΦ^{´r}

where M P H and r ě σ. Hence, we have

γ rL “ MΦ^{´r`t}n_`p´xq.

A direct computation shows that δpγ rLq “ e^{pd´1qpt´rq} ą 0. Lemma 8.4 gives that pγ rLq_H ^ y^{´1{pd´1q} d I_{d´1} 0^t y^1 y_d ˙ “ M ` Φ^{´r`t}n_`p´xq ˘

where py^1, y_dq “ p0, 1qγ rL and that this decomposition is unique. This uniqueness implies that M “ pγ rLq_H and ^ y^{´1{pd´1q} d I_{d´1} 0^t y^1 y_d ˙ “ Φ^{´r`t}n_`p´xq.

Thus x “ ´y^1{y_d and y_d “ e^{pd´1qpt´rq} ď Q. This concludes the proof. □ Remark 8.11. Let py^1, y_dq P I_Q and γ_{py}1_{,ydq} be an element of Γ for which

p0, 1qγ_{py}1_{,ydq} rL “ py^1, y_dq.

(8.5)

It is easy to see that the only elements of γ P Γ for which p0, 1qγ rL “ py^1, y_dq holds are exactly the elements γ of the coset Γ_H γ_{py}1_{,ydq}. Note that each element py^1, y_dq P I_Q is in bijective correspondence to the following collection of intersection points of ` ΓLN^´Φ^t ˘ t ´1 with HtΦ^{´s} : s ě σu: ! γ rLn_`p´y^1{y_dqΦ^{´t} : for all γ P Γ such that p0, 1qγ rL “ py^1, y_dq ) “ Γ_H γ_{py}1_{,ydq} rLn_`p´y^1{y_dqΦ^{´t}.

Consequently, each element py^1, y_dq P I_Q is in bijective correspondence to exactly one intersection of the translated horosphere with Γ_H zHtΦ^{´s} : s ě σu.

Let us consider the following finite subset of I_Q,

pI_Q :“ "^ α_1 α_d , ¨ ¨ ¨ , α_{d´1} α_d ˙ P I_Q : 0 ď α_i ď Q for i “ 1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , d ´ 1 * , (8.6)

for which I “ Y^8_{Q“1}pI_Q.^{10} Hence the set pI_Q is comprised of the points of the set pZ^d L^{t ´1} in the region r0, Qs^{d´1} ^ p0, Qs and, using the Gauss circle problem or its various generalizations (see [15, Proposition 3.2] for example), we have the following asymptotics:

#ppI_Qq „ Q^d ζpdq as Q Ñ 8.

(8.7)

10Note that the sets pI_Q are defined in a slightly different way than the sets F_Q from (2.1).

8.2. Points on a translated horosphere in the same Γ-coset. In this section, fix t P R. Let x and y be two distinct elements of R^{d´1} . When the cosets ΓLn_´pxqΦ^t and ΓLn_´pyqΦ^t are equal, we refer to them as Γ-duplicates. As Γ-duplicates are identified on ΓzG, we wish to find a (maximal) region A_L in R^{d´1} which corresponds to points of the translated horosphere with no Γ-duplicates. As the following theorem shows, A_L is either all of R^{d´1} or the fundamental domain of a torus lying in R^{d´1} . Let s_{j,d} and δp¨q be as defined in Section 8.1.

Theorem 8.12. We have A_L “ R^{d´1} for Haar-almost all L P G. Otherwise, for L in the complementary subset of G, we have

A_L “ $ & % T^{d´1} ´_{A´1}

detpAq ¯ if detpAq ‰ 0 T^{d´1} ´_{pA´1}

detp pAq ¯ if detpAq “ 0 . Here,^ A u^t v c ˙ :“ L^{´1}

and, if detpAq “ 0, ^ pA pu^t pv pc ˙ :“ L^{´1}s_{j,d}

(8.8)

where the index j is chosen such that detp pAq ‰ 0.

Remark 8.13. Note that such a j always exists. Also, as the proof below is independent of t, the region A_L is independent of t.

Proof. Two points, ΓLn_´pxqΦ^t and ΓLn_´pyqΦ^t, on the Φ^t-translate of the translated horosphere are Γ-duplicates if and only if there exists a γ P ΓztI_du such that^{11}

γ^{´1}L “ Ln_´py ´ xq.

