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CHARACTERISTIC FREE MEASURE RIGIDITY FOR THE
ACTION OF SOLVABLE GROUPS ON HOMOGENEOUS SPACES

AMIR MOHAMMADI AND ALIREZA SALEHI GOLSEFIDY

ABSTRACT. We classify measures on a homogeneous space which are invariant
under a certain solvable subgroup and ergodic under its unipotent radical. Our
treatment is independent of characteristic. As a result we get the first measure
classification for the action of semisimple subgroups without any characteristic
restriction.

1. INTRODUCTION

Ratner’s celebrated work, [RO0D, [R92] [R95] see also [MT94], classifies all probability
measures invariant and ergodic under a one parameter unipotent subgroup in the
setting of homogeneous spaces over local fields of characteristic zero. In positive
characteristic setting, however, classification theorems in this generality are not yet
available.

Roughly speaking, the main technical difficulty arises from the fact that the image
of a polynomial map over a field of positive characteristic can lie in a proper subfield,
and hence the image may be small. This simple fact enters our study as follows. The
divergence of the orbits of two nearby points under a unipotent group is governed
by a certain polynomial like map, see §ol Now slow growth of polynomial maps and
Birkhoff ergodic theorem imply that p is invariant under the image of a polynomial
like map, see §5.31 This way, we construct a higher dimensional subgroup which
leaves p invariant. In the positive characteristic setting, however, this construction
only guarantees the dimension is increased by a (possibly non-constant) fraction at
each step. Thus, there is no a priori reason for this process to terminate.

In recent years there have been some partial results in this direction, e.g. [EGI0,
M1l [EM12]. In [EGI0] measure rigidity for the action of semisimple groups was
proved under the assumption that the characteristic is large. Our account here, in
particular, removes the characteristic restriction from the main result in [EGI0).
It is plausible that for large characteristics, one can carry out the proof in [MT94
and get a measure rigidity for the action of unipotent groups.
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Removing the characteristic restriction introduces serious technical difficulties. Re-
solving these difficulties requires not only a comprehensive use of the main ideas
and techniques from [MT94], but also an extensive use of the theory of algebraic
groups. In contrast, the proof in [EGI(] relies on a simpler argument which goes

back to [E06].

In order to properly state our main results we need to make use of Weil’s restriction
of scalars for possibly non separable extensions. But before we set up the general
formulation, we start with an example which is essentially as hard as the general
case. Consider G = SLq(Fy((t))) and let I' C G be a discrete subgroup. Let
B = SU be the group of upper triangular matrices in a copy of SLa (F4((¢7))) in G.
Our result classifies measures on G/I" which are invariant under B and ergodic for
U. Note, however, to get a copy of SLa (F4((9))) in G it is inevitable to view G as
the set of Fy((t?))-points of

Rk ((4)) /Ry (1)) (SLa)
where R denotes Weil’s restriction of scalars, see Definition [Z4l This is an indica-
tion of the subtlety involved in the setup.

Let 7 be a finite set, and for any v € T let k, be a local field; set kr =[], ko
For any v € T let G, be a k,-algebraic group and let G, = G, (k,). Define

G=1]l,e7 Gy and G =[], 1 Go,
and let ' be a discrete subgroup of G.

Fix an element w € T once and for all and let k&’ be a closed subfield of k,,. Suppose
k" /K’ is a finite extension of k', note that k" is not necessarily assumed to be a
subfield of k,,. Let H' be a connected k’’-almost simple, k”-group which is isotropic
over k", and put

H = Ry i ().
In particular, we have H(k') = H'(k").

Fix a non central cocharacter \ of H, that is A : G,, — H is a non central homo-
morphism defined over k’; such homomorphism exists thanks to the fact that H’ is
k"-isotropic, [CGPI0L App. C]. Put S = A(G,,,). Let s’ € S(k’) be an element which
generates an unbounded subgroup and set U = W (s'), see §2 for the notation.

For the base change H X k,,, we fix a k,-homomorphism ¢ : H x k,, — G, with
a solvable kernel, and put

H = (H(K)), S =u(S(K)), and U = «(U(K")).

We recall the following definition. Let M be a locally compact second countable
group and suppose A is a discrete subgroup of M. Let u be a probability measure
on M/A and let ¥ = {g € M : g.p = p}. We call u homogeneous if p is the
Y-invariant probability measure on a closed orbit Xa for some x € M/A.

Theorem 1.1 (Solvable case). Let pu be a probability measure on G /T which is
imwvariant under the action of SU and is U-ergodic. Then p is a homogeneous
measure.

The following presents an interesting special case which is a direct corollary of
Theorem [[.T] based on the generalized Mautner phenomenon.
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Theorem 1.2 (Semisimple case). Let

o k' C ky be a closed subfield,
e let Hy be a connected, simply connected, k'-almost simple, k'-isotropic semisim-

ple group,
o et v : Hy Xy kyy — Gy, be a ky-homomorphism with a finite central kernel.

Set Hy = o(Ho(K")). If p is an Ho-invariant ergodic measure on G/T', then i is a
homogeneous measure.

Proof. Since Hy is k'-isotropic, by [Mar90b, Ch. I, Prop. 1.6.3] we have that there
exists a k’-homomorphism

j :SLy — Hy
with a finite central kernel. Let L = ¢(j(SL2(k’))) and let B = SU be the image
under j o ¢ of the group of upper triangular matrices in SLo (k).

Since Hl is simply connected, k’-simple, and k’-isotropic, it follows from [Mar90D,
Ch.I, Thm. 2.3.1 and Ch. II, Lemma 3.3] that p is S-ergodic. In particular, p
is L-ergodic. Now by [Mar90b, Ch. II, Lemma 3.4] we get that p is U-ergodic.
Therefore, the claim follows from Theorem [I.1] O

For a homogeneous measure u, the group ¥ = {g : g, = pu} has an algebraic
description. The statement of this refinement involves definitions and notation
which will be developed later, see Theorem When T is an arithmetic lattice,
we also give a connection between the arithmetic structure of I' and the algebraic
description of ¥, see Theorem [l and Theorem This connection and Theo-
rem [[L2] are crucial ingredients in [ELMI6] where a measure rigidity for the action
of diagonalizable groups is proved.

Now we give a brief description of our approach and highlight the main difficulties.
We construct extra invariance for the measure using quasi-regular maps and utilize
entropy, similar to the strategy in [MT94]. As we described above, however, several
problems arise along the way. The source of the main technical difficulties is the
fact that topologically closed unipotent subgroups in positive characteristic are far
from being algebraic. This issue appears in our proof, as we need to control the
group generated by the image of a polynomial map.

In our setting, since p is invariant under S, we need to understand the structure
of topologically closed unipotent subgroups which are normalized by S. In §dl we
show that such unipotent groups have an algebraic structure which is controlled
by the weights of the conjugation action of S. Our argument is based on a recent
treatment, [CGP10, App. B], of the fundamental work of Tits on unipotent groups
in positive characteristic.

As was mentioned above, {7 is devoted to providing a connection between the
arithmetic structure of I' and the algebraic description of ¥. Our argument is
based on the structure theory of pseudo reductive groups developed in [CGP10], to
get a local model, and a descent argument from [P9§], to get a global model.

Let us briefly recall the definition of a pseudo reductive group and how it appears
in our work. An [-group with no nontrivial, normal, unipotent [-subgroup is called
pseudo reductive. In the setting of homogeneous dynamics we have to work with
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topologically closed subgroups of G. As we mentioned above these groups are not
necessarily algebraic, but under some conditions, they become algebraic after using
Weil’s restriction of scalars and viewing G as an algebraic group over a smaller field.
So groups of the form Ry, /;(IL) where k/1 is a finite extension naturally appear in our
work. When L is a connected, reductive, I-group and k/[ is inseparable, Ry, /; (L) is
pseudo reductive but not reductive.

It is worth mentioning that, in our work, the structure theory of pseudo reductive
groups is used only to reveal a more precise local description of X, however, our
measure classification result, Theorem [T} does not rely on this structure theory.

We close the introduction with the following remark. It is desirable to classify all
SU-orbit closures. Since SU is amenable, such a topological rigidity would follow
from a combination of linearization techniques and a classification of SU-invariant,
ergodic probability measures. Here, however, we have made and used, in a crucial
way, the stronger assumption that p is SU-invariant and U-ergodic. Indeed if
we assume g is SU-invariant and only SU-ergodic, then p is not necessarily U-
ergodic, even though, by Mautner phenomenon, it is S-ergodic. In particular, S
acts ergodically on the space of U-ergodic components of 1 and the invariance group
of a U-ergodic component of u is not necessarily normalized by S. So we can not
get a good algebraic description of this invariance group.

Acknowledgement: We would like to thank M. Einsiedler, A. Eskin, M. Larsen,
E. Lindenstrauss, G. Margulis, and G. Prasad for their interest in this project and
several insightful conversations.

2. NOTATION AND PRELIMINARY LEMMAS

Let 7 be a finite set and let k, be a local field for all v € T define kr =[], .+ ko
as in the introduction. We endow k7 with the norm |- | = max,eg| - |, where |- |,
is a norm on k, for each v € T.

2.1. kr-algebraic groups. A kr-algebraic group M (resp. kr-algebraic variety
M) is the formal product of [], .M, of k,-algebraic groups (resp. [],.-M, of
k,-algebraic varieties). The usual notions from elementary algebraic geometry e.g.
regular maps, rational maps, rational point etc. are defined fiberwise. We will use
these notions without further remarks.

There are two topologies on M(k7), the Hausdorff topology and the Zariski topol-
ogy. We will make it clear when referring to the Zariski topology. Hence, if in a
topological statement we do not give reference to the particular topology used, then
the one which is being considered is the Hausdorff topology.

Let M be a ky-group. An element e # g € M(ky) is an element of class A if
9 = (gu)veT is diagonalizable over k7, and for all v € T the component g, has
eigenvalues which are integer powers of the uniformizer w, of k,.

Given a subset B C M(k7) we let (B) denote the closed (in the Hausdorff topology)
group generated by B.
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2.2. Pseudo-parabolic subgroups. Let £ be a local field of positive character-
istic. Suppose M is a connected k-group, and let A : G,, — M be a non central
homomorphism defined over k. Define —A(a) = A(a)~! for all a € k*. As in
§13.4] and [CGP10, Ch. 2 and App. C], we let Py (A) denote the closed subgroup
of M formed by those elements x € M such that the map A(a)zA(a)™! extends to
a map from G, into M.

Let W;;(\) be the normal subgroup of Py()), formed by = € P()\) such that
Ma)xA(a)™! — e as a goes to 0. The centralizer of the image of A\ is denoted
by Zw(A). Similarly define Wy, (—)) which we will denote by Wy, ().

The multiplicative group G,, acts on Lie(M) via A, and the weights are integers.
The Lie algebras of Zy(\) and Wik (A) may be identified with the weight subspaces
of this action corresponding to the zero, positive and negative weights. It is shown

in [CGPI0, Ch. 2 and App. C], see also §13.4] and [BT78], that Pp(N),
Zwi(\) and Wi ()) are k-subgroups of M. Moreover, Wi (\) is a normal subgroup

of Pp(A) and the product map

Zna(N) x Wi (N) — Py()) is a k-isomorphism of varieties.

A pseudo-parabolic k-subgroup of M is a group of the form Pyg(A) Ry, 1 (M) for some
A as above where R, (M) denotes the maximal, connected, normal unipotent k-

subgroup of M, [CGP10, Def. 2.2.1].
We also recall from [CGP10, Prop. 2.1.8(3)] that the product map
(2.1) Wi (A) X Zag(A) x Wi (A) — M is an open immersion of k-schemes.

It is worth mentioning that these results are generalization to arbitrary groups of
analogous and well known statements for reductive groups.

Let M = M(k), and put
W) = WE) (), and Zar(\) = Zag(N) (k).

From (ZI)) we conclude that Wy, (X\)Zay (M)W, (A) is a Zariski open dense subset
of M, which contains a neighborhood of identity with respect to the Hausdorff
topology.

For any A as above define
(2.2) M) = (W (A), Wiy ().

Lemma 2.1. The group MT()) is a normal subgroup of M for any \ as above.
Moreover, MT(X) is unimodular.

Proof. Since D 1= W, (A)Zy (AW, ()) is a Zariski open dense subset of M, we
have DD = M. In particular, (W,;(X\), Zar(X), Wy, (A)) = M. This together with
the fact that W35 ()\) is normalized by Zps(\) implies the first claim.

We now show that Mt ()) is unimodular. The modular function is a (continuous)
homomorphism from M ()) into the multiplicative group RT. However, MT())
is generated by unipotent subgroups and since char(k) is positive, unipotent sub-
groups are torsion. Hence, the modular function is trivial; the claim follows. O
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Given an element s € M from class A. There is A : G,, — M so that s = A(a) for
some a € k with |a| > 1. Then we define

(2.3) Wik (s) .= WE(N).

