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ENTROPY RIGIDITY FOR CUSPED HITCHIN REPRESENTATIONS

RICHARD CANARY, TENGREN ZHANG, AND ANDREW ZIMMER

ABSTRACT. We establish an entropy rigidity theorem for Hitchin representations of all geomet-
rically finite Fuchsian groups which generalizes a theorem of Potrie and Sambarino for Hitchin
representations of closed surface groups. In the process, we introduce the class of (1,1,2)-
hypertransverse groups and show for such a group that the Hausdorff dimension of its conical
limit set agrees with its (first) simple root entropy, providing a common generalization of results
of Bishop and Jones, for Kleinian groups, and Pozzetti, Sambarino and Wienhard, for Anosov
groups. We also introduce the theory of transverse representations of projectively visible groups
as a tool for studying discrete subgroups of linear groups which are not necessarily Anosov or
relatively Anosov.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Hitchin [30] discovered a component of the space of (conjugacy classes in PGL(d, R) of) repre-
sentations of a closed surface group 71 (S) into PSL(d, R) which is topologically a cell. Labourie
[36] showed that the representations in this component, now known as Hitchin representations,
are discrete and faithful and even quasi-isometric embeddings, so share many properties with
classical Fuchsian surface groups. Fock and Goncharov [25] showed that these representations
are exactly the representations which admit equivariant continuous positive maps of the Gromov
boundary of 71(S), which one may identify with the limit set of any Fuchsian uniformization,
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into the space F of complete d-dimensional flags. One may then naturally define a representa-
tion p of a Fuchsian group I' C PSL(2,R) into PSL(d,R) to be Hitchin if there is a continuous
positive p-equivariant map of the limit set of I' into F. Hitchin representations of geometrically
finite Fuchsian groups share many of the same properties as classical Hitchin representations
(see Canary-Zhang-Zimmer [19]).

The main result of this paper is an entropy rigidity theorem for Hitchin representations of
geometrically finite Fuchsian groups which generalizes a result of Potrie and Sambarino [42] from
the classical setting. Let (a*)" denote the set of linear functionals which are strictly positive
on the interior of the standard positive Weyl chamber for PGL(d,R). Each ¢ € (a*)™ can be
written as a non-negative linear combination of the standard simple roots {ai}?;ll which define
the standard positive Weyl chamber. If ¢ € (a*)", we obtain a length function on p(T") given
by £2(p(7)) = ¢(v(p())) where v(p(y)) is the Jordan projection of p(7) (i.e. the logarithms of
the moduli of generalized eigenvalues of p(vy) in descending order). The ¢-entropy h?(p) of a
Hitchin representation is then the exponential growth rate of the number of conjugacy classes
of hyperbolic elements whose images have ¢-length at most T

Given a subgroup I' C PSL(d,R), the Zariski closure of I in PSL(d,R) is the intersection of
its Zariski closure in PGL(d,R) with PSL(d,R). We recall that Sambarino [47] showed that the
Zariski closure in PSL(d,R) of the image of a Hitchin representation is either all of PSL(d, R),
an irreducible image of PSL(2,R) within PSL(d,R), or conjugate to either PSO(d,d — 1) C
PSL(2d — 1,R), PSp(2d,R) C PSL(2d,R), or the copy of Gy in PSL(7,R).

Theorem 1.1 (see Theorem 11.8). If I C PSL(2,R) is geometrically finite, p : I' — PSL(d,R) is
Hitchin and ¢ = > cja; € (a*)T, then

1
e (p) < ———M .
(n) < 1+ -+ cg-1

Moreover, equality occurs if and only if I' is a lattice and either

(1) ¢ = cpay, for some k.

(2) p(T') lies in an irreducible image of PSL(2,R).

(8) d = 2n — 1, the Zariski closure of p(I') is conjugate to PSO(n,n — 1) and ¢ = cpay, +
Cq—rOq_p for some k.

(4) d = 2n, the Zariski closure of p(I') is conjugate to PSp(2n,R) and ¢ = cxay + cqg—roa—k
for some k.

(5) d =7, the Zariski closure of p(T') is conjugate to Go and ¢ = ciaq + c3ag + cqaq + coag
or ¢ = caag + csas.

In the process of establishing our main result, we introduce the class of transverse subgroups of
PGL(d, R) which includes all Anosov subgroups, all images of Hitchin representations, all images
of cusped Anosov representations of geometrically finite Fuchsian groups in the sense of [19], all
images of relatively dominated representations in the sense of Zhu [56], all images of relatively
Anosov representations in the sense of Kapovich-Leeb [32], all subgroups of these groups, all
discrete subgroups of PO(d — 1,1), and all discrete groups of projective automorphisms that
preserve strictly convex domains with C'' boundary in real projective space. We note that the
definition of transverse groups and many of general results we establish about them do not
assume finite generation.

We obtain upper bounds on the Hausdorff dimensions of conical limit sets of Py-transverse
groups, generalizing results of Glorieux-Montclair-Tholozan [27] and Pozzetti-Sambarino-Wienhard
[43] from the Anosov setting.
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We further introduce the class of (1,1, ¢)-hypertransverse subgroups which include images of
the (1,1, ¢)-hyperconvex Anosov representations introduced by Pozzetti-Sambarino-Wienhard
[43], their subgroups, Hitchin representations of Fuchsian groups, and all discrete subgroups of
PO(d—1,1). We show that for such subgroups (with o2(y) = o4(y) for all v € I'), the Hausdorff
dimension of the conical limit set agrees with the first simple root critical exponent. This result
is a common generalization of results of Pozzetti-Sambarino-Wienhard [43], for Anosov groups,
and Bishop-Jones [6], for Kleinian groups, and the proof makes use of techniques drawn from
each source. We observe that the ¢-entropy and the ¢-critical exponent of a geometrically finite
Hitchin representation agree. We conclude that the simple root entropies of Hitchin represen-
tations of geometically finite Fuchsian groups are at most 1, and are exactly 1 only for Hitchin
representations of lattices. We combine this with convexity properties of the entropy functional
to establish our main theorem.

We now give a few definitions which allow us to give a more detailed discussion of our work.
We recall that the standard Cartan subspace for PGL(d, K), where K is either the real numbers
or the complex numbers, is given by the set of real-valued diagonal matrices with trace zero:

a = {diag(A41,...,Aq) €sl(d,R) | Ay +---+ Ay = 0}.

The space a* of linear functionals on a is generated by the simple roots {a;}9=! where a;(A) =
A; — A;_1 and the standard positive Weyl chamber is the subset where all the simple roots are
non-negative:
a+:{A€a|A12A22--~2Ad}.

We will be especially interested in the set (a*)" of linear functionals which are strictly positive
on the interior of the positive Weyl chamber, i.e.

d—1

(@ =Speca* —{0} : ¢p= chaj such that ¢; > 0 Vj
j=1
Given g € PGL(d,K), let g € GL(d, K) be a representative of g whose determinant has modulus
1. Then let
Ar(g) =+ = Aalg) >0

denote the modulus of the generalized eigenvalues of g, and let
o1(g) > -+ > 0a(g) >0
denote the singular values of g. The Jordan projection and Cartan projection
v,k : PGL(d,K) — a™
are respectively given by

v(g) = diag(log A\1(g), . ..,log A4(g)) and k(g) = diag(logoi(g),...,logog(g)).

We recall that if ¢ € PGL(d,K), then g = fam, where ¢,m € PO(d,K) and a € exp(a™). If
ax(g) > 0, then Ui(g) = £({e1, ..., ex)) is well-defined, and is the image of the k-plane which is
“stretched the most” by A.

If € (a*)" and T C PGL(d,K) is discrete, we define its ¢-Poincaré series

Qié(s) - Z e~ 5¢(r(7))
yel’

and its ¢-critical exponent
§(T) = inf{s : QP(s) < +oo}.
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If p: T — PGL(d,K) is a representation with discrete image and finite kernel, we define its ¢-
critical exponent by §®(p) = 6?(p(T)). For all ¢ € (a*)", the ¢-critical exponent for any Hitchin
representation is finite, see Corollary 1.6.

IfI' € PGL(d,K) is a subgroup, we say that it is P-divergent if a(x(p(yn))) — oo for any se-
quence {7, } in T of pairwise distinct elements. Notice that since ay(k(p(7))) = aa—r(k(p(y™1))),
[ is Py-divergent if and only if it is Py_g-divergent. (Guichard-Wienhard [29] refer to Pj-
divergent groups as ay-divergent, while Kapovich-Leeb-Porti [33] call them 7,0q-regular.)

Suppose that 0 = {k; < ko < --- < k,} is a symmetric subset of A = {1,...,d — 1} (i.e.
k € 0 if and only if d — k € #). The set of 6-flags is the set of partial flags with subspaces in all
dimensions contained in @, i.e.

Fo(KY) ={FM c...c FF c K¢ : dim(F*) = k;}.

In particular, F = Fa(K%). When the context is clear, we write Fy = Fy(K?).
We say that a subset X of Fy is transverse if whenever k € § and F,G € X are distinct, then
F* and G% % are transverse. If I' is Py-divergent for all k € 6, then

Up(7) = (Uk(7))keo

is well-defined for all but finitely many « in I" and we can define the #-limit set Ag(I") to be the
set of accumulations points of {Uy(7)},er. Equivalently,

Ag(T) = {imUp(yn) : {m} CT, ym — oo}.

We then say that I' is Py-transverse if it is Py-divergent for all & € 6 and Ay(I") is a transverse
subset of Fy. (In Kapovich-Leeb-Porti [33], Py-transverse subgroups are called 7y,0q-regular and
Tmod-antipodal.)

We will observe, in Lemma 3.3, that if I" is Py-transverse, then it acts on its f-limit set as
a convergence group, i.e. if {7,} is a sequence of distinct elements in I, then there are points
z,y € Ag(T") and a subsequence, still called {7}, so that v,(z) — x for all z € Ap(T') \ {y}. We
recall that a point x € Ag(I") is a conical limit point if there exists a,b € Ag(I') and a sequence
{7} in T so that v,(z) — a and 7,(y) — b for all y € Ag(T") \ {x}. The set of conical limit
points for the action of I' on Ay(T") is called the #-conical limit set and is denoted Ag .(T').

In many situations, the complement of the conical limit set is countable and consists of fixed
points of “weakly unipotent” elements. Most classically, Beardon and Maskit [2] proved that
this characterized geometrically finite Kleinian groups, see also Bishop [5]. This property also
holds for Py-Anosov images of geometrically finite Fuchsian groups, and images of relatively
dominated and relatively Anosov representations. Our first main result is an upper bound for
the Hausdorff dimension of the conical limit set of a transverse group in terms of the simple
root critical exponent. If £ € § and I' is Py-transverse, we define Ay (I") = 7, (Ag (")), where
7 : Fo — Grp(RY) is the projection map. Our result generalizes work of Glorieux-Montclair-
Tholozan [27] and Pozzetti-Sambarino-Wienhard [43] in the Anosov setting.

Theorem 1.2 (see Corollary 5.2). If I' C PGL(d,K) is Py 4_-transverse, then
dimg (Ag,g—k,c(I')) < 6*().
In particular, dimpg (Ago(I)) < 6% (T).

As a consequence we obtain the following generalization of results of Burger [16], Glorieux-
Montclair-Tholozan [27] and Kim-Minsky-Oh [34] for pairs of convex cocompact representations.
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Theorem 1.3 (see Theorem 5.3). Let p; : I' — SO(dy — 1,1) and p2 : I' — SO(d; — 1,1) be
geometrically finite representations so that p1(«) is parabolic if and only if pa(«) is parabolic. If
we regard p = p1 ® pa as a representation into PSL(dy + da, R), then

dimp (A2(p(I))) = max {dimp (A1(p1(I))) , dimpy (A1(p2(T)))} -

Notice that our assumptions imply that there is a Holder homeomorphism £ : Aj(p1(I")) —
A1 (p2(T")) which is typically not a diffeomorphism and that Ag(p(I")) can be smoothly identified
with the graph of £. So, this is another instance, surprisingly common in Higher Teichmiiller
theory, where a Holder homeomorphism fails to change Hausdorff dimension.

Following Pozzetti-Sambarino-Wienhard [43] we say a group I is (1, 1, ¢)-hypertransverse if it
is Py-transverse for some 6 containing 1 and ¢, and

F' 4+ Gl 4+ g4

is a direct sum for all pairwise distinct F, G, H € Ay(T).

Examples of (1, 1, 2)-hypertransverse groups include all (images of) exterior powers of Hitchin
representations and examples of (1,1, d—1)-hypertransverse groups include all discrete subgroups
of PO(d — 1,1). Further, by definition, images of (1, 1, ¢)-hyperconvex representations, in the
sense of Pozzetti-Sambarino-Wienhard [43], and their subgroups are also (1, 1, ¢)-hypertransverse
groups, so the (1,1, ¢)-hyperconvex representations into SU(n, 1), Sp(n,1) and SO(p,q) con-
structed in [43] can be used to construct (1,1, g)-hypertransverse groups.

The following result generalizes results of both Pozzetti-Sambarino-Wienhard [43] and Bishop-
Jones [6] and uses ideas from both of their proofs.

Theorem 1.4 (see Theorem 8.1). Suppose that I' C PGL(d,K) is (1,1, q)-hypertransverse and

72(7) = 94(7)
forallveT'. Then
dimpg (Aq,(T)) = 6*1(I).

In order to apply this theorem, we first observe that the image of a Hitchin representation
has limit set of Hausdorff dimension at most 1.

Proposition 1.5 (see Proposition 11.1). If I' is a Fuchsian group and p : I' — PSL(d,R) is a
Hitchin representation, then

dimpg(Aa(p(I))) < 1.

After we observe that exterior powers of Hitchin representations are (1,1, 2)-hypertransverse,
Theorem 1.4 and Propositions 1.5 have the following consequence for the simple root entropies
of Hitchin representations.

Corollary 1.6 (see Corollary 11.3). If T is a Fuchsian group and p : T' — PSL(d,R) is a Hitchin
representation, then

5% (p) < 1

for all k € A, and equality holds if I' is a lattice. Furthermore, if ¢ = Y ;o crag € (a*)Jr 18
non-zero, then
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In the case when I' is a uniform lattice, Corollary 1.6 was previously established by Potrie
and Sambarino [42] by quite different methods, and in the convex co-compact case can also
be deduced from the work of Pozzetti, Sambarino, and Wienhard [43]. Corollary 1.6 plays a
central role in the construction of the (first) simple root pressure metric for Hitchin components
of Fuchsian lattices, see Bray-Canary-Kao-Martone [12].

