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NONDENSE ORBITS ON HOMOGENEOUS SPACES
AND APPLICATIONS TO GEOMETRY AND NUMBER THEORY

JINPENG AN, LIFAN GUAN, AND DMITRY KLEINBOCK

ABSTRACT. Let G be a Lie group, I' C G a discrete subgroup, X = G/T', and f an
affine map from X to itself. We give conditions on a submanifold Z of X guaranteeing
that the set of points z € X with f-trajectories avoiding Z is hyperplane absolute
winning (a property which implies full Hausdorff dimension and is stable under countable
intersections). A similar result is proved for one-parameter actions on X. This has
applications to constructing exceptional geodesics on locally symmetric spaces, and to
non-density of the set of values of certain functions at integer points.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Nondense orbits in homogeneous dynamics. Let X be a metric space and F' a
set of self-maps X — X. For a non-empty subset Z of X, define

EF,Z):={zeX : FaNZ=0}.
When f is a single transformation of X we will slightly abuse notation and define

E(f,2) ;:E({f";n20},2):{xexz{fnx;nzomzz@}.

Those sets carry important information about the dynamical system (X, F') and have
been extensively studied. Clearly one has ,u(E( Lz )) = 0 whenever p is an f-ergodic
measure on X with full support. On the other hand, for certain classes of dynamical
systems and subsets Z of X, sets of those exceptional points can be shown to be quite
substantial — in particular, they are thick. Here and hereafter we say that F C X is thick
if dim(U N E) = dim(U) for any open subset U of X, where dim stands for the Hausdorff
dimension. See e.g. [37, 22| [14] 2] for some work done in this direction in the 1990s.

In this paper, we restrict ourselves to the study of the special case when X is a
homogeneous space of a Lie group G. Around 25 years ago, the third-named author
considered the case when F' is either a one-parameter or a cyclic semigroup of G acting on
X by left translations. To state this result we need to define the expanding horospherical
subgroup Gy corresponding to f € G:

Gy = {g eG: nli_)llolof_"gf" = 1g}.

Another way of defining G is as follows: its Lie algebra is the subalgebra of Lie(G) whose
complexification is the direct sum of generalized eigenspaces of Ad f corresponding to
eigenvalues of modulus greater than 1. See §2.3] for a discussion. If F = {g; : t € R} is a
one-parameter subgroup of G, we will denote F'* := {g; : t > 0} and F~ := {g; : t < 0},
and define the expanding horospherical subgroup G+ corresponding to FT as

Gpe =Gy, = {g eG: nli_)llolog:':nggin = 10} . (1.1)
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When Z C X is a smooth submanifold, it turns out that a condition sufficient for
abundance of orbits avoiding Z can be phrased in the language of transversality. Let G
be a Lie group, D C G a closed subgroup (not necessarily discrete), X = G/D, and let
H, F be Lie subgroups of G. According to the terminology introduced in [21], 25], a C*
submanifold Z of X is said to be

o H-transversal if T,(Hz) ¢ T,Z for every z € Z;

o (F,H)-transversal if T,(Fz) ¢ T,Z for every z € Z (that is, Z is F-transversal),
and also T,(Hz) ¢ T,Z ® T,(Fz) for every z € Z.

The following theorem was proved in [21]:

Theorem 1.1. Let G be a Lie group, I' C G a discrete subgroup, and X = G/T.
(1) Let f € G. Then for any compact G f-transversal C' submanifold Z C X the set
E(f,Z) is thick.
(2) Let F' C G be a one-parameter subgroup. Then for any compact (F,Gp+)-
transversal C1 submanifold Z C X the set E(FT,Z) is thick.

We note that the above theorem is meaningful only if Ad f (resp., Ad g;) has at least
one eigenvalue of modulus > 1; otherwise the groups G¢ (resp., Gp+) are trivial, and the
above transversality conditions are never satisfied.

The abundance of points with non-dense orbits has also been established when
f € GLu(R) N Myxn(Z) is an endomorphism of the nm-dimensional torus. Indeed,
generalizing a result of Dani [I3], Broderick, Fishman and Kleinbock [3] proved the
following:

Theorem 1.2. Let X = T", and let f € GL,(R) N My, xn(Z) be an endomorphism of
X with at least one eigenvalue of modulus bigger than 1. Then for any countable subset
Z C X, the set E(f,Z) is thick.

In fact, both in [I3] and in [3] a stronger property of those sets was established: namely,
they were shown to be winning in the sense of Schmidt. Later this property was upgraded
by Broderick, Fishman and Simmons [5] to an even stronger hyperplane absolute winning
property (abbreviated as HAW). See [4], 25], as well as §2.1] for definitions and discussion,
and [24], 20] 2] [36], 39], [40], 18, [T}, 15] for other recent results involving winning properties of
exceptional sets in dynamical systems. We point out that one of the important advantages
of this strengthening is the fact that a countable intersection of winning (resp., HAW) sets
is also winning (resp., HAW).

Our first main theorem (Theorem [A] below) gives a unified treatment of Theorem
and part (1) of Theorem [[.T1 To include both left translations on homogeneous spaces
and toral endomorphisms, we establish our result for affine maps. Let G be a Lie group
(not necessarily connected) with Lie algebra g, I' C G a discrete subgroup, and X = G/T".
Let Aut(G,T") denote the set of automorphisms of G sending I" into I'. A map f: X — X
is said to be affine if there exist ¢ € G and o € Aut(G,T") such that

f(hT) = go(h)T, VhegG. (1.2)
Let oy be the automorphism of G given by
op(h) =go(h)g™",  hegq, (1.3)

and let doy be the induced automorphism of g. (It will be shown that doy is uniquely
determined by f, see Lemma [2.4l) In §2lfor an affine map f we, similarly to (L)), define
the expanding horospherical subgroup Gy of G relative to f, and also introduce a subgroup
G}na" C Gy, which we call the maximally expanding horospherical subgroup of G relative
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to f. Roughly speaking, the latter subgroup corresponds to directions in g in which doy
exhibits the maximal rates of expansion. For example, if do; is diagonalizable with at
least one eigenvalue of modulus bigger than 1, then the Lie algebra of G?’ax is the sum
of eigenspaces corresponding to eigenvalues of dos with maximal absolute value. See §2.21
for a formal approach, and §2.3] for a precise definition. This subgroup replaces G in the
transversality conditions of Theorem [Tl which makes it possible to upgrade its conclusion
to the winning property of E(f, Z), as follows:

Theorem Al. Let G be a Lie group, I' C G a discrete subgroup, X = G/T, and f an
affine map on X. Then for any G}na"—tmnsvemal Cl submanifold Z C X the set E(f, Z)
is HAW.

We remark that if f is an affine map and the assumption of G?‘ax—transversality of Z is
replaced by a weaker assumption of G'y-transversality, it is possible to use the methods of
[21] to show that the set E(f, Z) is thick. However in order to prove the HAW property
(or even regular winning in the sense of Schmidt) G f-transversality does not seem to be
enough, and one has to require transversality with respect to G?ax.

In the case G = R", I' = Z" and f € GL,(R) N M, xn(Z), we note that doy coincides
with f, and Theorem [AI] implies the following strengthening of Theorem and the
subsequent work in [5]:

Corollary 1.3. Let X =T", and let f € GL,(R) N My, xn(Z) be an endomorphism of X.
Then for any G'7**-transversal C' submanifold Z C T™ the set E(f,Z) is HAW.

As an example: if f is uniformly expanding, such as x — mx for a nonzero m € Z,
then G7** = R", and thus E(f,Z) is hyperplane absolute winning for any proper ct
submanifold Z C T".

The case o0 = Id of Theorem [AT] (that is, when f is a left translation by an element g of
G3) can be used to derive a continuous version of the above theorem, that is, a statement
similar to part (2) of Theorem [Tl Here we will denote by G'23* the maximally expanding

horospherical subgroup Gg** of G relative to g;.

Theorem A2. Let G, I' and X be as in Theorem [A1. Let F = {g; : t € R} be a one-

parameter subgroup of G, and let Z be an (F,GR¥)-transversal C' submanifold of X.
Then the set E(F*,Z) is HAW.

Note that, in view of intersection properties of winning sets, the conclusion of the two
theorems above will hold if Z is replaced by a countable union of sets satisfying the above
assumptions. Note also that the groups G?ax (resp., G¥*) are non-trivial if and only
if doy (resp., Adg1) has at least one eigenvalue of modulus > 1. In the latter case the
transversality conditions in Theorems [AT] and are definitely satisfied if Z consists of a

single point, and hence the conclusion of the two theorems holds for countable sets Z.

1.2. Nondense geodesics on locally symmetric spaces. Theorems[ATland[A2lwill be
derived from their more general technical versions, Theorems and 2.8 where we study
the HAW property of the intersections of the sets E(f,Z) and E(F™T,Z) with orbits of
certain subgroups H C G. The advantage of such a general set-up is that some important
applications can be deduced from it. In particular, when G is semisimple and H is taken
to be the maximal compact subgroup of G, Theorem 2.8 has interesting applications to
geodesic flows on locally symmetric spaces.

Let Y be a locally symmetric space of noncompact type, and let S(Y') denote its unit
tangent bundle, whose fiber S, (Y') over a point y € Y is the unit sphere in T,,Y" centered
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at the origin. For £ € S(Y), let v(&£) denote the geodesic line through the base point of £
in the direction £. We will use Theorem [2.§] to prove the following result.

Theorem B1. Let Y be a locally symmetric space of noncompact type, y € Y, and Z a
countable subset of Y ~ {y}. Then the set

{g €S,(Y):v(NZ = @}
is thick in Sy(Y').

Theorem [BI], together with Marstrand’s slicing theorem, implies that for any countable
subset Z C Y, the set {¢€ € S(Y) : 7(€) N Z = @} is thick in S(Y). For locally symmetric
spaces of constant negative curvature (which corresponds to the case G = SO(n,1)),
the latter result for finite Z is given in [2I, Corollary 4.4.4]; see also a related work by
Dolgopyat [14].

Note that if Y has rank one and has finite volume, the geodesic flow on S(Y") is ergodic.
However, it is never ergodic if the rank of YV is greater than one. Mautner [29] showed
that S(Y) can be naturally partitioned into closed submanifolds that are invariant under
the geodesic flow (see also [23]). If Y has finite volume, the geodesic flow is ergodic on a
generic submanifold. We refer to a submanifold in this partition as an ergodic submanifold
(see §0l for definition). We will also prove the following theorem.

Theorem B2. Let Y be a locally symmetric space of noncompact type, & C S(Y) an
ergodic submanifold, and = C & a finite subset. Then there exists a closed subset of € that
1s invariant under the geodesic flow, does not intersect =, and projects onto Y .

Theorem is motivated by the unpublished work of Burns and Pollicott [6] and
subsequent papers [8, B5] [7, B2], where hyperbolic manifolds and more general manifolds
of nonpositive curvature are considered. However, in all the aforementioned papers the set
= consisted of a single point. Theorem seems to be new even in the case when Y has

rank one (in which case one has € = S(Y)). See also [38] for a related work concerning
CAT(-1) spaces.

1.3. Gaps between values of functions at integer points. For the special case
G/T = SLy(R)/SL2(Z), Theorem [A2] was already established in [25] by the third-named
author and Weiss. That paper was in fact motivated by studying binary indefinite
quadratic forms with non-dense set of values at integer points, and contains the following
result:

Theorem 1.4. The set of indefinite binary quadratic forms whose set of values at nonzero
integer points misses a given countable set is thick in the space of all binary indefinite
quadratic forms.

More generally, given ¢ € C'(R™) one can consider the SL, (R)-orbit of ¢:

O(¢) :=={pog:gecSL,(R)}. (1.4)

Then the stabilizer Aut(¢) of ¢ is a closed subgroup of SL,(R), and hence the orbit
O(¢) = Aut(¢)\SL,(R) has a natural smooth manifold structure. Theorem [I.4] dealt
with the case n = 2 and ¢(x1,x2) = z122. See §l for more background on this problem.

Using Theorem [A2] we are able to prove a substantial generalization of Theorem [T.41
Let n > 2, and fix a norm || - || on R™. We say that a continuous function ¢ : R — R
is a generalized indefinite binary form, abbreviated as GIBF, if there exists a nontrivial
decomposition R” = U @ W such that the following three conditions hold:
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(IB-1) ¢ is invariant under the one-parameter transformation group
F={g:teR}, where g =e"?idy ®e "9 idy, p=dimU, q = dim W. (1.5)
(IB-2) ¢(0) = 0, and there is a continuous function N : R — [0, 00) with N(0) = 0 such
that
N(o(u+w)) > [ulP|w]?, VueU, weW.
(IB-3) For any a # 0, the set ¢~'(a) is contained in a countable union of F-invariant C'!

submanifolds of R™ that are both U-transversal and W—transversaﬂ.

It is clear that the above property is preserved by linear changes of coordinates, and thus
if ¢ is a GIBF, its orbit (4] consists entirely of GIBFs. The binary form zx9 mentioned
above is clearly a GIBF, and thus the same is true for all indefinite binary forms. The
polynomials listed below are also GIBF's:

ry(xy 2, n odd; (1.6)
(23 + D) (@82 - 2l ), n even; (1.7)
a3+ + xi/2)(a:?n/2)+1 + o), n even, (1.8)
123 + il n = 3. (1.9)

For the verification of the above claim and for more examples of GIBF's, see §7.21 As a
non-polynomial example, if the norm | - || is C* on R™ . (U U W), then the function

ou+w) = [[ufflw]?, wel weW

is a GIBF (see Example [T.4]).

Now we are ready to generalize Theorem [[.4] to the set-up of gaps between values of
these functions at nonzero integer points:

Theorem C. Letn > 2, and let ¢ be a GIBF. Then for any countable subset A of R, the
set

{veol) :vE~yna=o}
18 hyperplane absolute winning.