(8.9)

Letting

L^{´1} “ ^ A u^t v c ˙ γ “ ^ N r^t p q ˙ s “ x ´ y, we have that (8.9) can be rewritten as ^ A u^t v c ˙^ N r^t p q ˙ “ ^ I_{d´1} 0^t s 1 ˙^ A u^t v c ˙ , (8.10)

which yields four equations, two of which are

ApN ´ I_{d´1}q ` u^t p “ 0_{d´1,d´1}

(8.11)

A r^t ` u^t pq ´ 1q “ 0^t .

Expressing this pair of equations in matrix form, we obtain ` A u^t ˘ ^N ´ I_{d´1} r^t p q ´ 1 ˙ “ ` A u^t ˘ pγ ´ I_dq “ 0_{d´1,d},

or, equivalently,

p γ^t ´ I_dq ^ A^t u ˙ “ 0_{d,d´1}.

Here, 0_{i,j} denotes, for i, j P N, the i ^ j matrix with all zero entries.

Consequently, a necessary condition for the two points to be Γ-duplicates is for the first d ´ 1 rows of L^{´1} to lie in the eigenspace of some γ P ΓztI_du for the eigenvalue 1. By the rank-nullity theorem, the geometric multiplicity of this eigenspace for any element of ΓztI_du is at most d´1. As

11Note that, if we let γ “ I_d in (8.9), then we have that x “ y. The converse of this statement also holds.

Γ is countable, we have that, when Γ-duplicates exist, the first d ´ 1 rows of L^{´1} lie in a countable union of d ´ 1-dimensional hyperplanes in R^d .

We now show that such L lie in a set of Haar measure zero. Let M^{´1} P G. Now, if the first row of M^{´1} lies in a d ´ 1-dimensional hyperplane p in R^d , then the first row of t^{1{d}M^{´1}, for every real number t ą 0, also lies in p. Thus, by (5.14), we have M^{´1} lies in a set of Haar measure zero. As the Haar measure on G is invariant under taking inverses, we have that M lies in a set of Haar measure zero. By the countable additivity of measure, we have shown that Γ-duplicates exist only for elements L in a set of Haar measure zero. This proves the first assertion.

We now prove the rest of the theorem. Now let L lie in the set of Haar measure zero for which Γ-duplicates exist. Consequently, (8.10) holds for some s P R^d zt0u. Now (8.10) is equivalent to the two equations from (8.11) and the following two additional equations sA “ v pN ´ I_{d´1}q ` cp s u^t “ v r^t ` cpq ´ 1q.

Moreover, these four equations are equivalent to ^ A u^t v c ˙^ N ´ I_{d´1} r^t p q ´ 1 ˙ “ ^ 0_{d´1,d´1} 0^t sA s u^t ˙ . (8.12)

Multiplying by L on both sides and solving for p yields p “ δpLqsA. (8.13)

There are two cases: detpAq ‰ 0 and detpAq “ 0. For detpAq ‰ 0, we have that A is invertible and, thus, s “ p^{A´1}_{δpLq} where δpLq is computed as in (8.4). Using (8.3) gives the desired result.

Finally, for detpAq “ 0, we have that detp pAq ‰ 0. Using (8.8) and ^ pN pr^t p pq ˙ :“ s^{´1}_{j,d} γs_{j,d} P ΓztI_du

in (8.10) allows us to apply the previous case to obtain the desired result. This proves the theorem. □ 8.3. Equidistribution of translated Farey sequences: preparation. To prove the equidistribution of translated Farey sequences (namely, Theorem 1.7), we need the following version of Shah’s theorem ([18, Theorem 1.4]), namely [14, Theorem 5.8].

Theorem 8.14. Let λ be a Borel probability measure on R^{d´1} which is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure and f : R^{d´1} ^ ΓzG Ñ R be a bounded continuous function. Then, for every L P G, we have that

lim_{tÑ8} ż R^{d´1} fpx, Ln_´pxqΦ^tq dλpxq “ ż R^{d´1}^ΓzG fpx, Mq dλpxq dμpMq. Remark 8.15. Note that the Portmanteau theorem (see [19, Chapter III] for example) allows us to extend Theorem 8.14 to the indicator functions of continuity sets (i.e. sets whose topological boundary has measure zero). Also note that Theorem 8.14 is a consequence of mixing and does not require Ratner’s theorems (see the end of Section 5.4 in [14]).