If ¢ € (a*)+, then the ¢-critical exponent and the ¢-entropy of a Hitchin representation of a
geometrically finite Fuchsian group agree. We define the ¢-length of an element of g € PGL(d, R)
as

2(g) = d(v(9))-
If I' € PSL(2,R) is Fuchsian and p : I' — PGL(d, R) is a representation, we define the ¢-entropy
as

log #R7(p
n#(p) = limsup ST e R2(0) = {b] € Tyl = (p()) <7}

T—o0 T
where [I'y,] is the set of conjugacy classes of hyperbolic elements of I'. When p is a Hitchin
representation of a geometrically finite Fuchsian group, the limsup in the definition of h?(p)

holds as a limit, and is always positive and finite (see [11]).

Proposition 1.7 (see Proposition 9.1). If T' C PSL(2,R) is geometrically finite, ¢ € (a*)* and
p: T — PSL(d,R) is a Hitchin representation, then

8%(p) = h?(p).

If T is geometrically finite, but not a lattice, then I' is contained in a lattice I'? such than
any Hitchin representation p : I' — PSL(d,R) extends to a Hitchin representation p” : I'P —
PSL(d,R) (see Proposition A.1). We may then apply classical arguments, which go back to
Furusawa [26] to establish that the ¢-critical exponent of p(T") is strictly less than the critical
exponent of p”(T"). (One may also view the proof as a concrete version of an argument in
Dal’bo-Otal-Peigné [22, Thm. A] who make use of Patterson-Sullivan measure instead of working
directly with the Poincaré series.)

Proposition 1.8 (see Proposition 11.5). Suppose that p : I' — PSL(d,R) is a Hitchin repre-
sentation of a Fuchsian group I', G is an infinite index, finitely generated subgroup of I', and
¢ € (a*)", then

3 (pla) < 8°(p)-

As an immediate consequence we obtain:

Corollary 1.9. If " C PSL(2,R) is geometrically finite, but not a lattice, and p : T' — PSL(d,R)
1s a Hitchin representation, then

6% (p) < 1
forall k € A.
Once we have established Corollaries 1.6 and 1.9 we may follow a similar outline of proof as

in [42] to establish our main theorem. The key step is a convexity result for the behavior of
entropy over the space of functionals, which generalizes [46, Cor. 4.9], see also [48].

Theorem 1.10 (see Theorem 10.1). Suppose that I" is a geometrically finite Fuchsian group and
p:I'— PSL(d,R) is a Hitchin representation. Then

Qp(p) ={op € (a")" | h®(p) = 1}
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is a closed subset of a concave, analytic submanifold of a*. Moreover, if ¢1,p2 € Q(p), then the
line segment in a* between ¢1 and ¢o lies in Q(p) if and only if

1 (p()) = £ (p(7))
forally eT.

As in [42], Theorem 1.1 also implies a rigidity result for the symmetric space critical expo-
nent. Given a discrete subgroup I' C PSL(d,R), the symmetric space critical exponent, denoted
dx(I') € [0,00), is the critical exponent of the series

QF () = Y emsdxr(a0)e0)

yel

(which is independent of the choice of xyp € X) where dy is the symmetric space distance on
X = PSL(d,R)/PSO(d) scaled so that the embedding H? < X induced by some (hence any)
irreducible representation PSL(2,R) — PSL(d,R) is isometric.

Corollary 1.11 (see Corollary 12.1). If I' C PSL(2,R) is geometrically finite and p : T' —
PSL(d,R) is Hitchin, then

ox(p) < 1.

Moreover, dx(p) = 1 if and only if T is a lattice and p(T') lies in the image of an irreducible
representation PSL(2,R) — PSL(d,R).

Motivated by results of Danciger-Guéritaud-Kassel [23] and Zimmer [57], to study of trans-
verse groups we introduce and develop a theory of projectively visible groups. We say that a
discrete subgroup I'g of PGL(d, R) is projectively visible if it preserves a properly convex domain
Q in P(R?), every point in its full orbital limit set

Aq(To) ={z €900 | z =lim~,(z) for some z € Q and some {v,} C 'y}

has a unique supporting hyperplane to €2, and any two points in Aq(T'y) are joined by a projective
line segment in 2. We show, see Theorem 4.2, that every FPy-transverse subgroup I' is the image
of a representation p : ['g — I' of a projectively visible group I'g and that there is a p-equivariant
limit map £, : Aq(I'g) = Ag(I').

The domain €2 comes equipped with a natural, projectively invariant Finsler metric dg, called
the Hilbert metric. In general, (€2,dgn) will not be Gromov hyperbolic, but it has enough hyper-
bolicity to play the role that the Cayley graph does in the proofs of many properties of Anosov
groups. Similarly, the restriction of the Hilbert geodesic flow to the convex hull of Aq(I") plays
the role of the Gromov geodesic flow of a hyperbolic group.

2. BACKGROUND

2.1. Linear Algebra. We recall some basic notation and terminology from the Lie theory of
PGL(d, K), where K is either the real numbers or the complex numbers. We begin by discussing
a subspace of the Cartan subspace naturally associated to a symmetric subset § of A = {1,..., d—
1}. Specifically, let

agp={Aca|ap(A) =0 if k¢6}
and let py : a — ay be the projection map such that wy o pg = wy, for all k € 0 where wy € a* is
the k™ fundamental weight given by
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Then pj : a; — a* identifies aj as the subspace of a* spanned by {wy}reg. In particular, every
A € ap is determined by the tuple (wg(A))keg. We will be interested in the set (aj)™ of vectors
in aj that are strictly positive on the interior of the f-positive Weyl chamber py(a™). Explicitly,

(a§)+:{¢:chwk : ckZOVkGGandqﬁ;&O}.

ke

We say that g € PGL(d,K) is 0-proximal if ai(v(p(y))) > 0 for all k € §. We then define the
0-Benoist limit cone of a discrete subgroup I' of PGL(d,K) to be the closure of the set of rays
determined by ¢-Jordan projections of f#-proximal elements, i.e.

Bo(I') ={R*pp(v(7)) : v€T is f-proximal} C ag.

We will then be interested in the open set of linear functionals which are strictly positive on the
6-Benoist limit cone (except at 0),

By()={¢ca; : ¢(A) >0V A€ By()—{0}}.
When 6 = A, we will use the standard notation B(I') = Ba(T') and BH(T") = B

)
if p: T — PGL(d,R) is a representation, we denote By(p) = By(p(T)), B, (p)

B(p) = B(p(I)) and B (p) = B*(p(I)).
Recall that the angle 6 € [0,7/2] between two lines Ly, Ly € P(K?) is defined by

(T'). Also,
By (p(L)),

Il B>

cos(f) = 1o, wa)l

[[oa]| vzl
where v; € L1,v9 € Ly are some (any) non-zero vectors. Further, this angle defines a distance,
denoted dpgay, on P(K?) which is induced by a Riemannian metric.

There is a natural smooth embedding of Gry, (K<) into P(AF K?) which takes a k-subspace with
basis {b1,...,by} to the line spanned by by A - -- Aby. We then endow Gry(K?) with the distance
dgr, (ke) Obtained by pulling back the angle metric on P(A\*K?). We then give [co Gry(K9)
the product metric and give Fy the metric, denoted d,, it inherits as a subset of [ [,y Gry (K%).

The following lemma is an immediate consequence of the Cartan decomposition.

Lemma 2.1. Let § C A be symmetric, F*,F~ € Fy, and {gn} a sequence in PGL(d,K). The
following are equivalent:

(1) a(k(gn)) — oo for all k € 0, Ug(gn) — FT, and Uy(g,,') — F~,
(2) gn(F) — FT for all F € Fy which are transverse to F~.

2.2. Cusped Anosov representations of geometrically finite Fuchsian groups. Cusped Anosov
representations of geometrically finite Fuchsian groups were introduced in [19] as natural gen-
eralizations of Anosov representations which take parabolic elements to elements whose (gener-
alized) eigenvalues all have modulus 1. These representations are also relatively Anosov in the
sense of Kapovich-Leeb [32] and relatively dominated in the sense of Zhu [56]. If " is a geometri-
cally finite Fuchsian group with limit set A(T') C 9H2, then a representation p : I' — PGL(d, K)
is said to be Py-Anosov if there exists a continuous p-equivariant map §, : A(I') — Fy such that
(1) &, is transverse, i.e. if x,y are distinct points in A(I"), then §§(az) @ Eg_k(y) =K< for all
ked.
(2) &, is strongly dynamics preserving, i.e. if by € H? and {v,} is a sequence in I' such that
Yn(bo) = 2 € A(T) and v, ' (by) — y € A(T"), then for all k €  and V € Gry(K?) that is
transverse to fg_k(y), we have p(v,)(V) — f’;(x).
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(To be precise, in [19] Anosov representations were defined in terms of the exponential contrac-
tion of a linear flow on a vector bundle associated to a representation and this was shown to be
equivalent to the definition above.)

If I' contains a parabolic element, we refer to such representations as cusped Anosov when
we want to distinguish them from traditional Anosov representations (which cannot contain
unipotent elements in their image). We recall the properties of cusped Anosov representations
we will need in our work. For any z,y € H?, let d(z,y) denote the hyperbolic distance between
x and y, and for any v € PSL(2,R), let () denote the minimal translation distance of v acting
on HZ.

Theorem 2.2 (Canary-Zhang-Zimmer [19]). IfT" is a geometrically finite Fuchsian group, p : T' —
PGL(d,K) is Pyp-Anosov and by € H2, then

(1) There ezist A,a > 0 so that if v € I, then

Aead(bo,’y(bo)) > eak('{(p(V))) > %QM

forall k € 6.
(2) There exist B,b > 0 so that if v € T', then

B > pox(p) 5 1 10
- - B
for all k € 0. In particular, if v € T is hyperbolic, then p(~) is 6-proximal.
(3) p has the Pyp-Cartan property, i.e. whenever {v,} is a sequence of distinct elements of

I' such that v, (bo) converges to z € A(I"), then £,(2) = lim Up(p(vn)).

Notice that part (3) is an immediate consequence of the definition and Lemma 2.1.

Bray, Canary, Kao and Martone [11] established counting and equidistribution results for
cusped Anosov representations. We will need the following counting result, which generalizes
a result of Sambarino [45, Thm. B], see also [48], which applies in the convex cocompact case.
Notice that Theorem 2.2 implies that (a})™ C By (p) whenever p is Py-Anosov.

Theorem 2.3 (Bray-Canary-Kao-Martone [11, Corollary 11.1]). Suppose that ' is a torsion-free,
geometrically finite Fuchsian group and p : T' — PGL(d, K) is Py-Anosov. If ¢ € B;(p), then
tds(p)
: ¢ o\P) _
Am 1 () etdo(p) 1

where Rf(p) = #{V] € Thypl : o(w(p(7))) <t} and [Thyp| is the set of conjugacy classes of
hyperbolic elements in T'.

Remark. To be precise, Corollary 11.1 in [11] was stated for representations into SL(d, R), but the
same argument taken verbatim works for representations into PGL(d, K) since the construction
of the roof functions only involve the Cartan projection.

2.3. Cusped Hitchin representations of Fuchsian groups. In order to define Hitchin represen-
tations, we must first recall the definition of a positive map. Given a transverse pair of flags
Fi,Fy € F = Fa(R%), an ordered basis B = (by,...,bq) for R? is compatible with (Fy, Fy) if
b € FinF™ for all i € {1,...,d}. Given a basis B, let Uso(B) C SL(d,R) denote the set
of unipotent elements that, when written in the basis B, are upper triangular and all minors
(which are not forced to be 0 by the fact that the matrix is upper triangular) are strictly positive.
Following Fock and Goncharov [25], we say that an ordered k-tuple

(FlaF27"'aFk)
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of flags in F is positive if there exists an ordered basis B compatible with (F, F}), and elements
ug, ..., uk—1 € Uso(B) so that F; = ug_q---u;Fy foralli=2,... k— 1.

If X is a subset of 9H?, then a map ¢ : X — F is positive if (&(x1),...,&(x,)) is a positive
whenever (z1,...,2,) is a cyclically ordered subset of distinct points in X. If I' is a Fuchsian
group, we say that a representation p : I' — PSL(d,R) is a Hitchin representation if there exists
a continuous, positive, p-equivariant map & : A(I') — F. When I" C PSL(2,R) is a cocompact
torsion-free lattice, they agree with the representations introduced by Hitchin [30] and studied
by Labourie [36]. If T" is torsion-free and convex cocompact, but not a lattice, they were studied
by Labourie and McShane [37].

We recall several well-known properties of positive tuples of flags that were observed by Fock-
Goncharov [25] (see also [54, Appendix A] and [35, Section 3.1-3.3].)

Lemma 2.4. If (Fy,..., F}) is a positive tuple of flags in F, then
(1) (FQ, I ,Fk,Fl) 18 pOSiti’Ue.
(2) (Fk,...,F1) is positive.
(3) (Fiy,..., F;,) is positive for all 1 < iy < --- <iy < k.
(4) F* & & F* = RY for any integers ni, ..., ny that sum to d.
(5) (Fi,...,F,) is positive for all flags F11,...,F, € F such that (Fy, F;, Fi, Fyy1,...,Fy)
is positive for some i € {2,...,k — 1}.

If T is geometrically finite, then the following generalization of the main result in [36] is
established in [19)].

Theorem 2.5. (Canary-Zhang-Zimmer [19, Theorem 7.1]) IfT" C PSL(2,R) is geometrically finite
and p : T' — PSL(d,R) is a Hitchin representation, then p is Pa-Anosov.

Remark. To be precise, Theorem 7.1 in [19] was stated for representations into SL(d,R), but
the same argument taken verbatim works for representations into PSL(d,R), since the entire
argument takes place in F(R?).

2.4. Properly convex domains. We briefly recall some standard facts about properly convex
domains in projective space. A domain Q C P(RY) is properly convez if it is a bounded convex
subset of some affine chart A for P(RY). If z,y € Q, let [z,9]q denote the closed projective
line segment in Q with endpoints x and y. We also define (x,9)q = [2,9]a — {z,v}, [,9)q =

[xvy]ﬂ - {y}7 and (xay]ﬂ = [ya x)Q
With this notation we can define radial projection maps: given by € €2, define

Lpg ;Q— {b()} — 0N

by letting tp,(z) € 02 be the unique boundary point such that z € (b, tp, (2)]q-

Every boundary point xz € 02 of a properly convex domain is contained in a supporting
hyperplane H, that is: H = P(V) for some codimension one linear subspace V' C R?, z € H and
HNQ=0. When z is contained in a unique supporting hyperplane, we say that = is a C'' point
of 002 and denote this unique supporting hyperplane by T,0).