1.4. Organization of the paper. In §2 we state our main technical results, Theorem
and Theorem 2.8, and deduce the latter from the former. Section Blis devoted to the
study of behavior of certain hyperplanes under linear transformations, which is utilized
in the subsequent section for the proof of Theorem There we use the hyperplane
percentage game, a modification of the hyperplane absolute game introduced in [5] (see
§4.71)), a careful analysis of the local behavior of the multiplication on G (§4.2]), and an
approximation of pieces of submanifolds Z by neighborhoods of hyperplanes (§4.3)). In §0l
we apply Theorem 2.8to geodesic flows on locally symmetric spaces, proving Theorems [B1l
and [B2l Then in §6l we discuss another application, in which we put X = SL,(R)/SL,(Z)
and establish a general result (Theorem [6.3]) concerning functions whose values at integer
points are not dense. Theorem [Clis derived from Theorem in §7] and then we describe
a number of examples of generalized indefinite binary forms.

Here the transversality is understood in the sense of the action of U and W on R" by translations.
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2. STATEMENT OF THE MAIN THEOREMS

2.1. HAW subsets of a manifold. Our main theorems are stated in terms of the notion
of hyperplane absolute winning (HAW) subsets of smooth manifolds introduced in [25].
Before defining this game, for comparison let us recall Schmidt’s («, 5)-game [33]. It
involves two parameters «, 8 € (0,1) and is played by two players Alice and Bob on a
Euclidean space V with a target set S C V. Bob starts the game by choosing a closed ball
By in V with center z¢ and radius ry. After Bob chooses a closed ball B; = B(z;,7;), Alice
chooses A; = B(z},r})C B; with r} = ar;, and then Bob chooses B;y1 = B(41,7i4+1)C A;
with 7,41 = fBr} etc. Alice wins the game if the unique point of intersection

Na=(5
i=0 i=0

belongs to S, and Bob wins otherwise. The set S is (a, §)-winning if Alice has a winning
strategy, is a-winning if it is («, 8)-winning for any € (0, 1), and is winning if it is a-
winning for some a. Schmidt [33] proved that winning sets are thick, and that a countable
intersection of a-winning sets is again a-winning.

A more recent development of the theory started with a paper of McMullen [30] who
introduced the notion of absolute winning sets. Those were generalized in [4] to k-
dimensionally absolute winning for any 0 < k < dim V. In particular, the hyperplane
absolute game (the case k = dim V' — 1) is played on an open subset U of V as follows.
Again, there are two players called Alice and Bob, and a target set S C U. Let 8 € (O, %),
Bob starts the game by choosing a closed Euclidean ball By contained in U of radius rg.
For an affine hyperplane L C V and r > 0, we denote the r-neighborhood of L by

LU .= {v eV :dist(v,L) < r}.
After Bob chooses a closed Euclidean ball B; C U of radius r;, Alice chooses a hyperplane

neighborhood LZ(-T;) with 7} < Br;, and then Bob chooses a closed ball B;; C B; \ LZ(-T;) of
radius r;11 > Br;. Alice wins the game if

ﬁBiﬁS;«ég.
i=0

The set S is S-hyperplane absolute winning on U, abbreviated as S-HAW, if Alice has a
winning strategy, and is HAW on U if it is f-HAW for any 8 € (0, %) It is easy to see
that HAW sets are winning in the sense of Schmidt. Moreover, it is proved in [4] that the
property of being hyperplane absolute winning is invariant under C' diffeomorphisms: if
@0 :U — Vis a C! diffeomorphism onto an open subset p(U) of V, then S is HAW on U
if and only if ¢(5) is HAW on ¢(U). In particular, the class of HAW sets is independent
of the inner product on V.

The aforementioned property, as shown in [25], can be used to define the notion of HAW
sets for subsets of C'! manifolds. Namely, let M be a C' manifold, and let {(Uy, va)} be
a C' atlas, that is, {U,} is an open cover of M, and each ¢, is a C! diffeomorphism from
U, onto the open subset ¢, (U,) of a Euclidean space V. A subset S C M is said to be
HAW if for each a, ¢ (S NU,) is HAW on ¢4 (U,). The C! invariance implies that the
definition is independent of the choice of the atlas. Moreover, we can summarize the above
discussion as follows:

e HAW subsets of a C! manifold are thick;

e a countable intersection of HAW subsets of a C'' manifold is again HAW:

e let ¢ : M — N be a diffeomorphism between C' manifolds; then S C M is HAW
if and only if ¢(S) is HAW.
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For the proof of Theorems [BIl and [C] we will also need the following lemma.

Lemma 2.1. Let ¢ : M — N be a surjective C' submersion of C' manifolds. If S C M
is HAW, then so is ¢(S) C N.

Note that this lemma is complementary to [I9, Proposition 6.1], where preimages of
HAW sets under surjective C' maps are considered. We postpone the proof of Lemma 2.1]
to Appendix [Al

2.2. A polynomial associated with a linear transformation. Let V be a finite-
dimensional real vector space, regarded as a real subspace of its complexification
Ve == V ®r C. For a linear transformation 7" on V, let T¢ denote the complex linear
extension on V. Let Sp(T') be the set of eigenvalues of T, and let

p=p(T) Agsllfitg;)ll

be the spectral radius of T'. Let
po(x)= [ (@-AW
AeSP(T)
be the minimal polynomial of T, and define

=s(T) = A).
P = e,

The polynomial p(z) given in the following lemma will play an important role.

Lemma 2.2. There ezists a unique real polynomial p(z) = pr(x) with deg p(x) < degpo(x)
such that for every A € Sp(T'), we have

_))s—1 ; — — o
— (l‘ >‘) . if |/\| .IO and S()‘) 85 mod (.’L’ . )\)s()\)
0, otherwise,

Proof. The existence and uniqueness of a complex polynomial p(x) satisfying the required
properties follow directly from the Chinese Remainder Theorem. Since the minimal
polynomial po(z) is real, we have s(\) = s()\) for every A € Sp(T). Thus the complex
conjugate of p(x) also satisfies the requirement, and hence, the uniqueness implies that

p(zx) is indeed real. O

We will need to consider the transformation p(T"). To understand it, let us consider the
Jordan normal form of T¢. Let

B = {ell,. -5,€1,51,€21,---,€259,-..,€11,... ,er,sr,} (2.1)

be an ordered basis of V¢ such that the matrix [T¢]g of Tt relative to B is a Jordan matrix

[Tc]s = diag (J()\l, 51)y .-y J(Ar, sr)), (2.2)
where J(\;, s;) is the Jordan block with eigenvalue ); and size s;. Then s = max)y,|—, ;-
By reordering the vectors in B, we may assume that there is o € {1,...,7} such that

1<i<mg — [Ai| = p and s; = s, (2.3)
ro<t<T — either |\;| < p or s; < s. '

Then, it is straightforward to verify that

n times

——
p(T)cls = diag(E1s, . .., Eis,0,...,0), (2.4)
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where Ej; is the s X s matrix with 1 in the (1, s)-entry and 0 elsewhere. In turn, this
implies that

Ker (P(T))C = Zzﬂfz’jezj 12 €ECors = =xp,s =00, (2.5)
i=1 j=1
70

Im (p(T))(C = {Z Ti1€41 @ Ti1 € (C} . (2.6)
=1

It also follows from (Z.4]) that if 7" is R-diagonalizable, and if V), C V is the eigenspace
corresponding to A € Sp(T'), then

p(T) is the projection onto @ V\ along @ 1%V
AESP(T), |Al=p AESP(T), |Al<p

Let us also observe the following fact.

Lemma 2.3. Assume that V is a Lie algebra, and T is an automorphism of V with
p=p(T)>1. ThenIm (p(T)) is an abelian subalgebra of V.

Proof. Tt follows from (2.6)) that the restriction of Tt onto Im (p(T ))C is diagonalizable,
and all eigenvalues of the restriction have modulus p. Therefore, it suffices to show that if
A1, A2 € Sp(T), |A1| = |Ae| = p, and vy, v9 € V¢ are such that Tev; = \v; (i = 1,2), then
[v1,v2] = 0. Suppose not. In view of

Te([vr,v2]) = [Tevr, Teve] = AtAslvr, v,
it follows that A\; Ao € Sp(T). But |[AA2| = p? > p, a contradiction. O

2.3. Expanding and maximally expanding horospherical subgroups. Let G be a
Lie group with Lie algebra g, I' C G a discrete subgroup, and X = G/T". Recall that a
map f: X — X is affine if it is of the form (2] for some g € G and o € Aut(G,T"). In
this case, we also denote f = f; ,. Note that f is always surjective, and is injective if and
only if o(I') = T'. Let o4 be the automorphism of G given by (L3)), and let dos be the
tangent map of oy at 1, which is an automorphism of g. Let us observe the following
simple facts.

Lemma 2.4. Let f = fy, be an affine map on X.
(1) Let ¢ € G and 0’ € Aut(G,T) be such that fy o = f, and let G° be the identity
component of G. Then there exists v € I' such that
gd=9v, dh)=y"lo(h)y, VheG" (2.7)

(2) The restriction of oy to G°, and hence doy, is independent of the choices of g and
o that define f.
(3) For every n > 0, we have

fr(ha) = o%(h)f*(x), VheEG, zeX. (2.8)

Proof. (1) The condition implies that o(h)~tg~1g'0’(h) € T for all h € G. By taking
h = 1g, we see that g~'¢g’ = v for some v € T'. It follows that o(h)~'yo’(h) € T for all

h € G. Since I is discrete, we have
o(h) 'y’ (h) = o(lg) 'y’ (le) =v,  VheG .
This proves (2.71).

(2) In view of (1), it suffices to verify that if g, ¢, o, 0’,~ are such that (2.7)) holds, then
go(h)g~! = ¢g'a’(h)g'~" for all h € G°. This is straightforward.
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(3) If n = 0, there is nothing to prove. For n =1, if h € G and x = A'T € X, then

f(ha) = f(hW'T) = go(hh')T = (go(h)g™*)(go(h')T) = oy (h) f ().
This shows that (2.8]) holds for n = 1. Assume n > 2 and that (28] holds if n is replaced
by 1,...,n— 1. Then for h € G and = € X, we have

fr(hx) = [ (f(ha)) = [ Hop (W) f () = o Hop (W) [ (f (@) = o (h) f(x).
This completes the proof. O

With the above lemma in mind, one can easily generalize the notion of the expanding
horospherical subgroup G; to the case when f is an affine map: the Lie algebra of G is
the subalgebra of g whose complexification is the direct sum of generalized eigenspaces of
dos corresponding to eigenvalues of modulus greater than 1. Clearly it agrees with (LII)
when f € G.

Furthermore, let us now define the subgroup G?’ax mentioned in the introduction.
Applying Lemma to V =g and T' = doy, we get a polynomial p(z) = pas, (x). If
p(doy) <1, put gf** = {0}. Otherwise denote

g7 = Im (p(doy)), (2.9)
which is an abelian subalgebra of g by Lemma After that we can define G;nax to be
the connected Lie subgroup of G with Lie algebra gy

From the preceding discussion it follows that another way of defining g7 is as follows:
we can decompose the complexification gc of g as a direct sum @;_; g; of dos-invariant
subspaces such that the matrix of the restriction of doy onto each g;, relative to a certain
basis of g;, is a Jordan block with eigenvalue \;, then, reordering the g;’s, we may assume
that there is 79 € {1,...,r} such that |\| = --- = |\, |, dimg; = --- = dimg,,, and
if i > rg then either |\;] < |A1] or |[A] = |A\| and dimg; < dimg; finally, we define
gy as the intersection of g with the subspace of gc spanned by the eigenvectors of do
contained in ;2 g;. It follows from (2.9]) that g7 thus defined does not depend on the
decomposition of gc. Note that if doy is diagonalizable over R, then g7®* is the sum of
(real) eigenspaces corresponding to eigenvalues of doy with maximum modulus.

More generally, if H is a closed subgroup of G with Lie algebra b, denote

fmax . — {0} if p(dO’f) <1
T \pldoy)(b) if p(doy) > 1.

Since h?ax C g?ax, it is also an abelian subalgebra. Let H?ax denote the connected Lie

subgroup of G with Lie algebra f)?ax. Note that HJI}“X is not necessarily contained in H.
Similarly one can define expanding and maximally expanding horospherical subgroups

for one-parameter subsemigroups. Let G be as above, and let F = {g; : t € R} be a

one-parameter subgroup of G. If f(x) := g;x; then we clearly have of(h) = g;hg_;, hence
doy = Ad g;. Then define

— max ,__ (~ymax
GF:t = Gg:tl? Pt = G .

g+1
Also if H C G is a closed subgroup with Lie algebra h, we will denote hp* := h'** and
max py— Hmax
FE g+1 °
Example 2.5. Let G = SL,,(R), take p,q € N with n = p+ ¢, and let
F={g :teR}, where g; = diag(e!/PI,,e "/I,), (2.10)

a subgroup of G whose action on the quotient of G by SL,(Z) is useful for Diophantine
applications, as we shall see in §71 Then both Ad g; and Ad g_; have a unique eigenvalue
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of absolute value > 1, hence in this case there is no difference between expanding and
maximally expanding horospherical subgroups. Indeed, one has

max 0 A max 0 0
= {0 A acw@), = {(5 ) perm) @
Note that any F' of the form (L) is conjugate to (210]).