8.4. Equidistribution of translated Farey sequences: proof of Theorem 1.7. The proof is an adaptation of the proof of Theorem 2.1 in [13], but with a different version of Shah’s theorem (namely with Theorem 8.14). Since we are adapting the proof in [13], Steps 0 – 6 will refer to the original proof in [13]. First, note that multiplying L on the left by an element of Γ leaves the intersection points invariant and it follows that, without loss of generality, we may assume that

δpLq ą 0

(8.14) because, if this were not so, then we replace L by γ^t L for some γ P Γ for which Lemma 8.7 holds. Now, let rL :“ L^{t ´1} and let us define the following subsets of pI_Q:

pI_{Q,θ} :“ "^ α_1 α_d , ¨ ¨ ¨ , α_{d´1} α_d ˙ P pI_Q : θQ ă α_d ď Q *

for any θ P p0, 1q. The constant θ remains fixed until the very end of Step 6. By the bijection between I and ´ pZd Lt ´1 ¯_`

, we have that each element of ^ α_1 α_d , ¨ ¨ ¨ , α_{d´1} α_d ˙ P 8ď Q“1 pI_{Q,θ} determines a unique element pα^1, α_dq :“ pα_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , α_dq for which α_d ą 0 and also determines a unique element γ_{pα}1_{,αdq} P Γ_H zΓ.

With the change of the version of Shah’s theorem used to the proof in [13] and the replacement of F_{Q,θ} with pI_{Q,θ}, we need to make the following changes to Steps 0 – 6. (The main changes are to Steps 1, 5.)

8.4.1. Step 0: Uniform continuity. The assertions in this step are the same for us. However, since we have replaced the torus T^{d´1} with A Ă R^{d´1} , we need to specify the compact support of f. The only change in this step is that we have compact sets pA Ă R^{d´1} and C Ă G such that supppfq, suppp rfq Ă pA ^ ΓzΓC.

Note that the uniform continuity is expressed as the following: given δ ą 0, there exists ϵ ą 0 such that for all px, Mq, px^1, M^1q P R^{d´1} ^ G, }x ´ x^1}_2 ă ϵ and dpM, M^1q ă ϵ ùñ |fpx, Mq ´ fpx^1, M^1q| ă δ.

(8.15)

The same applies to rf.

8.4.2. Step 1: Thicken the translated Farey sequence. We thicken the points in the set pI_{Q,θ} under the correspondence given by Theorem 8.10 as follows. Let

C_ϵ :“ ! py_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , y_dq P R^d : }py_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , y_{d´1}q}_2 ă ϵy_d, θ ă y_d ď 1 ) . For any u P R^d (thought of as a row vector), define

H_ϵpuq :“ ! ĂM P G : u ĂM P C_ϵ ) . An important relationship between G and R^d is the following observation. Lemma 8.16. For every M P G and every u P R^d , we have that MH_ϵpuMq “ H_ϵpuq.

Proof. The proof follows from the fact that u ĂM P C_ϵ ðñ uMM^{´1} ĂM P C_ϵ. □ Moreover, we have that ([13, (3.20)])

H^1_ϵ :“ H_ϵpp0, 1qq “ H "^ y^{´1{pd´1q} d I_{d´1} 0^t y^1 y_d ˙ : py^1, y_dq P C_ϵ * . (8.16)

We claim that, for each α^1{α_d P pI_{Q,θ} and its unique corresponding γ :“ γ_{pα}1_{,αdq} P Γ_H zΓ, we have that their unique corresponding intersection point p :“ p_{pα}1_{,αdq} :“ ` γ^{t ´1}Ln_´pα^1{α_dqΦ^t ˘ t ´1

lies in H^1_ϵ . We now prove the claim. Since α^1{α_d P pI_{Q,θ}, we have that δpγ rLq ą 0 and Lemma 8.4 gives a unique decomposition