A properly convex domain €2 has a natural projectively invariant Finsler metric dq, called the
Hilbert metric, which is defined in terms of the cross ratio. If a,b € €, then there is a projective
line ¢ containing a and b which intersects 92 at points ¢’ and b" (ordered so that {da’,a,b,d'}
appear monotonically along ¢). Then

la’ — b]|t/ — al

do(a,b) = log & —allt —b|
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where | - | denotes some (any) norm on some (any) affine chart containing a’, a,b,t’. If a,b € Q,
then the projective line segment (a, b)q joining them is a geodesic in the Hilbert metric, although
geodesics need not be unique. We also let

BQ(va) cQ

denote the open ball of radius r centered at p € 2 with respect to the Hilbert metric.
We will use the following basic estimate several times: if p1,ps, q1, g2 € 2, then

(1) dg?™ ([p1, p2las (@1, g2]a) < max{da(p1,q1), da(p2, ¢2)},

(see for instance [31, Proposition 5.3]). In Equation (1), d88' denotes the Hausdorff distance
induced by the Hilbert distance.

It is often useful to consider the dual of a properly convex domain. Let V = R% For any
k € A, there is a natural identification Grg (V™) = Grg_x(V') given by

k
Spang (o, ..., af) — ﬂ ker(oy).

=1

Also, we may identify Gry (V') with the set of (k—1)-dimensional projective hyperplanes in P(V).
The dual of a properly convex domain Q C P(V) is the set

Q = {[f]€eP(V*): f(X) #0 for all [X] € Q}.
We record the following standard fact for later use.

Lemma 2.6. If Q C P(V) is a (non-empty) properly convexr domain, then Q* is a (non-empty)
properly convex domain in P(V*). Furthermore, (Q2*)* = Q and Aut(2) = Aut(Q*) under the
canonical identification PGL(V) ~ PGL(V*).

We refer the reader to Marquis [40] for further discussion of the Hilbert metric on 2 and its
automorphism group.
The following proposition describes the limiting behavior of divergent sequences in Aut(€2).

Proposition 2.7. Suppose that Q C P(RY) is a properly convexr domain and by € Q. Let {~,} is
a sequence in Aut(Q) such that v, (bo) — x € OQ and v, (bo) — y € 9.

(1) If v — S € P(End(R%)), then S(Q) C 99, y € P(ker S), and P(ker S) N Q is empty.

(2) If a1 (k(7)) — o0 and v, — S € P(End(R?)), then S(Q) = z and the P(ker S) is a
supporting hyperplane to Q at y. In particular, v,(b) — x for all b € P(R?) — P(ker S),
and this convergence is locally uniform.

(8) If a1 (k(vn)) — oo and y is a C-point of 9Q, then v, — S € P(End(RY)) with the
defining property S(2) = x and P(ker(S5)) = T,09Q.

Proof. See Islam-Zimmer [31, Prop. 5.6] for a proof of (1). The assumption that a; (k(7yy)) — o
implies that S is the projectivization of a rank 1 linear map, so (2) follows from (1). To prove (3),
first observe that by taking a subsequence of {~,}, we may assume that v, — 7 € P(End(R%)).
It then suffices to show that T'=S. By (2), T'(2) = « and P(ker T") is a supporting hyperplane
to Q at y. Since y is a Cl-point of 9Q, P(ker T') = T,09Q. Thus, S =T. O

2.5. Special representations. We recall the skew-symmetric and symmetric tensor representa-
tions and their basic properties.
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2.5.1. Skew-symmetric tensors. Given a K-vector space V, let W = /\k V' be the vector space
of skew-symmetric tensors of order k. Let d = dimg (V) and D = dimg (W), and let

E* = Ef : PGL(V) — PGL(W)
denote the representation defined by
E¥(g)[or A+ Aor] = [(gui) A==+ A (gor)]-

It is straightforward to verify that E¥ is faithful and irreducible. We may also define a continuous,
transverse, E¥-equivariant map

Epr s Frak(V) = Fip1(W)

by
&gk (Span(vy, ..., vx), Span(vy, ..., vg—k))
d
= ([’Ul/\---/\vk],ker <w€W|—>w/\vl/\-~/\vd_k 6/\ V>)
In the special case when V = K%, the standard basis (eq,...,eq) of K% induces a standard

basis (e;; A -+ A €, )1<iy<--<ip<d of W, and thus gives an identification W ~ KP. Under this
identification, we have

(2) a1 (k(E*(9))) = ax(k(g)) and o1(E"(g)) = (o1~ o%)(9)
for all g € PGL(d, K).

2.5.2. Hermitian symmetric tensors. Given a K-vector space V', fix an (Hermitian) inner product
(-,-) on V and let X — X* denote the associated transpose on End(V'), the space of K-linear
maps V — V. Also, given v € V let v* € V* be the functional v* = (-, v).

Let Her(V) denote the real vector space

Her(V) ={X € End(V) : X* = X},

let d = dimg(V'), and let D = dimg(Her(V)).
Next let
Sy : PGL(V) — PGL(Her(V))
denote the representation defined by Sy (g)(X) = go X o g*. It is straightforward to verify that
Sy is faithful and irreducible. We may also define a continuous, transverse, Sy -equivariant map

sy + Fr,a-1(V) = Fi,p-1(Her(V))
by
sy ([v], H) = ([v-v*],Span{w - v* +v-w* :veV,we H}).

An element X € Her(V) is positive definite if (X (v),v) > 0 for all non-zero v € V. One can
then verify that

Qo = {[X] € P(Her(V)) : X is positive definite}
is a Sy (PGL(V))-invariant properly convex domain.
In the special case when V = R?, the standard basis (ey,...,eq) of R? induces a standard
basis (e; - ejt+e ef)1<i<j<a of Her(V) and in the special case when V = C¢, the standard basis
(e1,...,eq) of C? induces a standard basis

(ei . ef)lgigd U (ei . 6; +e;- e:)1§i<j§d U (iei : 6; - iej ’ e;)1§i<]’§d



ENTROPY RIGIDITY FOR CUSPED HITCHIN REPRESENTATIONS 13

of Her(V) and thus gives an identification Her(V) ~ R”. Under these identifications, we have

(3) a1(k(Sv(9))) = a1(x(g))
for all g € PGL(d, K).

3. DIVERGENT AND TRANSVERSE SUBGROUPS

In this section, we study divergent and transverse subgroups and their limit sets. We exhibit
examples and show that projectively visible subgroups are P; 4_1-transverse.

3.1. Properties of the limit set. Let 6§ C A be symmetric.
Proposition 3.1. If I' C PGL(d,K) is Py-divergent, then Ag(T") is T-invariant.

Proof. Fix F* € Ag(T") and v € T'. By Lemma 2.1 there exist F~ € Ay(T") and a sequence {7}
in I such that v, (F) — F* for all F transverse to F'~. Then

Y (F) = Y (F)
for all F' transverse to F~. Then Lemma 2.1 implies that Uy(yy,) — v(FT) and so v(F*) €
Ag(T). O

The Py-domain of discontinuity for I', denoted Qg(I"), is the set of flags in Fy that are
transverse to every flag in Ag(I"). Since Ay(I") is compact, observe that Qy(I") is a (possibly
empty) open set. It also follows from Proposition 3.1 that Qy(I") is I'-invariant. The following
is a special case of a result from Guichard-Wienhard [29, Theorem 7.4].

Proposition 3.2. If I' C PGL(d,K) is Py-divergent, then the action of I' on Qy(I") is properly
discontinuous.

Since a hyperbolic group acts on its Gromov boundary as a convergence group, Anosov groups
act on their limit sets as convergence groups. We extend this property to transverse groups.
Recall that if M is a compact metric space, a group I' acts as a convergence group on M if for
any infinite sequence {v, } of distinct elements in I, there exist some x,y € M and a subsequence
{Vn, } of {7} such that ~,, (2) — « for all z € M — {y}.

Proposition 3.3. IfT" C PGL(d, K) is Py-transverse, then I acts on Ag(T') as a convergence group.

Proof. Suppose {7, } is an infinite sequence of elements in I'. By taking a subsequence, we may
assume that there exists F*, F~ € Fy such that Uy(vy,) — FT and Uy(y,,!) — F~. Since I' is
Py-divergent, ag(r(vn)) — oo for all k € 6. Since I' is Pp-transverse, by Lemma 2.1, v, (F) — F*+
for all F € Ap(T") — {F~}. O

Next, we consider P;-divergent subgroups I' that leave invariant a properly convex domain in
Q C P(R?). Recall that the the orbital limit set of T is

Ao(T) ={z€ 09| z =lim~y,(x) for some z € Q and some {v,} C I'}.

Also, recall that if k € 0, then m;, : Fy — Gry, (Kd) denotes the projection map. The next result
relates the two limit sets of a P 4_i-divergent subgroup which preserves a properly convex
domain §2.

Proposition 3.4. Suppose that Q C P(RY) is a properly convex domain and T' C Aut(Q). If T is
Py q_1-divergent, then

m1(A1,a-1(T)) = Aa(l),
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and, identifying Grq_1(R?) = P(R?),
Ta-1(A1,4-1(I) = Ao~ (T).
In particular, if F € Ay g-1(I"), then Fa=1 s a supporting hyperplane to Q at F1.

Proof. The statements that 7 (A 4-1(I")) = Aq(I") and 74_1(A1,4-1(I")) = Aq=(I") are dual, so
we only prove the former.

Fix F € Ay 4-1(T') and let {7,} be a sequence in I" such that Uj g_;(y,) — F. Pass to a
subsequence so that 7,(bg) — x and 7, 1(by) — y (for some by € Q) and {~,} converges to
S € P(End(R%)). Proposition 2.7 part (2) implies that S has rank 1 and S(2) = x. Since
Ui(yn) = F1, by Lemma 2.1 we must have x = Fy. Therefore, m1 (A1 g—1(I')) C Aq(I).

It remains to show that Aq(I') C m(A1,4-1(T)). Fix 2 € Aq(T") and let {7,} be a sequence
in I' such that 7,(bgp) — z for some by € €. Passing to a subsequence we may assume that
Urg-1(ym) = F € Ag1(D), 7, (o) = y € Aq(T), and v, — S € P(End(R%)). Then by
Proposition 2.7 part (2), S has rank 1 and S(Q) = z. Since Uy(y,) — F1, we again see that
T = Fl.

Since x is arbitrary, Aq(I") C m1(A1q-1(T)). O

3.2. Examples of transverse subgroups. A large source of examples of Py-transverse subgroups of
PGL(d, K) are the images of Py-Anosov representations, Py-relatively dominated representations
in the sense of Zhu [56], Py-asymptotically embedded representations in the sense of Kapovich-
Leeb [32] and any subgroup of one of these groups. Notice that these subgroups are not required
to be finitely generated.
Another source of examples comes from the Klein-Beltrami model of real hyperbolic space.
In particular, PO(d — 1,1) preserves the properly convex domain
d—1
B={[zy: - :xgy:1] eP(Rd):Zx§< 1
j=1
whose boundary is smooth and contains no line segments. Then, any discrete subgroup of
PO(d —1,1) is a P, 4—1-transverse subgroup of PGL(d, R), since its P; 4_1-limit set is contained
in {(z,T,0B) : x € 9B} which is a transverse subset of Fj 4_;.
Recall, that a discrete group I' C PGL(d,R) is projectively visible if there exists a properly
convex domain  C P(R?) preserved by T' where the full orbital limit set Aq(T") satisfies:
(1) (z,y)q C Q for all z,y € Aq(T),
(2) every z € Ag(T) is a C! point of 9.
In this case we also say that I' is a projectively visible subgroup of Aut(€2).

Notice that any discrete subgroup of PO(d —1,1) is a projectively visible subgroup of Aut(B).
Our next result gives some basic properties of projectively visible subgroups.

Proposition 3.5. Suppose that Q C P(RY) is a properly convexr domain and T C Aut(Q) is a
projectively visible subgroup. Fix by € €.
(1) I' C PGL(d,R) is a Py q—1-transverse subgroup and
A g1 (T) =A{(z, T,00) : x € Ag(T") }.

(2) If by € Q and {v,} is a sequence in T' with v,(bg) — = € Aq(T') and v, '(bo) — y €
Aq(T), then
W(F) = (x, T,00)

for all F' € Fy 4—1 transverse to (y, T,082). Moreover, the convergence is locally uniform.
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(3) T acts as a convergence group on Ao (T).

Proof. (1): First, we prove that I' is P; 4_i-divergent. Let {7,} be a sequence in I' of pairwise
distinct elements. By taking a subsequence, we may assume that v, (bg) — x € Aq(T), v, 1 (bo) —
y € Ag(I"), and ,, — S € P(End(R%)). By Proposition 2.7 part (1), S(Q) C 99, y € P(ker S),
and P(ker S) N Q is empty. Thus, if we pick any w € €2, then

S(w) = lim ,(w),
so S(Q2) C Aq(T). It follows that
[S(w), zJa = [S(w), S(bo)]a = S([w, bola) < S(2) C Aqa(T),

which implies that S(w) = x because I' is projectively visible. Since w € € was arbitrary,
S(Q) = {x}. Since  is open, im S = x. Thus, S is the projectivization of a rank 1 linear map,
so a1 (k(yn)) — co. Since {v,} was arbitrary, I" is P} 4_;-divergent.

Next, we prove that I' is P gq_i-transverse. Since each z € Aq(I") has a unique supporting
hyperplane, namely 71,02, Proposition 3.4 implies that

A g (T) ={(z,T,00) : x € Ag(I") }.
If ' is not Py 4_;-transverse, then there is some z,y € Aq(I') such that z € T,,0Q. It follows
that [z,y]o C T,082, which implies [z,y]o C 0. This contradicts the visibility of {2 and hence
I'is Py q—1-transverse.

(2): By part (1), I' is P; g—;-divergent, so Proposition 2.7 part (3) implies that v, — S €
P(End(R%)) given by S(Q) = z and P(ker(S)) = T,09, and ~,;' — T € P(End(R?)) given by
T(Q) = y and P(kerT') = T,0Q. Thus, as a sequence in PGL(R%™) ~ PGL(d,R), 7, — S* €
P(End(R%)) with the defining property that S*(Q*) = T,0Q and P(ker S*) = y.