2.3. When working with algebraic groups over a non perfect field k, say with
characteristic p > 0, it is convenient to use the language of group schemes. With
the exceptions of §3land {7l which are independent of the rest of the paper, we have
tried to avoid this language. However, one should note that certain natural objects,
e.g. kernel of a k-morphism, are not necessarily defined over the base field as linear
algebraic groups in the sense of [B91] or [Sp9§|]. They are so called k-closed]; a

notion which we now define.

Definition 2.2 ([B91], AG, §12.1). Let Q be an algebraically closed field which
contains k and let Ml = Spec(Q[x1,- - ,2,]/I) be a variety. The variety M is called
k-closed if I = rad(Q[z1,- -+ ,2,]J) where J is an ideal in k[z1,- -, 2y).

A subset of k™ will be called k-closed if it may be realized as the k-points of a
k-closed subset of G,.

If M C k™ is a set which is the zero set of an ideal J in k[xy,--- ,x,], then M is a
k-closed set; this is how the k-closed sets arise in our study. We also note that if
M is kP -closed, then it is also k-closed.

If we start with a subset of the k-points of a variety and take the Zariski closure
of this set, then we get a variety defined over k, see [Sp98| Lemma 11.2.4(ii)]. The

next lemma is a more general formulation.

Lemma 2.3 (Cf. [CGPI0], Lemma C.4.1). Let M be a scheme locally of finite
type over a field k. There exists a unique geometrically reduced, closed subscheme
M C M such that M'(k") = M(K') for all separable field extensions k'/k. The
formation of M is functorial in M, and commutes with the formation of products
over k and separable extensions of the ground field. In particular, if M is a k-group
scheme (not necessarily smooth), then M’ is a smooth k-subgroup scheme.

Let us also recall the definition of the Weil’s restriction of scalars.

Definition 2.4. Let k be a field and k" a subfield of k such that k/k’ is a finite ex-
tension, and let M be an affine k-variety. The Weil’s restriction of scalars Ry, 5 (M)
is the affine k’-scheme satisfying the following universal property

(2.4) R/ (M)(B) = M(k @y B)
for any k’-algebra B.

2.4. Ergodic measures on algebraic varieties. Let M be a ky-group and let
M = M(ky). Suppose B C M is a group which is generated by one parameter
k7-split unipotent algebraic subgroups and by one dimensional kr-split tori. Let A
be a discrete subgroup of M and put 7 : M — M /A to be the natural projection.

11et us remark that over a perfect field the notation of k-closed and that of a variety defined
over k coincide.
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Lemma 2.5 (Cf. [MT94], Proposition 3.2). Let u be a B-invariant and ergodic
Borel probability measure on M/A. Suppose D is a ky-closed subset of M and put
D = D(k7). If p(w(D)) > 0, then there exists a connected kr-algebraic subgroup
E of M such that B C E := E(kt), and a point g € D such that Eg C D and
w(m(Eg)) = 1. Moreover, E N gAg™" is Zariski dense in E.

Proof. First note that thanks to Lemma [2.3] we may assume that D is the k-
points of a ky-variety. Now since the Zariski topology is Noetherian we may and
will assume that D is minimal — in the sense that u(7(D'(k7))) = 0 for all proper
kr-varieties D’ C ID. This, in particular, implies that D is irreducible.

Put B’ := {g € B : gn(D) = w(D)}. The minimality assumption, and applying
Lemma 23] again if necessary, imply that (7 (D) \ gn(D)) =0 for all g & B’.

Since p is a probability measure, we get that B’ has finite index in B. Let now
g € B'. Then gD C DA and since A is countable, we get that there exists some
A € A so that pu(r(gDNDA)) > 0. Using our minimality assumption and Lemma 23]
one more time, we get that gD C DJ; therefore, gD = DA\. Since A is countable,
we get that B’/B” is countable where B” := {g € B’ : gD = D}.

All together we have shown that B” has countable index in B. Recall that B = (B;)
where each B; = B;(k7) and B; is either a one dimensional ks-split unipotent
algebraic subgroup, or a one dimensional k7-split tori; in particular, B; is connected
for all . This implies B; N B” is Zariski dense in B;. Hence B;D = D for all 1,
which implies BD = D.

Put Ao ={A € A: DX =D}, and Y = D\ Up\p, DA. Minimality of D implies that
w(m(Y)) = p(n(D)). Moreover, BY Ag =Y and the natural map Y/Ag — M/A is
injective. We thus get a B-invariant ergodic probability measure pg on Y/Ag.

Let F be the Zariski closure of Ay in M. Then I is a k7-group, see Lemma
11.2.4(ii)], and DF = D. The push forward of pg gives a B-ergodic invariant measure
on D/F C (D/F)(ky) where F' = F(ky). Now by [ShI99, Thm. 1.1 and Thm. 3.6],
this measure is the Dirac mass at one point. That is there is some z € D so that
u(m(zF)) = 1. Since zF' C D, our minimality assumption implies zF" = D; in
particular, we have F is connected. Therefore, ¢ = z and E = gFg~' satisfy the
claims in the lemma. (]

Let the notation be as in the beginning of §24 We will say a Borel probability
measure p on M/A is Zariski dense if there is no proper kr-closed subset M of M
such that p(m(M)) > 0, where M = M(ky). Two kr-subvarieties Ly and Ly of M
are said to be transverse at x if they both are smooth at x and

Tw(Ll) D Tm(]L2) = TCE(M)v

where T, (e) denotes the tangent space of e at 2. Thanks to Lemma 23 we also
have the following, see Prop. 3.3].

Lemma 2.6. Suppose B = B(kt) for a kr-subgroup B of M. Assume that u is
a Zariski dense B-invariant Borel probability measure on M/A. Suppose L is a
connected kr-algebraic subvariety of M containing e which is transverse to B at e.
Let D C L be a ky-closed subset of . containing e. Then, there exists a constant
0 < e < 1 so that the following holds. If Q@ C M/A is a measurable set with
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w(Q) > 1—e¢, then one can find a sequence {g,} of elements in M with the following
properties

(1) {gn} converges to e,
(i) g.2NQ#0D, and
(iif) {gn} C L(k7) \ D(kT).

2.5. Homogeneous measures. Let M be a locally compact second countable
group and let A be a discrete subgroup of M. Suppose p is a Borel probability
measure on M/A. Let ¥ = {g € M : g.u = pu}. The measure pu is called homo-
geneous if there exists © € M/A such that 3z is closed and p is the Y-invariant
probability measure on Xx.

Lemma 2.7 (Cf. [MT94], Lemma 10.1). Let M be a locally compact second count-
able group and A a discrete subgroup of M. Suppose B is a normal and unimodular
subgroup of M. Then any B-invariant, ergodic measure on M /A, is homogeneous.
Moreover, ¥ = BA.

2.6. Modulus of conjugation. Suppose M is a ky-algebraic group. Then M =
M(k7) is a locally compact group. Let a € M and suppose B C M is a closed,
with respect to the Hausdorff topology, subgroup which is normalized by a. We let
a(a, B) denote the modulus of the conjugation action of a on B, i.e. if Y C Bis a
measurable set

O(aYa™') = ala, B)I(Y)
where 6 denotes a Haar measure on B.

Note that «(-, M) is the modular function of M. In particular, if a € [M, M], the
commutator subgroup of M, then a(a, M) = 1.

3. STRUCTURE OF PSEUDO REDUCTIVE GROUPS

In this section we will record a corollary of the main results in [CGP10]; this section
is required only for our study in §71

We begin by fixing some notation. Let k be a local field. Throughout this section we
let Ml be a connected, simply connected, semisimple group defined over k. Moreover,
we assume that either char(k) > 3 or if char(k) = 2,3, then all of the absolutely
almost simple factors of M are of type A.

Let B € M(k) be a Zariski dense subgroup of M. Let I C k be a closed subfield and
put
Fe The irreducible component of the
© identity in the Zariski closure of B in Ry, (M)
We will investigate the structure of F in this section.
Lemma 3.1. (1) Fis a connected [-subgroup of Ry, (M).

(2) F(I) C M(k) and F(l) is Zariski dense in M.

Proof. The group F is connected by its definition. Also since
B € M(k) = Ry (M)(1),
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the Zariski closure of B in Ry /(M) is defined over [, see [Sp98, Lemma 11.2.4(ii)].
This implies part (1).

The first claim in part (2) follows from the definition. To see the second claim, note
that M is connected and B NF(]) has finite index in B. (]

Put F/ := [F,F], the commutator subgroup of F.

Lemma 3.2. (1) F" is a connected I-group.
(2) F'(1) s Zariski dense M.
(3) F is an l-pseudo reductive group. That is R, (F) = {e} where R, (F) is
the largest connected, normal, unipotent l-subgroup.
(4) T’ is a perfect group. That is it equals its own commutator group.

Proof. Part (1) follows from [B91], §2.1].

Part (2) is a consequence of Lemma B.(2) and [B9I, Ch. I, §2.1(e)] since M is
semisimple.

Part (3) is a special case of a more general statement [CGP10, Prop. 4.2.5]. In the
case at hand, however, a simpler proof is available as we now explicate. Contrary to
our claim, suppose that R, ;(F) is nontrivial. Then by [Mar90b, Ch. 1, Prop. 2.5.3]
we have R, ;(F)(l) is Zariski dense in R, ;(F); in particular, R, ;(F)(l) is nontrivial.
This, in view of Lemma B|(2), implies that M has a nontrivial unipotent radical,
contradicting the fact that M is semisimple.

Part (4) follows from part (3) and [CGPI0, Prop. 1.2.6]. O

The following is the main result of this section; the proof is based on [CGPI0,
Thm. 1.5.1 and Thm. 5.1.1].

Theorem 3.3. Let the notation be as above. Then,

(a) there is a subfield | C I C k with k/I' a separable extension, and '/l a
purely inseparable extension,

(b) there is some m > 1 and for every 1 <i < m, there is a fieldl Cl; C U, in
particular, 1;/1 is a purely inseparable extension,

(¢c) for every 1 < i < m, there is an l;-simple, connected, simply connected,
li-group L;, and

(d) there is an isomorphism v : [\~ L; x4, I — L, where L is the irreducible
component of the identity in the Zariski closure of B in Ry, (M),

so that the following hold.

(1) (D) = (T2 La(l)),

(2) F(1)/F'(1) is a compact, abelian group.

Proof. We give the proof in some steps.

Step 1. The field I'. Let I’ = ['/?" where n is the largest positive integer so that
IY/P" C k. Then /I’ is purely inseparable and k /I’ is a separable extension.
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Since B is Zariski dense in M and &/’ is separable, we have that L is a connected,
simply connected, semisimple group defined over I’. Moreover, if char(k) = 2,3,
then all of the absolutely almost simple factors of L are of type A.

Note also that since F is connected, we have F C Ry /;(L).

Step 2. The structure of F. Recall from Lemma [3.2(3) that F is [-pseudo reductive.
The map F — F/R,(F) factors as

F— Ryu(L) L L

where the map ¢ is the natural projection, see [CGPI0, §A.5]. Therefore, if
char(k) = 2,3, then all of the absolutely almost simple factors of F/R,(F) are
of type A.

The structure theory of F is extensively studied in [CGPI0]. The following is a
corollary of [CGP10, Thm. 1.5.1 and Thm. 5.1.1] in the case at hand. The group
F is a standard pseudo reductive group, see [CGP10, Def. 1.4.4]. That is:

e for all 1 < i < m, there is a (finite) purely inseparable extension I; /I,

e for all 1 < 4 < m, there is an [;-simple, connected, simply connected, I;-
group L;, and a maximal [;-torus T;,

e a commutative pseudo reductive [-group A which gives a factorization

HRl/l —>A—>HRZ/Z )

=1
of the natural map induced from T; — T; := T;/Z(L;),

so that I is isomorphic to

(3.1) HRZ si(Lg) A/1_[731 (T

Moreover, F/ = [F,F] is the image of the natural map

(32) i [TRups) = [T Ru (L) @ A/ T] R (T
i=1 i=1 i=1
and ker(j) = ker(¢) is central, see [CGP10, Prop. 4.1.4 and Cor. A.7.11 |.

Step 3. The proofs. We now show that the collections {l;} and {ILL;} satisfy the
claims in the proposition.

For all 1 <i <m, let us denote by f; : Ry, /;(IL;) x; I’ — L the map
R u(Li) xi U L Fx = Ry (L) x 1! B L
where ¢ is the natural map.

Since '/l is purely inseparable, we have ker(q) is unipotent, see [CGP10, Prop.
A.5.11]. Also recall that ker(j) is central. Therefore, ker(f;) is a solvable group for

all 7. Put
f= Hfz HRl/l ) xil' = L

Then by Lemma [B:2(2) and (BZI), f is surjective with a solvable kernel.
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Recall that [;/l is a purely inseparable extension for all 1 < ¢ < m. Therefore,
ker(q;) = Ru(Ry (i) where ¢; : Ry (i) — L; is the natural surjection,
see [CGP10, Prop. A.5.11]. Moreover, L is a semisimple I’-group, hence,

ker(fi) D Ru(Ru,j1(Li)).