γ rL “ pγ rLq_H ^ α^{´1{pd´1q} d I_{d´1} 0^t α^1 α_d ˙

because pα^1, α_dq “ p0, 1qγ rL. Consequently, we have that

p “ pγ rLq_H ^ α^{´1{pd´1q} d I_{d´1} 0^t α^1 α_d ˙ n_` ^ ´ α^1 α_d ˙ Φ^{´t} “ pγ rLq_H ~ p^{αd}_Q q^{´1{pd´1q}I_{d´1} 0^t 0^{αd}_Q ¸

where in Step 0 we have set σ “ 0 and thus have Q “ e^{pd´1qt}. This shows that p P H^1_ϵ . Finally, to see that the element of Γ_H zΓ corresponding to α^1{α_d is unique, we set pγ rLq^{´1}_H γ rL “ ppγ rLq^{´1}_H pγ rL, from which it follows that γ, pγ are in the same coset in Γ_H zΓ. This proves the claim.

Note that the claim allows us to regard H^1_ϵ as a thickening of the translated Farey points.

8.4.3. Step 2: Disjointness. This step is unchanged. The result is the following [13, (3.22)]. Given a compact subset C Ă G, there exists an ϵ_0 ą 0 such that γH^1_ϵ X H^1_ϵ X ΓC “ H for every ϵ P p0, ϵ_0s, γ P ΓzΓ_H .

8.4.4. Step 3: Apply Theorem 8.14. This step is essentially unchanged, except we apply a translated version of Shah’s theorem. The details are as follows. For all M P ΓC, Step 2 gives χ_ϵpMq “ ÿ γPΓ_H zΓ

χ^1_ϵ pγMq

where χ^1_ϵ is the indicator function of H^1_ϵ and χ_ϵpMq is the indicator function of the disjoint union H_ϵ X ΓC :“ ď γPΓ{Γ_H ` γH^1_ϵ X ΓC ˘ . Applying Theorem 8.14 and Remark 8.15, we have

lim_{tÑ8} ż R^{d´1} fpx, Ln_´pxqΦ^tq rχ_ϵpLn_´pxqΦ^tq dx “ ż R^{d´1} ^ΓzG fpx, Mq rχ_ϵpMq dx dμpMq (8.17) “ ż R^{d´1} ^ΓzG rfpx, Mqχ_ϵpMq dx dμpMq 8.4.5. Step 4: A volume computation. Except for the fact that the domain of the first variable of the function f is a compact subset pA of R^{d´1} , this step is unchanged. In particular, the proofs are exactly the same. The result is the following [13, (3.46)]: ˇ ˇ lim_{tÑ8} ż R^{d´1} fpx, Ln_´pxqΦ^tq rχ_ϵpLn_´pxqΦ^tq dx

(8.18) ´ pd ´ 1q volpB^{d´1}_1 qϵ^{d´1} ζpdq ż_{| log θ|{pd´1q} 0 ż R^{d´1}^Γ_H zH

rfpx, MΦ^{´s}q dx dμ_H pMqe^{´dpd´1qs} ds ˇ ˇ ˇ

ă volpB^{d´1}_1 qδϵ^{d´1} volp pAq dζpdq ´ 1 ´ θ^d ¯

for δ, ϵ ą 0 coming from Steps 0, 2. Here B^{d´1}_1 denotes the open ball around 0 of radius 1 in R^{d´1} and vol is the Lebesgue measure on R^{d´1} .

8.4.6. Step 5: Distance estimates.

Lemma 8.17. Let α^1{α_d P pI_{Q,θ} and γ :“ γ_{pα}1_{,αdq} be its unique corresponding element of Γ_H zΓ. Then γ rLn_`p´xqΦ^{´t} P H^1_ϵ if and only if › › › α^1 α_d ´ x › › 2 ă ϵe^{´dt} and θQ ă α_d ď Q

hold.

Proof. Recall that Q “ e^{pd´1qt}. Consider

p0, 1qγ rLn_`p´xqΦ^{´t} “ p0, 1qpγ rLq_H ^ α^{´1{pd´1q} d I_{d´1} 0^t

α^1 α_d ˙ n_`p´xqΦ^{´t}

“ p0, 1q ~ e^tα^{´1{pd´1q} d I_{d´1} 0^t e^tpα^1 ´ xα_dq e^{´pd´1qt}α_d ¸ . The desired result now follows by the definitions of the sets H^1_ϵ and C_ϵ. □ Step 2, the lemma, and the fact that f and rf are both left Γ-invariant give us that ż R^{d´1} fpx, Ln_´pxqΦ^tqχ_ϵprLn_`p´xqΦ^{´t}q dx