Since F'! does not lie in T, 00 = ker S,

lim y,(F') = S(F') = z.
n—o0
Similarly, since F¢~! does not contain y,
lim ~,(F& 1Y) = §*(Fi1) = T,00.

n— oo
This proves (2).
(3): This is immediate from (1) and Propositions 3.3 and 3.4. O

3.3. Conical limit points. Let I' act as a convergence group on M. Recall that a point x € M is
a conical limit point if there exist an infinite sequence {~,} of distinct elements in I" and distinct
points a,b € M such that v,(z) — a and y,(y) — b for all y € M \ {x}. When I" C PGL(d, K)
is a Py-transverse subgroup, we denote the set of conical limit points of the I action on Ay(T")

by Ago(I'). If k € 6 and 7, : Fg — Gry,(K9) is the projection map, let
Ap(D) = me(Ap(L)) and Ay (') = 7 (Ag,e(I)).
Similarly, when I" C Aut(Q) is projectively visible, we denote the set of conical limit points

of the I' action on Aq(I') by Aq (I"). The points in Ag .(I') have a characterization very similar
to the classical characterization/definition in hyperbolic space.

Lemma 3.6. Suppose that Q C P(R?) is a properly convex domain and T' C Aut(Q) is a projec-
tively visible subgroup. If x € P(RY), then x € Aqo(T) if and only if there exist by € 2 and a
sequence {vn} in T' such that v,(by) — x and

Sup da (Yn(bo), [bo, z)a) < 4o0.
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Proof. («<): Suppose that there exist an infinite sequence {~,} of distinct elements in I' and
distinct points a,b € Aq(T") such that v,(x) — a and ,(y) — b for all y € Aq(T") \ {z}. Fix
some by € 2. Then Proposition 3.5 implies that v,(bg) — b and ~,,(bg) — = (since a # b).
Since a # b, the visibility property implies that (a,b)q C £2. Hence

lim sup dg ('ygl(bo), [bo, x)Q) = limsup dg (bo, [Yn(b0), 1 ())q) = da (bo, (b, a)q) < +oo.
n—oo n—oo
(=): Suppose that v,(bp) — = and

sgfl) da(vn(bo), [bo, x)q) < +o0
for some sequence {7,} in I and by € . Pick {p,} in [by, ) such that {v, (p,)} is relatively
compact in . Passing to a subsequence we can suppose that v, '(p,) — p, v, '(z) — a and
Y t(bo) — b. Then a,b € Aq(T') and p € (a,b)q, so a # b. Further, Proposition 3.5 implies that
Yl (y) = bfor all y € Ag(T) \ {z}. So z € Aq(T).
O

4. TRANSVERSE REPRESENTATIONS

In this section, we develop the basic theory of transverse representations which will be a
crucial tool in our work. Our main result is that every Py-transverse subgroup is the image of
Py-transverse representation of a projectively visible subgroup.

Definition 4.1. Suppose that # C {1,...,d} is a symmetric subset, Q C P(R%) is a properly
convex domain and I' C Aut(Q2) is a projectively visible subgroup. A representation p : I' —
PGL(d, K) is Py-transverse if there exists a continuous embedding

f i Ao (F) — Fo
with the following properties:
(1) € is p-equivariant, i.e. p(y)o =E&o~y forally €T,
(2) £(Aq(T)) is a transverse subset of Fy,
(3) if {vn} is a sequence in T' so that v,(by) — 2 € Aq(T') and 7, 1(by) — y € Aq(T) for
some (any) by € Q, then p(v,)(F) — £(z) if F € Fy is transverse to &(y).
We refer to £ as the limit map of p.

It follows from Lemma 2.1 that if p : ' — PGL(d, K) is Py-transverse, then it is Pp-divergent,
so it has finite kernel and p(T") is a Py-transverse subgroup.

By Proposition 3.5, if ' is a projectively visible subgroup of Aut(£2) for some properly convex
domain 2 C PGL(d,R), then the inclusion representation I' < PGL(d,R) is P} 4_;-transverse,
and its limit map is given by z — (z,T,0). If, in addition I" acts cocompactly on the convex
hull of Aq(T) in €2, then I' is hyperbolic (see [23, Thm. 1.15] or [57, Thm. 5.1]) and it follows
from [28, Thm. 1.3] that Py-transverse representations in this case coincide with Pp-Anosov
representations. Moreover, if {2 is the Klein-Beltrami model of the real hyperbolic 2-plane, T’
is finitely generated, and 6 = {k,d — k}, then Py-transverse representations coincide with the
cusped Pg-Anosov representations introduced in [19].

Theorem 4.2. If ' C PGL(d,K) is Py-transverse, then for any k € 0 such that k < d — k, there
exists a properly conver domain Q C P(R%®) for some dy € N, a visible subgroup Ty C Aut(f),
and a faithful Py-transverse representation p : g — PGL(d, K) with limit map & : Aq(To) — Fp
so that

(1) p(To) =T
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(2) £(Aa(To)) = Ag(T).
(3) a1(k(v)) = ar(k(p(7))) for all v € To.

The main content of the proof of Theorem 4.2 is the following two propositions, which are
motivated by previous work of Zimmer [57] and Danciger-Gueritaud-Kassel [23] in the setting
of Anosov representations.

The first proposition provides a representation ¢, so that ¢(I') preserves a properly convex
domain. We say that a map & : Fy(K%) — Fg (K%) is transverse if it sends every transverse
pair of flags in Fp(K?) to a transverse pair of flags in Fp (K%).

Proposition 4.3. If 1 < k < d/2, then there exists a faithful representation
¢ : PGL(d,K) — PGL(do,R)
for some dy € N, a ¢-equivariant, continuous, transverse map
o Frar(K?) = Figy—1(RY),
and a properly convex domain Qy C P(RP) such that:

(1) (PGL(d,K)) C Aut(Qp).

(2) on(k(9(9))) = ar(k(g)) for all g € PGL(d, K).
(3) If ' C PGL(d,K) is Py q—p-transverse, then ¢(I') is Py q,—1-transverse and &g induces a
homeomorphism Ay q—k(I') = A1 g,—1(0(I)).

The second proposition shows that one can enlarge the properly convex domain so that ¢(I")
acts as a projectively visible subgroup.

Proposition 4.4. IfI" C PGL(dy,R) is Py 4,—1-transverse and preserves a properly convexr domain
Qo C P(RD), then there exists a properly convex domain Q C P(R%), containing Qy, such that
[ preserves Q0 and is a projectively visible subgroup of Aut(£2).

Assuming these two propositions, we give the proof of Theorem 4.2.
Proof of Theorem /.2. For any k € 0, let ¢, {4, do and g be given by Proposition 4.3 and let
Lo = p(T).
Then I'g is P; 4,—1-transverse and preserves €)y. So by Proposition 4.4 there exists a properly
convex domain Q C P(R%) where Ty C Aut(Q) is a projectively visible subgroup. Since ¢ is
faithful, we may define
p= ¢l : To — PGL(d,K)

which is necessarily a faithful representation.
By Proposition 3.5 part (1), there is an obvious I'g-invariant homeomorphism

7 AQ(FO) — Al,d0—1<F0)-
Also, since p is Py-transverse, there is an obvious I'-invariant homeomorphism
i Ak,d,k(l“) — Ag(r).

Furthermore, by Proposition 4.3 part (3) and the fact that £y is ¢-equivariant, we may define a
p-equivariant homeomorphism

€=&lay, oy Mdo-1(T0) = Apai(D).
Together, these give a p-equivariant homeomorphism
f =io gOi : AQ(FO) — Ag(r).
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It is immediate that (1) and (2) hold, and (3) is a consequence of Proposition 4.3 part (2).

It remains to show that p is a Py-transverse representation whose limit map is £&. To do so, it
suffices to prove condition (3) of Definition 4.1; the other conditions are clear.

Let {y,} be a sequence in Ty so that v,(by) — = € Aq(To) and ~,,1(bg) — y € Aq(Ty) for
any by € (). By taking a subsequence, we may assume that

Us(p(n)) — F* and UO(p('Yn)_l) —
for some F't, F~ € Fy. By Proposition 2.7 part (2), v,(2) — x for all z € Aq(Tg) — {y}, so

p(1)(§(2)) = E(m(2)) = &(x)

for all z € Aq(Ty) — {y}. At the same time, Lemma 2.1 implies that p(y,)(F) — F* for all
F € Fy transverse to F~. Thus, F't = £(z), so condition (3) of Definition 4.1 holds. O

We now prove Propositions 4.3 and 4.4.
Proof of Proposition /.3: Using the notation in Section 2.5, let
¢=SyoE" and &, =Es, 0&pr.
where V = /\k K? Then ¢ is faithful and §e 1s continuous, transverse, and ¢-equivariant.
Furthermore, by Equations (2) and (3) in Section 2.5, we can identify Her(V) with R% in such

a way that

a1(k((9))) = ar(k(g))
for all g € PGL(d, K). Via this identification,

¢ : PGL(d,K) — PGL(do, R) and &4 : Frar(K?) — Fi o1 (R™),
and condition (2) holds.
To verify condition (3), it is enough to prove that £, (Axkg—k(I')) = A1 gy—1(¢(I)). This follows
from the following lemma.

Lemma 4.5. Suppose {g,} is a sequence in PGL(d,K). If there exist F* € Fy 4 x(K?%) such that
(4) lim g,(F) = F~"

n—oo

for all F € fk,d,k(Kd) transverse to F—, then
i ¢(gn)(F) = &(F)
for all F € Fi g,—1(R%) transverse to &4(F7).

Proof. Let e, ..., eq denote the standard basis for K¢. Using the Cartan decomposition we can
write g, = k1 nanka, where ki, ko, € PO(d) and a,, € exp(a™). Let
Ry = (Span(er, ., ex), Span(es, .. ., eq_)
and
Fy = (Span(eq—k+1,-- -, €d), Span(egt1,...,€4)) -
Then Uga—k(gn) = k1a(Fy ) and Uga—k(g5") = ko (Fy ). Since ¢(gn) = ¢(k1n)d(an)d(kon) is
the Cartan decomposition of ¢(gy,), the ¢-equivariance of £, implies

Utdo-1(6(9n)) = &s(kra(Fy))  and  Uray—1(9(g,1)) = Eo(kan(Fy )-
By Lemma 2.1 and Equation (4),

ak(k(gn)) = 00, kin(Fy) = Ft and kQ_JlZ(FO_) — .
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Then by the continuity of &4,
a1(r((gn)) = 00, Urag—1(6(gn)) = E(FF) and  Unge—1(6(g, 1)) = €o(F7),

so Lemma 2.1 implies that
: _ +
Jim_ ¢(gn) (F) = &(F7)
for all F' € .7-"17do,1(]Rd0) transverse to £4(F 7). O

Also, we observed in Section 2.5.2 that
Qo = {[X] € P(Her(V)) : X is positive definite} .

is a Sy (PGL(V))-invariant properly convex domain. By the identification of Her(V) with R%,
Qo C P(R%) is a $(PGL(d, K))-invariant properly convex domain. Thus, condition (1) holds. [J

Proof of Proposition /./. Suppose that I' C PGL(dp,R) is P g,—;-transverse and preserves a
properly convex domain g C P(Rdo). We will enlarge €9 to a properly convex domain €2 so
that T'g C Aut(£2) is a projectively visible subgroup of Aut(2). If Iy were irreducible it would
suffice to consider the convex domain obtained by intersecting all half-spaces containing 25 and
bounded by hyperplanes in mg_;(A; 4—1(I')). In general, we will construct a properly convex
domain D in £ and let 2 = D*.

Let B C )} be an open set whose closure is contained in € and let D denote the convex
hull of T'(B) in . Notice that, by construction, D is a non-empty properly convex domain in
P(R%*) such that T' € Aut(D). Set Q = D*. By Lemma 2.6, Q C P(R%) is a properly convex
domain and I" C Aut(Q).

We will show that I' is a visible subgroup of Aut({2). Since I' is Pj 4,—1-transverse, Proposi-
tion 3.4 implies that

(5) Ao(l') = m1(Ar,g,-1(I) = Aay (D)
Applying Proposition 3.4 to the action of I' on € shows
(6) [(B) = I(B) U mgy-1(A1dp1 ()

(where we identify Grdo,l(RdO) = P(RdO*)).

Lemma 4.6.
(1) If x,y € Aq(T') are distinct points, then (z,y)q C Q.
(2) If x € Aq(T), then 09 is C* at x.

Proof. Let C be a component of the cone over € in R% \ {0}. Since D is the convex hull of T'(B),
Equation (6) implies that if f € D, then we may write f = Z§=1 fj where fj|lc > 0 and

[fj] € D(B) =T'(B) U mgy—1(A1,do-1(1))-
for all j =1,...,¢. Moreover, if [f] € 9D, then
[fil € 9D NT(B) = mgy—1(A1,49—1(T)).

(1) Fix p € (z,y)q. Let Z,5 € OC be lifts of x,y. Then let p be the lift of p contained in the
line segment joining # to 7. If p lies in 0L, then there exists f € (R%)* so that f(p) = 0 and
[f] € 9D. Write f = 30_, f; where f;|c > 0 and

[fi] € mag—1(A1,d0—1(T))-
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Fix j € {1,...,¢}. Since fjlc > 0, we have f;(Z) > 0 and f;(y) > 0. Since Ay q_1(I") is
transverse, either f;(Z) > 0 or f;(g) > 0, which implies that f;(p) > 0. Since this is true for all
J, f(p) > 0, and we have a contradiction.
(2) By Equation (5), there exists H, such that (z, H,) € Ay 4o-1(T). Let H € Grg,_1(R%) be
a supporting hyperplane at x, namely x € JP’( ) and P(H)NQ . Since D = Q*, there exists
>

[f] € D, so that kerf = H. Write f = ZJ 1 f; where f;(C) O_and
)

/5] € mag—1(A1.p—1(T))-
Since f(z) =0, we must have f;j(z) =0 for all j € {1,...,¢}. Then, by transversality, ker f; =
H, for all j. Hence, H = ker f = H,, so x is a C! point of 99 with T,,0Q = H,. 0

It follows from the above lemma that I" is a projectively visible subgroup of Aut(f2). O

5. UPPER BOUNDS ON SHADOWS AND HAUSDORFF DIMENSION

Suppose © € P(R%) is a properly convex domain and I' € Aut(f) is a projectively visible
subgroup. Equip 2 with its Hilbert metric dg. Given b, z € Q and r > 0, we define the shadow

O, (b, z) C 00

to be the set of points = where the geodesic ray [b, x)q intersects the closed ball Bq(z,r) of
radius r centered at z. Then let

O, (b, z) = Op(b, ) N Ag(T)
be the intersection of the shadow with the limit set. Notice that both O, (b,z) and O, (b, z)
are closed subsets of P(R%). Let By, (k4)(2,t) denote the open ball of radius ¢ > 0 about

z € Grg(K?) with respect to the distance defined in Section 2.1.
Our first shadow lemma gives an upper bound on the diameter of the image of a shadow.