2.4. Nondense orbits of affine maps. Theorem [ATl is a special case of the following
theorem.

Theorem 2.6. Let G be a Lie group, I' C G a discrete subgroup, X = G/T', H C G a
closed subgroup, and f an affine map on X. Let Z be a C' submanifold of X satisfying
one of the following conditions:

(i) either
dim (T, Z N T(G}™2)) < dm HP™  VzeZ (2.12)
(ii) or
#{)\ € Sp(doy) : |\ = p(doy), s(A) = S(daf)} =1
and

T.(HP™:) ¢ T.Z VzeZ (2.13)
(that is, Z is HP™-transversal).
Assume also that
T.(o%(H)z) ¢ T.Z VzeZ, n>0. (2.14)
Then, for every x € X, the set {h € H : hx € E(f,Z)} is HAW.

Remark 2.7. (1) If p(doy) < 1, the group H}'* is trivial, thus neither 2.I2) nor
2I3) can be satisfied. Thus without loss of generality one can assume that
p(doy) > 1.

(2) When H = G, both ([212) and (2I3]) are equivalent to the condition that Z
is G'f**-transversal, and [(214]) is always satisfied as long as dimZ < dim X.
Therefore Theorem implies Theorem [ATl

(3) If Z is a point, then (2.14]) always holds, and both (2Z.12]) and (2ZI3]) are equivalent
to dim H "™ > 0, which happens if and only if p(doy) > 1 and h ¢ Ker (p(doy)).

(4) One can also take H to be a one-parameter subgroup. In this case, condition (ZI2])
is stronger than (Z.I3)).

(5) Condition (2.I4) is imposed to exclude the case where Z contains an open subset

of f"(Hz) for some z € X and n > 0. If condition (ZI4]) is dropped, it can be
shown that for every x € X, the set {h € H : w(hz) N Z = @}, where

w(hz) == {y € X : 3 nj, = +oo such that f"*hax — y}
is the w-limit set of hx, is HAW on H. See Remark [4.7]

2.5. Nondense orbits of continuous flows. We are now ready to state a continuous
analogue of Theorem

Theorem 2.8. Let G be a Lie group, I' C G a discrete subgroup, X = G/T’, and H C G
a closed subgroup. Let F' = {g; : t € R} be a one-parameter subgroup of G. Let Z be an
F-transversal C* submanifold of X. Assume that

(i) either
dim (I, Z & T:(F2)) N T, (Gp¥2)) <dim HR*  Vz e Z; (2.15)
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(ii) or F is Ad-diagonalizable over R and
T.(Hp2) ¢ T.Z & T,(Fz) VzeZ (2.16)
(that is, Z is (F, Hp)-transversal).
Assume also that
T.(g:Hg '2) ¢ T.Z ®T.(Fz) NYzeZ, t>0. (2.17)
Then, for every x € X the set
{he H:hx e EF*, 2)} (2.18)
is HAW.

Remark 2.9. (1) Similarly to Theorem [26] neither (2I5) nor (Z.I6) can hold if
p(Ad g1) < 1. Thus without loss of generality one can assume that p(Ad g;) > 1.

(2) As in the case of Theorem [2:6] the H = G case of Theorem 2.8 implies Theorem[A2]
In fact, in this situation, in view of the assumption of F-transversality of Z, both
(2.15) and (ZI6]) are equivalent to the condition that Z is (F, G24¥)-transversal,
and (2.I7) is always satisfied.

(3) Assume Z is a point. Then it is F-transversal. Since the intersection of f and g3
is always trivial, both ([2.I3) and (2.I6) are equivalent to dim HR{* > 0, which
happens if and only if p(Ad g;) > 1 and h ¢ Ker (p(Ad g1)). Note also that (2ZIT)
means h ¢ f, which automatically holds if (2.1I5]) or ([2.16]) is satisfied.

(4) Condition (ZI7) is imposed to exclude the case where F'~Z contains an open
subset of Hx for some = € X. If condition (2I7]) is dropped, it can be shown that
for every x € X, the set {h € H : w(haz) N Z = @} is HAW on H, where

w(hz) :={y € X : 3 t, = +o0, g1, hx — y}
is the w-limit set of hx. See Remark .71

2.6. Proof of Theorem [2.8 from Theorem We now deduce Theorem 2.8 from
Theorem Assume the conditions of Theorem 28 hold. Since any C' submanifold of
X is the union of countably many compact C'! submanifolds (possibly with boundaries),
we may assume without loss of generality that Z is compact. In this case, it follows from
the F-transversality of Z that the set

Zon= U a2
te[0,7]
is a C! submanifold of X for some 7 > 0, and we have T.Z107 = T.Z © T.(Fz) for every
z € Z. Moreover, shrinking 7 if necessary, condition ([2.I3]) (resp. (2.16), (2.17))) implies

that (212)) (resp. (2.13), 2.14)) holds with f(x) = grz and Z replaced by Zy - (see [21}
Lemma 4.1.2] or [25] Lemma 4.1] for details). Note also that paqg, (Ad gr) = padg, (Adg1).
Therefore, Theorem implies that the set

{h € H :{gnrhx:n2>0}NZjy,= @} (2.19)

is HAW on H. On the other hand, the set (ZI9) is contained in the set (2I8). In
fact, if h € H is not in (ZI8]), then there exist ¢, > 0 such that g, he — z € Z. Let
ng > 0 be such that nyT — t; € [0,7). By passing to a subsequence, we may assume that
nET —tp — t € [0,7]. It follows that

Iyt ht = gnyr—t,, (g1, ha) = gz € Z[Ovﬂ’

Thus h is not in (2.19]). This shows that the set (ZI8)) contains (2.19]), and hence is HAW
on H. U
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3. HYPERPLANES IN A SUBSPACE

Let V' be a Euclidean space with inner product (-,-), and let £(V') denote the vector
space of linear transformations on V. Both the Euclidean norm on V' and the operator
norm on £(V) are denoted by |- ||. For 0 < d < dimV, let Gry(V') denote the Grassmann
manifold of d-dimensional subspaces of V. Our primary goal in this section is to prove
the following result concerning hyperplanes in a subspace U of V.

Proposition 3.1. Let T € GL(V), U a nonzero subspace of V, 0 <d <dimV —1, W a
closed subset of Grg(V'), and p(zx) the polynomial given by Lemma[23. Suppose that
(i) either
dim (W NImp(7T)) < dim (p(T)U) VW eW,
(i) or
#{A € Sp(T) : [A| = p(T), s(A) =s(T)} =1,
and p(TYU ¢ W for every W € W.
Suppose also that
™WU) ¢ W, YW e W,n > 0. (3.1)
Then there ezists a constant ¢ = c¢(T,U,'W) > 0 satisfying the following property: For any
W €W and n > 0, there exists a linear hyperplane Lyy,, in U such that
dist(T™u, W) > ¢||T™|| dist(u, Lw,»), VueU. (3.2)

Let us remark that if W) denotes the 1-neighborhood of W in V, inequality (B2
means that 7-"(W®) N U is contained in the (c||T"||)~'-neighborhood of Ly, in U.

We first prove some auxiliary lemmas. The first one is probably well known, but we
could not find an appropriate reference. We give its simple proof for completeness.

Lemma 3.2. Suppose that T € L(V') is not nilpotent, and let p = p(T), s = s(T'). Then
there exists C > 1 such that

C™Ins=1p" < || T™|| < Cn*~1p", Vn > 0.

Proof. By replacing T with T'/p, we may assume that p = 1. Let B be an ordered basis
of V¢ such that the matrix [Tc]s is the Jordan normal form (22]), and let || - || be the
norm on £ (V') given by ||S||s = ||[Sc]s||cc; Where || - ||oo denotes the largest modulus of
the matrix entries. Then

[T = [l diag(J (A1, 51)" -+, J(Ary 87)")[loo = max [|J(Ai 80)"[|oo-

1<i<r
It is straightforward to verify that for 1 < j <k < s;,

the (j, k)-entry of J(\;, s;)" is equal to (kﬁj))\?_(k_j). (3.3)

Since |A;| < 1, this implies that ||J(Ai, $i)"]co = (S:il) |\;|" %! whenever n > 2s;. Thus,
there exists ng > 0 such that

17"l = max (")~ = (1), ¥n = ng.
Now the lemma follows from the fact that any two norms on £(V') are equivalent. O

Let S(V') be the unit sphere in V', that is,
S(V)={veV:|v|]|=1}
Then every T' € £L(V') induces a map
Tv

(T):S(V)~KerT — S(V), VHW.
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The next lemma explains the role of the polynomial p(z).

Lemma 3.3. Let T € GL(V), let p(x) be the polynomial given by Lemma[2.2, and let K
be a compact subset of S(V) \ Kerp(T'). Then

[T ]|
>0 3.4
veK,n>0 |17 (34)
and
lim sup [(T")v — (7"~ *+Hp(T))v] = 0. (3.5)

n—+00yeK
Proof. As in the proof of Lemma[3.2] we may assume that p(7') = 1. Let B be an ordered

basis of V¢ of the form (2.1]) such that [T¢]s is the matrix ([2.2]) and satisfies (Z.3]). In this
proof, we always write a vector v € V as

v=>_) wijei
i=1 j=1
It then follows from (B.3]) that
n . n n—(k—j
T =S ST [ S (A g | ey (3.6)
i=1 j=1 \k=j
Let ¢g > 0 be such that for any v € V' we have

> i1]- .
vl = eo max Ja] (37)

In view of (2.5)) and the conditions on K, we may also assume that if v € K then

> gl < et :
e |zis| > co and Lo dhax. lzi;] < ¢ (3.8)

It follows that for n > ny := [2s?(1 +¢;?)| and v € K, we have

_ B9), BD : _ e (k—
D)7l TS e max 1> (") A Yy,
- s—1 )
> Co max <!1’z’s! - kZ:1 (M) (kil)‘xik‘)
B3) _
2 Co <Co — (s =1, 1(sﬁ2)051)
-1 2 2

_ a- 771(8_“)2 > D (3.9)

This, together with Lemma [3.2] shows that infyck n>n, ”ﬁ;nv”” > 0. Clearly, we also have

infyver, o<n<n, ”||T”||” > 0. This proves (3.4).
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We now prove ([B.5]). For n > ny and v € K, we have
(T™)v — (T p(T))v|

< v _ (szl)Tn_S—Hp(T)v (sﬁl)Tn_S—Hp(T)V - Tn_8+1p(T)V
| Tl [TV [Tmv [T =t p(T)v||
Ty = ()T @l I = ()T ()

[TV [Tmv|
(B} _
< 4e?||(\M) Irny — T"‘SHp(T)VH :

Let us write .
n -1 n n—s : n
(8_1) T™'v —T +1p(T)v = Z Z fz(] )(v)eij.
i=1 j=1
It suffices to prove that
lim sup |fl(]n)(v)| =0 (3.10)

n—-+00 veK

forany 1 <¢<rand1<j<s;. It follows from (24]) and (3.6]) that

Si

r 8 ' ro e
() T Tm=T 0y = 3TN S () T AT i | e— Yo AT Ve,

i=1 j=1 \k=j P

Thus, by comparing the coefficients, we deduce that for 1 < i < rg, j =1, n > 2s and
veKRK,

£ ) = (Z (s:)‘l(k:)&“(’f‘”xik) = ATy
k=1
s—1 9
_ n\—l/ n \yn—(k-1) (s—1)
- ; (s—l) (k—l))‘i Tik| < m

Hence ([3.10) holds for 1 < ¢ < rp and j = 1. Similarly, for 1 <i<ry, 2<j<s,n>2s
and v € K, we have

» . N \r—(k=3) | < (s—j+1D(s—=1)

‘fw A kZ—J (8_1) (k_j) ' Tik| = co(n — s+ 2)
and hence ([B.10) holds for 1 <i < rpand 2 < j < s. Finally, for ro <i <7r, 1 <j <sy,
n > 2s; and v € K, we have

)

Si

|fi(31‘1)(v)| = Z (szl)_l(kzj))‘?_(k_j)xik < Si(siil)|>\i|"_(5i_1)cgl.
k=j

Since |\;| < 1, we also have ([B.10) for ¢ and j in these ranges. This completes the proof. O
We will also need the following result.

Lemma 3.4. Let T, U, W and p(z) be as in Proposition [31), let T* be the adjoint
transformation of T, and suppose that one of the conditions (i) or (ii) in the Proposition
holds. Then there exist compact subsets

K C S(V)~\ Kerp(T%) and KM cswv)y~u+
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such that
(T p(TNENWHNEKD g YWeW, n>0. (3.11)

Proof. (1) Assume that condition (i) holds. Let V(!) € Im p(T*) be a subspace such that
Imp(T*) = (UL NImp(T%)) @ VY,

and let K1 = S(V)). Then KM < S(V) ~ U+. We first prove that for every
Wy € W, there exist a neighborhood Ny, of Wy in W and a compact subset Kyy, of
S(V) \ Ker p(T™*) such that

(T (T (K, "WHNKW £ YW e Ny, n>0. (3.12)
To show this, let Vj C VVOL be a subspace such that
W5 = (Ker p(T*) N W5") @ Vo,

and choose a neighborhood Ny, of Wy in W and a continuous map Ny, — Graimv, (V),
W — Vi with Vi, = Vj such that Vi C W for W e Nwy, . Shrinking Ny, if necessary,
we may also assume that Vi N Kerp(T*) = {0} for W € Nyy,. Then the set

Kw, = U S(Viv)
WeNw,

is compact and contained in S(V') \ Ker p(T*). For W € Ny, and n > 0, we have
dim ((T*)"=* 1 p(T*) Vi N VD) > dim (T*)"*H p(T*) Vi + dim VY — dim Im p(T™)
= dim Vp — (dimImp(T*) — dim V(l))
= dim p(T*)W;" — dim (UL N Imp(T™))
= dim (Wp N Imp(T))l — dim (p(T)U)J' > 0.

Thus (7%)" 5 p(T*)(Viy) N VD) #£ {0}. Therefore, there exists v € S(Viy) C Ky, N W+
such that ((T*)"*t1p(T*))v € KM, This proves that Ny, and Ky, satisfy [312).