(8.19) “ ż R^{d´1} rfpx, rLn_`p´xqΦ^{´t}qχ_ϵprLn_`p´xqΦ^{´t}q dx “ ÿ γPΓ_H zΓ ż R^{d´1} rfpx, γ rLn_`p´xqΦ^{´t}qχ^1_ϵ pγ rLn_`p´xqΦ^{´t}q dx

“ ÿ α1 αd PpI_{Q,θ} ż › › ›^{α1}_{αd} ´x › › ›_2ăϵe^{´dt}

rfpx, γ rLn_`p´xqΦ^{´t}q dx

“ ÿ α1 αd PpI_{Q,θ} ż › ›^{α1}_{αd} ´x › ›_2ăϵe^{´dt} fpx, Ln_´pxqΦ^tq dx.

Applying the uniform continuity with δ, ϵ ą 0 as above gives ˇ ˇ ˇ ż › › ›^{α1}_{αd} ´x › › ›_2ăϵe^{´dt}

fpx, Ln_´pxqΦ^tq dx´ volpB^{d´1}_1 qϵ^{d´1} e^{dpd´1qt} f ^ α^1 α_d , Ln_´ ^ α^1 α_d ˙ Φ^t ˙ ˇ ˇ ˇ (8.20)

ă volpB^{d´1}_1 qδϵ^{d´1} e^{dpd´1qt} uniformly for all t ě 0.

8.4.7. Step 6: Conclusion. This step is essentially unchanged. Using (8.18), (8.19), (8.20) and the uniform continuity, we have, as δ Ñ 0,

lim_{tÑ8} 1 e^{dpd´1qt} ÿ α1 αd PpI_{Q,θ} f ^ α^1 α_d , Ln_´ ^ α^1 α_d ˙ Φ^t ˙ (8.21)

“ d ´ 1 ζpdq ż_{| log θ|{pd´1q} 0 ż R^{d´1}^Γ_H zH

rfpx, MΦ^{´s}q dx dμ_H pMqe^{´dpd´1qs} ds.

The asymptotics (8.7) show that

lim sup tÑ8 # ´ pI_QzpI_{Q,θ} ¯ e^{dpd´1qt} ď θ ζpdq , which allows us to take the limit θ Ñ 0 in (8.21). This proves Theorem 1.7 for σ “ 0 and f compactly supported. The general case follows in exactly the same way as in [13]. This completes the proof of Theorem 1.7.

8.5. Shrinking target horospherical equidistribution for translated horospheres. We now prove our STHE results for translated horospheres by adapting our proofs for the horosphere.

Proof of Theorem 1.3 for any L P G. In the proof of Theorem 1.3 for the case L “ I_d, replace the Farey sequence with the translated Farey sequence corresponding to ΓLN^´. All of the proof up to (3.7) remains the same. Applying Theorem 1.7 in place of Theorem 2.1, we obtain the analog of (3.7):

lim_{tÑ8}

T^{d´1} #ppI_Qq ÿ α1 αd PpI_Q f_{T,ε} ^ α^1 α_d , Ln_´ ^ α^1 α_d ˙ Φ^t ˙ (8.22)

“ pd ´ 1qT^{d´1}_0 ε^{d´1} ż_8 0 ż R^{d´1}^Γ_H zH

1_{A^ST0} px, MΦ^{´s}q dx dμ_H pMqe^{´dpd´1qs} ds “ ε^{d´1} d ż R^{d´1} 1_Apxq dx.

Finally, as in Theorem 1.3 for the case L “ I_d, we normalize with respect to the Haar measure on N^´, namely the Haar measure of Φ^{´t}N_´pT^{d´1}qΦ^t “ Φ^{´t}N_´pr0, 1s^{d´1}qΦ^t to obtain the desired result. □ Remark 8.18. The sets pI_Q, F_Q are defined slightly differently and, in particular, have different asymptotics, namely (2.3) and (8.7), respectively. That these two sets are different does not affect any of our STHE results.