Theorem 5.1. Suppose that Q@ C P(R%) is a properly convex domain, I' C Aut(Q) is a projectively
visible subgroup and p : T' — PGL(d,K) is a Py-transverse representation with limit map & :
Ao(T') — Fyp. For any k € 0, bg € Q and r > 0 there exists C > 1 so that if x € Aq(D),
z € [bo, x)q, and v € I satisfy da(z,v(by)) < r, then

¢k (@r(bo,z)> C By (k) <§k( ), W) )

Proof. We first prove the theorem assuming that £ = 1. Assume for contradiction that the
theorem does not hold. Then there exist sequences {x,} and {y,} in Aq(T), {z,} in Q and {v,}
in T" so that for all n, we have z, € [bo, zn)q, da(zn, T (bo)) < 7, yn € Or(bg, z,) and

o2(p(1n))

7 d ¢ (xn), € (yn)) > n———"1.

( ) ]P(Kd)( ( ) ( )) Ul(p(’)/n))
We first observe that {+,} is an escaping sequence in I'. If not, then

n€zZt 01 (p(’Yn))
in which case (7) implies that dpa)(§(2n),§(yn)) — oo, which is impossible. It follows that

dq(bo, Yn(bp)) — oo, and hence that dg(bo, z,) — o0.
For all n € N, choose w,, € Bq(zn,7) N [bo, yn)a. Since {v,} is an escaping sequence, we may
pass to a subsequence so that

Yol (@n) = 7 € Aa(D), Wt (yn) = 7 € A(D), 7, (zn) > 2 €9,
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Yol (w,) = weQ and A, H(bo) = b€ Ag(D).
Note that z € (b, %) and w € (b,%)q, which implies that Z # b and § # b, see Figure 1.

< 20 22(p(n))
1 Oy
& (zn) 51(

a1(p(vn))
Yn)

FiGUrE 1. Upper bound on the size of shadow.

Let p(vn) = mypant, be the Cartan decomposition of p(vy,), where my,, ¢, € PU(d,K) and
a, € exp(a™). For each n, let v, and u, be unit vectors so that

[vn] = ay,'my (€N () and [un] = ay my (€ (yn).

Then £, ([vn]) = &' (7,  (zn)) and £, ([un]) = €' (7, (yn)). Passing to a subsequence, we can
suppose that £, — ¢, v, — v and u, — u. Since v, '(by) — b and p is P-transverse, we may
deduce from Lemma 2.1 that

£41(B) = Tim U (p(31)) = £ (Spang(ea. .. ).
Also, by the continuity of ¢!,

(@) =) and &'(H) =" ([u]).

Since Z # b and 7 # b, £1(Z) and £!(7) are both transverse to £471(b), or equivalently, [v] and
[u] are transverse to Spang (e, ..., eq). This implies that there exists C' > 0 so that

tan Z([v,],[e1]) < C and tan Z([uy,], [e1]) < C

for all large enough n. Since dP(Kd) is the angle metric,

a2(p(n))

d]p(Kd) (51 (xn)a mn([el])) = d]P’(Kd) (mgl(fl (xn))7 [61]) < tanl(an([vn])? [61]) < CO’l (p(’)’n)) :

Similarly,

dP(Kd)(fl(yn)amn([el])) <
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a2(p(n))
a1 (p(’)/n))

which contradicts (7). This proves the theorem when k = 1.
If k > 1, consider the exterior power map E* : PGL(d,K) — PGL(D,K) and boundary map

Epr t Frak(K) = F1p 1 (KP)
defined in Section 2.5. Recall that for all g € PGL(d, K),
ax(k(9)) = an(k(E*(9))) and Upa-r(9) = Ur.o—1(EX(9)).
Since p is a Pp-transverse representation and g is a transverse map,
E*op:T = PGL(D,K)

is a P1 p_1-tranverse representation with limit map {zx o §. Furthermore, since {gx is a smooth
embedding, there is some C’ > 1 such that for any x € Aq(T') and ¢t > 0,

Bogwoy (€90 06)'(0) &5 ) b (Gru(KY) € b (B e (€5 0) € Ben) (€30 0©)'(@).C*).

This reduces to the case of k = 1.

dp(ka) (' (zn), ' (yn)) <2C

’

0

As a corollary of Theorem 5.1, we get the following generalization of the work of Glorieux-
Montclair-Tholozan [27, Thm. 4.1] and Pozzetti-Sambarino-Wienhard [43, Prop. 4.1].

Corollary 5.2. IfI' C PGL(d,K) is Py q—-transverse, then
dimpg (Ap,d—k,c(I")) < 3% ().
In particular, dimpy (Ago(I)) < 6% (T).
Proof. By Theorem 4.2, there is a projectively visible subgroup I'g C Aut(2) for some properly
convex domain Q C P(R%), and a Py-transverse representation p : Ty — PGL(d,K) with limit

map &, such that p(I'g) =T" and £(Aq(I'0)) = Ag,d—x(I') for all v € I'y. Since § is p-equivariant,
injective, and continuous, we have

Apa—r,e(I') = £(Aq,e(To)).

Fix a base point by € Q. For r > 0, let L, C Aq(I'g) denote the set of conical limit
points x with the property that there exists a sequence {v,} in I'g such that ~,(by) — x and
da(vn(bo), [bo, x)q) < r for all n. Then by definition

Age(To) = | L.
r=1

Fix, for the moment, > 0. For ~ € I' define
a(y) = min{ay(k(p(7))), ad—k(x(p(7)))}-
Then Theorem 5.1 guarantees that there exists C'= C(r) > 1 so that
(8) diam ¢ (O (bo,7(bo)) ) < Ce™).

Further, for any N,

L’r - U @7‘(6077(170))'
{relo | a(y)>N}
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By (8) the diameter of each element of this covering goes to 0 as N — oo and

S (diamg (O (bo, (b)) < €D e

{7€lo | a(v)>N} ~er

< Cs Z e—san(r(p(1) 4 Z e sk (r(p(7)))
~vel ~yel

is finite when s > max{d® (I"), §%-#(I")}. Note that §**(I") = §%—+(I") because ay(k(p(7))) =
ag—k(k(p(y™1))) for all v € T'. Therefore,

dimpg (§(Ly)) < d%(T).
Since r was arbitrary, we see that
dimp (Ag,g—1,e(I') = dimp (§(Aq,c(T0))) = Sup dimp (§(Ly)) < 6°*(I).
re
For the second statement, observe that dimg (A (I")) < dimpg (Agg—p,o(I")) < 0%(I). O

We use Corollary 5.2 and results from the theory of Kleinian groups to prove Theorem 1.3.

Theorem 5.3. Let p1 : I' — SO(dy — 1,1) and p2 : T' — SO(d; — 1,1) be faithful geometrically
finite representations so that pi(«) is parabolic if and only if pa(«) is parabolic. If we regard
p = p1 D p2 as a representation into PSL(dy + d2,R), then

dimp (A2(p(I))) = max {dimy (A1(p1(T'1))) ,dimpg (A1(p1(I'1)))} -

Proof. Let P denote the collection of maximal subgroups of I' whose images under each p; consist
entirely of parabolic (or trivial) elements of SO(d; — 1,1). Then (T, P) is relatively hyperbolic
and there exists a p;-equivariant homeomorphism v; : (', P) — A1(p;(T")) where 9(T', P) is the
Bowditch boundary of (I', P). Moreover, A .(p;(I')) is the complement of the images of fixed
points of elements of P (See Bowditch [10, Sec. 9] and Tukia [55]). One may then easily check
that
A2 (p(D)) = {{n1(2), 12(x)) : x € (T, P)} C Gra(R™*%),

that Ag.(p(I')) is the complement of the images of fixed points of elements of P, and that p is
Ps-transverse. Then, Corollary 5.2 implies that

dimg (A2(p(T"))) = dimp (A2.(p(T))) < 6%%(p).
Since o2(p(v)) = min{o1(p1(7), 01(p2(7))} for all v € I
#{y el : alp(y) ST} H#{veT : ar(pm(y) ST+ #{veT : ai(pa(v)) < T}
which implies that
6*%(p) < max {6 (p1), 6 (p2)} -

Sullivan [53] showed that dimg (A1 (pi(T'1))) = 0% (pi), so we may combine these results to see
that

dimp (A2(p(T))) < max {dimp (A1(p1(I'1)), dimg (A1(p1(T'1))} -
Since there is a smooth projection of Ao(p(I")) onto A1(p;(T)), for both ¢ = 1,2, we see that
equality must hold. O

Remark.

(1) Tt is possible to give an elementary proof of Corollary 5.2 without developing the theory
of projectively visible subgroups. However, the current approach also yields additional
structural informations about shadows which may be more broadly applicable.
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(2) In the proof of Theorem 1.3 one may alternatively check that the assumptions of Corol-
lary 5.2 hold by verifying that p is Ps-relatively dominated in the sense of Zhu [56].

6. SINGULAR VALUES AND RADIAL PROJECTION

In this section, we first show that singular values of products of elements in the image of
a Py-transverse representation satisfy a coarsely multiplicative lower bound if the orbit of the
elements in the domain proceed towards infinity “without backtracking.” To quantify “without
backtracking” we use the radial projection map introduced in Section 2.4. We will use this result
to show that simple root functionals satisfy a coarsely additive lower bound in the absence of
backtracking.

Lemma 6.1. Suppose that Q C P(R%) is properly convex, T C Aut(Q) is projectively visible and
p: ' = PGL(d,K) is a Py-transverse representation. For any by € Q and € > 0 there exists
C > 0 so that: if y,n €T,

dp(go) (Lbo (v~ (o)), ta, (77(170))> > €
and k € 0, then

ar(p(yn)) > Cor(p(v))ow(p(n)).

Proof. If not, there exist sequences {v,} and {n,} in I" and k € 6, such that

daaeo) (150 (7 (b0) 1y (1 (b0)) ) = €
for all n > 1 and

lim Ok (P’(%ﬂln))
n=o0 0 (p(n))ok(p(n))
Since 01 (p(an)) > max{k(p(1))7a(p()), a(p(3))ok(p(1a))}, this is only possible if {7}
and {n,} are escaping sequences. So we can pass to subsequences so that v, 1(by) — = € Aq(T)
and 7, (bo) = y € Aq(l'), in which case dpga)(z,y) > €.
Consider the Cartan decompositions

=0.

~

p(%z) = mpant, and P(Tln) = Mpanlny,

where mn,En,mn,én € PU(d,K), and ay, G, € exp(a®). Let W = Spang(eq,...,e;) and Wt =
Spang (€g41,--.,€q). Then let

mw : KE = W and et KE— W

denote the orthogonal projections.
Let £ : Aq(I") — Fp be the limit map of p. Since p is Py-transverse, Lemma 2.1 implies that

G W) = Uai(p(7) ™) = €975 (@) and (W) = Ur(p(nn)) — € ().

Since x # y, {(z) is transverse to £(y), so there is some ¢ > 0 such that for large enough n, all
u € Wt — {0}, and all v € W — {0}, we have

Z(u, byt (v)) = Z(C5 (u), 170 () = c.
Hence, there is some C' > 0 such that for large enough n and all v € W,
[ (Entitn (0))[| = C ]|
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Then for all v € W we have
e )| = laturiin ()| 2 17w (@nbutinin ()| = lawmw Faivniin ()]
> 01(p(0)) lmw (Gt (0)) | 2 Co(p() lan ()| 2 Corlp(ra))or(p(m)) 0]

So by the max-min characterization of singular values

(0 (Vi) - “P(Vnnn)éﬁl(v) ‘ o
or(p(m)ok(p(nn)) — vewill=1 ok(p(1n))ok(p(mm)) —
and we have a contradiction. O

As an immediate consequence we see that the first fundamental weight is coarsely additive in
the absence of backtracking.

Lemma 6.2. Suppose that Q C P(R%) is properly convex, T C Aut(Q) is projectively visible and
p: I' = PGL(d,K) is a Py-transverse representation. For any by € Q0 and € > 0 there ezists
C >0 so that: if v,n e,

dp o (100 (7 (B0), 13y ((00)) ) = €
and k € 0, then
(o1 0x)(p(yn) = C(o1---ok)(p(7)) (o1 o) (p(n))-

Proof. Let E* : PGL(d,K) — PGL(/\k K?) be the exterior power representation, see Section 2.5.
Since k € 0, the representation Efo p is Py 4,—1-transverse where d; = dimg /\k K. Further, if
we fix the standard inner product on /\k K%, then

(01 01)(9) = o1 (E*(9))
for all g € PGL(d,K). So Lemma 6.1 immediately implies the result. O
The proofs of the next two results will use the following well known estimate.
Observation 6.3. If g, h € PGL(d,K), then
(01---01)(gh) < (o1---0x)(g)(01- - ok)(h).
Proof. By definition o1(gh) < o1(g)o1(h). For k > 1,
(01 01)(gh) = o1 (EX(gh)) < o1 (E*(9)) o1 (B*(0)) = (o1 ox)(9) (o1 -+ o) (h). O

We next show that if k& € 0, then the k*® simple root of the Cartan projection has a coarsely
additive lower bound if there is no backtracking.