Since ker(f;) is a solvable and hence proper subgroup, we get from [CGPI10, Prop.
A.7.8](1) that
Lclforall<i<m;
here we also used the uniqueness of embedding of a purely inseparable extension.
As we mentioned above,
Ry, ji(Li) <y U/ Ru(Ry, i (i) i I') = L.

Therefore, the map f factors through a surjection

v Lo V=L
with central kernel. Recall, however, that L is simply connected; therefore, ¢ is

an isomorphism. This establishes claims (a)—(d). Note also that we get: j is an
isomorphism.

To see part (1), note that

F(1) = (T2 Re (L)) ) by B2)
=j (szl Rli/l(ILi)(l)) since j is an isomorphism
= ‘](HZZI Ll(lz)) since Ru,l (Rli/l (Ll)) = {1}

= L(Hﬁl Ll(lz))

We now turn to the proof of part (2). Indeed, F(I)/F’(]) is abelian as F/F is abelian.
To se it is also compact, consider F(1) as a subgroup of L(I"). Then for every g € F(1),
conjugation by ¢ defines an automorphism of IL(I") which preserves ], L;(l;). This
automorphism is fiberwise an l;-algebraic automorphism. Since L;(l;) is Zariski
dense in L;, we get that this automorphism is fiberwise an inner /;-automorphism.

Part (4) follows from this, in view of [Mar90b, Ch. 1, Thm. 2.3.1]. O

4. AN ALGEBRAIC STATEMENT

One of the remarkable features of Ratner’s theorems is that they connect objects
which are closely connected to the Hausdorff topology of the underlying group, like
closure of a unipotent orbit or a measure invariant by a unipotent group, to objects
which are described using the Zariski topology, e.g. algebraic subgroups. In positive
characteristic setting these two topologies are rather far from each othetfl. From a
philosophical stand point, this is one reason why the existing proofs in characteristic
zero do not easily generalize to this case.

Let us restrict ourselves to unipotent groups in order to highlight one of the differ-
ences. In characteristic zero, the group generated by one unipotent matrix already

2See [P98] where structure of compact subgroups of semisimple groups of adjoint type is
described.
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carries quite a lot of information, e.g. it is Zariski dense in a one dimensional group.
In positive characteristic, however, all unipotent elements are torsion. The situa-
tion improves quite a bit in the presence of a split torus action. In a sense, such an
action can be used “to redefine a notion of Zariski closure” for the group generated
by one element. This philosophy is used in this section where we prove the following
proposition which is of independent interest.

Proposition 4.1. Let k be a local field of characteristic p > 0 and W a unipotent
k-group equipped with a k-action by GLy. Assume that all the weights are positive
integers. Let U be a subgroup of W(k) which is invariant under the action of k*.
Then, there is q a power of p, which only depends on the set of weights, such that
U = W (k9), where W' is the Zariski-closure of U C W(k) = Ryjpe (W)(k9) in
Riyka (W). Moreover, W' is connected.

Groups like U arise naturally in our study, see 6] for more details.

We shall prove Proposition ] in several steps. First we prove it when W is a
commutative p-torsion k-group. In the next step, the general commutative case is
handled. In the final step, the general case is proved by induction on the nilpotency
length.

In order to prove the first step, we shall start with a few auxiliary lemmas. In
Lemmas and 3] we assume that the weights are powers of p. In Lemmas [£.4]
and .5l we get a convenient decomposition of U into certain subgroups, and finally
in Lemma .8 we prove the first step. Let begin with the following

Lemma 4.2. Let F' be an infinite field of characteristic p and 0 < 11 < --- < I,
positive integers. Assume GL1 acts linearly on a standard F-vector group W with
weights equal to pli. Let W; be the weight space of pb and suppose U is a subgroup
of W(k) which is invariant under GL1(k). If U does not intersect @ ,W;, then

U=Ww(F"r),
for any 1 > 1y, where W' is the Zariski-closure of U in R/ pst (W).

Proof. Via the action of GL1(F), and in view of our assumption of the weights,
we can view W(F') as an F-vector space and U as a F-subspace. Since U does
not intersect &7, W,;, we get an F-linear map 6 from pr,(U) to &7, W;, where
pry : W — W is the projection map, and we have

U = {(x,0(x))| x € pr; (U)}.

It is clear that pry(U) is a F?" _subspace of W (F) with respect to the standard
scalar multiplication. It is also clear that 6 can be extended to an F-morphism from
Wi to @, W,. Hence there is a standard FP" vector subgroup W, of R (W)
such that

F/Fr't

U={(xy)| x € Wi(F"), y =Ry pn (0)(x)).
Since F' is an infinite field, the Zariski-closure W' of i in R
[y x €Wy =Ry ()0},

which shows that & = W' (F P ). Now, one can easily deduce the same result for
any [ > lq. O

£t (W) is equal to
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Lemma 4.3. Let F' be an infinite field of characteristic p and 0 < 13 < --- <,
positive integers. Assume GLi acts linearly on a standard F-vector group W with
weights equal to pli. LetU be a subgroup of W(F) which is invariant under GLy (F).
Then

U=w ),

for any 1 > 1,,, where W' is the Zariski-closure of U in R (W).

F/Fp!

Proof. We denote the weight space of p* by W;. Let U; = U N (®7_;W;) and define
U] to be a GL; (F)-invariant complement of U; in U;_1. So we have

u{ C @?:i_le‘

Ui N (85 W;) = {0}

Ui—1=U; P Z/ll-/

U=UoUs & U, B Up.
By Lemma 2 we have that U] = W;(Fpl), for all 4 and any | > [;_1, where W, is
the Zariski-closure of ¢ in Ry .1 (€7_; ;W;). Moreover, Uy, is a subspace of Wy,

with respect to the standard action of FP"; one can easily conclude. O

Lemma 4.4. Let mq,...,mq be distinct positive integers which are coprime with
p. Let g(z) = (x™,...,2™3) be a morphism from A' to A?. Then

G(x1,...,xq) == g(x1) + -+ g(zq)

is a separable function from A% to A% at a F-point, for any infinite field F of
characteristic p.

Proof. 1t is enough to show that the Jacobian of G is invertible at some F-point.
Thus, thanks to our assumption: all of m; are coprime with p, it suffices to show
that the kernel of D = [iC}ni_l] is trivial for some z; € F'. Now since F' is an infinite
field, there is an element x € F'* of multiplicative order larger than max; m;. Set
x; = 2771 if D has a non-trivial kernel, then there is non-zero polynomial @ of

degree at most d — 1 with coeflicients in F', such that
Qz™ N =Q@™ N =-..=Qaz™ 1) =0.

This is a contradiction as 2™ ! are distinct and the degree of @ is at most d—1. O

Lemma 4.5. Let k be a local field of characteristic p and my,--- ,mq distinct
positive integers which are coprime with p. Let W be a standard k-vector group
equipped with a linear k-action by GLq. Assume that the set of weights ® = &1 U
U dy, ®; = {p'm; € ®|1 € N}, and moreover ®; is non-empty. Let U be a
subgroup of W(k), which is invariant under the action of GLyi(k). Then

U=U & DUy,

where Uy = U N (Baca, Wa) and W, is the weight space corresponding to «. Fur-

thermore, if ®; = {p'my, pzm,, ..., plmim;} and x = (21, ..., 2,,) € U;, then

W'y, AP Tn,) €U, for any A € k*.
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Proof. Take an arbitrary element x = (x4 )ace € U. Since U is invariant under the
action of GLj(k), we have (A*x4)aea is also in U, for any A € k*. On the other
hand, as U/ is a group,

(4.1) (X EXS £ A0 )aco €U,

for any A1,..., A\, € k*. On the other hand, by LemmalZ.4land the Inverse Function
Theorem, the image of G — G has an open neighborhood of the origin. Therefore,

thanks to scale invariance of the image, we have: for any \|,..., X, € k, one can
find \;, p; € k such that

d s d ;
(4.2) A= Zj:l AT Zj:l i
for any 1 <+ < d. Now since p is the characteristic of k, using (1)) and 2] one
can easily finish the argument. O

Lemma 4.6. Let k be a local field of characteristic p. Let W be a p-torsion com-
mutative unipotent k-group equipped with a linear k-action by GLy; further, assume
that all the weights are positive. Let U be a subgroup of W(k), which is invariant
under the action of GLi(k). Then, there exists some ly, depending only on the
weights, such that for any integer | > gy

U=W(E),
where W' is the Zariski-closure of U in Ry /ot (W).

Proof. By [CGP10, Prop. B.4.2], we can assume that W is a k-vector group equipped
with a k-linear action of GL;. Applying Lemmal[L5 we can decompose U into sub-
groups U; and get a new GL; action on @,eca, W, such that all the new weights
are powers of p and U; is invariant under this new action of GL;(K). The lemma
now follows from Lemma O

Lemma 4.7. Let k be a local field of characteristic p. Let W be a commutative
unipotent k-group equipped with a k-action by GLy such that Zgr, (W) = {1}.
Suppose U is a subgroup of W(k), which is invariant under the action of GL1 (k).
Then, there is some lg, depending only on the weights of the action of GLi on
Lie(W), such that for any integer | > Iy

U=w(k),
where W' is the Zariski-closure of U in Ry vt (W).

Proof. Since W is unipotent, it is a torsion group. We now proceed by induction
on the exponent of W; if it is p, by Lemma 6] we are done. Thus, assume that
the exponent of W is p'. Let U[p] = {u € U[uP = 1}; since U is commutative,
U[p] is a subgroup of U which is clearly invariant under the action of GLj (k).
Let V be the Zariski-closure of U[p] in W; then, V is a p-torsion commutative
unipotent group which in view of Lemma is defined over k. Therefore, by
Lemma for a large enough power of p (depending only on the weights), which
we denote by ¢/, we have U[p] = W®) (k4"), where W) is the Zariski-closure of U/p]
n Ry ke (V) C Rijpat (W).

Let W” be the Zariski-closure of U in Ry, /. (W). Note that GL; acts on W” with

no trivial weights, and W) is invariant under this action. Hence both of these
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groups and their quotient are kql—split unipotent groups. We now consider the
following exact sequence of k? -split unipotent groups,

1> WP 5w 5w /we -1,

Note that 7(U) is Zariski-dense in W /W) and p!~!-torsion, which implies W” /W)
is p'~!-torsion. Hence, by induction hypothesis, there exists ¢ > ¢’ which is a large
enough power of p, depending only on the weights, such that

(4.3) n(U) =W (k7),
where W is the Zariski-closure of T(U) in Ryar ko (W” /W®)). On the other hand,
(4.4) Ulp) = WP (k7)) = Ry s (W) (k)

and, by [Oe84, Cor. A.3.5], Ryv (W(P)) is k9-split unipotent group. Thus U[p]
is Zariski-dense in Ry 1 (W), By [Oe84, Prop. A.3.8], we also know that the
following is exact

L= qu’/kq (W(p)) - qu’/kq (WN) Ll) qu’/kq (W///W(p)) — 1.

Now let W’ be the Zariski-closure of U in Ry e (W”). By the above discussion, it
is easy to get the following short exact sequence and show that all of the involved
groups are k?-split unipotent groups,

15 Ryar e (WP) 5 W 5 W — 1.

By (£3) and ([@4) and the fact that these groups are k%-split unipotent groups, we
get the following exact sequence,

(4.5) 1= Up] — W (k) S nUd) — 1.
So, by (£3]) and U € W'(k7), one can easily deduce that & = W’ (k?), which finishes
the proof. 1

Proof of Proposition [{.1 We proceed by induction on the nilpotency length of W.
If it is commutative, by Lemma (L7 we are done. Assume W is of nilpotency
length c¢. Then [U,U] C [W,W](k), where [e, ] is the derived subgroup of e. The
nilpotency length of [W, W] is ¢ — 1; hence, by induction hypothesis, for any ¢’
which is a large enough power of p (depending only on the weights), we have

[, ul = W(kq/)v
where W is the Zariski-closure of U,Uu] in Ry (W). Let W” be the Zariski-

closure of U in Ry, /.o (W); since GL1 acts on W” with no trivial weights and since

W is invariant under this action, both of these groups and the quotient group are
k7 -split groups. We consider the following short exact sequence

(4.6) 15 W= W DWW 1;

since m(U) is commutative and Zariski-dense in W” /W, we get that W” /W is
commutative. Therefore, by Lemma [£7] if ¢ > ¢’ is a large enough power of p
(depending only on the weights), we have

(4.7) T(U) =W (k7),
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where W is the Zariski-closure of T(U) in Riyar /ga (W"/W) We also have

(4.8) U U = WET) = Ry 10 (W) (K.
By Prop. A.3.8] and (6]), we have the exact sequence
(4.9) 1 Ryar (W) = R 0 (W) 75 Ry oo (W /W) =5 1.