Proof of Theorem 1.1 for any L P G. In the proof of Theorem 1.1 for the case L “ I_d, replace the Farey sequence with the translated Farey sequence corresponding to ΓLN^´. All of the proof up to (5.22) remains the same. Applying Theorem 1.7 in place of Theorem 2.1, we obtain the analog of (5.22):

lim_{tÑ8}

T^{d´1} #ppI_Qq ÿ α1 αd PpI_Q pf_{T,ε} ^ α^1 α_d , Ln_´ ^ α^1 α_d ˙ Φ^t ˙ (8.23)

“ pd ´ 1qT^{d´1}_0 ε^{d´1} ż_8 0 ż R^{d´1}^Γ_H zH

1_{A^C}px, MΦ^{´s}q dx dμ_H pMqe^{´dpd´1qs} ds

“ T^{d´1}_0 ζpdqμ ` CN^`_ε pryq ˘ ż R^{d´1} 1_Apxq dx.

Finally, as in Theorem 1.1 for the case L “ I_d, we normalize with respect to the Haar measure on N^´, namely the Haar measure of Φ^{´t}N_´pT^{d´1}qΦ^t “ Φ^{´t}N_´pr0, 1s^{d´1}qΦ^t to obtain the desired result. □ Proof of Theorem 1.5 for any L P G. In the proof of Theorem 1.5 for the case L “ I_d, replace the Farey sequence with the translated Farey sequence corresponding to ΓLN^´. All of the proof up to

(4.11) remains the same. Applying Theorem 1.7 in place of Theorem 2.1, we obtain the analog of (4.11):

lim_{tÑ8}

T^{d´1} #ppI_Qq ÿ α1 αd PpI_Q pf_{T,D} ^ α^1 α_d , Ln_´ ^ α^1 α_d ˙ Φ^t ˙ “ ζpdqT^{d´1}_0 μpS_{T0} Eq ^ż R^{d´1} 1_Apxq dx ˙ . (8.24)

Finally, as in Theorem 1.5 for the case L “ I_d, we normalize with respect to the Haar measure on N^´, namely the Haar measure of Φ^{´t}N_´pT^{d´1}qΦ^t “ Φ^{´t}N_´pr0, 1s^{d´1}qΦ^t to obtain (1.14). □ Proof of Theorem 7.2 for any L P G. In the proof of Theorem 7.2 for the case L “ I_d, replace the Farey sequence with the translated Farey sequence corresponding to ΓLN^´ and follow the proof of Theorem 1.5. □ The analog of Lemma 7.21 is

Lemma 8.19. Let L P G. Then there exists a null set N with respect to dx such that, for every t P R, we have that tx P R^{d´1} : Ln_´pxqΦ^t P S_1K_0u Ă N.

Moreover, N can be chosen to be a countable union of affine hyperplanes in R^{d´1} of dimension d ´ 2.

Proof. Replace n_´pxq with Ln_´pxq in (7.18) and replace (7.19) with pp, qq “ p0, 1qγL. (8.25) This yields (7.20) and an affine hyperplane as in Lemma 7.21. Finally, the latter replacement gives that pp, qq P Ip L^{t ´1}q, which is comprised of the points of the set pZ^dL, implying that there are at most a countable number of such affine hyperplanes. This yields the desired result. □

Finally, we have

Proof of Theorem 7.23 for any L P G. In the proof of Theorem 7.23 for the case L “ I_d, replace the Farey sequence with the translated Farey sequence corresponding to ΓLN^´ and use Theorem 7.2. For the case c “ 0, replace Lemma 7.21 with Lemma 8.19. □

9. More on volumes In this section, we compute more volumes. These results are used in previous sections. Recall the definition of rS_T pzq in (7.2) and that of pS_T pzq in (7.13). The following generalizes Theorem 5.12: Theorem 9.1. We have that μ ´! rS_T pzqE^{´1}pzq : z P D )¯

“ d ´ 1 ζpdq ż ż ż 1t_{pST pzqn`pz1q:zPD}u ` MΦ^{´s}n_`prxq ˘ dμ_H pMqe^{´dpd´1qs} ds drx.

Proof. Use Lemma 7.14 in place of Lemma 4.1 in the proof of Theorem 5.12 to obtain the desired result. □

The following generalizes Theorem 5.13: Theorem 9.2. We have that μ ´! rS_T pzqE^{´1}pzq : z P D )¯ “ T^{d´1}_0 T^{d´1} μ ´! rSpzqE^{´1}pzq : z P D )¯ .