Lemma 6.4. Suppose that Q C P(R%) is properly convex, T C Aut() is projectively visible and
p: ' = PGL(d,K) is a Py-transverse representation. For any by € 2 and € > 0 there exists
C > 0 so that: if y,n €T,

d]P’(RdO)(Lbo('y_l(bO))aLbo(n(bo))> > €
and k € 0, then
ag(k(p(yn))) = ar(k(p(7))) + ar(k(p(n))) — C.
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Proof. By Lemmas 6.1 and 6.2 there exist C,Cs > 0, which depend on €, but are independent
of v and 7, such that

ar(p(yn) = Crok(p(v))ok(p(n))
and

(01 o) (p(yn)) = Ca(o1 -~ o) (p(y)) (o1 -+ o1) (p(n)).-

Combining these facts with Observation 6.3, we see that

e [ _oxle(m)) 1\ _ o (01--or)(p(ym)
aillplm)) = log <Uk+l(P('Y77))> ! ((01 -or+1)(p(7n)) k<p(7n))>
(01 ok)(p(7))(o1- - 0%)(p(n))
> o (i or e a7t
= log(C1C2) + ax(k(p())) + ax(k(p(n)))-
So, Lemma 6.4 holds with C' = —log(C1C3). O

A very similar argument shows that simple roots of the Cartan projection sometimes admit
a coarsely additive upper bound if there is no backtracking. We will apply this result to the
special case of Hitchin representations

Lemma 6.5. Suppose that Q C P(R%) is properly convex, T C Aut(Q) is projectively visible and
p: I = PGL(d,K) is a Py-transverse representation. For any by € Q and € > 0 there exists
C >0 so that: if v,n €T,

oy (100 (7 (00))s 20y (1(00)) ) = €
and k —1,k,k+ 1€ 6U{0,d}, then
ax(r(p(1n))) < ar(k(p(7))) + ar(k(p(n)) + C.

Proof. In the following argument, if £ = 1, then we use the convention that (o1 ---0x_1)(g9) =1
for all g € PGL(d, K).
By Lemmas 6.1 and 6.2 there exist C;,Ce > 0, which depend only on ¢, such that
ak+1(p(11)) = Cropr1(p(7))ort1(p(0))

(this is obvious when k + 1 = d) and
(01---ak-1)(p(yn)) 2 Ca(o1 -+ ar-1)(p(7)) (01 - - - k1) (p(1))-

Combining these facts with Observation 6.3 we see that

QMMMWW)—bg<Jﬂmwm))—kg<@1. (o1 ow)(p(ym)) )

or+1(p(ym) o—1)(p(ym))ok+1(p(vn))

k(p(7))ak(p(n))
“%<a@wm<»kﬂwm0
—log(C1C2) + ai(k(p(7))) + ck(k(p(n))),
which completes the proof. O

Finally, we obtain a lower bound which applies when ~(bg) lies within a bounded distance of
the projective line segment joining by to 1(bg).
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Lemma 6.6. Suppose that Q C P(R%) is properly convexr, T C Aut(f) is projectively visible and
p: ' = PGL(d,K) is a Py-transverse representation. For any by € Q and r > 0 there ezists
C >0 so that: if y,n €T,

da (v(bo), [bo, n(bo)la) <
and k € 0, then

ar(k(p(n))) = ar(r(p() + ar(k(p(v™'n))) — C.
Proof. If not, there exist sequences {v,} and {n,} in I" where
da (n(bo), [bo, 7 (bo)]) < r
and
ak(k(p(mn))) < ar(r(p(1n))) + ar(k(p(ry 1)) — 1.
We claim that {7, '7,} and {v,} are escaping sequences. Notice that
ar(k(p(1n))) = 1+ an(r(p(nn))) = ar(s(p(1y 1))

a1(p(m)))
aa(p(m)))
So {7} must be escaping. A similar argument shows that {v-'7n,} is escaping. Then

da (b0, [ (b0), ¥ "1 (B0)]e2) = da (W (bo), [bo, 1 (bo)]) < 7,

>n—log

SO
lim inf dpa) (Lbo (. (B0)); toy (Vﬁlnn(bo))> > 0.
By Lemma 6.4 there exists some C' > 0 such that

ar(k(p(mn))) = ar(k(p(1a))) + ar(k(p(r; i) = C
for n sufficiently large. So we have a contradiction. O

7. LOWER BOUNDS ON SHADOWS

We will need to restrict to a special class of transverse representations to obtain lower bounds
on the inradii of images of shadows. Recall, from the introduction, that a discrete subgroup
'y € PGL(d,K) is (1,1, g)-hypertransverse if Iy is Py-transverse for some 6 containing 1 and g,
and

F'4+ G+ g4
is a direct sum for all pairwise distinct F,G, H € Ay(T'9). Then we say that a Py-transverse
representation p : I' — PGL(d,K) is (1,1, q)-hypertransverse if 1,q € 0 and p(T') is a (1,1, q)-
hypertransverse subgroup of PGL(d, K). Theorem 4.2 implies that every (1, 1, ¢)-hypertransverse
subgroup is the image of a (1,1, ¢)-hypertransverse representation.

We obtain a bound on the inradius of limit sets of hypertransverse representations at uni-
formly conical limit points, which generalizes work of Pozzetti-Sambarino-Wienhard [43] from
the Anosov setting. For any by € 2 and R > 0, let

Ab07R(F) C Ag (F)

denote the set of points z € Aq(I") such that the geodesic ray [bg, x)q lies in a closed neighborhood
of radius R of the orbit of by, i.e.

[bo, z)q C T (BQ(bO,R)) .

We say that such limit points are R-uniformly conical from by.
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Theorem 7.1. Suppose that Q@ C P(R%) is a properly convex domain, T C Aut(Q) is a projectively
visible subgroup, p : I' — PGL(d,K) is (1,1, q)-hypertransverse with limit map & : Aq(T') —
f17q7d_q7d_1 and

a2(p(7)) = a¢(p(7))

for all v € T'. For any by € Q and r,R > 0, there exists C > 1 so that: if v € Ay r(I),
z € [bg,x)q and v € T satisfy da(z,v(by)) < r, then

1L o2(p(v)) A
B (w ng(p(,y))) N A (p(D) € €' (Or(bo, 2))

7.1. Projection onto a line. One major tool in the proof will be a projection of 02 onto the
projective line through a point x € Aq(I") and the basepoint by.

If 2 € Aa(T), let zopp € O\ {x} be the other point of intersection of the projective line
through by and x with 0Q2. For every x € 9€), fix a supporting hyperplane H, to  at x. Notice
that H, may intersect 02 — {z}, but it does not contain zqpp since (z, zopp) C 2. Moreover, if
z € Aq(T"), then H, = T,,0Q and H, cannot intersect Aq(I') — {z}. Thus, for each x € Aq(T),
the codimension 2 projective subspace

We =H, N Hy,

opp
does not intersect Aq(I"), so we may define

7zt Aa(T') = [Topp, T]a
by 72 (y) = [Zopp, ] N (y & Wy). Note that 7, (y) = « if and only if y = =.

Remark 7.2. When Q is the Klein-Beltrami model of real hyperbolic d-space, then m,(y) is the
orthogonal projection of y onto the geodesic (zopp, Z)q-

The construction of the map m, involves choosing a supporting hyperplane at each boundary
point. So, when 9 is not C?, there is no reason to expect that m,(y) or W, varies continuously
with z. However, the following weak continuity property will suffice for our purposes.

Lemma 7.3. Let {z,} and {y,} be sequences in Aq(I') such that x,, — = and y, — y. Then
x =y if and only if 7y, (yn) — x.

Proof. Since Q is compact, it suffices to consider the case when lim,_, T, (Yn) €xists.
By taking a subsequence, we may assume that Hy, .~ — H for some supporting hyperplane
H to Q at xopp. Since z,, € Aq(I") for all n and I is a projectively visible, we have

H,, =T, 00— T,00 = H,,

so Wy, — W = H, "W H. (It is possible that H # H,,  and W # W,.)
First, suppose that = y. By definition, 7, (yn) € yn ® Wy,,, which implies

lim 7 (yn) €y W =z W = H,.
n—oo
Since 7, (Yn) € [Tn.opp, Tn)a for all n, we have

nlglolo Tan (Yn) € [Topp, Zla-

It follows that 7., (yn) = Hy N [Topp, o = .
Conversely, suppose that 7, (y,) — =. Since y, € W, @ 7y, (yn), this implies that y €
W @ x = H,, which is possible only if x = y. O

As a consequence, we prove that if y is close enough to x, then 7, (y) € (b, x).
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Lemma 7.4. There exists § > 0 so that if x,y € Aq(T") and 0 < dP(RdO)(x,y) < 4, then m,(y) €
(bo, ).
Proof. If not, then there exist sequences {z,} and {y,} in Aq(T") such that
T2, (Yn) € [Tnoppsbolo  and 0 < dpgdy)(@n, yn) < 1/n
for all n. Passing to a subsequence, we can suppose that
zn > 2 €Ao(T), yn =y €Al) and 74, (Yn) — P € [Topp, bola-
Since dP(RdO)(:cn,yn) — 0, we have that = y, so Lemma 7.3 implies that p = x, which is a

contradiction. OJ

The following lemma shows that if z € [bg, x)q, z is near enough to the orbit I'(by) and 7, (y)
lies between z and z and far enough from z, then y lies in the shadow of z from by.

Lemma 7.5. Given r,7’ > 0, there exists T > 0 such that if x,y € Aq(T), z € [by,x)q,
da(z,T(bo)) <7, mx(y) € (2,2)q and do(7s(y),2) > T, then y € O, (b, 2).

Proof. If not, there exist sequences {x,}, {yn} in Aq(I') and {z,} in Q so that
Zn € [bOafEn)Qa dQ(Zn,F(bO)) < 7"/7 Wxn(yn) S (Zn’xn)Q’
do (7755” (yn)a Zn) >n and yp ¢ Or(bOa Zn)-
For all n € N, choose v, € T so that do(7,,1(2,),b0) < r’ and pass to a subsequence so that
Ynt(zn) = 2€Q, 3, bo) = beQ, v o) =7 € A(T), v, (Tnopp) — & € O,
Yo (yn) = § € Aa(T)  and " (Ho,opp) — H.

Let W = H N Hz, and note that v, *(W,,) — W. - -

Notice that z € [b,Z]q N €2, hence b # ¥, which implies that b € [2,7)q. If b = &, then
# € Aq(l'), and the visibility of I' implies that (2,Z)q C Q. If b # %, then b € Q, and the

convexity of 2 implies that (Z,7)q C Q. In either case, since H is a supporting hyperplane to
Q at z, it follows that z ¢ H, which implies that = ¢ W.

Since v, ! (T, (Yn)) € (v (20), 70 ' (20)) 2, and
Jim do (7, (e, (yn)), 7 (2n)) = lim dg (s, (yn), 20) = o0,
we have v, (7, (yn)) — Z. Also, since ¢ W,
y= lim 'Yr?l(yn) € lim V;I(Wxn ® o, (Yn)) = Wz = lim V;I(Hxn) = H;.
n—oo n—oo n—oo

As such, g = Z because z,y € Aq(I") and T is a projectively visible subgroup. Then

lim_do(zn, (bo, yn)e) = lim do(y;" (z0), % (bo, yn)e) = da(Z, (b, 7)) = 0

n—oo n—oo
and so y, € O,(bo, z,) for n sufficiently large. This is a contradiction. O

7.2. Proof of Theorem 7.1. Fix by € Q and r,R > 0. Let 6 > 0 be the constant given by
Lemma 7.4.

The following lemma is the crucial estimate in the proof. It shows that if v(bg) is near m,(y),
then one obtains a lower bound on the distance between &!(z) and ¢!(y) in terms of ay(p(7)).

Lemma 7.6. There exists C1 > 1 so that if x,y € Aq(T"), v € T, 0 < dp(Rdo)(Jf,y) < 5 and
da(y(bo), 2 (y)) < R, then
1 a2(p(v))

d]P’(]Kd) (51(1‘)751(3/)) > am
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Proof. If not, there exist sequences {z,,} and {y,} in Aq(T") and {7,} in T" such that for all n,
we have 0 < dP(RdO)(acn,yn) <0, do(Yn(bo), Tz, (yn)) < R, and

. | 1L o2(p(7n))
(9) dHD(Kd) (f (n), € (yn)) < ﬁm

Passing to a subsequence, we may assume that
Tp — T € AQ(F)’ Yn — Y € AQ(F)a (Wxn(yn)) —z €Q,
T (bo) > b€ QUAA(D),  Tnlbo) > bED uAQ( ). Y (an) = 7 € Ao(DD),

T () = G € Ma(D), 7 (Tnopp) = & €02 and ' (Ha,,,) — H.
Yn
Tn 1(-Tn)
’Y;l(mn@pp)
-7" b Ten (Yn) L
o 0 (00"

fdiq(')’;l(xn,opp)

C 1 2iletm))

= C o1(p(yn))

FIGURE 2. Lower bound on the size of shadow.

We first show that {,} is an escaping sequence, b = z = y, b = # and & # z. Since ¢! is
injective and continuous, and dP(Kd)(fl(fcn),fl(yn)) — 0, we know that z = y. By Lemma 7.3,

we have 7, (yn) — @ € Aq(T'). Then, since {7, (s, (yn)) : n = 1} is a relatively compact
subset of Q, it follows that {7,} is an escaping sequence, so b,b € Aq(I"). By Proposition 2.7(2),

b= nh—>nolo Tn (7;1(7%” <yn))) - nh—golo Tan (yn) =x.

Since I' acts as a convergence group on A(T') (see Proposition 3.5(3)), 7, ! converges to b uni-
formly on compacta in A(I') — {z}. Since {@yopp : 7 > 1} is relatively compact in A(I') — {z},
we have £ = b. Since d (bo, Yt ([n, :L‘mopp]g)) < R, we see that & # .



ENTROPY RIGIDITY FOR CUSPED HITCHIN REPRESENTATIONS 31

Note that H is a supporting hyperplane to © at &. Since T = b € Aq(T), the supporting
hyperplane to 2 at & is unique, so H = H;. Thus, if we denote W = Hz N Hj, then

zZ= (W@gj) N[z, Z]q.

In particular, &, Z and g are pairwise distinct points in Aq(I") (see Figure 2), so the transversality
of p gives

(10) @) + 671 (@) =K =€ (y) + 7 (@),
and the assumption that p is (1,1, ¢)-hypertransverse implies
(11) @)+ () +¢U2)
is a direct sum.

For each n, let p(v,) = mpanl, be the Cartan decomposition of p(v,), where my, ¢, €
PU(d,K) and a, € exp(a®). Also let v, = (v},...,v?) and w, = (w},...,w?) be unit vectors
so that

[on] = a5 'my (€ (@n))  and [wn] = agmy (€ (yn))-

Then ;1 ([v,]) = &Y (v, 2n) and £, ([wy]) = €(y, 'y,). Passing to a subsequence, we can
suppose that

by =0, vy, — o= ..o and w, »w=(w,..., w).