Let W be the Zariski-closure of U in Ry’ 1 (W"). Since W is a k7 -split unipotent
group, by (@) and (@3], we have the following exact sequence

1— qu//kq(W) SW LW 1
and so, by (), (Z9) and the fact that all the involved groups are k%-split unipotent
groups, we have

(4.10) 1= UU] = W (k) = mU) — 1;
this together with & C W’(k?) finishes the proof except connectedness.

To see W’ is connected, note that in view of our assumption that all the weights
are positive, there exists some r € k so that every element in I/ is contracted to the
identity by 7. O

5. POLYNOMIAL LIKE BEHAVIOR AND THE BASIC LEMMA

In this section we assume p is a probability measure on X = G/I" which is invariant
under the action of some k-split, unipotent ks-subgroup of G.

We will recall an important construction based on the slow divergence of two nearby
unipotent orbits in X. Then, we will use this to acquire new elements in the sta-
bilizer of p. Investigating the polynomial like behavior of two diverging unipo-
tent orbits in the intermediate range dates back to several important works, e.g.
Margulis’ celebrated proof of the Oppenheim conjecture [Mar86], using topolog-
ical arguments, and Ratner’s seminal work on the proof of the measure rigidity

conjecture [R90a, [R90D, [RIT].

5.1. Construction of quasi-regular maps. This section follows the construction
in §5]. It is written in a more general setting than what is needed for the
proof of Theorem [Tl namely p is not assumed to be ergodic for the action of the
unipotent group U which is used in the construction. We first recall the definition of
a quasi-regular map. Here the definition is given in the case of a local field, which
is what we need later, the T-arithmetic version is a simple modification. It is worth
mentioning that we have a simplifying assumption here compare to the situation
in [MT94]: our group U is normalized and expanded by an element from class A.
This is used in order to define nice Folner sets in U. In view of this, we do not need
the construction of the group Uy in [MT94].

Definition 5.1 (Cf. [MT94], Definition 5.3). Let k be a local field.

(1) Let E be a k-algebraic group, U a k-subgroup of E(k), and M a k-algebraic
variety. A k-rational map f : M(k) — E(k) is called U-quasiregular if the
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map from M(k) to V, given by x +— p(f(z))q, is k-regular for every k-
rational representation p : E — GL(V), and every point g € V(k) such that
pU)q=q.

(2) Let E = E(k) and suppose U C F is a k-split unipotent subgroup. A map
¢ :U — F is called strongly U-quasiregular if there exist
(a) asequence g, € E such that g, — e,
(b) a sequence {a, : U — U} of k-regular maps of bounded degree,
(c) a sequence {B, : U — U} of k-rational maps of bounded degree, and
(d) a Zariski open, dense subset X C U,
such that ¢(u) = limy, o0 ap(u)gnBn(u), and the convergence is uniform
on the compact subsets of X.

We note that if ¢ is strongly U-quasiregular, then it indeed is U-quasiregular. To
see this, let p : E — GL(V) be a k-rational representation, and let ¢ € V be a
U-fixed vector. For any u € X' we have

(5.1) p(¢(u))g = lim_ p(an(u)gn)q
Thanks to the fact that U is split we can identify U with an affine space. Then
Yn U =V given by ¥y, (u) = p(an(u)gn)g

is a sequence of polynomial maps of bounded degree. Moreover, this family is
uniformly bounded on compact sets of X'. Therefore, it converges to a polynomial
map with coefficients in k. This shows ¢ is U-quasiregular.

For the rest of this section we assume the following

k is a local field,

G is the group of k-points of a k-group,

U is a connected k-split, unipotent k-subgroup of G,

there is an element s € G from class A so that U C WS (s) and U is
normalized by s.

In view of these assumptions, [BS68, Prop. 9.13] implies that there a regular cross
section, V, for U in Wg (s) which is invariant under conjugation by s. Put

L:=Wg(s)Za(s)V.
Then L is a rational cross section for ¢/ in G.

We fix, B+ and B, relatively compact neighborhoods of e in W (s) and W, (s)
respectively, with the property that

BT CsBts ™ and B~ C s B s
Using these, we define a filtration in W (s) and W (s) as follows
BE =s"BTs™" and B, =5 "B s".
Define ¢+ : W*(s) — Z U {—oc} by

o (f(z)=jifz B \'B]_, and (*(e) = —o0,

Jj—1

o ((z)=jifzeB; \ B, and [~ (e) = —cc.

Jj—1
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For any integer n, set U, = B, NU.

Let {gn} C LU\ Ng(U) be a sequence with g,, — e. Since L is a rational cross-
section for U in G, we get rational morphisms

gn:M%Landwn:Z/{—)L{
such that ug, = (;NSn(u)wn(u) holds for all u in a Zariski open, dense subset of I/.

Recall that by a theorem of Chevalley, there exists a ky-rational representation
p: G — GL(V) and a unit vector ¢ € ¥ such that

(5:2) U={geG: plg)g=q}.
According to this description we also have

(5.3) p(NaU))q ={z € p(G)q: pUh)z = z}.
Fix a bounded neighborhood B(g) of ¢ in ¥ such that

(5.4) p(G)gNB(g) = p(G)g N B(q),
where the closure is taken with respect to the Hausdorff topology of W.

Recall that g, ¢ Ng(U). Thus, in view of (B3), there is a sequence of integers
{b(n)} such that
(n) — oo,

L)
o p(Un(n)+19n)q Z B(q), and
o p(Umgn)g C B(g) for all m < b(n).

Define k-regular isomorphisms 7, : 4 — U as follows. For every u € U put
(5.5) Tn = Ap(n) Where A, (u) = s"us™".

Given n € N, we now define the k-rational map ¢, : Y — L by ¢, := (;NSn O Ty.
Let pr, be the restriction of the orbit map g — p(g)g to L and define

(5.6) ¢ = prodn U — V.

It follows from the definition of b(n) that ¢],(Bo) C B(g), but ¢, (B1) ¢ B(q).
Note that ¢, (u) = p(an(w)gn)q. Hence ¢, : U — ¥ is a k-regular morphism.

Since

e { is a connected k-group,
e U/ is normalized by S, and
o Za(S)NU = {e}

we get from [BS68, Cor. 9.12] that U and its Lie algebra are S-equivariantly iso-
morphic as k-varieties. Hence, {¢/,} is a sequence of equicontinuous polynomials
of bounded degree. Therefore, after possibly passing to a subsequence, we assume
that there exists a k-regular morphism ¢’ : U — ¥ such that

(5.7) ¢ (u) = lim @, (u) for every u € U.

The map ¢’ is non-constant since ¢'(B1) in not contained in B(g); moreover, since
gn — € we have ¢/ (e) — ¢, hence, ¢'(¢) = ¢.
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Let M = p(L)q. Since L is a rational cross section for I in G which contains e, we
get that M is a Zariski open dense subset of p(G)g and g € M.

Let now ¢ : Y — L be the kr-rational morphism defined by

(5.8) ¢(u) = pr* o ¢/ (u).

It follows from the construction that ¢(e) = e and that ¢ is non-constant.
Claim. The map ¢ constructed above is strongly U-quasiregular.

To see the claim, first note that by the definition of ¢,, and in view of (5.7) and (58]
we have

(5.9) d(u) = lim ¢, (u) for all u € ¢'~1(M).

n—roo

Now since the convergence in (B.7)) is uniform on compact subsets and since p; ! is
continuous on compact subsets of M, we get that the convergence in (5.9 is also
uniform on compact subsets of ¢'~!(M). Recall that

Tn (u)gn = ¢n (u)wn (Tn (u))

Hence, for any u € ¢'~1(M) we can write
(5.10) $(u) = ln 7, (w)gn(10n (1 (1))

the claim follows.

5.2. Properties of quasi-regular maps and the Basic Lemma. We will need
some properties of the map ¢ constructed above. The proofs of these facts are mu-
tandis mutatis of the proofs in characteristic zero in [MT94]; we will only highlight
the required modifications here.

Proposition 5.2 (Cf. [MT94], §6.1 and §6.3). The map ¢ is a rational map from U
into Ng(U). Furthermore, there is no compact subset K of G such that Tm(¢p) C KU.

Proof. Recall from (B3] that

NeU) ={g € G: pU)p(9)a = p(g)q}-
Thus, we need to show that for any ug € U and any u € ¢'~*(M), we have

p(u0)p(d(w))g = p(d(w))g;
this suffices as ¢'~1(M) is a Zariski open, dense subset of U.
Let u € ¢'71(M), then by (E.I0) we have

P(u) = nlggo Tn (1) gn (Wi (T, (u)))fl

On the other hand, we have p(uo7,(u)gn)g = p(70 (7,7 L (uo)u)gn)g-

Note now that 7, *(ug) — e as n — oo. This, in view of the above discussion,
implies that ¢(u) € Ny (U) for all u € ¢/~1(M). The first claim follows.

To see the second assertion, note that ¢ = pzl o ¢'. The claim thus follows since ¢’
is a non-constant polynomial map and py, is an isomorphism from L onto a Zariski
open, dense subset of the quasi affine variety p(G)q. O
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In the sequel we will utilize a quasi-regular map, ¢, which is constructed using a
sequence of elements g,, — e with the following property.

Definition 5.3 (Cf. [MT94], Definition 6.6). A sequence {g,} is said to satisfy the
condition (%) with respect to s if there exists a compact subset IC of G such that
for all n € N we have s~ g, s*(") ¢ K.

This technical condition is used in the proof of the Basic Lemma. It is also essential
in the proof of Proposition

We also recall the following

Definition 5.4. A sequence of measurable, non-null subsets A,, C U is called an
averaging net for the action of U on (X, u) if the following analog of the Birkhoff
pointwise ergodic theorem holds. For any continuous, compactly supported function
f on X and for almost all z € X one has

, 1
(5.11) lim W/An fux)do(u) :/)(f(h)de(w)(h)a

n—oo

where fi, ;) denotes the U-ergodic component corresponding to .

The proof of the following is standard.

Lemma 5.5 (Cf. [MT94], §7.2). Let A C U be open, relatively compact, and non-
null. Let A, = M, (A). Then {A,} is an averaging net for the action of U on

(X, ).

Ergodic theorems hold on full measure subsets of the space (with the exception of
uniquely ergodic systems). The following is a uniform and quantitive version of full
measure sets, and it is better adapted to limiting arguments.

Definition 5.6. A compact subset 2 C X is said to be a set of uniform convergence
relative to {A,} if the following holds. For every e > 0 and every continuous,
compactly supported function f on X one can find a positive number N (e, f) such
that for every x € Q and n > N(e, f) one has

o /Anfwfv)d@(u)— /. f(h)duym(h)’ <e.

The following is a consequence of Egoroff’s Theorem and the second countability
of the spaces under consideration, see [MT94, §7.3].

Lemma 5.7. For any & > 0 one can find a measurable set Q0 with p(2) > 1—¢
which is a set of uniform convergence relative to {A, = \,(A)} for every open,
relatively compact, and non-null subset A of U.

5.3. The following is the main application of the construction of the quasi-regular
maps. It provides us with the anticipated extra invariance property.

Basic Lemma (Cf. [MT94], Basic Lemma, §7.5). Let Q be a set of uniform con-
vergence relative to all averaging nets {A, = \,(A)} for all A C U which are
open, relatively compact, and non-null. Let {x,} be a sequence of points in
with x, — x € Q. Let {gn} C G\ Ng(U) be a sequence which satisfies condition
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() with respect to s. Assume further that gnpx, € Q for every n. Suppose ¢ is
the U-quasiregular map corresponding to {gn} constructed above. Then the ergodic
component [,y s invariant under Tm(¢).

Proof. The proof in Basic Lemma] works the same here. Indeed, the anal-
ysis simplifies in our situation as U = Uy = U; we present a sketch here.

Let the notation be as in the construction of ¢,; in particular, 7, = Ay,). Then,
the condition () allows one to write

Wn OTp = Tp On
where 7, : U — U is a rational map and locally a diffeomorphism. Furthermore,

given ug € ¢’ ~1(M), the sequence {1, } uniformly converges to a diffeomorphism,
7, on a neighborhood of wy.

Let A ={u:||¢n(u)f — ¢(uo)flloo < e} for f € Co(X) and € > 0 is small enough.
One then uses 77 to compare the ergodic average

1
M/Af(rn(u)gnx) do(u)

with zexy /f(gbn( Jwn (o (w))z) dO(u).

Passing to the limit, we get that p is ¢(up)-invariant, as was claimed. O

We finish this section with the following remark which will be used in the proof of
Theorem [I.1] see Step 4 in the proof.