Proof. Using Iwasawa coordinates, we have that dμ “ rC_0ρpaq dn da dk, where rC_0 ą 0 is a constant. Equation (7.2) states that rS_T pzq and rSpzq are the same in Iwasawa coordinates except for a factor of Φ^{´ 1}d^{logpT {T0q}. Equation (5.17) implies that we obtain the factor T^{d´1}_0 T^{d´1} , which is the desired result. □ References

[1] J. Athreya, A. Parrish, and J. Tseng. Ergodic theory and Diophantine approximation for translation surfaces and linear forms, Nonlinearity 29 (2016), no. 8, 2173–2190.

[2] B. Bekka, P. de la Harpe, and A. Valette, “Kazhdan’s property (T).” New Mathematical Monographs, 11.

Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2008.

[3] B. Bekka and M. Mayer, “Ergodic theory and topological dynamics of group actions on homogeneous spaces,” London Mathematical Society Lecture Note Series, 269, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2000.

[4] D. Bump, “Lie groups,” Second edition. Graduate Texts in Mathematics, 225. Springer, New York, 2013. [5] M. Einsiedler, G. Margulis, and A. Venkatesh, Effective equidistribution for closed orbits of semisimple groups on homogeneous spaces, Invent. Math. 177 (2009), no. 1, 137–212.

[6] A. Eskin and C. McMullen, Mixing, counting, and equidistribution in Lie groups, Duke Math. J., 71(1):181–209, 1993.

[7] G. H. Golub and C. F. Van Loan, “Matrix computations,” Third edition. Johns Hopkins Studies in the Mathematical Sciences. Johns Hopkins University Press, Baltimore, MD, 1996.

[8] D. Grenier, Fundamental domains for the general linear group. Pacific J. Math. 132 (1988), no. 2, 293–317. [9] D. Grenier, On the shape of fundamental domains in GLpn, Rq{ Opnq, Pacific J. Math. 160 (1993), no. 1, 53–66. [10] J. Jorgenson and S. Lang, “Posn pRq and Eisenstein series.” Lecture Notes in Mathematics, 1868. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2005.

[11] D. Kleinbock and G. Margulis, Bounded orbits of nonquasiunipotent flows on homogeneous spaces, Amer. Math.

Soc. Transl.(1996), 171, 141–172.

[12] A. Korkine and G. Zolotareff, Sur les formes quadratiques. Math. Ann. 6 (1873), no. 3, 366–389. [13] J. Marklof, The asymptotic distribution of Frobenius numbers. Invent. Math. 181 (2010), no. 1, 179–207. [14] J. Marklof and A. Strömbergsson, The distribution of free path lengths in the periodic Lorentz gas and related lattice point problems, Annals of Mathematics 172 (2010) 1949–2033.

[15] J. Marklof and A. Strömbergsson, Free path lengths in quasicrystals, Comm. Math. Phys. 330 (2014), no. 2, 723–755.

[16] E. S. Meckes, “The random matrix theory of the classical compact groups,” Cambridge Tracts in Mathematics, 218, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2019.

[17] P. Sarnak and A. Strömbergsson, Minima of Epstein’s Zeta function and heights of flat tori, Invent. Math. 165 (2006), 115–151.

[18] N. Shah, Limit distributions of expanding translates of certain orbits on homogeneous spaces, Proc. Indian Acad.

Sci., Math. Sci. 106 (1996) 105–125.

[19] A. N. Shiryaev, A. N. “Probability,” Translated from the first (1980) Russian edition by R. P. Boas. Second edition. Graduate Texts in Mathematics, 95. Springer-Verlag, New York, 1996.

[20] C. S. Siegel, “Lectures on the geometry of numbers,” Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1989. [21] A. Terras, “Harmonic analysis on symmetric spaces—higher rank spaces, positive definite matrix space and generalizations,” Second edition. Springer, New York, 2016.

[22] J. Tseng, Shrinking target equidistribution of horocycles in cusps, Mathematische Zeitschrift 302 (2022), 2005–2035.

[23] J. Tseng, Shrinking target horospherical equidistribution and Diophantine approximation, in preparation.

Email address: j.tseng@exeter.ac.uk Department of Mathematics and Statistics, University of Exeter, Exeter EX4 4QF, UK