For every Wy € W, let us choose Ny, and Ky, satisfying (3.12). Since W is compact,
there exist W1y,...,W,, € W such that W = [J"; Ny,. Then K = |J;~, K, satisfy the
requirement of the lemma.

(2) We now assume that condition (ii) holds. We first construct a compact subset
K c S(V) ~ Kerp(T*) such that —K = K, p(T*)K NU+ = @ and K N W+ # & for
every W € W. Let Wy € W. Tt follows from condition (ii) that p(T*)W;- ¢ UL. Let
vo € S(Wy) be such that p(T*)vg ¢ UL. Then we can choose a neighborhood Ny, of
Wy in W and a continuous map Ny, — S(V), W — vy such that vy, = vo, viv € Wt
and p(T*)vy ¢ U+ for W € Ny,. The compact set Ky, = {vw : W € Ny, } satisfies
Kw, NKerp(T*) = @, p(T*)Kw, N\U+ = & and Ky, "W+ # @ for every W € Nyy,. Let
Wi,...,Wn € W be such that W = [JI; Ny,. Then the set K = |JI2; (Kw, U (—Kw,))
satisfies the requirement.

Let K = (p(T*))K < S(V)~U"*. Since T* and T have the same minimal polynomial,
we have pp«(x) = p(z). It then follows from condition (ii) and Lemma that the
restriction of (I™*) to S(Imp(T*)) is £1. Therefore, for every W € W and n > 0, we have

(T p(T))(E W) N KD = (p(T*) (K nW) # 2.

This completes the proof. O

We are now prepared to prove the main result of this section.
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Proof of Proposition[31. Let K and K be the compact sets given by Lemma [3:4] and
let K be a compact neighborhood of K in S(V)) ~\ U*. Since pr+(x) = p(x), applying
Lemma B3] to T, we get

lim_sup [[(T)")v — (T p(T"))v]| = 0.

n—+00 yc |
Therefore, there exists N > 0 such that for n > N and v € K, we have
(T =TpT)ve KV = (T")")WwveK?.
For n > N and W € W, it follows from (3.II) that we can choose vy, € K N W+
such that (T*)"*t1p(T*)) vy, € KW, and hence ((T*)")vw,, € K&, For 0 <n < N,
using condition (B.I]) and arguing as part (2) of the proof of Lemma B4 (with p(T*)
replaced by (T%)"), we see that there exists a compact subset K, C S(V) such that
(T*YY(K,)NU+ = @ and K, N Wt # & for every W € W. In this case, we choose
Vv, € Kp N W, Let
KE®=k®u (] (T)")(K),
0<n<N
which is again a compact subset of S(V) ~\ U+. In summary, for every n > 0 and W € ‘W,
we have chosen a unit vector vy, € W+ with (T*)")vyy,, € K®). When n > N, we also
have vy, € K.
Let Py € £(V) be the orthogonal projection onto U, and let

e = inf [[Pyvl] >0,
veK®)
" T*)"v| | D
VEK,’/LZN HT”H VGS(V),OSTL<N HTnH

Then for any n > 0 and W € W, we have
[P (T7)" vwnll = e [(T7)" vwall = crea|| T
Since (T*)"vw., ¢ U™, the intersection
Ly = (T*)"vwn)t NU
is a hyperplane in U. For u € U, we have
|(u, Py (T%)"viyn)| _ [{T™a, viva)| - dist(T™u, W)
1 Po (T*)" vl [P (T*)"vwnll = crea|| T
This completes the proof. O

dist(u, LW,n) =

Remark 3.5. In the proof of Proposition B, condition (B is only used to define the
sets K, for 0 < n < N. If condition (3] is dropped, the same argument (for K3 = K(2)
and n > N) shows the following weaker statement: There exist N > 0 and ¢ > 0 such
that for W € W and n > N, there exists a linear hyperplane Ly, in U such that (32
holds.

4. PROOF OF THEOREM

4.1. Hyperplane percentage game. We will prove the HAW property by demonstrat-
ing the winning property for the hyperplane percentage game introduced in [5]. Being
played on an open subset U of a Euclidean space V, the hyperplane percentage game has
the same winning sets as the hyperplane absolute game.

Let S C U be a target set, and let 5 € (0,1). The -hyperplane percentage game is
defined as follows: Bob begins by choosing a closed Euclidean ball By C U. After Bob
chooses a closed ball B; of radius r;, Alice chooses finitely many hyperplane neighborhoods
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{LET;J) :1 < j < N;} such that r; ; < Br;, and then Bob chooses a closed ball B C B;
of radius r;41 > fr; such that
#{1<j<N;:BuinLi = o} > Nyj2.

Alice wins the game if

o

(1B:inS # .

i=0
The set S is S-hyperplane percentage winning (f-HPW) on U if Alice has a winning
strategy. Note that for large values of (3, it is possible for Alice to leave Bob with no
available moves after finitely many turns. However, an elementary argument (see [31I]
Lemma 2] or [3, §2]) shows that Bob always has a legal move if 5 is smaller than some
constant So(dim V) < 1. For example, we have fy(1) = 1/5. The set S is hyperplane
percentage winning (HPW) on U if it is f-HPW on U for any (3 € (O,BO(dim V)) The
significance of this notion lies in the following result.

Lemma 4.1 ([5]). Let U be an open subset of a Euclidean space V. A subset S C U is
HPW on U if and only if it is HAW on U.

Let us remark that when proving a set S to be HPW, we may assume that r; — 0.
In fact, if Alice has a winning strategy whenever r; — 0, then S must be dense, and
hence Alice always wins if r; /A 0. Moreover, by letting Alice make dummy moves in the
first several rounds and relabeling B;, we may also assume that ry is smaller than any
prescribed small positive constant.

4.2. Some Lie-theoretic lemmas. Let G be a Lie group with Lie algebra g. We choose
and fix an inner product on g. For an inner product space V and 7 > 0, let By (7) (resp.
By, (7)) denote the closed ball (resp. open ball) in V' of radius 7 centered at 0. Let 71 > 0
be such that the exponential map of G restricts to a diffeomorphism from Bg(71) onto an
open neighborhood of 15 in G, and let

log : exp (Bg(ﬁ)) — Bg(n)
be the inverse of exp [pe(r,). Let 72 € (0,71] be such that
X1,X2,X3 € By(2) = exp(x1) exp(x2) exp(x3) € exp (B;(Tl)).
First, let us prove the following lemma.

Lemma 4.2. For any e > 0, there exists 73 = 13(¢) € (0,72] such that if x,y,z € By(T3)
satisfy exp(x) exp(y)exp(z) = l¢, then
Ix+y + 2|l < emin{[x|, lyll, |zl [|x + vl ly + =, |z + x|/}
Proof. By symmetry, it suffices to prove that
[x+y + 2| < emin{|x], [y + 2/} (4.1)
Consider the map ® : By(12) x By(12) — g given by
®(x,y) = log (exp(x) exp(y)) —x —y- (42)

Note that
®(x,0) = ®(0,y) =0, Vx € By(m2). (4.3)

Thus, if we let g—i : By(12) X Bg(12) — £(g) be the partial derivative of ® with respect to

X, then
L od
d(x,y) = </0 8—X(tx,y)dt> X.
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Note that g—i is continuous, and it follows from (4.3]) that 2—3(0,0) = 0. Thus, for any
e > 0, there exists 13 € (0, 2] such that

0P €
X,y € By(m3) = Hg(x,y)H <i7:
Therefore,
L od €
ooyl < ([ |Getxm]ar) el < il vxy € By

Suppose that x,y,z € By(73) and exp(x) exp(y) exp(z) = 1g. Then ®(x,y) = —(x+y+z).

It follows that
€

1+4+¢

x+y + 2zl =[x, y)] < [1x]I- (4.4)

This in turn implies that
[x+y+z|=00+e)llx+y+zl—clx+y+z
<ellx|| —elx+y + 2
<elly+z. (4.5)

Now (A1) follows from (£4) and (4.5). O
For the convenience of later reference, let us record the following corollary.

Corollary 4.3. For any ¢ > 0, there exists 74 = 74(g) € (0, 72] such that
(1) For any x,y € By(14), we have
I og (exp(x) exp(y)) || < (1 +&)[x + .
(2) For any x,y,z € By(14), we have

Iog (exp(x) exp(y) exp(z)) — vl < (1 +e)(l|x]| + [lz]))-

Proof. For ¢ > 0, let 73 = 13(¢) € (0,72] be as in Lemma [£.2] and let 74 € (0, 72| be such
that

X1,X2,X3 € By(ry) == log (eXP(X1)eXP(X2)eXP(X3)) € By(73).
Then (1) follows by applying Lemma 2 to z = — log (exp(x) exp(y)). For (2), let
w = log (exp(x) exp(y) exp(z)), v = log (exp(x) exp(y)).
Then w,v € By(73). Note that
exp(v) exp(—y) exp(—x) = exp(w) exp(—z) exp(—v) = 1¢.
It follows from Lemma that
[w—yll=[v-y—x)+(W-2z-v)+(x+2)

<|v-y-—x[+w-z—-v|+[x+z

<ellx[| +ellz] + [[x + z||

< (1 +e)([Ix[ + Izl
This proves (2). O

We will only use the € = 1 case of Corollary 43l However, the following result will be
needed for arbitrarily small e.
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Lemma 4.4. Let b be a subalgebra of g. Then there exist 75 € (0,72] and a function
01 :(0,1) — (0,72] such that for any y € By(7s), there exists Ty, € GL(bh) with ||Ty| < 2
such that

e€(0,1),x € By(d1(e)) = |llog (exp(x)exp(y)) —y — Tyx| < elx]|.
Proof. The map ® defined in (4.2]) sends By(72) X By(72) into . Let ®y be the restriction
of ® to h x h. For y € By(m), let

: 0P
Ty = idy —1—8—;(0,y).

Then for x € By(12), we have

log (exp(x) exp(y)) —y — Tyx = ®4(x,y) — %(O,y)x

- (/01 (Fotxy) - T2y de) x

Since the map a : By(m2) X By(m2) — L(bh) is continuous, it is uniformly continuous.
Hence, there exists a function 07 : (0,1) — (0,72] such that for any ¢ € (0,1) and
X, x’,y,y’ € By(m2), we have

H 0By OB -

_E(X y')

max{||x — x'[|, [ly = ¥'[l} < d1(e

Let 75 = 01(1/2). In view of %(0,0) = 0, it follows that for any y € By(75), we have
||8<I)PJ (0,y)|| <1/2, and hence T}, is invertible and ||7y || < 2. Moreover, it follows that if
x € By(d1(¢)), then

! ‘8(1);, Py,

g (exprexp(v) —y ~ T < ([ |Gz v) = G20 | ) 1l < <l

This completes the proof. O

4.3. A nice neighborhood of Z. Let now I be a discrete subgroup of G, and let X =
G/T. For z € X, we define the map

exp, : g — X, exp,(x) = exp(x)z.

Let dexp, : g — T,X be the tangent map of exp, at 0. The next lemma shows the
existence of a good neighborhood of the submanifold Z of X whenever Z is compact.

Lemma 4.5. Let Z C X be a compact C' submanifold (possibly with boundary). For
z € Z, consider the subspace of g given by W, = (dexp,) Y (T,Z). Then there exists a
function 3 : (0,1) — (0,00) such that for any e € (0,1) and r € (0,92(¢)], there exists a
neighborhood ) of Z satisfying the following property: For any y € S, there exists z € Z
such that

X € By(r), exp,(x) € Q@ = dist(x,W,) <er.

Proof. First, let us notice that there exists a function d3 : (0,1) — (0,00) such that for
any € € (0,1) and z € Z, we have

y € Bg(d3(€)), exp,(y) € Z = dist(y,W.) <elly]. (4.6)
In fact, since Z is compact, there exists 7¢ > 0 such that for every z € Z, there is a
unique C' map ¢, : By.(16) — W with ¢,(0) = 0 satisfying the following property:
If y € By(16) and exp,(y) € Z, then y = P,y + ¢.(P.y), where P, is the orthogonal
projection from g onto W,.
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Let (d¢.)w : W, — W be the tangent map of ¢, at w € By, (7). Then (d¢.)o = 0,
and the map (z,w) — (d¢,)w (as a map between bundles over Z whose fibers at z are
Byw.(7¢) and the space of linear maps W, — W, respectively) is continuous. It follows
that there exists a function d3 : (0,1) — (0,76] such that for any z € Z, ¢ € (0,1)
and w € By, (d5(¢)), we have |(d¢.)w| < ¢, and hence [|¢.(w)|| < e[|w]. Now, if
y € By(d3(¢)) and exp,(y) € Z, then

diSt(Yy Wz) = Hy - szn = HQSZ(PZy)H < €HPZYH < 6”3’”
Hence (4.6]) holds.
Define the function d9 as

d2(¢) = min {d3(e/4)/2, 74(1) },
where 74(-) is as in Corollary @3l Let ¢ € (0,1), r € (0,92()]. We verify that the
neighborhood
0= U exp, (Bg(er/8))
z€Z
of Z satisfies the required property. Let y € Q. Then there exists z € Z such that
y = exp,(v) for some v € By (er/8). Suppose x € By(r) and exp,(x) € 2. We need to
show that dist(x, W,) < er. Since exp, (x) € €, there exist 2’ € Z and v’ € Bj(er/8) such
that exp, (x) = exp,/(v'), that is, exp(x)y = exp(v’)2’. Since
[x[| < < da(e) < 7a(1)
and
max {|[v[l, [V} <er/8 <m(1),
if we write
y = log (exp(—v') exp(x) exp(v)),
then it follows from Corollary [£3|(2) that

Il < Il + 2(lv] + [IV]]) <+ %r < 2r < 202(e) < d3(e/4) (4.7)
and
Ix =yl < 2(Ivl + [IV]l) < % (4.8)
Note that

exp,(y) = exp(—Vv') exp(x) exp(v)z = exp(—v') exp(x)y = 2’ € Z.
Thus, it follows from (L) and (@7 that

) £ er
dist(y, W) < ZHY” <35

Hence, by ([4.8), we have
dist(x, W) < ||x — y|| + dist(y, W) < er.
This proves the lemma. O

We now prove:

Lemma 4.6. Let G,I', X, H, f and Z be as in Theorem [2.0, and assume the conditions

in the theorem hold. Moreover, assume that Z is compact (possibly with boundary). Then

there ezist 77 € (0,71] and a function 7o : (0,1) — (0,00) such that for any ¢ € (0,1)

and ro € (0,7 ()], there exists a neighborhood Q2 = Q(e,10) of Z satisfying the following

property: For any x € X, any closed ball B C BhO(T7) of radius r < rg and any n > 0 with
ISV

70
— < ||(d < = 4.
% < ol < 2, (49)
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there exists an affine hyperplane L = L(x, B,n) in b such that
exp, ' (f7(Q)) N B c LE, (4.10)
where L) s the er-neighborhood of L in b.