Since p is a Pj 4 4—q,d—1-transverse representation, and {vn} is an escaping sequence such
Yt (bo) — 2 and 7, (bo) — =, Lemma 2.1 implies that

(12) ¢7N#) = lim Uai(p(v, ")) = £~ (Spang (eit1, - - -, €a))
n—oo
for i =1 and i = ¢. Also, since ¢! is continuous,

(@) =71 ([]) and &'(y) = ([w).

Hence, Equations (10) and (12) (with 4 = 1) imply that v! # 0 # w!, so v} # 0 # w} for
sufficiently large n. Equations (11) and (12) (with i = ¢) imply that the collection of vectors

{v,w,eq41,...,eq} are linearly independent over K. In particular, there is some j € {2,...,q}
such that

vl wd

ol T 70

Consider the affine chart
A%l = {[(ul, . ,ud)} e P(KY) : u! # o}

of P(K%). Let dya—1 denote the pullback to A4~ of the standard metric on K¢ ! via the
identification A1 ~ K% given by
2 d

u u
[(Ul,...,ud):| — <ul,,u1> .
Since v} # 0 # w} for sufficiently large n and a1 (k(p(7))) — oo, we have

Jim_an([on]) = [ed] = Tim ap(fwn]),
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so there is a compact K C A?! that contains a,([v,]) and a,([w,]) for sufficiently large n.
Choose C > 1 so that d]P)(Kd) and dua—1 are C-bilipschitz on K. Then

dp(ay (€' (), € () = dpeay (PO)E (1 (@), P()E (0 (Un)) = Aty (an([va]), an([wnl))

L 1S ailpm))? |vh wi [
> Fdpat (an(fon]), an([wn])) = 5 ggl(p(w)g iy

1oj(p(y) |vh  wh

Cor(p(w)) v w}

Thus, by (9) and the hypothesis that o4(p(7,)) = g2(p(m)),

0= nlggo mdP(Kd) (fl(xn)a él(yn)) > énh_{lolo m (

w]
’LUl

c 70

and we have achieved a contradiction. O

vl

If Theorem 7.1 does not hold, then for every n there exist z, € Ay, r(I'), yn € Aq(T),
Zn € [bo, Tn)q and 7y, € I such that

do(zn, ¥ (00)) <7, Yn & Op(bo,2,) and dP(Kd)(gl(xn),fl(yn)) < im.

In particular, x,, # y, for all n. Also, by taking subsequences, we may assume that
zn = €A(l), yn—=y€Ag(l)) and 7,(bo) = be QUAQ(D).

Since £ is a continuous embedding, z = y. So by passing to a tail of our sequences, we can
assume that 0 < dP(RdO)(acn,yn) < ¢ for all n. Also, since z,, € Ay, g(I"), there exists 3, € I’

with dg(mz, (Yn), Bn(bp)) < R. Then, by Lemma 7.6 (for the first inequality) and assumption
(for the second), there exists C; > 1 that does not depend on n, so that

o2(p(Bn)) Ly 1 g@(P(’Yn))
(13) (B = 1oy (€1@n) € (o)) < 52000 3

Notice that 0;(s()) = 05(p(1n)p(7 ) and
da (v ' B(bo),bo) = da(B(bo), v (bo)) < da(ma, (Yn), z0) + R+ 1.
So if we set
Sp = max {o1(p(n)) : da(n(bo), bo) < do(ms, (Yn), 2n) + R+ 1},
then for all j € {1,...,d}, we have
1

5 3(P(m)) < 05(p(Bn) < Snoj(p(n)-
Thus, (13) implies that S,, > , /& — 00, 80
(14) lim dq(ms, (Yn), 2n) = 0.

n—oo

Since y, ¢ O, (by, zn) and do(7s, (yn), 2n) — 00, Lemma 7.5 (with 7/ = r) implies that by
taking the tail end of the sequence, we may assume that 7, (yn) € (zn,xn)q for all n. At the
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same time, since 0 < dP(RdO)(:):n,yn) < ¢ for all n, Lemma 7.4 implies that 7, (yn) € (bo, n)-
Thus 74, (Yn) € [bo, zn]q for all n.
Equation (1) implies that

afi™ ([0, zale, [bo, T (b0)lo ) < da(zn, 7n (b)) < 7-
Then, since 74, (yn) € [bo, 2n]a and d(5n(bo), 7z, (yn)) < R, we see that

da (Bn(bo), [bo; Yn(bo)]l) < R+
So by Lemma 6.6 there exists C' > 0, depending only on R + 7, such that

a1(k(p(1n))) = a1(k(p(Ba))) + ar(k(p(By 1)) = C = ar(k(p(Bn))) — C
for all n. But this contradicts Equation (13). O

8. LOWER BOUNDS ON HAUSDORFF DIMENSION
In this section we complete the proof of Theorem 1.4 which we restate here.

Theorem 8.1. Suppose that I' C PGL(d,K) is (1,1, q)-hypertransverse and o3(y) = o4(7y) for all
v eTI'. Then

dimp (Aq,¢(T)) = 6°1(I).

As mentioned in the introduction, Theorem 8.1 generalizes earlier results of Pozzetti-Sambarino-
Wienhard [43] for (1, 1, 2)-hyperconvex Anosov representations and Bishop-Jones [6] for Kleinian
groups.

8.1. Proof of Theorem 8.1. Let § = {1,q,d — q,d — 1}. By Theorem 4.2, there exist a properly
convex domain Q C P(R%), a projectively visible subgroup I’y C Aut(2) and a Pj-transverse
representation p : I'o — PGL(d, K) with limit map & : Aq(I'g) — Fp, such that p(I'g) =TI and
E(Aq(To)) = Ap(T"). Then, by definition, p is a (1, 1, ¢)-hypertransverse representation.

Choose by € 2 so that Stabr,(bg) = id. Then the orbit map v — v(by) € Q is injective and
To(bo) is a closed discrete subset of . Further, the function ¢ : T'g(by) — (0, 1] given by

is well defined.

The following technical result places us in the situation where we may apply the argument of
Bishop and Jones.

Proposition 8.2. For any 0 < 6 < §**(TI), there exist ro, Do > 0 such that if z € Tg(by), then
there exists a finite subset C(z) of To(by) — {2z} with the following properties

(1) if w e C(z), then Ogy,(by,w) C Oy, (by, 2),

(2) the sets {Oapy(bo, W)}y ec(s) are pairwise disjoint,
(3) if w e C(z), then do(z,w) < Dy,

(4) Lwecz) c(w)’ > e(2)°.

Assuming Proposition 8.2 for the moment we prove Theorem 8.1.

Outline of proof: We will construct, for each 0 < 6 < 0*(I'), a set E5s C A (Iy), a measure p;
on 0L supported on Ejs and constants C,tg > 0 such that:

Ehis (B]P(Kd)(p7 t)) <ct’
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for all p € P(Kd) and 0 < t < ty. Once we do so, then we may apply simple covering arguments
in the spirit of Frostman’s Lemma, see for instance [7, Theorem 1.2.8 and Lemma 3.1.1], to show
that

dimg (A1 0(T)) > dimg (&' (Es)) > 6.

Taking the limits as § — 0“1(I") will yield that dimg (A1 (T")) > 6*'(I"). Since Corollary 5.2
implies that dimg (Aq(I")) < d*1(I"), our theorem will follow.

Fix 0 < § < 0?1(I"), and let ro, Dy > 0 be as given by Proposition 8.2.

We inductively construct a tree 7 = 75 C € with root by, whose vertices are a subset of I'y(by),
and with the property that for every vertex z € T, its children C(z) satisfy the conditions in
Proposition 8.2. (Notice that, by definition, Oy, (bg, z) = 99 if dq(bo, z) < rp.) Properties (1)
and (2) in Proposition 8.2 guarantee that our inductive construction does indeed produce a tree.

Let E = Es C Aq(I'g) be the set of accumulation points of the vertices of 7. Since I'g(bg) is
discrete and 7T is infinite, £ is non-empty. We now observe that F is uniformly conical.

Lemma 8.3.

(1) For any x € E there exists a (discrete) geodesic ray {x,} in T such that xo = by, xp, — x
and

T € m Oy (bo, Tp).

neN
(2) E C AmeO(FQ) C AQ7C(F0) where Ry = %DO + 27rg.

Proof. (1): Fix x € E. Then there exist a sequence of vertices {w,,} in T with w,, — . We
may pass to a subsequence so that wy,, — w € 05T, the abstract visual boundary of 7. Let
0:Z>o— T be a geodesic ray that starts at by and limits to w. Let z,, = o(n) and let

kpm = max{n : w,, is a descendent of z,}.

Observe that k,, — oo, so we may pass to a subsequence so that the sequence {k,,} is strictly
increasing.

Since xp+1 is a child of x,, for all n and wy, is a descendent of zj,  for all m, Proposition 8.2
part (1) gives

027‘0 (b07$n+1) C Oro (bo, xn) and 027"0 (bo, wm) - Oro (b(],.%’km)

for all n and m. Hence,

Lbo(wm) € OTo(b0>$km) = ﬂ OTo(b0733n)a

n<km

where ¢, is the radial projection. Since {ky,} is strictly increasing,

(15) x = n}gnoo Wy, = n}gnoo Loy (W) € ﬂ Or (bo, ).
neN

Finally, we prove that x,, — x. By (15), there exists a sequence {y,} along the geodesic ray
[bo, x)q in Q such that do(yn,x,) < ro for all n. Suppose for contradiction that the sequence
{zy,} does not converge to x. Then by taking a subsequence, we may assume that =, — y € E for
some y # x. Let {7,} be the sequence in Iy so that 7, (by) = x,, for all n. Then Proposition 2.7
part (2) implies that ~,(b) — y for all b € Q and the convergence is locally uniform. Since
{7 (yn)} is relatively compact in €2, we have v, = v,,(v,  (yn)) — y. However, by construction
Yn C [bo, z) for all n, so this is not possible.



ENTROPY RIGIDITY FOR CUSPED HITCHIN REPRESENTATIONS 35

(2): Fix x € E. By (1), there is a geodesic ray {z,} in T such that z,, — =, and there exists
a sequence {y,} along the geodesic ray [by, z)q in Q such that do(yn,z,) < r¢ for all n. Then
by Proposition 8.2 part (3),

do(yn, Ynt+1) < da(zn, Tnt1) + 219 < Do + 2r9.
It then follows that

o o0
1 1
[bo, z)o C nLJI Bq <yn> §D0 + 7“0) C nU1 Bq <5L’m §D0 + 2?”0)-

Since xz, € I'g(by) for all n, we have x € Ay g,(I'0), where Ry = %Do + 2rg. Therefore,
E C Ay ry(I'o). Lemma 3.6 implies that Ay, r,(I'0) C Ag.(I'0), which completes the proof. [

We now construct a well-behaved probability measure p on E.

Lemma 8.4. There exists a Borel probability measure pu = ps on 02 such that w(E) =1 and
(1) 11 (O (bo,2)) < c(2)° for every vertez z of T and
(2) there exists C > 0 and ty > 0 so that if 0 < t <ty and p € P(K?), then
& n(B(p, 1) < CF,
where B(p,t) is the ball of radius t in P(K?) centered at p.
Proof. Let V,, denote the set of vertices of T at distance n from by (with respect to the integer-

valued metric on the vertices of 7). We inductively define a sequence of Borel probability
measures supported on V,,. First let po be the Dirac measure d, at bg. Then, inductively define

e 3 (5 ).

2€Vn-1 wel(z weC(z)

We may view {u,} as a sequence of probability measures on the compact space 7 U E, so
it has a weak-* subsequential limit p, which is a probability measure on 7 U E. Further, since
dq(bo, Vi) — 00, the support of u lies in E.

(1): Let z be a vertex of T, and let n be the integer such that z € V,,. If 2’ is a descendent of
z, then Proposition 8.2 part (1) implies that O, (bo, 2') C Oy (bo, 2). Also, by Proposition 8.2
part (2) and induction, if w € V,, — {z}, then

027»0 (bo, Z) N OQTO (bo, w) = 0.
As such, if we denote the cone over Oy, (by, z) C 0N based at by by
C(OQTO (b(], Z)) C Q,

then the set of vertices in U;>,V; that lie in C(Oay (b, 2)) is precisely the set of descendants of
z. This, together with the definition of p,,, implies that

m(C(O2r, (bo, 2))) = 11n(C(O2ry (bo; 2)))

for all m > n. Furthermore, if {by = xo,z1,...,2n—1,2, = 2} is the geodesic in T between by
and z, then by induction and Proposition 8.2 part (4), we have
-1
5 c(z;)°

2) =c(z < (2).
pin(2) = c(z) s ey < c(2)

Since C(Oar, (bo, 2)) NV, = {2}, it now follows that for all m > n
m(C(Oaro (b0, 2))) < ¢(2)’.
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Thus, 1(Oa2p (o, 2)) = limy,—y00 tm (C(O2ry (bo, 2))) < c(z)‘s, so (1) holds.
(2): Let z,w € T be any two adjacent vertices. By Proposition 8.2 part (3), do(z,w) < Dy.
So if we set

S — max {m : do(bo, y(bo)) < Dg} ,
then

(16) Lo2) < c(w) < Se(2).

S
By Lemma 8.3 part (1), for any x € E there exists a geodesic ray {x,} in T starting at
2o = bg such that z,, — z in ) and
x € ﬂ Oy, (bo, z1)-
neN

So there exists a sequence {y,} along the geodesic ray [by, z) in 2 with do(yn,z,) < 7o for all
n. By Theorem 7.1 and Lemma 8.3 part (2), there exists C7 > 1 (that depends on Ry but not
x) such that

(17) B <§1(x), c(gﬁ) NA(T) C ¢! ( ro(bg,yn)) cel (62r0(bo,xn)>
for all n. Then by (1),
(19 (B (@, “5) ) < e’

Since Iy is Pj-divergent, ¢(z,) — 0. Let

= — min{c(z) : > W}.

C
If 0 < t < t1, there is some positive integer n such that ¢(x,41) < tC1 < ¢(xy,). By (16),
Lean) _, _ elan)
S 01 Cl

so, Equation (18) implies that
el (B (€ @.0) < € (B (80,550 )) < cle)’ < @510
1

Let tg = t1/2. Suppose that p € P(K%) and 0 < t < ty. Since u is supported on E,
either B(p,t) N¢LY(E) is empty, in which case (¢1)*u(B(p,t)) = 0 or there exists x € E so that
¢Y(x) € B(p,t) NEY(E), in which case B(p,t) C B(&(x),2t), so

&1 (B(p,1) < &1 (B(EH(@),21)) < (C18)°(21)° < (2C19)°¢°.
Therefore, (2) holds with C' = (2C15)°. O
Let {B(p;,r;)} be a countable covering of £!(E) by open balls. Lemma 8.4 implies that

1
T’(L; 2 625* plarz sl 67

so dimg (¢Y(E)) > 6. Since &' : AQ(FO) — Ay(T") is a p-equivariant homeomorphism and E C
Aq(T), we see that £1(E) C Ay (T). Therefore,

dimg (A1 o(T)) > dimg (€' (E)) > 4.
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Since 0 can be chosen to be any positive number less than 6%*(T"), it follows that
dimp (Aq,0(T)) > 6°1(I).
By Corollary 5.2, dimpg (A1,¢(I')) < 6*(I'), and this completes the proof of Theorem &.1.