Remark 5.8. The construction above assumed {g,} ¢ Na(U), however, we make
the following observation. Let U, and € be as in the Basic Lemma. Further, let
us assume that p is U-ergodic. Suppos

9 € No(U) N Za ()W (s)
is so that gz € Q for some x € Q). Then p is invariant by g.

To see this, put A = BoNU and let A,, = A\,,(A). For all n > 0 and any continuous
compactly supported function f we have

/ f(ugz)dd(u /f u)gx)df(u)

/ Flag™ An(w)gz)dd (u)
/ F9halg uga)o)d0(w)
= FlgAn(u)x)df(u),
where g, = A\, }(g) and B(n) = g, Agn. In the last equality we used the fact that

the Jacobian of the conjugation by g, is constant.

3In general, Ng(U) C ZG(s)Wér (s) can be arranged by embedding G in some SL;, and choosing
the element s more carefully. However, the more restrictive statement given here already suffices
for our application.
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Now let gy € Ng(U) be so that g, — go as n — oo. Put B = gy ' Ago, then
0(B(n) A B) — 0 as n — oo. Hence, for any € > 0 and all large enough n, we have

! 1
9(B(n)) /B (n)f(g)\n(u)w)dﬁ(u)— 55 /B Flgn(w)a)dO(u)

On the other hand since x, gz € (), for all large enough n we have

‘mIAn ugwdﬁ fX h‘<5
’@an (gux)df(u fX h’<a.

Putting all these together we get that |u(f) — gu(f)| < 3e. This implies the claim
if we let ¢ — 0.

<e

6. PROOF OF THEOREM [T 1]

Let us recall the setup from the introduction. We fixed

a ky-algebraic group G,

a closed subfield k" C k,,

a k’-group H, and

a ky-homomorphism ¢ : H X kyy — Gy,

Therefore, if we replace G, by G}, := Ry, /i (Gw), we get a k’-group, G, such

that G), (k') = G (ky). Furthermore, it follows from the universal property of
Weil’s restriction of scalars that H is a k’-subgroup of GJ,. Hence, we may and
will assume that k¥’ = k,, and G,, = G/,. To simplify the notation, we will denote
k. = k for the rest of this section.

We also have fixed a non central k-homomorphism, A : G,, — H. Recall the one
dimensional k-split tours S C G defined using A. Let s = «(s’), then s € S is an
element from class A.

6.1. The subgroup U. As in the statement of Theorem [[T] j is a probability
measure on X = G/I" which is SU-invariant and U-ergodic. Define

(6.1) U C W (s) to be the maximal subgroup which leaves ;1 invariant.

Note that U C U. Since p is S-invariant and Wg;' (s) is normalized by S, the group
U is a closed, in Hausdorff topology, subgroup of Wg;' (s) which is normalized by S.

Therefore, Proposition [£]] implies the following. There exists some ¢ = p", de-
pending on the action of S on Wgw (s), such that U is the group of k?-points of a

connected, k?-split, unipotent, k?-subgroup of Ry, (WE (s))
We fix a k?-homomorphism
N2 G = Ryypa (H)
and an element so € N (G (k7)) so that W (s) = W (so), see [CGP10, App. C].

Replacing Gy, with Ry re(Gy,), which we continue to denote by G, we have U is
an algebraic subgroup of G,,.
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Also replace S by X(Gy,), S by Rijka(t)(N (G )(k?)) and s by so. Finally, we
replace k by k? in k7 and continue to denote this by k7.

In particular, we have the following

e The group U is the set of ky-points of a connected, ky-split, unipotent,
k7-subgroup of WS (s).

e The group S is a k-split one dimensional k-torus, s € S, and U C Wg (s)
is normalized by S.

6.2. The subgroup F(s). Following [MT94], we define
(6.2) F(s)={9eG: UgC W (s)Za(s)U };

as indicated, the closure is the Zariski closure. Since W (s)Z¢(s) is a subgroup of
G the above can be written as

(6.3) {oeG: W5(s)Za(s)U g C Wi (s)Za(s)U }.
Thus the inclusion in ([G3]) may be replaced by equality. This implies

F(s) is a k-closed subgroup of G.
Note that S C F(s) and F(s) N W (s) = U.

Put U™ = F(s) N W (s). This a k-closed subgroup of W, (s) which is normalized
by S.

Lemma 6.1. The group U™ is the k-points of a connected, unipotent, k-subgroup
of Wg (s). Moreover, there is a regular cross-section, V=, for U™ in W (s) and
V™ s invariant under conjugation by s.

Proof. The second claim follows from the first claim and [BS68| Prop. 9.13].

To see the first claim, note that by Lemma 23] there is a smooth group scheme B
defined over k so that B(k) = U~. Hence, B C W (s) is a unipotent group which is
normalized by s. Since s contracts every element of B to the identity, we get that
B is connected as was claimed. (]

Similarly, let V' be a regular cross-section for U in W (s) which is invariant under
conjugation by s.

6.3. Structure of ;i along contacting leaves of s. In this section we will use
the maximality of ¢/ and the Basic Lemma to show that p has a rather special
structure along W (s). The main result is Proposition We first need some
more notation. Put

(6.4) D =W (8)Za(s)W(s) =U V™ Za(s)VU.

Then, D is a Zariski open dense subset of G containing e, see §2.11 Moreover, for
any g € D we have a unique decomposition

(6.5) g=w"(9)z(9)w*(g9) = u"(9)v(9)2(g9)v(g)ulg)
where u=(g) € U™, v (9) € V7, 2(9) € Za(s), u(g) € U, v(g) € V, w (g9) =
u”(g)v™(g), and w*(g) = v(g)u(g).



24 AMIR MOHAMMADI AND ALIREZA SALEHI GOLSEFIDY

Note that for every w* & Wé[ (s) we have
(6.6) (E(smwts™™) = 1E(w(g)) £ m.
We need the following

Proposition 6.2. Suppose {g,} is a sequence converging to e, and let s and U be
as above. Suppose one of the following holds

(1) the sequence £~ (v~ (gn)) — £~ (u (gn)) is bounded from below, or
(2) {gn} C Za(s)W (s) \ NeU).

Then, {gn} satisfies the condition (x). Furthermore, if we let ¢ be the quasi-regular
map constructed using U and this sequence {g,}, then Im(¢) C W (s).

Proof. The fact that the conclusion holds under condition (1) is proved in
Prop. 6.7]. We show (2) also implies the conclusion.

Under assumption (2), we have s~ %" g, s?™) — ¢ hence, {g,} satisfies the condi-
tion (*). We now use an argument similar to [MT94, Prop. 6.7] to show Im(¢) C
W (s) when condition (2) above holds. By (G.9) we have

d(u) = lim ¢ (u) = lim 7, (w)gnwn (Tn(u)) ! for all u € ¢'~H(M).
n—oo n—00
It follows from the choice of b(n) that
{570 ¢ sP(M)} are bounded in U for & = 7, (u) and w, (7, (u)) ™ .

In view of this and the condition (x), we get the following. After possibly passing
to a subsequence, we have

lim S_b(n)(bn(u)sb(n) = lim S_b(n)Tn(u)gnwn(Tn(u))_lsb(n) eu.
n—00 n—00

This implies that ¢(u) € W7 (s) for all u € ¢'~*(M). Together with the fact that
¢ ~1(M) is Zariski dense in U, this finishes the proof. O

The following is an important consequence of the above proposition and the con-
struction of quasi-regular maps in §5l It describes the local structure of the set of
uniform convergence. Our formulation here is taken from [MT94]; let us remark
that obtaining such description is also essential in [R90D].

Proposition 6.3. For every € > 0, there exists a compact subset Q. C X with the
following properties.

(1) w(Qe) >1—¢, and
(2) if {gn} C G\ Na(U™(s)) is a sequence so that g, — e and
gnQ2e N Q. £ O for every n,

then the sequence {£= (v~ (gn)) — £~ (u " (gn))} tends to —oo.

Proof. First note that U C U, therefore, u is U-ergodic and invariant. Let ¢ > 0
be given. Let €. be a set of uniform convergence for the action of U, in the sense
of Definition B0l with p(Q:) > 1 —e. We will show that €2, satisfies (2) in the
proposition as well.
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Assume contrary to our claim that there is a sequence {g,} so that (2) fails. Passing
to a subsequence we may assume the sequence

{07 (v (gn)) = € (u"(9n))}
is bounded from below. Therefore, Proposition guarantees that {g,} satisfies
condition (k).

Now construct the quasi-regular map ¢ corresponding to {g,} as in §5 Then,

e in view of Proposition (2] the image of ¢ is not contained in KU for any
bounded subset K C G.

e It follows from the Basic Lemma that p is invariant under Im(¢).

e By Proposition 62 we have Im(¢) C W (s).

Therefore,  is invariant under (U, Im(¢)) which is contained in W (s) and strictly
contains Y. This contradicts the maximality of &/ and finishes the proof. O

We will use this proposition in the following form.

Corollary 6.4. There exists a subset Q C X with u(Q) =1 such that
We(s)zNQCcU

for every x € Q.

Proof. The proof follows the same lines as the proof of Cor. 8.4] using
Proposition [6.3] We recall the proof here for the convenience of the reader.

First let us note that by Mautner’s phenomenon, every s-ergodic component of u
is U-invariant, thus, u is s-ergodic. For any € > 0, let . be as in Proposition [6.3
Let Q. C Q. be a compact subset with p(€.) > 1 — 2¢ so that the Birkhoff ergodic
theorem for the action of s and xq, holds for every = € (2L.

Suppose = and y = w™x are in Q. and assume that w™ ¢ U~ . Let n; — oo be a
subsequence so that both s™x € Q). and sy € ., such sequence exists by Birkhoff
ergdoic theorem.

Let x; = s™ix and
yi = sy = sMws s = wx;
where w; = s™ws™ ™. Our assumption on w and (G.6) imply that
{07 (0™ (wy)) = £ (u™ (ws))}
is bounded from below which contradicts Proposition [6.3]

The corollary now follows if we apply the above argument to a sequence ¢, — 0
and let Q = U, QL . O

6.4. A lemma on finite dimensional representations. We need certain prop-
erties of the subgroup F(s) which was defined in (6.2]). These will be used when
we apply Theorem in the proof of Theorem [[LT The main property needed is
Lemma below which is a consequence of Lemma It is worth mentioning
that the latter is closely related to the notion of an epimorphic group which was
introduced by A. Borel.
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Retain the notation from §Il Recall also from the reductions in the beginning of
this section that k = k’. Put H+ = (W} (s), W;; (s)). Since H' is k”-almost simple
and k”-isotropic we have

HT = i(Ry i (H') (k)
where H' — H' denotes the simply connected cover of H', and 7 is ¢ precomposed
with the covering map, see [Mar90b, Prop. 1.5.4 and Thm. 2.3.1].

Lemma 6.5. Let (p, @) be a finite dimensional representation of G, defined over
k and let || || denote a norm on ®. Let q € ®.

(1) If(U,s) C {g € Guw : p(g)q € k- g}, then [|p(s™)qll = |lql| for all n > 1.
(2) If p(s)q = q and p(U)gq = q, then p(HT)q = q.

Proof. The argument is similar to the one given in [Sh95, Lemma 5.2].

First note that since U is a unipotent subgroup of G' our assumption in (1) implies
that p(U)q = ¢, and that p(s)g = x(s)q for some k-character x.

Assume the contrary to (1). Then since s acts by a character, we get that

(6.7) lim p(s")g = 0.

n—r00

Let @~ denote the subspace of ® corresponding to the negative weights of the action
of p(s) on ®. Therefore, ([G.7) is to say ¢ € ¢~

We claim (G.7)) implies the following
(6.8) p(HY)gC ®~.
Let us assume (G.8) and conclude the proof first. Indeed ([G8) implies that

U := k-linear span of {p(H")q} C ®~.
Let o : HT — GL(¥) be the corresponding representation. Now by Lemma
there is some ng so that s™ € Ht. Hence

[det(o(s™))| # 1.

This contradicts the fact that H' is a generated by k-unipotent subgroups and
finishes the proof of (1).

We now turn to the proof of (68)). Recall that g is fixed by U, therefore, (6.3)
follows if we show that

p(Wii(s)) € .
Let w € W, (s) be arbitrary. Then s"ws™™ — e as n — oo. Using this and (6.7
we get that

Jim p(s")p(w)g = lim p(s"ws™")p(s")g = 0.
Hence, p(w)q € ®~ for all w € W (s) as we wanted to show.

We now prove (2). The proof is similar to the above. Decompose ® according to
the weights of the element s € S. Hence

P=0" +0"°+ 0",

We claim that
(6.9) (Wi (8)Zu(5))g C & + 0"
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To see this, let wz € Wy (s)Zu(s) be arbitrary. Then s"ws™"™ — e as n — oo and
sz = zs. Since p(s)q = q we get that

Jim p(s")p(wz)g = lim_ p(s™ws™")p(2)p(s")q = p(2)q-
Hence, p(wz)q € &~ 4 @ for all wz € Wy (s)Zp(s) as we wanted to show.
Our assumption that p(U)g = ¢ together with (6:9]) now implies that
p( Wiz ()2 (5) W ())g © &~ + 0.