Note that in the statement of Lemma [4.6] we do not require that exp, is injective on
By (7).
b

Proof. For z € Z, let W, be the subspace of g given in Lemma We want to apply
Proposition Bl to V =g, U = h, T = doy and W = {W, : z € Z}. Since Z is C', the
map Z — Grqim z(g), z — W, is continuous. It then follows from the compactness of Z
that W is compact. Condition (i) (resp. (ii)) in Theorem implies condition (i) (resp.
(ii)) in Proposition Bl and also condition (2.I4]) implies (BI]). Thus, all conditions in
Proposition B hold. It follows that there exist ¢ > 0 such that for any z € Z and n > 0,
there exists a linear hyperplane L. , in h with

dist ((doy)"x, W) > c||(dos)"| dist(x, L.,,,), Vx e b. (4.11)
Let
T7 = min{7'4(1),7'5},

where 74(-) and 75 are as in Corollary 4.3l and Lemma 4] and define the function 7 as

Fole) = % min {61(c/8), 62(c=2/4)} |

where d1(+) and d3(+) are as in Lemmas [£.4] and Let ¢ € (0,1), rg € (0,79(¢)]. By
Lemma [4.5] and the choice of 7(g), there exists a neighborhood Q of Z such that for any
Yo € 2, there is zg € Z such that

CE2

77‘0. (412)

In what follows, we prove that ) satisfies the required property in Lemma

Let x € X, B C B(77) be a closed ball of radius 7 < 7o, and n > 0 satisfy (4.9).
We need to show that there exists an affine hyperplane L C b satisfying ([@I0). Without
loss of generality, assume that exp,! ( f‘”(Q)) N B # @. We choose and fix a point
yo € exp; (f7"(Q)) N B. Let yo = f™(exp,(yo0)) € ©, and let 29 € Z satisfy ([@I2).
Since yg € B C By (17) and 77 < 75, it follows from Lemma 4] and the choice of 7y(e)
that there exists Ty, € GL(h) with ||Ty,|| < 2 such that

v € By(drg),exp,, (v) €2 = dist(v,W,,) <

x € By(479(e)) = |[log (exp(x)exp(yo)) — yo — Ty x|| < %HXH (4.13)

We verify that the hyperplane
L =yo+ Ty, (Lzyn)

satisfies (4.10]).

Let y € exp; ! (f~(€2)) N B. We need to prove that y € L. Let y = f"(exp,(y)) €
Q, x = log (exp(y) exp(—yo)) € b. Since yo,y € B, we have ||y — yo| < 2r. Note also
that B C By(r7) and 77 < 74(1). It then follows from Corollary @3(1) that

[l < 2[ly — yol| < 4r.

Thus
n n To
I(doy)"xl| < [I(doy)" [} |Ix]} < = - 4r = dro.
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Note also that

expy, ((doy)"x) = exp ((doy)"x)yo = o ((exp(x)) f" (exp(yo)z)

B 1 (exp(x) explyo)z) = f(exply)z) = y € Q.

Hence, it follows from the choice of zy that

ce?
dist ((dof)"x, Ws,) < "o

Together with (£IT), this implies that

dist(x, Lzon) < ¢ ||(doy)™|| " dist ((do)"x, Wy )

T ce? Er

<c o — . Zrg =",
¢ erg 4 "o 4
Hence, if we let z € L, ,, be such that ||x — z|| = dist(x, L,, ), then
dist(Ty,x, Ty, Lzg,n) < [Tyox — Tyozll < [Ty, llIx — z||

5
< 2dist(x, L, p) < Er

On the other hand, since ||x|| < 4r < 4ry < 479(¢) and exp(y) = exp(x) exp(yo), it follows

from (AI3]) that
£ er
Iy = yo = Tyox|| < glixll < 5
This implies that
dist(y, L) = dist (y — y0, Ty(Lzo.n))

< dist (Tyoxv T}’o (Lzom)) + Hy — Yo — TpoH
< Er i Er <

— + — <er.

2 Ty =°

Hence y € L"), This completes the proof. O
4.4. Proof of Theorem We now use Lemma [4.6] to prove Theorem

Proof of Theorem [2.4. Since any C'! submanifold of X is the union of countably many
compact C' submanifolds (possibly with boundaries), we may assume without loss of
generality that Z is compact. Let £ € X. We need to prove that for every hg € H, there is
an open neighborhood U of hy in H such that the set {h € U : {f*(hz) :n >0}NZ = &}
is HAW on U. By replacing x with hgz, we may assume that hg = 1g. Let 77 > 0 be
as in Lemma [4.6] and let U = exp (Bg (7'7)). Since the exponential map restricts to a
diffeomorphism from By (77) onto U, in view of Lemma [£1] it suffices to prove that the
set

{XEB[;)(7'7) {7 (exp,(x)) :nZO}ﬂZz@} (4.14)
is HPW on By(77).
Let 8 € (0, Bo(dimh)) be fixed. By Lemma [3.2] there exists C' > 1 such that

C™ st < |[(day)™|| < Cn*~tp", Vn >0, (4.15)
where p = p(dos) > 1 and s = s(doy). Let £ € N be large such that
P21t > 02 (4.16)

and
cpt<l. (4.17)
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We use Lemma with e = 8! to describe a winning strategy for Alice when playing
the S-hyperplane percentage game on B§(77) with target set (4.I4]). As remarked in §4.1]
we may assume that Bob will play so that r; — 0 and ro < 7(8F!), where 7o(-) is as in
Lemma Let us partition the game into stages. For k > 0, we define the kth stage to
be the set of indices 7 > 0 for which

,Bé(k-i_l)To <r; < 5%7‘0. (4.18)
Then each stage is finite and contains at least £ indices. Suppose that the kth stage starts

when Bob chooses the ball B;, in b, that is, 7 is the smallest index in the kth stage. In
particular, we have iy = 0. It follows from the rule of the game that

B ry < vy < B%rg. (4.19)
Consider the set of integers
Nig = {n=0: 676D < |(dog)") < g7} (4.20)
Note that by (£I5) and (@IT), we have |(dos)"|| > C~1 > B¢ for any n > 0. Thus
N =NuU{o}. (4.21)
k>0

Note also that for any ni,no € Ny with n; < ng, we have
C~tny ™ BT ||(doy)™ | @ 5"

C7pmT < ==k = o < ey =8 (]%D 2?1,
Cntpm = o] = FED
which implies that ne —n; < 2¢ — 1. Hence
#N;, < 28 (4.22)

It follows from (£I9) and ([£20) that if n € N, then
rigl[(dog)™|| € 8% g - BTN, g%y - B7R) = 85 rg, o).

Therefore, if we let Q = Q(B°F!,70) be the neighborhood of Z given by Lemma E6] then
for any n € N, there exists an affine hyperplane L(B;,,n) in § such that

mir). (4.23)

)
exp, ' (f7(Q)) N By, € L(Biy,n)

Let Alice’s ij-th move be the hyperplane neighborhoods
{L(Bik,n)<ﬁ”17”ik> ‘ne Nk} . (4.24)

More generally, for any index 4 in the kth stage, after Bob choosing the ball B;, let Alice
choose those neighborhoods in (4.24]) which intersect B;. Note that

BZJrl

E.19) EIR)
BZ—an < BZ—H . IBZkTO _ B . Bf(k—i-l)ro = BTZ"
So Alice’s moves are legal. We prove that this strategy guarantees a win for Alice.
In view of the rule of the game, it follows that if ¢ is an index in the kth stage, then

#Ne BB o (i1-iy)

4 {n € Ny : Biy1 N L(Bj,,n) B 'ri) £ @} < (4.25)

- 2’i+1—ik
On the other hand, since each stage contains at least £ indices, the index i + £ — 1 is in
the kth stage. Substituting i = iy, + ¢ — 1 into (£25]), we obtain

# {n € Ny : By e N L(Biy,n) P i) £ @} <1.

This means that -
Bi ¢ NL(B;,,n)® " ") =3 V¥necN.



24 JINPENG AN, LIFAN GUAN, AND DMITRY KLEINBOCK

Together with (£23]), this implies that
BiwNexp, ' (f(Q) =2  VneN.

Hence, for any n € Ay, the unique point x in ()2, B; is not contained in exp; ! (f‘”(Q)),
or equivalently, f"(exp, (X)) ¢ Q. In view of E2I)), it follows that X« is contained in
the target set (4I14). Hence Alice wins. O

Remark 4.7. In view of Remark 3.5 it follows that without condition (2.14]), Lemma [£.6]
remains valid for sufficient large n. This implies that if condition (2.14]) is dropped and the
submanifold Z in Theorem [2.0] is compact, then there exists N = N(Z) such that the set

{h e H:{fr(hx):n>N}NnZ= @} is HAW on H, and hence for a general submanifold

Z,theset {h € H:w(hx)NZ = @} is HAW on H. In turn, if condition (2.I7) in Theorem
2.8 is dropped, the set {h € H : w(hz) N Z = @} is HAW on H.

5. GEODESIC FLOWS ON LOCALLY SYMMETRIC SPACES

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorems [BI] and We first use Theorem 2.8
(and its proof) to prove a result on semisimple Lie groups.

5.1. A proposition on semisimple groups. Let G be a noncompact semisimple Lie
group with finitely many connected components, K C G a maximal compact subgroup,
g and £ the Lie algebras of G and K respectively, and p the orthogonal complement of ¢
in g with respect to the Killing form on g. We assume that the identity component G°
of G has finite center. Then g = @ p is a Cartan decomposition. Note that the identity
component K° of K is a maximal compact subgroup of G°.

Proposition 5.1. Let G, K and p be as above, I' C G a discrete subgroup, X = G/T,
v ep~ {0}, and F = {g; : t € R} the one-parameter subgroup given by g = exp(tv).
(1) Let x1,x9 € X be such that Kx1 # Kxo. Then the set
{k € K:kx € E(F, Kxg)}

1s HAW on K.

(2) Let K' C K be a closed subgroup with dim K’ < dim K, and S C X be a finite
subset. Then there exists an F-invariant closed subset of X that does not intersect
K'S but intersects every K°-orbit in X.

Proof. (1) For a subset A C R, let us denote F4 = {g; : t € A}. Since K is compact and
Kz1 # Kx, there exists € > 0 such that F_. jKx1NKze = @. Then for k € K, we have

kxy € E(F, Kz) if and only if both Fo ooykx1 N Ko and Fi_o _gkz1 N Kxg are empty.
Hence, to prove part (1), it is enough to prove that the sets
{kEK:F[E,OO)kxlﬂKxg :Q} (5.1)
and
{k’ e K F(—oo,—s]k‘fﬂl NKxy = @} (5.2)

are HAW on K.
Let us prove that the set (5.]) is HAW. Note that for k € K, we have

F[e,oo)kxl NKzo =g (F+/<;x1 N g_EKxg).
Thus, it suffices to show that the set
{ke K :kay € E(F',g_.Kx,)} (5.3)
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is HAW. By Theorem 2.8 we only need to verify that p(Adgy) > 1, Z = g_-Kuxy is
F-transversal, and that conditions (210) and (2.I7)) hold for H = K. The latter three
conditions translate respectively as

v ¢ (Adg-)t, (5.4)
m g (Adg_.)E@ Ry, (5.5)
(Adgy)t Z (Adg—.)t® Rv Vit > 0. (5.6)

To verify these conditions, let a be a maximal abelian subspace of p containing v, and
let ¥ C a* be the restricted root system of (g,a). Then the set of eigenvalues of Ad gy
is {e)‘(") :Ae X} U{l}. Since v # 0, we have w := maxyex A(v) > 0. It follows that
p(Adg) =e¥ > 1.

Next, notice that v = (Adg_.)v € (Ad g_.)p. Hence (5.4) is clear.

To verify (5.5]), recall that £€33* = p(Ad g1)(€), where p is the polynomial given in §2.51
Let g = go © @5, 9 be the restricted root space decomposition. Then p(Adg;) is the
projection onto @)\(V):w g along goea@/\(va gx. Let Ag € X be such that \o(v) = w. We
first claim that gy, C tR¥. In fact, if 6 is the Cartan involution of g corresponding to the
Cartan decomposition g = €@ p, then for any w € gy, we have fw € g_,, and w+ 0w € ¢,
and hence w = p(Ad g1)(w +0w) € €27%, proving the claim. On the other hand, it follows
from the Iwasawa decomposition (relative to a set of positive roots containing A\g) that
gy, ¢ €@ Rv. Applying Adg_. to both sides, we obtain gy, ¢ (Adg_.)¢ & Rv. This,
together with gy, C €43, implies (5.5]).