This is to say p o ¢(Wyg(s)(k)Zu(s) (k)W (s)(k))g C = + @°. In view of 2 we
thus get
p(H")q C p(H)q = p(c(H(k)))q C &~ + @°.

As above, define ¥ to be the k-span of {p(H)q}. Note that ¥ C &~ +®°. Let (o, ¥)
denote the corresponding representation of H on W¥. Let ng be so that s™ € HT.
Since H™T is generated by k,-unipotent subgroups we get that

|det(o(s™))| = 1,
which implies that ¥ C ®°.

Let now p € ¥ be any vector. For any compact subset B C U there is a compact
subset B’ C W so that o(B)p C B’. Since ¥ C ®°, we get

(6.10) o(s" Bs™""0)p = p(s"™)o(B)p C B'.

Letting n — oo we get from (@I0) that p(U)p C B’ is contained in a compact
subset of ¥. Note, however, that U is a k-split, unipotent, k-subgroup, therefore

o(U)p = p-
Hence, U is in the kernel of p. Since the kernel is a normal subgroup of H' we get
from Lemma [6.6] that H* C ker(p) which implies (2). O

Lemma 6.6. The only normal subgroup of H™ which contains U is HT. Moreover,
H/H™ is a compact and torsion group.

Proof. Note that H(k) = H'(k"”) and s € «(H(k)). Therefore,
H* = (H'(K")7).

Since H' is k”-almost simple and k”-isotropic, it follows from [Mar90b, Ch. I,
Prop. 1.5.4, Thms. 1.5.6, and Thm. 2.3.1] that the claims in the lemma hold for
H'(k"”)*. Hence, they hold for H*. O

Let F denote the Zariski closure of the k-closed group F(s). By Lemma 223 we have
F is a k-algebraic subgroup of G and F(s) = F(k). It is worth mentioning that F is
not necessarily connected we let F' = F°(k). Using the adjoint action of s we have

Lie(F) = Lie(d™) @ Lie(F N Zg(s)) @ Lie(Ud) C Lie(G).
Recall from the introduction that the product map
(6.11) U X (FNZg(s)) xU — F

is a diffeomorphism onto a Zariski open dense subset which contains the identity.
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Let us fix a norm || || on Lie(G). Put ® = AY™FLie(G), p = AYM™mFAd, and let
g € k- AYMFLie(FF) be a nonzero vector. Then
(6.12) Fs)C{geG i plglg € k- qb.

Moreover, since U is a unipotent subgroup p(U)g = ¢. Recall now that U C U,
therefore,

(6.13) pU)g=q.
Lemma 6.7. We have
(6.14) als,U) > a(s~HU™)

where the function o denotes the modulus of the conjugation action, see 2.0.

Proof. We first note that in view of relations between the Haar measure and alge-
braic form of top degree, see [Bour, 10.1.6] and Thm. 2.4], the claim in the
lemma is equivalent to the fact that

(6.15) |det (Ad(s))[Lie(nlw > |[det(Ad(s™)) |Lie@) |-
In view of the definition of p and ¢, [GIH) follows if we show ||p(s)q|| > ||¢||. The
latter holds thanks to Lemma [65)(1) in view of (G12]) and (@I3). O

6.5. Entropy argument and the conclusion of the proof. The following the-
orem is proved in [MT94]; it serves as one of the main ingredients in the proof of
the measure classification theorem in [MT94].

Given an element s from class A which acts ergodically on a probability measure
space (X, 0), let hy(s) denote the measure theoretic entropy of s.

Theorem 6.8 (Cf. [MT94], Theorem 9.7). Assume s is an element from class A
which acts ergodically on a measure space (X,0). Let V be an algebraic subgroup of
W¢ (s) which is normalized by s and put o = a(s™, V).

(1) If o is V-invariant, then hy(s) > log .

(2) Assume that there exists a subset Q C X with o(€2) = 1 such that for every
x € Q we have W (s)x N Q C Va. Then h,(s) < log(a) and the equality
holds if and only if o is V-invariant.

Proof of Theorem[I 1. Let p be as in the statement of Theorem [[LIl First note
that p is s-ergodic. Indeed by Mautner phenomenon any s-ergodic component of p
is U-invariant. Therefore, s-ergodicity of u follows its U-ergodicity.

Let U be as in (1)), i.e. U is the maximal subgroup of W (s) which leaves p
invariant. We complete the proof in some steps.

Step 1. p is invariant under U~

By Corollary [6.3] there exists a full measure subset Q C X such that
We (s)xNQ C U™z for every z € Q.

Recall that u is s-ergodic. Applying Theorem [6.8 we get that

(6.16) loga(s,U) < h,(s) =h,(s) <loga(s™ ,U™).
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Note, however, that by Lemma we have
als,U) > a(s~HU™).
Therefore, the equality must hold in (G.I0).
Now another application of Theorem [6.8(2) implies that p is invariant under U~ .
Step 2. Reduction to Zariski dense measures.

We now apply Lemma with B = (U™, S,U) and M = G. Hence, we get a
connected kr-subgroup G’ € G and a point gI' = x € X such that B ¢ G’
and u(G'z) = 1 where G’ := G'(ky). Moreover, for every proper kr-closed subset
D C G’ we have u(m(D)) =0, and G’ N gl'g~! is Zariski dense in G'.

Abusing the notation we let V (resp. V) denote an S-invaraint cross section for U
(resp. U~ ) in W, (s) (resp. W5 (s)).
Step 3. p is invariant under W, (s).
We will show U~ = W, (s) which implies the claim in view of Step 1.
Assume the contrary. Then V~ # {e}. The definition of U ~, see ([G.2)), implies that
V™ Za (s)Wei(s) & New (U).
In particular,
D" = (Zg ()W (s) UNa (U)) NV~ Zar (s)Wei (s)
is a proper k7-closed subset of V= Z¢/ (s)W(, (s).

This together with Step I and Step 2 implies that conditions in Lemma are
satisfied with M = G', B=U", L =V~ Zg/(s)W.(s), and D = D'. Therefore, we
get the following from the conclusion of that lemma. If 0 < € < 1 is small enough
and Q. is a measurable set with (Q.) > 1 — ¢, then there exists a sequence {g,}
converging to e such that

(6.17) {gn} C V™ Zar(s)W5i(5) \ (Zar (s)W ¢ (s) U Ner (U)),
and ¢,Q. N Q. # ( for all n.

In particular, we have £~ (v~ (gn)) > —oo and £~ (v~ (gn)) = —oo. This contradicts
Proposition [6.3] and shows that 4/~ = W, (s) as was claimed.

Step 4. p is invariant under W&L/(s).
We will show U = W&L/(S) which implies the claim.

Assume the contrary. Then Zg(s)U is a proper subvariety of Zg/(s)Wg, (s). Apply
Lemma 28 with M = G', B =W, (s), L = Zc/(s)W(s), D = Zc/(s)U, and Q.
as in Step 3. Therefore, we find

{9n} C Zar (s)We (s)\ Zar (s)U
so that g,Q. N Q. # 0 and g, — e.

We consider two cases.

Case 1. Suppose there is a subsequence {gn,} such that g,, ¢ Ng/(U) for all i.
Abusing the notation, we denote this subsequence by {g,}. Construct the map ¢
using this sequence {g,}. Then, y is invariant by (U, Im(¢)). On the other hand by
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Proposition [£2(2) we have Im(¢) C W, (s) \ Y. This contradicts the maximality
of U and finishes the proof.

Case 2. Suppose there exists some ng so that g, € Ng/(U) for all n > ng. Taking
n > ng, we assume that g, € Ng/(U) for all n. Now by Remark B8 p is invariant
under g, for all n. Write

gn = 2(gn)v(gn)ulgn) € Za: (s)VU.

Since 1 is U-invariant, the above implies that p is invariant under z(gn)v(gn)-
Moreover, in view of the choice of g, we have v(g,) # e. Recall also that p is
s-invariant. Therefore, p is invariant under

$'2(gn)v(gn)s ™" = 2(gn)s"v(gn)s ™"

for all £ € Z. For each n choose ¢,, € Z so that
vp = s 0(gy)s T € (VN Bo) \ B_1;

such ¢, exists since v(g,) # e and the cross section V is S-invariant. Now passing
to a subsequence, we get that z(g,)v, — v € V and v # e. Therefore, p is invariant
under v. This again contradicts maximality of U.

Step 5. Conclusion of the proof.

So far we have proved that p(G’z) = 1 and p is invariant and ergodic under
G” = <WC:/ (S), WCJ’T:/ (S)>

Hence, 1 is a probability measure on G’/G’ N gl'g~—* which is invariant and ergodic
under G”. By Lemma 2] we have that G is a normal and unimodular subgroup
of G', see (Z2) and (23). This and Lemma 27 now imply Theorem [T O

We now give a refinement of Theorem [T}

Theorem 6.9. Let the notation and the assumptions be as in Theorem[I1. Then,
there exist

(1) l7 =[lyerlo C k1 where l, =k, if v # w and I, = (k') for some q = p",
moreover, q depends only on the weights of the action of S by conjugation,

(2) a connected l-subgroup F of Ry 1, (G) so that F(l7) NT is Zariski dense
in F,

(3) a point x = goI" € X,

such that p is the X-invariant probability Haar measure on the closed orbit X with

S = g FF ) (F(r) N gy

where

e the closure is with respect to the Hausdorff topology, and
o ['T(N) is defined in [22) for a non central l-homomorphism X : G, — F.

Moreover, goF(I7)T is the smallest set of the form M(I7)I' where M is an lr-
subvariety so that p(M(l7)T'/T) > 0.

Proof. Indeed the above assertions are proved in the course of the proof of Theo-
rem [[LT] We give a more detailed discussion here for the sake of completeness.
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In view of the discussion in the beginning of §8] we have the following.

(a) There is some I C k7 asin (1) so that the group U which is defined in (G.1))
is an [7-split, unipotent, lr-subgroup of Ry, /1, (G).

We thus replace G with Ry, (G) and have SU C G, see §6.11 By Step 2 in the
proof of Theorem [[LT] we have the following.

(b) There is a connected l7-subgroup, E, of minimal dimension such that
SU C E := E(ZT)

and a point © = goI" € X with the following properties. p is a probability
measure on E/EN gol"go_l, moreover, £ N gol"go_1 is Zariski dense in E.

By Step 5 in the proof of Theorem [Tl we have the following.

(¢) p is the X-ergodic invariant measure on the closed orbit the closed orbit
Yx, where

% = E'(ENglgy ).
with E' := (W (s), W (s)).
Note that in view of (b) above g, 'Ego NT is Zariski dense in g, 'Ego. Therefore,
F = gy 'Ego C Rir 17 (G),

l7 as in (a), and go as in (b) satisfy the claims in the theorem.

The final claim follows from Lemma[Z35land Step 2 in the proof of Theorem [T Il [

Corollary 6.10. The conclusion of Theorem holds in the setting of Theo-
rem L2

We conclude this section with the following lemma.

Lemma 6.11. Let the notation be as in Theorem[6.9 and its proof. Assume further
that there is an ly-representation (p, ®) and a vector g € ® so that

(6.18) E=1{9 € Rir/1,(G): pl9)g = q}.

Then, u is invariant under HT.

Proof. Tndeed we need to show that H+ C 3. Note first that since SU C E, we
have that

p(SU)q = q.

This together with Lemma [B5)(2) and the fact that U C U implies p(H")g = ¢. In
view of (6I8)) we thus get that H C E. Hence,

Wy (s) C Wg(s) C E.
Therefore, H = (W, (s), W (s)) C ¥ as was claimed. O
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7. THE ARITHMETIC CASE

In this section we provide a more detailed description of the groups F and ¥ in
Theorem [6.9] in the arithmetic setting.

We begin by fixing some notation. Let K be a global function field of characteristic
p > 0. Let G be a connected, simply connected, semisimple group defined over K.
Suppose T is a finite set of places of K, and put

G¢=]cé.

veT

where G, := G(K,) and K, is the completion of K at v. Denote by O7 the ring
of T-integers in K and let I" be a finite index subgroup of G(O7).

Put k7 = [[,c7 K. We use the notation in Theorem 639} in particular, I+ C k1
and [, = K, for all v # w.

Let F C Ry i, (G) be as in Theorem 6.9(1) and (2), hence
F(iT) € Rir i+ (G)(I7) = G(kr).
Let M denote the connected component of the identity in the Zariski closure of

F(l7)NT in G. Then M is a K-subgroup of G, see Lemma 11.2.4(ii)]. In
particular, M is a K,-subgroup of G for all v € T.

Recall from Theorem [6.9(2) and Lemma [B.I[2) that F(I7) C M and that M equals
the connected component of the identity in the Zariski closure of F(l7) in G.

The following is the standing assumption in this section.

(M) M is a connected, simply connected, semisimple group defined over K.
Moreover, either char(K) > 3 or if char(K) = 2, 3, then all of the absolutely
almost simple factors of M are of type A.

Assuming (M) above, our goal is to describe the structure of the group
(7.1) D' :=Ft()) (IF(ZT) N I‘),

where the closure is with respect to the Hausdorff topology.

Let {M} : 1 <4 < r} denote the K-almost simple factors of M. Since M is simply
connected, see (M), we have

(7.2) M = H M.
1=1

Therefore, for all 1 < ¢ < r, there exists a separable extension K;/K and a con-

nected, simply connected, absolutely almost simple, K;-group, M, so that

M = R, /i (M).

In particular, Mj; is naturally identified with H?;l 7i.iM; where {0, ;} are different
Galois embeddings of K; into the separable closure of K, see [Mar90D, Ch. 1, §1.7].

Theorem 7.1 (Special case). Assume that M is K -simple, i.e. M = Ry, /i (My).
Moreover, assume that T = {w}. Then, there exist

(1) an infinite subfield K' C K,
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(2) a connected, simply connected, absolutely almost simple, K'-group, E', and
(3) a Ky-isomorphism f:E' X K1 — My,

so that
D'T = f(E'(A))T
where A is the closure of K' in K1 @ K.

Theorem [T T]is a special case of the following more general statement. To state this
result we need some more notation.

We will work with (commutative) semisimple rings, T = &, ;, where Y; is a field
for each j. By a unital, semisimple, subring of T we always mean a subring with
the same multiplicative identity element.

By a linear algebraic group, B, over T = @;Y; we mean B = ]_[j B; where each B;
is a linear algebraic group over Y;. The adjoint representation of B on Lie(B) =
®;Lie(B;) is the direct sum of the adjoint representations of B; on Lie(B;), and the
group of T-points of B is B(T) = [],;B;(Y;). Similarly, other notions are defined
fiberwise.

Theorem 7.2 (The general case). Let the notation be as in (T2) and Theorem [G.9.
Then, there exist

(1) a unital, semisimple, subring ®",_, K!, C ®1_, K,

(2) a nonempty subset C C {1,...,r'} and a subset J C {1,...,r} so that
®cK], is a unital semisimple subring of ®,K;,

(3) a fiberwise connected, simply connected, absolutely almost simple, ®acc K., -
group, E' =[], cc Ea, and

(4) a @K -isomorphism f: E Xe.xr ®1K; — [1, My,

so that
D'T = f(E'(A)T
where A is the closure of ®cK., in &) (Kj QK (@TKU)).

The proof of Theorem occupies the rest of this section. Let us briefly outline
the strategy. First, we describe the structure of the group F. This is done using
the classification results in [CGP10]; we recalled what is required (and tailored it
for our application) in §3] see Theorem B3] and Lemma [[3l In the next step, we
use a result of Pink, [P98], to provide a global model, see Lemma [Z.6 In the third
and final step, we use strong approximation theorem and the fact that D' N T is a
lattice in D’ in order to tie the results from Lemma and Lemma together
and finish the proof. Let us now turn to the details of the argument.

Set F' := [F,F] to be the commutator subgroup of F.

Since 1, = K, for all v # w, the definition of M implies that

(7.3) F, =F, =M for all v # w.

Lemma 7.3. Put k := K, and | := l,. The groups F,,, F . and M,, satisfy the

w?

conclusions of Lemmal3d, Lemmal32, and Theorem 33 In particular, we have
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(a) there is a subfield | C I' C k with k/U' a separable extension, and '/l a
purely inseparable extension,

(b) there is some m > 1 and for all 1 < i < m, there is a field ] C l; C U, in
particular, 1;/1 is a purely inseparable extension,

(c) for all 1 < i < m, there is an l;-simple, connected, simply connected, l;-
group L;, and

(d) there is an isomorphism ¢ : [[/~, L; x;, I" = L, where L is the irreducible
component of the identity in the (fiberwise) Zariski closure of F(ly) N T in
Rk/l (M)7

so that the following hold.

(1) T, (1) = o(IT2, La(l),

(2) Fyu(1)/F.,(1) is a compact, abelian group.

Proof. Recall that T is diagonally embedded in G(k7). By the definition, F is the
fiberwise Zariski closure of a subgroup B C T'. Recall also from Theorem [6.9/(2)
that F is connected. Moreover, M is defined to be the connected component of the
identity in the Zariski closure of F(l7) NT' in G which satisfies the conditions in §3]
by our assumption (M). The claims thus follow. O

Corollary 7.4. Let the notation be as in Lemma [7.3; we add the subscript w to
emphasize the place w. Let Al denote the projection of F'(I+) N T to Gy,. Then
(YA s fiberwise Zariski dense in [, Li -

Proof. Recall from Lemma [Z3(1) that F'(I) = +(I]; Li(li,w)). Let P denote the
(fiberwise) Zariski closure of :71(A/)) in [], L; . Then A,, C ¢(P).
Since L is semisimple and equals is the irreducible component of the identity in the

(fiberwise) Zariski closure of F(l7) N T in Ry, /1, (M), we get that Aj, is Zariski
dense in L. The claim thus follows in view of the fact that ¢ is an isomorphism. [

Since M is simply connected, we can write Ml = H?;l M, where M , is K,-almost
simple for all 1 < i <mn,,. Therefore,

Mi,v = RKZ',U/KU (MI,’U)

where K, ,/K, is a finite separable extension and M;v is an absolutely almost
simple K; ,-group, see [Mar90b, Ch. 1, §1.7], for all 1 <i < n,,.

Similarly let us write

oL, = Hf;”l L}, product of [; -simple factors. Then L}, =Ry 11, (Liw)
where I} /I, is separable and L; ,, is an absolutely almost simple I/ , -group.
where 1], /li

e For any 1 < i <m = my, we write Liw =Ry ) w(L;w)

is separable and ILZ is an absolutely almost simple l;‘)w—group.

w

For all v # w, we have l, = I, = K, and we put L; , = L}, = M ,, l;v =1 =K.,
ILZU = ]Li,v =M . and My = dy = Ny

7,07
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Lemma 7.5. (1) @;l;ll;-m is a unital, semisimple, subring of & K, ., and

dy
Liy X.oa o K
J:

is isomorphic to [ [}, MIU
(2) There is a partition {1,....dy} = J1p U+ U Tm, v S0 that v = (1), and
for every 1 < i < m, we have

Li: ngu/li,ﬂ%) i, Uy = [T R, (Ls0)
' Ji

is an isomorphism, see Lemma[7.3. In particular, for all 1 < i < m, and

all j € Ji,» we have

(a) I, C 1
(b) the composite field lzyvlg equals l; ., and
(c) ILZU X1, I}, is isomorphic to Ljo.

(3) The isomorphism ¢ gives rise to an embedding of EB;-”:”J;)U into ;2 K,
as unital, semisimple, rings. More explicitly, this embedding is given as

follows. Let B be the total ring of quotients of the ring generated by

{(tr(p1(9)), - tx(pn, (9))) + g € Fullu)},

where p; is the unique non-trivial subquotient of the adjoint representation
d .
of (Mlv)a for each 1 <1i <n,. Then, B = @;nzlej and

i B if (char(il,), LT ) # (2, SLa)
7 {c:?e€B;} if (char(l;[ﬁv),L;yv) = (2,SLs)
Proof. The lemma in the case v # w is clear, we thus assume v = w.

Using the transitivity of the restriction of scalars functor, we have
Ny
Ry, M) =[] R, oy, Mi ).
i=1

Now by the definition of L, see Lemmal[Z.3(d), we have the restriction to L., x;; Ky
of the natural projection

q: RKw/lﬁu(M) Xy K, —M
is a surjection. Since K,, /I, is a separable extension part (1) follows.

The first claim in part (2) is a direct corollary of Lemma [[3{c) and the above
definitions. The other claims follow from the uniqueness of presentation as the
restriction of scalars, see e.g. [CGP10, Prop. A.5.14].

To see part (3), first recall that F/, (l,,) is Zariski dense in M. The claim thus follows
follows from [Mar90D, Ch. I, Cor. 1.4.8] and Lemma [Z.3(1). O

We now use the K-structure of M in order to provide a global model.
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Recall from ([2)) that {Mf : 1 <4 < r} denotes the K-almost simple factors of M

and . .
M = HM: = HRKi/K(Mz)
i=1 i=1

Since K C K, for all v, we have M is a semisimple, simply connected, K,-group
for all 1 < i < r and all v € T. Therefore, there exists a partition {1,...,n,} =
Ty U---UZ,., so that for a111<j<rwehave

(74) M xg Ky = [[ Ruooywe, ML) =[] Rix,), /e, M Xk, (Kj)ur)
= oo

where (K;),s is the completion of K; at v’. In particular, for all i € Z;, we have

K;,=K,K, = (Kj), for some v'|v, and Ml

Put

(7.5) A:=M(kr)NT C M(O7).

Then, A is a finite index subgroup of M(O7), in particular, it is a lattice in M(k7).

Define A := F(l7) N A and A" := F'(I7) N A. Let A and A’ be the images of A and
A’ in M?4, respectively. Then, A’ is Zariski dense in M?d.

, is isomorphic to M; X g, (K;)ur.

Let A, be the projection of A to F,,(l,,) and put
(7.6) A! := the projection of A" to F! (1)
Similarly, define A, and Al for all v € T. Using Lemma [T3(d), we let A, and A/,
denote the images of A, and A/ in the adjoint group Hm” (LT )ad(l;)v).
Lemma 7.6. There exists a unital, semisimple, subring

B Kl C B K,
so that the following hold.

(1) There exists a fiberwise absolutely almost simple, connected, simply con-

nected, &7 _, K/ -group E = 11—, Ea, and an isomorphism

VB X o @7 Ky — [V
i=1
so that A C (B (&), K7,)).

(2) For everyv € T, we have ®&,_, K/, C 69;"“1121) Ccaer K,

(3) For every v € T, there is an isomorphism
Moy
ad v ad
Go : BY X g, @2 1l;rv H(L;v)
so that .1 (AL) C ¢y (]Ead(@g’zl K,)) where v is the isomorphism introduced
in Lemma [7.3(d).

Proof. Write A’ = {71,72,...} and for each s > 1 define the subgroup

AL =, %)
Similar to the above discussion, define Als,'u forallve T.
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Recall that A’ is Zariski dense in M®?, and that by Corollary [[4] we have A! is
(fiberwise) Zariski dense in ]_[;nz”l (L})U)ad. Therefore, there exists some so so that
for all s > so we have A/, is Zariski dense in | (L}yv)ad, and also A/, is Zariski
dense in M4, Throughout the proof we always assume that s > s.

For all s > sg, the group A’ satisfies [P98, Assump. 2.1]. Therefore, by [P98,
Thm. 3.6] we have the following. There exist

(a) a unital, semisimple, subring T, C ®7_; K,

(b) a fiberwise absolutely almost simple, connected, simply connected, Y-
group Eg,

(c) an isogeny ¢s : E2d xy, @7 K; — [[;_, M2? with nowhere vanishing
derivative,

so that A’ C ¢s(E24(Yy)). Moreover, Yy is unique and (Eg, ¢) is unique up to a
unique Y g-isomorphism.

We first note that in view of our assumption in small characteristics, see (M), it
follows from [P98, Thm. 1.7(b)] that the isogeny ¢ in (c) is an isomorphism.

Let Y/, denote the total ring of quotients of
{(tr(pr())s - tx(pr (7)) = v € AL}

where p; is the unique non-trivial subrepresentation of the adjoint representation
of M4, Write Y, = ®.*_, Bs.a-

Then by [P98| Prop. 3.10], we have T4 = @;gle;a where

K {Bs,a if (char(K7 ), Eq.a) # (2,SLa)

7.7 )
(7.7) {c:c? € Bso} if (char(Ké)a),Esﬁa) = (2,SLy)

We get from (1) and (a) that Y5 C YTeyq C -+ C @, K;. Therefore, there is
some s1 > So so that for all s > s1 we have T := T3 = T411. Let s > s1 for the
rest of the argument.

Let us write T = @’;le ! . We claim that there exists a fiberwise absolutely almost

simple, connected, simply connected, Y-group, E =[] _; E, and an isomorphism

(7.8) Y B xy @) Ky — [ [ M2

i=1
so that (Eg, ¢s) is uniquely isomorphic to (E, 1)) for all s > s1. To see this, note
that (Y, Esq1, ¢sy1) satisfies (a), (b), and (c) for A’. Hence, (Es, ¢5) is uniquely
isomorphic to (Es41, ¢s+1) which implies the assertion with (E, ) := (Es, , ¢s, ).