We now verify (5.6). Suppose the contrary. Then there exists ¢ > 0 such that
(Ad gi4c)t C EdRv. Since K° is a maximal compact subgroup of G°, it is self-normalizing
in G°. Tt follows that (Ad g;y-)€ # €. Let x € € be such that (Ad gic)x ¢ €. Then there
exist y € ¢ and b € R~ {0} such that

(Adgie)x =y + bv.
Taking the Cartan involution 6 on both sides, we obtain
(Adgt__,_le)x =y —bv.
It follows that
(Ad gi1e)x — (Ad gl )x = 2bv.
Let (-, -) be the Killing form on g. Since x|pxp is positive definite, we have
0 # k(2bv,v) = k((Ad gr4c)x, v) — k((Ad g5 )%, V)
— (3, (Ad g )v) — (%, (Ad grye)v) = (%, v) — (%, v) = 0,
a contradiction. This completes the verification of the required conditions, thus proves

the set (B.I]) is HAW. A similar argument with v replaced by —v shows that the set (5.2])
is also HAW. This completes the proof of part (1).

(2) The proof is similar to that of Theorem 2.8 Let us sketch the argument and leave
the details to the reader. First, we pick 7 > 0 such that Z := Fj 1 K'S is a smooth
submanifold of X, and such that (2ZI3) and (2.14)) hold for both (H, f) = (K°, g,) and
(H,f) = (K° g;'). Then the conditions of Theorem are satisfied for both cases. As
in the proof of Theorem [2.6], it can be shown that there exist positive constants 77, 3, rg
and a neighborhood €2 of Z such that for every x € X, Alice has a winning strategy for
the S-hyperplane percentage game on By (77) with target set

By ()~ | expyt (gnr9), (5.7)
neZ



26 JINPENG AN, LIFAN GUAN, AND DMITRY KLEINBOCK

provided Bob’s initial ball By has the prescribed radius rg. (A major difference is that
we are now working with both f = g, and f = g-! simultaneously. So we need to
replace “n > 0” by “n € Z” in the definition of Ny in (£20)), and to replace ([£I6]) by the
slightly stronger condition p2 ' ~18¢ > C2 so that ([#£22)) still holds.) In particular, the set
(57) is nonempty. This implies that the set (J, ez gnr€2 does not contain any K°-orbit in
X. On the other hand, it is straightforward to show that mte[oﬂ 9; 1Q contains an open
neighborhood U of K'S. This implies FU C |J,,c7 gnr§2. Then the F-invariant closed set
X ~\ FU satisfies the requirement. O

5.2. Proofs of Theorems [B1l and [B2l We first review some basic facts concerning
locally symmetric spaces. Let Y be a locally symmetric space of noncompact type, and
let Y be its universal cover. The isometry group G of Y has finitely many connected
components, and its identity component is a semisimple Lie group without compact factors
and with trivial center. Let yg € Y, and gy € Y be a preimage of yg. The stabilizer
K := Stabg(7p) is a maximal compact subgroup of G. We identify the globally symmetric
space Y with K \G, and view the fundamental group I" := m1(Y") as a subgroup of G via
deck transformations. Then Y can be identified with K\G/T.

Let g, € and p be as in §5.11 Then we have a natural identification T},)Y = p. Let p; be
the unit sphere in p (with respect to the metric on T,,Y") centered at 0, which is identified
with Sy, (Y). For v € py, let 4(v) denote the geodesic line in Y through vy in the direction
v. Then

v(v) ={Kexp(tv)': t € R}.

Let us now prove Theorem [BIl

Proof of Theorem [B1. Without loss of generality, we assume y = y9. We need to prove
that the set

{vep:v(v)NnZ =g} (5.8)
is thick in p;. Note that Ad(K)p; = p1. We first prove that for every v € py, the set

{w e Ad(K°)v : 7(w) N Z = @} (5.9)

is HAW on Ad(K°)v. To do this, let 2y denote the point I in X := G/T", and consider
the surjective map
q: X =Y,  q(gro) = KgT.

Let F' = {g; : t € R}, where g, = exp(tv). We claim that the set (5.9) is the image of the
set

{k € K°: ko€ E(F,q'(2))} (5.10)
under the submersion K° — Ad(K°)v, k +— (Adk~1)v. In fact, for k € K° and t € R, we
have

Kexp (t((Adk™")WV)T = Kg,kT = q(giko).
So 7((Ad k‘_l)v) = q(Fkxo). Since the map ¢ has compact fibers, it is a closed map.
It follows that v((Adk—1)v) = q(Fkag). Thus, v((Adk~1)v) N Z = @ if and only if
FkxzoNgq '(Z) = @, that is, kzg € E(F,q(Z)). This verifies the claim. Since ¢~'(Z2) is
a countable union K-orbits in X distinct from Ky, it follows from Proposition [5.1J(1) that
the set (5.10) is HAW on K°. Then, by Lemma 2.1], the set (5.9]) is HAW on Ad(K°)v.

To complete the proof, let us choose a maximal abelian subspace a C p and an (open)
Weyl chamber a™ C a. Let M = Zgo(a), aj = a™ Np;. Then the map

®: K°/M x af — p1, O(kM,v) = (Adk)v
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is a diffeomorphism onto on open dense subset of p;. The HAW property of the set (5.9)
implies that for each v € af, the intersection of the set (5.8) with ®(K°/M x {v}) is thick
in ®(K°/M x {v}). By Marstrand slicing theorem (see, for example, [22, Lemma 1.4}),
the intersection of (B.8) with Im ® is thick in Im @, hence is also thick in p;. This proves
Theorem BTl O

Before proving Theorem [B2] let us recall more facts concerning the geodesic flow on
the unit tangent bundle S(Y') (see, for example, [29, 23]). We keep the notation as in
the beginning of this subsection, and consider the natural G-action on S(Y). We refer
to a connected component of the image of a G-orbit in S(Y) under the covering map
S(Y) — S(Y) as an ergodic submanifold of S(Y). Each ergodic submanifold is a closed
submanifold of S(Y') and is invariant under the geodesic flow. Note that every G°-orbit in
S(Y) meets p1 = S;,(Y). The stabilizer of a vector v € p; in G is equal to its centralizer
K, in K. So the G-orbit of v in S(Y) can be identified with K,\G, and its projection
in S(Y) can be identified with Ky\G/I'. Under the latter identification, the restriction of
the geodesic flow on K \G/T is given by

Y(Kvgl') = Ky exp(tv)gT, g€G.
Let & C S(Y) denote the corresponding ergodic submanifold, namely,
& = {Kygl': g € G°}.
Then every ergodic submanifold is of the form &, for some v € p;.

Proof of Theorem[B3. Assume & = &, where v € p;. We keep the notation as in the
proof of Theorem [BIl Then the surjective map

q: X — K,\G/T, q (gz0) = Kygl'

intertwines the flow (X, F') and the geodesic flow on K \G/T'. Each fiber of ¢’ is a K-
orbit in X. Note that dim K, < dim K. By Proposition [5.1|(2), there is an F-invariant
closed subset X’ C X that does not intersect ¢'~!(Z) but intersects every K°-orbit in X.
It follows that the closed subset ¢'(X’) N € of & is invariant under the geodesic flow and
does not intersect Z. Moreover, the projection of ¢'(X’) N € to Y contains ¢(X' N G°xy),
which is the whole space Y. This completes the proof of Theorem O

Remark 5.2. Similar to (in fact, simpler than) the proofs of Proposition (.I(1) and
Theorem [BI] it can be shown that for every ergodic submanifold & C S(Y), if Z C £ is a

countable subset, then the set {{ € €:v({) N Z = &} is HAW on €.

6. GAPS BETWEEN VALUES OF FUNCTIONS AT INTEGER POINTS

6.1. The general set-up. Let n > 2 be an integer, and let C'(R™) denote the space of
real-valued continuous functions on R”. For ¢ € C(R") we will be studying the values
of ¢ at nonzero integer points ZT;&O = Z" < {0}. Tt is an important question in number
theory to know that for ¢ as above, whether (JS(Z;()) is dense in its image ¢(R™), or
perhaps it has a gap at a real number a € R. Here, we say that ¢(Z?éo) has a gap at a
if §(Z75) N (a —€,a+¢) = & for some € > 0. Clearly when a # ¢(0) it is equivalent to
#(Z")N(a—¢e,a+¢) = @ for some € > 0.

If ¢ is a linear form, it is easy to see that ¢(Z") is not dense in R if and only if ¢ is
a multiple of a rational form. The famous Oppenheim conjecture, proved by Margulis
[26, 27], states that the same statement holds if ¢ is a nondegenerate indefinite quadratic
form and n > 3. It follows that in both cases, if (b(ZT;éO) has a gap at some number a then
¢ is a multiple of a rational form. Moreover, a conjecture from Margulis [28, Conjecture
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8] (see also Cassels and Swinnerton-Dyer [10, Hypothesis A]) states that if n > 3 and ¢ is
the product of n linearly independent linear forms such that QS(Z;O) has a gap at 0, then
¢ is a multiple of a rational polynomial. Although this conjecture remains open, it has
been proved by Einsiedler, Katok and Lindenstrauss [16, Theorem 1.6] that in the space
of products of n linearly independent linear forms, the set of polynomials ¢ with (ﬁ(Z;O)
having a gap at 0 has the same Hausdorff dimension as the set of multiples of rational
polynomials, namely 1.

The situation is completely different when n = 2: It is proved by Kleinbock and Weiss
[25] that given any countable subset A of R, the set of ¢ in the space of nondegenerate
indefinite binary quadratic forms (or equivalently, products of two linearly independent
linear forms) such that ¢(Z2,) has a gap at every a € A is thick in this space. In this
section, we use Theorem to extend the last result.

To begin with, let us introduce some notation. Let C (R™) denote the set of ¢ € C(R™)
such that ¢(Z") is not dense in ¢(R™), that is,

~

CR") = {# € CR") : o(R") ¢ B(Z7) |

For a € R, let @(Rn) denote the set of ¢ € C(R™) such that ¢( ?EO) has a gap at a, that

is,

Co(R™) := {qS cCR") :a¢ ¢(Z;O)} :

It is easy to sce that ¢ € C(R™) if and only if ¢ € Uses®n) C.(R™). We would like to

understand the sets C (R™) and CA’G(R"). However, they are too large to be addressed. To

proceed, consider the natural right action of SL,(R) on C(R"™), which is given by
SL,(R) x C(R") — C(R"), (9,¢) = dog.

Here R™ is understood as the space of column vectors, and g € SL, (R) is identified with
the left multiplication by g on R™. For ¢ € C(R"™), recall the definition (L4]) of the
SL,,(R)-orbit O(¢) = Aut(¢)\ SL,(R) of ¢, where Aut(¢) C SL,(R) is the stabilizer of ¢
in SL,,(R). Aut(¢) is a closed subgroup] of SLy,(R), and hence O(¢) has a natural smooth
manifold structure. Let

O(¢) == O()NCR™),  Ou(9) := O(¢) N Ca(R"),  a€R.
Then

acgp(R™)
More generally, for a subset A of R, denote

Oa(¢) = () Dule) = {¢ € 0(¢) : (L) N A= @}.
acA
Our aim is to understand 6(¢) and O (@) as subsets of the manifold O(¢).

First, let us observe the following fact.

2Lt is easy to see from the Taylor expansion that if ¢ is real analytic, then Aut(¢) is algebraic. However,
even if ¢ is smooth, Aut(¢) may fail to be algebraic. For example, the function ¢ on R* given by

by z) = 4 2t y*zlog |2]) exp(—1/y*|z]), yz #0;
e 0, yz =0

+e!  Ltet 0
is smooth, but Aut(¢) = 0 +ef 0 :t € R is not algebraic.

0 0 e
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Proposition 6.1. If Aut(¢) is noncompact, then (5((15) has measure zero (with respect to
any smooth measure on O(p)).

Proof. Let
p:SL,(R) — O(¢), g—¢og (6.1)
be the natural projection. It suffices to prove that the set
7 (0(9) = {9 € SLa(R) : pog € O(9) } (6.2)

has measure zero with respect to the Haar measure on SL,(R). Since the group Aut(¢)
is noncompact, it follows from Moore’s Ergodicity Theorem that the Aut(¢)-action on
SL,(R)/SL,(Z) is ergodic. Hence, almost every point in SL,(R)/SL,(Z) has a dense
Aut(¢)-orbit. This implies that for almost every g € SL,(R), the set Aut(¢)g SLy(Z) is
dense in SL, (R). For such a g, we have

0 g(Z") = $(Aut(d)g SL. (Z)Z7)
> ¢ (Aut(@)g SL.(Z)2")

= ¢(SL,(R)Z")

=¢o Q(Rn)v
that is, pog ¢ O(¢). Hence the set (6.2) has measure zero in SLy,(R). This completes the
proof. O

In view of Proposition [6.1] it is natural to ask what is the Hausdorff dimension of (5(¢)
or O A(¢). Let us first review the cases mentioned in the beginning of this section.

(1) If ¢ € (R™)* . {0}, then O(¢) = (R™)* . {0}, Aut(¢) is conjugate to the group of
matrices in SLy,(R) with (1,0,...,0) as the first row, and O(¢) consists of nonzero
multiples of rational linear forms.

(2) If n = p+ q > 3, where p,q > 1, and ¢ is a quadratic form of signature (p,q),
then O(¢) is the space of all such forms with the same determinant as ¢, Aut(¢) is
conjugate to SO(p, ¢), and by the Oppenheim conjecture (Margulis’ theorem), the
set (5(¢) consists of forms in O(¢) that are multiples of rational forms. It follows
that

dim O,(¢) = dimO(¢) =0,  Va €R.