We now claim that
(7.9) A CY(EY)) = (IThey Ea(KL)).
To see this, note that for all s > s; we have ¢ = 9 o f; where f, is a unique

T-isomorphism between E3d and E2d. Also recall that A/, C ¢4(E24(T)) for all s.
Since fs is an Y-isomorphism, we have

s (B2(D)) = E*(T)
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for all s; we get that A, C ¢ (E*(Y)) for all s, and (Z9) follows. Thus, we have
shown that part (1) holds for T = @7 _, K/, and (E,1)).

We now show that part (2) in the lemma also holds for Y = @7 _,K’. By
Lemma [7.3] for v = w, and by the definition, with ¢ = id otherwise, we have

10)  [BFJO =F0 = (TR, 1)) ) = o(TTL.050)

Jj=1

Therefore, Y7, is contained in the total ring of quotients of the ring generated by

{(tr(p1(9)), - - tr(pn, (9)) : g € F (1)}

in ®;*, K, ,, where p; is the unique, non-trivial, subquotient of the adjoint repre-
sentation of (M!)a4, see [Mar90b, Ch. I, Cor. 1.4.8]. This and Lemma [Z5(3) imply
part (2) in view of (ZA4) and (7).

We now turn to the proof of (3). Note that in view of (4]), the isomorphism
in (Z8)) extends to an isomorphism

Yy B Xy @ K, — H(Mj)ada
i=1
forallv e T.

Let ¢ be as in Lemma [[3d), for v = w, and be the identity, otherwise. Then
Lemmall3[d), Lemmal[l.5 and the definitions imply that ¢ induces an isomorphism

Moy Ny

_ d
by H(Lj,v)ad Xemol | iy Kip — H(Mj)a :

j=1 i=1
We claim that
(711) v = (Zv)il 0 Py
satisfies part (3) in the lemma.
First note that the above definitions imply that
o= () ot i EM s o @1 Koy = [T )™ X gy @72 K

Jj=1%"j,v
j=1

is an isomorphism of @, K; ,-algebraic groups. Therefore, and in view of part (2),

part (3) will follow if we show that ¢, is defined over ®7 l}v.

To see this, first note that
1 (A)) C B (@l ),
and ¢, L(A!) is Zariski dense in E*d. The definitions, thus, imply that
(7.12) (2)7HAY) = 6y 00 H(AY) € 0 (B (@52 KL)
C o (Ead(@;‘nzul l;,v))v

where we used part (2) in the last inclusion.
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We now recall from Corollary [74] that

—\N—1/% T~ ad
)18 < [T,
j=1
is fiberwise Zariski dense in []j (L}U)ad. Moreover, E2d(@™, 11 ) is fiberwise

J 1%5,v
Zariski dense in E2d xy @ !

j=1"j,v"
Therefore, (.12) implies that ¢, is fiberwise defined over 1 ;.0 completing the proof
of part (3) and the lemma. O
By Lemma [76 there is a partition {1,...,m,} = Ji, U Jy, so that K, is

a unital, semisimple, subring of @ c s, UZJ p- 10 partlcular we have A" = [ A,
¢ = (Q/Ja)on ¢'u = (¢o¢,v)o¢7 etc.

Abusing the notation, we let @ = (o) for ¢ = 1,9, ¢, etc.
Corollary 7.7. (1) The closure of K, in ®yet ®jecs.., l;,v is identified with

BueTa Bpty Kabu

where Ty, is a finite set of places in K.
(2) Let 1 <a <. Set Q) =y (AL), and put

Qo =" (Q’a N W(EQ(KQ))),

where 7 : By — E24 is the covering map. Then, Q, is an arithmetic lattice
mn Hu Hb Ea (k%b)u).
(3) A’ is a finite index subgroup of A.
Proof. Part (1) is a consequence of the definitions.

We now turn to the proof of part (2). First note that since ¢q , is an isomorphism,
we have

(7.13) don( TT E2N01)) = TT @)™

J€Ja J€Ja

In view of ({6 and Lemmal[7.3|1), thus, we have

A, = (TTTT @™ a)) na = (T] @ew (TT E201,0)) 0,

T j€Ja T J€Ja
The above, part (1), and (C3) imply that

(H%U HEdd aa)) ) A,

where we used the embedding in part (1)

Recall now that A has finite index in M(O7). These observations, together with
the fact that 1, is induced from a @!_; K;-isomorphism, see (L8)), imply that Q
is commensurable with E24(O., ). Part (2) thus follows, see e.g. [BP89, §1].

To see part (3) we argue as in the proof of Theorem B3)2). Indeed, for every
v € A, conjugation by « defines an automorphism of [_, M(K;) which preserves
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’

U([1,_, E2(KY)). The claim thus follows from part (2) and the fact that arithmetic

a=1

groups have finite index in their normalizer, see e.g. [BP89, §1]. O

Let the notation be as in Lemma and Lemma [T let ¢,, etc. denote the
canonical lift of ¢,, etc. to the simply connected covering group. Define

(7.14) =L I 100) =TT T Bai]),
veT j€Jaw T Jaw

and let LT := ], L.

We also put

El = H l_u[Ea(]%a,b,u)a

uETq b=1
and write ET =[], EI.

Let A be the cocharacter of F,, which appears in Theorem We get from the
discussion in §3] see (B1I), that F(\) C Fl, (I,)-

Recall from (7)) that D’ = FH(A)A. Put D” := F+(X\)A’ C F/(l7) and define
(7.15) D:= (¢, o1, (D), . = (0,1 (D")), . C LT,

Lemma 7.8. Let ) := HZ:l Qn. Then Q C D is a lattice in D.

Proof. First note that  C D follows from the definitions. Now, by Theorem [(6.9]
we have A is a lattice in D’; therefore, A’ is a lattice in D" by Corollary [L7(3).
This, together with the fact that the above maps are topological isomorphisms,
implies the claim. O

In the rest of this section, we will use Corollary [[.7] and Lemma [Z.8l to finish the
proof of Theorem

Define C C {1,...,7'} to be the following subset.
(7.16) o € Cif and only if the projection of A(G,,) to L}, is noncentral.

Recall that E, is a connected, simply connected, absolutely almost simple, K/ -
group for all 1 < a < 7/. Then, [Mar90b, Ch. 1, Prop. 1.5.4 and Thm. 2.3.1] and
Lemmal[73[1) imply that for every o € C there exists a (maximal) nonempty subset
Jo(A) C Jaw so that

(7.17) II II E.ti.,) cop.

a€C jETa(N)

The following argument applies to any « € C and any j € J,()\); for the sake of an
explicit exposition, however, we assume 1 € J,(\) for some « € C and work with
this @ and j = 1.

Fix @, a compact open subgroup of L. Since E, (lI7w) C D is a normal subgroup of
LT and Q is compact and open in L, we get that Ea(l;w)Q is an open and closed
subgroup of L.

Lemma 7.9. (E, (i

1w

)Q) NQ is a lattice in Ea(liw)Q-
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Proof. Put R := EQ(ZLM) and let Q' := QND. Then Q' is a compact open subgroup
of D. Recall that RQ is an open and closed subgroup of LT. Put R’ := RQ N D.
Then R € R’ and R’ is an open and closed subgroup of D. We first show that
Y =R NQis a lattice in R’.

Recall from Lemma [.§ that ) is a lattice in D. Since R’ is an open subgroup of
D we have R'S) is an open and closed subset of D. Therefore, the orbit map is a
homeomorphism from R’€2/ onto its image in D/ equipped with the subspace

topology. Now the restriction of the D-invariant measure on D/ to R'Q2/Q) pulls
back to the R’-invariant measure on R'/¥. Hence, ¥ is a lattice in R’ as we claimed.

Since RQ and R’ are unimodular groups, RQ/R’ has an RQ-invariant measure.
Moreover, RQ/R’ is compact, hence, RQ/R’ has a finite RQ-invariant measure.
We showed in the previous paragraph that X is a lattice in R’. Therefore, ¥ is a
lattice in RQ, see e.g. Lemma 1.6]. The claim now follows since (RQ) N
is discrete and contains X.. O

Letp: LT — EQ(ZLM) be the natural projection.

Corollary 7.10. p((Ea(lLM)Q) NQ) is a lattice in Ea(l]{,w)-

Proof. The map p : EQ(ZLM)Q — Ea(l}w) is surjective and has compact ker-

nel. Therefore, p is a surjective, proper map. This and Lemma imply that
p((Ea (1] ,)Q) NQ) is a lattice in Eq (1] ). 0

Recall from Corollary [[77(1) that
®Ta EBls)ll ];a7b)u C EBT EBJ@,U l;,'u'

Therefore, for every v € T and any j € Jy v, there exist some u(v) = uq(v) € Ta,
some 1 < b(j) = ba,u(j) < syu(v), and a (continuous) embedding of fields

, :
Tagw * Kab(g)u(e) = Lo

Lemma 7.11. Recall that we fized one oo € C and assumed that 1 € Jo(X). Let us
write uq(w) = ug; without loss of generality we may assume by (1) = 1. Suppose
vET and j € Ja, are so that (ua(v),ba,w(j)) = (uo,1). Then v=w and j = 1.

Proof. Let & C T be the set of all v so that the equation

(ua(v), ba,v(j)) = (uo, 1)
has a solution if and only if v € S. For all v € S, let J}, , C Ja,» be the set of all
J 80 that by ,(j) = 1 if and only if j € J;, ,. We need to show that & = {w} and
that .J;, , = {1}.

By Lemma [7.9] we have (Ea(li)w)Q) N is a lattice in Ea(li)w)Q.

Recall that Q C Ef. Moreover, EQ(ZLM) is not compact since A is non-central.
Hence, (Ea(liw)Q) N E' is unbounded.

Therefore, there exists a sequence {¢,, } C I;oc,l,ug so that {74,1,w(cn)} is unbounded,
but, {7a,jw(cn)} is bounded for all w # v € S and all j € J, ,, and for all 1 #
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J € J},., when v = w. This contradicts the fact that {, j,}'s are continuous, and
finishes the proof. O

Lemma 7.12. With the notation as in Lemma [7.11], we have Zfa,l,uo = l]lh)w.

Proof. Recall from Corollary [[77(1) that

@Ta @lsyll ka,b,u CSr EBJ@,U ZT

ck
and that &7 @, , l;—’v is a finitely generated &7, @, l;a,b,u—module.
The projection p is fiberwise defined over l;)v. Put
P = p(ET).
Then, by [BZ76, A.2] we get P is a constructible subgroup of Ea(liﬂw). Hence, P

ZT

is a closed subgroup of Eq (11 ,,)-

Recall that Q C E'; therefore,
p((Ea(1],)Q)NQ) C P.
Moreover, by Corollary [[.I0, we have p((IEa(le)Q) N Q) is a lattice in Ea(liﬁw).

All together, we get P is a non-discrete, closed subgroup of Ea(lJ{yw) with finite co-
volume, see Lemma 1.6]. In view of this and the fact that E, is a connected,
absolutely almost simple, simply connected, K/, -group, we get from [Mar90b, Ch. 1,
Thm. 2.3.1 and Ch. 2, Thm. 5.1] that

(7.18) P =E.(],)
Using the definition of p, we thus get the following.
ker(p)Eq (Fa.1.uy) = ker(p) Ef Lemma [.TT]
=t Ix)
= ker(p)Ea(lIyw).

Therefore, B (ko 1.u,) = Ea(l;w) which implies ko 1.4, = lJ{yw, see e.g. [Mar90bl
Ch. 1, Prop. 2.5.5]. O

A similar argument as in Lemma [Z.T1] and Lemma [T.12] implies the following.
Lemma 7.13. Let o € C.

(1) Let jo € Ja(A). Then (ua(v),baw(j)) = (ta(w),baw(jo)) if and only if
v=w and j = jo.
(2) There is a subset 1o(\) C {1,..., 8y, (w)} and a bijection

ba : Ja(A) = I, ()
so that l;)w = I%a)ba(j))ua(w) for all j € Jo(N).
Proof of Theorem[7.3 e Let ®_ K/, and E = ]_[2/:1 E, be as in Lemmal[7.6l

e Let C be as in (ZI6), and define J as in Theorem [7.2)(2) for this C.
o Let B/ = [, cc Ea.
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o Let A= ®accAn where Ay = O, ®py ko, is as in Corollary [L77(1).

Then, v in Lemma[Z.6)2) induces a @, K;-isomorphism, f, between E' x ¢ k1 @K
and [, M. Moreover, A is the closure of OcK!, in ®jey (KZ KK (@TKU)).

By Lemma [[.T3] for all o € C, we have

Eaa}w)::Ea(éabaU%ua@Q)

Therefore, in view of the strong approximation theorem [Mar90b, Ch. 2, Thm. 6.7]
and Corollary [[.7] we get that

D =] EL ]

aecC agC
see (LIM). This and (I5) finish the proof. O
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