(3) If n > 3 and ¢ is the product of n linearly independent linear forms, then O(¢)
is the space of all such polynomials with the same “determinant” as ¢, and
the identity component of Aut(¢) is conjugate to the group of positive diagonal
matrices in SL,(R). The above-mentioned conjecture from [28|, [10] states that
every polynomial in (50(¢) is a multiple of a rational polynomial; it is proved in
[16] that

dim Op(¢) = 0.

(4) If n = 2 and ¢ is a nondegenerate indefinite binary quadratic form (or equivalently,
the product of two linearly independent linear forms), then O(¢) is the space of all
such forms with the same determinant as ¢, and the identity component of Aut(¢)
is a one-parameter diagonalizable subgroup of SLa(R). It is proved in [25] that for
any countable subset A of R, the set O4(¢) is thick in O(¢). In particular, we
have

dim O 4(¢) = dim O(¢) = 2.
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6.2. A sufficient condition for the winning property of 6A(¢)- In this section, we
prove a general theorem which extends Case (4) above. Let F' = {g; : t € R} be a one-
parameter subgroup of SL, (R). Say that F' is non-quasiunipotent if p(Adg;) > 1. Since
SL,(R) is unimodular, this is equivalent to p(Adg_;) > 1, and hence to the subgroups

¢ and GR2* (the maximally expanding horospherical subgroups of G relative to g; and

g—1 respectively) being nontrivial.
Let X,, denote the space of unimodular lattices in R™, which is identified with the space
SL,(R)/SL,(Z) in the natural way. Let us first recall the following conjecturd] from 2):

Conjecture 6.2. Let F' be a non-quasiunipotent one-parameter subgroup of SL,,(R). Then
the set

E(F,00) :={A € X,, : FA is bounded}
s HAW in X,,.
Conjecture is proved for n = 2 in [25], and for n = 3 and diagonalizable F' in [2]. It
also follows from a result in [5] that the conjecture holds for diagonalizable F' such that

g1 has only two eigenvalues (see Theorem below). Moreover, the conjecture is proved
in [18] for diagonalizable F' such that the eigenvalues \1,..., A\, of g; satisfy

#{i: |\ <1} =1 and #{z’:\)\i\: max \)\jl}zn—z
1<j<n

See also [I}, 12} 22 24] for other related results.

The main result of this section, which is a generalization of Theorem [C], is as follows.

Theorem 6.3. Let ¢ € C(R™). Suppose that Aut(¢) has a one-parameter non-
quasiunipotent subgroup F = {g; : t € R} satisfying the following conditions:

(i) There exists a continuous function N : R — [0,00) with N(0) = 0 such that
N (¢(v) — ¢(0)) > dist(Fv,0), Vv e R"

(ii) For any real number a # ¢(0), the set ¢$~'(a) is contained in a countable union
of F-invariant C' submanifolds of R™ that are both GR¥*-transversal and G-

tmnsversaﬁ.
(iii) Conjecture holds for F.

Then, for any countable subset A of R, the set @A(qﬁ) is HAW on O(¢).

Note that condition (i) in Theorem [6.3]is independent of the choice of the norm || - || on
R™ that is used to define dist(Fv,0) := inf.er || gv||.

We first deduce Theorem from the following dual statement.

Theorem 6.4. Let ¢ € C(R"™) be such that Aut(¢) has a one-parameter non-quasiunipotent
subgroup F' satisfying conditions (i)—(iii) in Theorem[6.3. Then for every a € R, the set

X(¢,a) = {A € X, ad oA~ {0})}
is HAW on X,,.

3The conjecture is stated in |2, Conjecture 7.1] for any Lie group G and any lattice I' C G. In this case,
it is proved in [22] that the set E(F, 00) is thick if and only if F' has the so-called property (Q). If F'is Ad-
diagonalizable, then it has property (Q). So in [2| Conjecture 7.1], F' is assumed to be Ad-diagonalizable
for simplicity. For G = SL,(R), any non-quasiunipotent F' has property (Q). We prefer to state Conjecture
for any non-quasiunipotent F'.

“Here the transversality is understood in the sense of the linear action of SL, (R) on R™ . {0}.
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Proof of Theorem assuming Theorem [6.4]. Note that O A(¢@) is the image of the set

{g €SLa(R) : pog e Oal0)} (6.3)
under the projection p as in (6.1]). By Lemma 2] it suffices to show that the set (G.3)) is
HAW on SL,(R). Let

m:SLy(R) — X, 7(g) = gZ" (6.4)
be the natural projection. The set (6.3) is equal to

{g € SLu(R) : $(9Z7%) N A = @} = N7 (X(d,a)).
acA
Assuming TheoremA@BEL each X(¢,a) is HAW on X,,. Thus, the set (6.3) is HAW on
SL,(R), and hence O4(¢) is HAW on O(¢). O

In order to prove Theorem [6.4] let us introduce the following notation. For ¢ € C(R™)
and a € R, denote

Zgpa={N€ Xn:aep(AN{0})}.
Then let us prove the following lemma, which relates gaps in ¢(A \ {0}) to dynamical
properties of the orbit FA.

Lemma 6.5. Let ¢ € C(R™), and let F be a one-parameter subgroup of Aut(¢) satisfying
condition (i) in Theorem[6.3. Then

(1) E(F,00) C X(¢,¢(0)).
(2) For any a # ¢(0), we have

E(F, Zs4) N E(F,00) C X(¢,a) C E(F, Zy.4).

Proof. (1) It suffices to prove that if A € X, and ¢(0) € ¢(A ~ {0}) then FA is unbounded.
Let v, € A~ {0} be such that ¢(vy) — #(0). Then, condition (i) in Theorem [6.3] implies
that
dist(Fvg,0) < N(¢(vg) — ¢(0)) — 0.

Hence there are t;, € R such that gy, vy, — 0. It then follows from Mahler’s criterion that
the sequence g, A in X,, is unbounded. Hence F'A is unbounded.

(2) Suppose to the contrary that the first inclusion does not hold. Then there exists
A € X,, such that FA is bounded, FAN Z,, = &, but a € ¢(A ~ {0}). Let v, € A~ {0}
be such that ¢(vy) — a. Since

dist(Fvy, 0) < N(¢(wg) — ¢(0)) = N(a — $(0)),

there exist ¢, € R such that g;, vy, is a bounded sequence in R". Note that the sequence g;, A
in X,, is also bounded. By passing to subsequences, we may assume that g;, v, — v € R"
and g, A — A € X,,. It follows that v € A and

¢v) = lim ¢(gyvy) = lim ¢(vy) = a.

Together with the fact that a # ¢(0), this also implies that v # 0. So A € FAN Zgar &
contradiction. L
To prove the second inclusion, it suffices to show that if A € X, and FANZ,, # @

then a € ¢(A \ {0}). Let t;, € Rand A € Z, , be such that g, A — A, and let v € A\ {0}
be such that ¢(v) = a. Then there exist v € A\ {0} such that g, vy — v. It follows that

d(v) = ¢(g4,vx) — o(v) = a.
Hence a € ¢(A ~ {0}). 0
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In view of Lemma [6.5 to prove Theorem [6.4] we need only to show that E(F,Zy,) is
HAW for every a # ¢(0). For a subset M of R™, denote

Zy i ={A € X, : P(AN)NM # &},
where
P(A):={veA:v/k ¢ A for every integer k > 2}
is the set of primitive vectors in A. We first use Theorem [A2] to prove:

Proposition 6.6. Let F' be a one-parameter non-quasiunipotent subgroup of SL,(R), and
let M be an F-invariant C' submanifold of R™ which is both GR¥*-transversal and G'R®*-
transversal. Then E(F,Zyr) is HAW on X,,.

Proof. Let  be as in ([6.4), and let p; : SL,(R) — R™ be the map that sends a matrix to
its first column. It is easy to see that Zy; = W(pl_l(M )) Since p; is a submersion and is
F-equivariant with respect to the left multiplications on SL,,(R) and R™, the set p; (M)
is a left F-invariant C' submanifold of SL,(R). Thus, we can select a countable family
{Z! . i € N} of codimension one C'' submanifolds of p;* (M) such that

e For any i € N and g € Z/, we have Ty(Fg) ¢ T,Z!

4 pl_l(M) - UZENFZ,
e For any ¢ € N, there exists an open subset U; of SL, (R) containing Z! such that
7|u, is a diffeomorphism onto 7 (Uj;).
Let Z; = n(Z!). Then {Z; : i € N} is a family of C' submanifolds of X,,, and
Zy =n(py (M) = |Jr(FZ) = | | Fz.
1€EN 1€EN
It follows that
E(F,Zy) = (| E(F,FZ;) = (| E(F, Z).
iEN i€EN
Thus, in view of Theorem [A2] it suffices to show that each Z; is (F Gma") transversal and
(F Gmix) transversal.
Let i € N, A € Z;, and let g € Z! be such that A = 7(g). Then
TA(FA) = (dm)g(Ty(Fg)) & (dm)g(TyZ;) = TaZi.

On the other hand, for H € {GR¥*, GR**} we have Ty(Hg) ¢ T, (pl_l(M)), for otherwise,
if T,(Hg) C Tg(pl_l(M)) and if we let v = pi1(g), then
T, (Hv) = (dp1)g(Ty(Hg)) C (dp1)g (Ty(p7 ' (M))) = To M,
contrary to the assumption that M is H-transversal. Thus,
TA(HA) = (dr)y(Ty(Hyg))
¢ (dm)g (Ty(py" (M)
= (dm)g(TyZ; & Ty(Fg))
= (dm)g(TyZ) ® (dm)g(Ty(Fg))
=T\Z; P TA(FA).

This proves that each Z; is (F, Grlf}fix)—transversal and (F, Grlfiﬁx)—transversal, hence
completes the proof of the proposition. O

Remark 6.7. Even if M is a nice submanifold of R™, the set Zj; may fail to be a
submanifold of X,,. In fact, if dim M < n and M contains at least two linearly independent
vectors in P(A), then A is a self-intersection point of Z;.
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We now derive the HAW property of E(F, Zy,) from the above proposition:

Corollary 6.8. Let ¢ € C(R"™), and let F' be a one-parameter non-quasiunipotent subgroup
of Aut(¢) satisfying condition (ii) in Theorem [623. Then for any a # ¢(0), the set
E(F,Zy.4) is HAW on X,,.

Proof. Suppose that ¢~!(a) C Uien Mi, where each M; is an F-invariant C' 1 submanifold

of R™ and is both GRi*-transversal and G'p**-transversal. Since A \ {0} = Uy BP(A),
we have

Zpa= (A€ Xyt (AN {0)N 67 (a) # 2}

c |J{Ae X, kP(A) N M, # 2}
k,ieN
= U 2w
k€N
This implies that
E(F,Zsa) > () E(F, Z1pr,)-
k€N
Note that each %Ml is an F-invariant C'' submanifold of R” and is both G'pi*-transversal
and G'p**-transversal. Thus, it follows from Proposition[6.6/that each F(F, Z1,, ) is HAW.
k K2
Hence E(F,Zy,) is HAW. O

It is now straightforward to derive Theorem [6.4] from Lemma [6.5 and Corollary

Proof of Theorem[6.4 If a = ¢(0), then by Lemma [6.5(1), the set X(¢,a) contains
E(F, ), which is HAW by the assumption. If a # ¢(0), then by Lemma [6.5(2), the set
X (¢, a) contains E(F,c0) N E(F, Zy ), which is HAW by the assumption and Corollary
6.8 O

7. APPLICATIONS TO GIBFs

7.1. Proof of Theorem Recall that in §I.3 we defined a continuous function ¢ :
R™ — R to be a generalized indefinite binary form, abbreviated (GIBF) if there exists
a nontrivial decomposition R" = U & W such that conditions (IB-1), (IB-2) and (IB-3)
hold. Throughout this section, let R* = U & W be such a nontrivial decomposition, let
G =SL,(R), and let F = {g; : t € R} C G be as in (LH). For v € R", we always let u and
w denote the unique vectors with u € U and w € W such that v = u +w. As a sample
case of the decomposition, one can take

U=Re; @ D Rep, W =Repi1 @ --- D Rey, (7.1)
where {ey,...,e,} is the standard basis of R™. In this case (L) reduces to (Z.I0), see
Example

First, let us observe the following facts.
Lemma 7.1. (1) For any v € R™, we have dist(Fv,0) < 2u|[P/™|Jw||9/™.
(2) Suppose v € R" ~\ (UUW). Then under the natural identification T,R™ = R"™, we
have Ty(GRi¥v) = U, Ty(Gp¥v) = W.
(3) Suppose ¢ € C(R™) satisfies conditions (IB-1) and (IB-2). Then ¢~ 1(0) = UUW.
Proof. (1) If v € U U W, then both sides of the inequality are equal to 0. Suppose

v ¢ UUW. Then there exists tg € R such that e'o/?|ju| = e~"/||lw|| = ||ju|/?/"||jw|". It
follows that

dist(Fv,0) < [lgigv]| = [le/Pu+ =" %] < /P lul + e~/ w]] = 2ju[" [lw]|*/".
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(2) Without loss of generality, we may assume that U and W are as in (7.I)), and F is

as in (ZI0). Then g3 and gp®* are given by [2.II). Write v = (:), where u € RP,

w € R9. Then u and w are nonzero. It follows that

max, max A
T, (Gy) = gy = {( 0“’) :AeMqu(]R{)} ~ 7,

max max 0
T, (GR¥v) = gpfv = {<Bu> :B e qup(R)} =W.
This proves (2).
(3) Suppose v € U U W. Then there exist t; € R such that g, v — 0. It follows from
condition (IB-1) that ¢(v) = ¢(g¢,v) — ¢(0) = 0. Hence ¢(v) = 0. Conversely, if p(v) = 0,
then condition (IB-2) implies ||u||?|jw||? = 0, which means that v € U U W. O

Next, let us notice the following result, which can be easily deduced from one of the
main results of [5].

Theorem 7.2. Conjecture [6.2 holds for F' as in (L5l).

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume F' is as in (2.10). Let F'T = {g; : t > 0},
F~={g;:t <0}, and let E(F*,0) be the set of A € X,, such that F*A is bounded. As
is well known, bounded F'T-orbits in X, are related to badly approximable matrices. More
precisely, it is shown in [I1] that a matrix A € M, «4(R) is badly approximable if and only

if the orbit F'* Iop }4 Z™ is bounded. On the other hand, it is proved in [5] that the set
q

of badly approximable matrices is HAW. Starting from these results, and using the method
as in the proof of [2, Theorem 1.2], it is easy to show that E(FT,00) is HAW. Let ¢ be
the diffeomorphism of X,, given by ¢(gI') = (¢7)~'I'. Then E(F~,00) = ¢(E(FT,0)),
hence is also HAW. Therefore, E(F,00) = E(F1,00) N E(F~,00) is HAW. O

It is now straightforward to deduce Theorem [C| from Theorem [G.31

Proof of Theorem[d. Since ¢ is a GIBF, the group F given by (L3 is a one-parameter
non-quasiunipotent subgroup of Aut(¢). It follows from conditions (IB-2), (IB-3) and
Lemma [7.1] that conditions (i) and (ii) in Theorem [6.3] are satisfied. Moreover, condition
(iii) in Theorem [6.3] follows from Theorem Thus Theorem implies the conclusion
of Theorem O

7.2. Examples. In this subsection, we give several interesting examples of GIBFs. Let
us first notice the following fact, which will be used to verify condition (IB-3).

Lemma 7.3. Let R" = U @ W be a nontrivial decomposition, F be as in (LH), and
1y Om € C(R™) be finitely many F-invariant functions satisfying
$i(0) =0, ¢; is C* on R™ ~ qbl-_l(O), and
%hzl Gi(tu +w) # 0 for any v € R™ . ¢;1(0).
Then the function
¢(v) ;= max ¢;(v) (7.3)

1<i<m

satisfies (IB-3).
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Proof. Note that ¢~'(a) € U/, ¢; '(a). Thus, it suffices to show that if a # 0, then
each gbi_l(a) is an F-invariant C' submanifold of R™ that is both U-transversal and W-
transversal. Since ¢; is F-invariant, so is the set ¢; *(a). Tt follows from (Z.2)) that ¢; is a
O submersion on R™ \ ¢;1(0). So ¢; '(a) is a C* submanifold of R", and for v € ¢; ! (a),
we have T, (gbi_l(a)) = Ker(d¢;)y. By (2] again, we have
(dgi)o(u) = &| _ di(tu +w) # 0.
This means that u ¢ Ker(dg;),, which implies that U ¢ T, (qSi_l(a)), that is, ¢; '(a) is
U-transversal. On the other hand, it follows from
0= %|t:0 ¢i(g1v) = (dei)w( %|t:0 giv) = (do;)(u/p —w/q)

that (d¢;)y(w) # 0. So w ¢ Ker(dg;)y, which implies that ¢; '(a) is W-transversal. The
proof of the lemma. is thus completed. O

A special case of Lemma[7.3]is that if ¢ € C(R") satisfies (IB-1), (IB-2) and (7.2]), then
it is a GIBF. We use this special case to verify Examples [.4HT. 7] below.

Example 7.4. Let R" = U & W be a nontrivial decomposition, let || - || be a norm on R"
that is C' on R™ \. (U U W), and consider the function

¢(u+w) = [fu]’[wl]], (7.4)
Conditions (IB-1) and (IB-2) are clearly satisfied. Also, for u € U\ {0} and w € W ~ {0}
we have
il otu+w) = G, 7 llulPllw]|” = pllull? w]? # 0,
which implies that (2] is satisfied. Thus ¢ is a GIBF. Note that the polynomial (7)) is
of the form (74]), hence is a GIBF.

Example 7.5. Let n = 2p be even, € > 0, and consider the polynomial

p 2 P p
Ge(x1,y .. 1) = <Z a:ia;eri) +e (Z xf) <Z a:zH) .
i=1 i=1 i=1

Let us verify that if € > 0 then ¢, is a GIBF. Let U and W be as in the sample case (7.
with ¢ = p. Then (IB-1) is clear, (IB-2) is satisfied for N(\) = |\/e[P/? and the standard
Euclidean norm, and (7.2)) is also satisfied as

%Lzl Ge(txr, ... txp, Tpy1,. .., &n) = 2¢:(T1,...,Tp).

Thus ¢, is a GIBF, and hence the set O A(¢e) is HAW for any countable A C R. (The
same argument also shows that the polynomial (L8] is a GIBF.) However, if ¢ = 0 and
n # 2, then ¢¢ is the square of a quadratic form of signature (p,p), and the Oppenheim
conjecture (Margulis’ theorem) implies that dim (5((;50) =0.

Example 7.6. The polynomial (I.9), namely, the function ¢ on R? given by
(21, 29, 23) = 2105 + TH0l
is a GIBF. In fact, let U and W be as in (1) with p = 1 and ¢ = 2, then (IB-1) is clear,
(IB-2) is satisfied for N(\) = max{|\|, |)\|%} and the supremum norm as
N (@(ar,w2,25)) = max {[anad] + a3, (ferad] + e1a3)* } > max {|anad], feaad]},
and (7.2)) is also satisfied as
% ‘f;l P(twy, w0, 73) = 1125 + 32325 £ 0
if 21 # 0 and (x2,x3) # (0,0).
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Example 7.7. The function ¢ on R* given by
o(x,y,2,8) = 2222 + exp(y®s?) + log(1 + 2?s% + y?2?) — 1

is a GIBF. In fact, let U and W be as in (T.I)) with p = ¢ = 2, then (IB-1) is clear, (IB-2)
is satisfied for N(\) = el — 1 and the supremum norm as

¢w,y,2,5) = log (1 + max{z?,y?} max{z*, s°}) ,

and (7.2)) is also satisfied as

2(x252+y222)

1+x282+y2z2 > 0

L], ¢tz ty, z,5) = 22722 4 2y2s% exp(y?s?) +

if (z,y) # (0,0) and (z,5) # (0,0).
The function ¢ in the next example can be written in the form (Z3]).

Example 7.8. Let p,q > 1 be such that p+ ¢ = n, and let

d(x1,. .., xn) = max{|z1],..., |z} max{|zp1], ..., |za]}7.

It is easy to see that (IB-1) and (IB-2) are satisfied for U and W be as in (7). To verify
(IB-3), let us write

e max i
¢ 1§i§p,1§j§q¢”’

where
Gij (15 ) = |2lP |lzpg |7,
Then each ¢;; satisfies (Z.2]). By Lemma [T.3] ¢ satisfies (IB-3), and thus is a GIBF.

We conclude this section by a example that is not covered by Lemma [7.3l

Example 7.9. Let r > 0. We verify that the function

n—1
r

d(x1,...,20) = 21 (Z |x2-|7") (7.5)
=2

is a GIBF. Let U and W be as in (1)) with p = 1 and ¢ = n — 1. Then (IB-1) is clear,
and (IB-2) is satisfied for N(\) = |\| and the supremum norm on R™. To verify (IB-3),
for a subset I of {2,...,n} we denote

Vi={(z1,...,2p) € R" : 2; # 0 for every i € I, and z; = 0 for every j € {2,...,n} I}

Then {VI I c{2,... ,n}} is a partition of R™, and thus for any a € R we have

o Na)= |J ¢ o)V

IC{2,7H}

It is straightforward to show that if a # 0, then each ¢~!(a) N V7 is an F-invariant C!
submanifold of R™ and is both U-transversal and W-transversal. So (IB-3) is satisfied.
Hence ¢ is a GIBF. Note that the polynomial (6] is the » = n — 1 case of (7.0). Note
also that when r > 1, one can also verify (IB-3) by verifying (7.2]).
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APPENDIX A. PROOF oF LEMMA [2.7]

We give the proof of Lemma 2] here. In view of the local nature of the HAW property

and the local normal form of a submersion, it suffices to prove the following statement:
(x) Let B8 € (0, %), B = 2/6, V a Euclidean space, W C V a linear subspace, Py :
V' — W the orthogonal projection, U C V an open subset, and S C U a subset

that is B-HAW on U. Then Py (S) is B-HAW on Py (U).

For the sake of convenience, let us introduce the following concept: We say that two
closed balls B C W and B C V are compatible if Py sends the center of B to the center
of B, and the radius of B is twice the radius of B. Let us first prove the following lemma.

Lemma A.1. Let BC W and B C V be compatible closed balls, and let L be an affine
hyperplane in V. Let r denote the radius of B. Then there exists an affine hyperplane
L= L(B, B, l~}) i W such that any closed ball in B~ L") of radius < Br/6 is compatible
with some closed ball in B ~. L(257).

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume that both B and B are centered at the
origin. Let v € V' be a unit normal vector of L. We divide the proof into two cases.

(1) Suppose ||Pyu| < 1/v/2. We show that any hyperplane L in W has the required
property. Let B’ C B be a closed ball with center w € W and radius ' < fr/6. Let

vy = wk r%. Without loss of generality, assume dist(v,, L) > dist(v_, L). Let B’

be the closed ball in V' with center vy and radius 2r'. Then B’ is compatible with B’. We
claim that B’ ¢ B~ L(#)_ First, we have

~ 1 ~ ~ 1
dist(v4, L) > E(dist(er,L) +dist(v_, L)) > 5\(14 —v_,u)|
= rlu— Pyul| > 7/V2 > 21" + 25
This means that B N L25) = . On the other hand, for v € B’ we have

loll < Jlv = vl + flos || < 20" + V2r < 2r.

So B’ C B. This verifies the claim.

(2) Suppose || Pyu| > 1/v/2. We show that the hyperplane L := L N W in W has the
required property. Let B’ ¢ B~ L") be a closed ball with center w € W and radius
7 < Br/6. Let B’ be the closed ball in V with center w and radius 2. Then B’ is
compatible with B’. We have

dist(w, L) = || Pyu|| dist(w, L) > (' + Br)/vV2 > 2r' + 20r,

and for v € B/,
ol < flo = wll + [lw] < 2r" +7 < 2r.

So B' ¢ B~ L), This proves the lemma. O

We now proceed to prove Statement (x). For simplicity, let us refer the S-hyperplane
absolute game on Py (U) with target set Py (S) as Game 1, and refer the 5-hyperplane
absolute game on U with target set S as Game 2. We will construct a winning strategy
for Game 1 using the winning strategy for Game 2.

In order to win Game 1, Alice invites two assistants, say Alice’s sister and Bob’s brother,
to play Game 2. Bob’s brother will play following Alice’s instructions, and Alice’s sister
will play according to the winning strategy for Game 2. Suppose Bob starts Game 1 by
choosing a closed ball By C Py (U). Without loss of generality, we may assume that Bob
will choose the closed balls B; so that their radii r; tend to zero. Let ig > 0 be the smallest
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index such that B;, is compatible with some closed ball in U. If iy # 0, Alice chooses the

hyperplane neighborhoods {LET’,’) : 0 < <ip} arbitrarily. After the ball B;, is chosen by
Bob, Alice asks Bob’s brother to start Game 2 by choosing a closed ball By cU compatible
with B;,, and next asks her sister to choose a hyperplane neighborhood ﬂgo) C V according
to the winning strategy for Game 2, where 7, < 57 and 7 is the radius of By. Then Alice
chooses the hyperplane neighborhood Lgio) C W, where rgo = Briy, Li, = L(BZ-O,BO, f/o)
and L(-,-,-) is the function given in Lemma [A.T]
Assume that for some k£ > 0 and some i > k, the following data have been chosen:
e A closed ball B;, in W chosen by Bob;
e A closed ball By in V of radius 7; chosen by Bob’s brother, which is compatible
with B;, ;
e A hyperplane neighborhood Zl(:k) (7, < 5@) in V chosen by Alice’s sister,
according to the winning strategy for Game 2;
e A hyperplane neighborhood LZ(.:%) in W chosen by Alice, such that rgk = fr;, and
L; = L(B,,, By, Ly).
(Note that these data have been chosen for &k = 0.) Let i1 > i + 1 be the smallest index
such that the radius of the closed ball B;,, chosen by Bob satisfies r;, , < Br;, /6. Alice
chooses the hyperplane neighborhoods {LET") i < 1 < igy1} arbitrarily, and then asks
Bob’s brother to choose a closed ball Bk+1 C By ~ f/,(f ™) compatible with B Note

that since B (Bray)

i

lgt1

Th41*
C Bj,+1CB;, ~\L , the choice of L;, guarantees that the choice of

)

Tgt1
such a Bk+1 is possible. Note also that B ~ i,(ffk) C Bi ~ E,(:’“ and the radius 7g1q of
By 11 satisfies

Th1 = 204, > 2By, 1> 2B - Bry, /6 = BTy

So the move of Bob’s brother is legal for Game 2. Next, Alice asks her sister to choose

a hyperplane neighborhood El(g:'ffl) in V according to the winning strategy for Game 2.
(] .
Then Alice choose the hyperplane neighborhood Likfjl in W such that rgkﬂ = Brig,,

and Lik+1 == L(Bik+1, Bk-l—la [N/]H_l).

Let us show that the strategy constructed above guarantees a win for Alice. Since Alice’s
sister is playing according to the winning strategy for Game 2, we have (,—, Bx, C S. Since
B;, and By, are compatible, we have B;, C Py (By). It follows that

1=0 k=0 k=0

k=0

Hence Alice wins. This proves Statement (x), and thus completes the proof of Lemma 211
O
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