8.2. Proof of Proposition 8.2. It remains to prove Proposition 8.2. We start with some obser-
vations about shadows. For any integer n > 0, let

A, = {z e T(by) : e~ < ¢(2) < e*"} .

Notice that, since I' is P;-divergent, A, is finite. We first show that there is a uniform lower
bound on distance which implies that two points in 4,, have disjoint shadows.

Lemma 8.5. For any r > 0 there exists Cy = Cy(r) > 0 such that if n > 0, z,w € A, and
da(z,w) > Cp, then
O, (bg, z) N O (bg, w) = 0.

Proof. We prove the contrapositive. Suppose

z € Or(bo,¥(bo)) N Or(bo, n(bo))
and v(bo),n(byp) € A,. Then there exist z/,w’ € [byg,z)q such that do(y(b),2’) < r and
da(n(bo),w’) < r. Without loss of generality we can assume that 2z’ € [by, w']q. Then Equa-
tion (1) implies that
do(v(bo), [bo, n(bo)]) <+ da(2', [bo, n(bo)]a) < 2r.

So, by Lemma 6.6, there exists C' > 0, which only depends on 27, such that

ai(p(n)) > a1(p(7)) + a1 (p(y ') = C.

Since v(bo), 1(bo) € An,
a(p(y™') < C + 1.

So if
Co = max {dq(bo, B(bo)) : B €T and a1(p(p)) < C+ 1},
then
da(v(bo); n(bo)) = da(bo, 7~ 'n(bo)) < Co.
Since Cy only depends on r this completes the proof. O

The next lemma is needed to define the constants r¢g and Dy in Proposition 8.2.

Lemma 8.6. Given t > 0, there exists 7o = ro(t) > 0 and No = No(t) > 0 such that if z,w €
To(bo) — {bo}, da(bo,w) > Ny, and le,(RdO)(Lbo (2), L, (w)) > t, then

027"0 (Zv w) C 07‘0 (Zv bO) N O2To+1(b0a w)'

Proof. Since Ty C Aut(2) is projectively visible, there exists rg > 0 such that if p,q € Aq(Ty)
and dP(RdO)(p, q) > t, then

dQ(b()? (p7 q)Q) S To.

Suppose, for contradiction, that the lemma fails for this value of ry. Then for every positive
integer n, there exist z,,w, € I'o(by) — {bp} and

Tp € 027“0 (Zna wn) - (Oro (Zna bO) N 02T0+1 (b07 wn))
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such that dq(bp,w,) > n and dP(RdO)(LbO(Zn),LbO(U)n)) > t. For each n, let v, € Ty be the
element with w, = v,(by), and choose u,, € [z,,zy)q so that d(wy,u,) < R. By passing to a
subsequence, we can suppose that

wy = w € Ag(To), 2z, —2€Q, z, = x €N, 'ygl(bo) — b e Aq(Ty),
Yill(uy) = w€Q and v, (z,) — T € 9.
Then dpraoy (1, (2), w) = ¢ and so (see Figure 3)
(19) da(bo, (2, w)a) < da(bo, (ty,(2), w)a) < 70
We will obtain a contradiction by showing that x € O, (2, bg) N Oayy+1(bo, w).

w =2

Lbo(z)

FIGURE 3. = € O,,(z,b).

Proposition 2.7 part (2) implies that

(20) (V) = w
locally uniformly over all v € P(R%) — T390 and
(21) Yo (v) = b

locally uniformly over all v € P(R%®) — T,,09. Since {7, ' (u,)} is relatively compact in €, (20)
implies that
Tim o, = lim (9 (un) = w.

Since un € [zn, Tn)q for all n, it follows that w € [z, z]q. Since dp(gdg)(thy (), w) = t and w € 0L,
we must have z = w. Then (19) implies that do(bo, (z,z)q) < 70, or equivalently, x € O, (z, bp),
see Figure 3.

Since dq(bo, (z,w)q) < ro, we see that z ¢ T,0Q. Hence, {z,} is relatively compact in
P(R%) — T,,09, so (21) implies that ~; *(z,) — b. Then @ € (b, Z)q, which gives

Jim_ da(up, (bo, 2n)o) = lim do (v (un), v (bos Tn)) = da(@, (b, Z)q) = 0.

So for sufficiently large n,

0 # Ba(un, 1) N (bo, xn)a C Ba(wy,2rg+ 1) N (bo, ),
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w = T

FIGURE 4. = € Og+1(bo, w).

or equivalently, x,, € Ogy,+1(bo,wy), see Figure 4. Thus, x € Ogy,+1(bo, w), which completes
the proof. 0O

For any y € 002 and any t > 0, set
Bly,t) = {w € To(bo) — {bo} : dpguio (100 (1), ) < t}.
Fix € > 0 such that 0 < 0 < § + € < 6*(I"). Then
Z c(w)’te = oo.
’LUGFo(bQ)
Thus, for each n > 0, there is some z;,, € Aq(I'g) such that
Z c(w)’T€ = 0.
weB(zn,1/n)
By taking a subsequence, we may assume that z,, — x € Aq(I'g). Then for every t > 0,
(22) Z c(w)’te = 0o
weB(x,t)
We prove the following refinement of Equation (22).

Lemma 8.7. If y € T'y(z) and t > 0, then

lim sup Z c(w)® = oco.
oo weA,NB(y,t)

Proof. Choose v € Ty so that y(z) = y. Since + is a diffeomorphism and P(Rdo) is compact,
there exists D = D() > 1 so that

dP(Rdo)('Y(a)u v(b)) < DdP(Rdo)(a’ b)
for all a,b € P(R%). Also, since
aa(p(7))o;(p(n) < aj(p(yn)) < a1(p(v))a;(p(n))
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for all j € {1,...,d}, we may enlarge D if necessary to ensure that

) = Fe(w)

for all w € T'y(bp). Then
€ € 1 €
g c(w)’Fe = E c(w)’Te > Tote E c(w)’T¢ = 0.

weB(y,t) weB(y(z),t) weB(xz,t/D)

If Hm supy, 00 2 e A, nB(y.0) c(w)? < oo, then there exists C' > 0 such that
Z c(w)’ < C.
weARNB(y,t)
for all n € N. Then

o0 o0
R OREDD ( 3 cw) <Y e <o,
weB(y,1) n=0 weAnNB(y,t) n=0
which is a contradiction. O

We are now ready to finish the proof of Proposition 8.2. Choose z’ € I'(z) — {z} and fix
1
0 < t() < ZdP(RdO)(‘T’x/)'

Note that o1(p(vn)) < o1(p(y))o1(p(n)) for all 4,n € T. Thus, by Lemma 6.1, there exists
C1 = Ci(tg) so that if ,n € Ty satisfy dP(RdO)(be (n(bo)), thy (Y"1 (b0o))) > to, then

(23) oa(p(vn)) >0 o2(p(7)) 92(p(1))
a1(p(vn)) a1(p(7)) o1(p(n))
Also, let rg = ro(tg) > 0 and Ny = Ny(tp) > 0 be the constants given by Lemma 8.6. Then let

Co = Cp(2r9+ 1) > 0 be the constant from Lemma 8.5. Since Iy is a discrete group, there exist
a finite partition

) 02
) o1

Fo(bo) =P U---UPy
such that each P; is Cp-separated. By definition

lim min dg(bg, 2) = 0.
n—o0 z€ A, Q( 0> )

So by Lemma 8.7, there exist n,n’ > 1 such that

24 in d by) > N
@ <Al dolm bo) = No

L
Z c(w)® > Yok and
weA,NB(z,t0) 1

L
>, cw)’ >
C
weA,1NB(x' to) 1
Thus, there exist iy,,» € {1,..., L} such that
1
(25) Z c(w)’ > — and Z c(w)? >

- §
wESy Cl
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where S, = P;, N A, N B(x,t9) and Sy = P; , N A, N B(a',tg). Set

Dy= ma dq (b, 2).
0 zEAnUXAn/ a(bo, 2)

Fix z = y(bo) € I'(bo). Since dpgag)(x,2") > 4to, there exists y € {z, 2’} such that

(26) d]P’(]RdO) (yv 2 (7_1(b0))) > 2tp.

Let C(2) = v(Sy) C I'o(bo) — {z}. We check that C(z) satisfies parts (1)—(4) of Proposition 8.2.
Since Sy C B(y, to), (26) implies that

(27) dp(Rdo) (Lbo (V_I(w))a by (’7_1([90))) > 1o
for all w € C(z). Since Sy C A, U Ay, (24) implies that
(28) da(bo, 7 (w)) = No

for all w € C(2). Since Sy C P; , Sy is Cp-separated, so by Lemma 8.5,

y?

(29) Oarg+1(bo, 7 (w)) N Oy 11 (bo, ¥~ (w')) =0

for all distinct w,w’ € C(2).
Lemma 8.6, (27), and (28) imply that

Oary(b0,0) = 7(O2rg (7™ (b0). 7™ () € (Ory (77 (b0): b0) ) = Orq (b0, 2).

for all w € C(z), so part (1) holds. Lemma 8.6 and (29) imply that
v (O2m(b07 w) N Oz (bo, w')) = O2ry (7" (b0), 7™ (w)) N Oy (7 (bo), 7~ ()
C Oarg11(bo, 7™ (w)) N Ozpg1 (bo, v (') = 0.
for all distinct w,w’ € C(z), so part (2) holds. Since Sy C A, U A,/, we know that
da(z,w) = do(bo, v *(w)) < Dy,
for all w € C(z), so part (3) holds. Finally, for each w € C(z), choose n,, € I'g so that
M (bo) =77 (w) € Sy

By (27), we have dpgdo) (b (M (bo)), tae (v~ (b)) > to, s0 by (23),

02(10(77711))) >0 0—2(p(7)) 02(0(7711))) _ C’lc(z)c(v_l(w)).

c(w) = o1 (p(Vw)) o1(p(7)) o1(p(nw))

Z c(w)? > Cl¢(z)° Z c(w)® > ¢(z)°.

wel(z) wESy

This completes the proof of Proposition 8.2 and hence the proof of Theorem &.1.
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9. CRITICAL EXPONENTS AND ENTROPIES

In this section, we show that critical exponents and entropies agree for cusped Py-Anosov
representations of geometrically finite Fuchsian groups. This generalizes results of Glorieux-
Montclair-Tholozan [27, Thm. 3.1] and Pozzetti-Sambarino-Weinhard [43, Prop. 4.1] from the
Anosov setting. Notice that Proposition 1.7 from the introduction is a special case of this result.

Proposition 9.1. IfT" C PSL(2,R) is geometrically finite, p : T' — PGL(d,K) is Py-Anosov, and
¢ € By(p)*, then h?(p) = 6%(p).

Proof. We will make crucial use of the fact that if there is a definite angle between the attracting
k-plane and the repelling (d — k)-plane of a Pj-proximal element, then the k" fundamental
weights of the Cartan and Jordan projections are uniformly close.

Lemma 9.2. [27, Lemma 2.36] Given n > 0, there exists C > 0 so that if g € PGL(d,K) is
Py-prozimal, V is its attracting k-plane and W is its repelling (d — k)-plane, and £L(V,W) > n,
then
|wk(v(9)) — wi(k(g))| < C.
We use this to control the difference between the Jordan and Cartan projections of images of
elements whose axes in H? pass through a compact subset of H?Z.

Lemma 9.3. Given a compact subset K C H?, there exists C > 0 so that if v € Lhyp and its axis
passes through K, then

|wr(k(p(7))) — wi(v(p(7)))] < C
for all k € 6.

Proof. By compactness and the transversality of &, there exists 7 > 0 so that if the geodesic
with endpoints z,w € A(T) intersect K, then Z(£F(z),£%F(w)) > n for all k € §. We may now
apply Lemma 9.2 to deduce the lemma. U

We first prove that h?(p) > 6?(p). Denote a(¢) = 3" ,cp |ar|, where
¢ = arwi.
keb

Since I' is geometrically finite, there is a compact subset K C H? so that if v € T" is hyperbolic,
then there exists a conjugate of v whose axis intersects K. Moreover, by Lemma 9.3, there exists
C > 0 such that

|6(k(p(7))) = (v (p(7)))] < a(é)C

for all v € I',, whose axis intersects K. It follows that

# {[’y] € Thyp) ‘ (v < T} < # {’y € Tnyp ’ the axis of v intersects K and ¢(v(p(7))) < T}

< # {7 e | olr(p() < T +a(6)C}
for all T > 0. Since

5(p) = imsup - log # {7 € T | 6(s(p(1)) < T}
T—o00
this implies that h?(p) < §%(p).
We now prove the opposite inequality. A special case of a result of Abels-Margulis-Soifer [,
Theorem 4.1] implies that there exist ¢ > 0 and a finite subset A of I' such that if v € T", then
there exists a € A so that ya € Ty, and dy g2 (@) T, () ™) > p.
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Let K’ C H? be a compact set so that any bi-infinite geodesic whose endpoints are at least u
apart pass through K’. By Lemma 9.3, there is some C’ > 0 such that

|6((p(7))) = d(w(p(1)))] < a($)C’
for all v € ', whose axis intersects K’. For all v € T, set
A, ={n€ (vA)NThy,: the axis of n intersects K'}.
Since A is finite, there exists £ > 0 so that if v € I" and n € A,, then
B(s(p()) < E + 6(s(p(1))).

For any 1 € Ty, let £(n) denote the minimal translation distance of 7 in H?. Since K is
compact, there exists a positive integer D such that for any n € I'y,,, at most Df(n) of the
I-translates of the axis of n intersect K', or equivalently, at most D/(n) conjugates of n have
axes that intersect K’. Also, since p is Py-Anosov, there are constants C' > 0 and ¢ > 1 such
that

€(n) < dg2(n(bo), bo) < cé(k(p(n))) +C
for all n € I'yyp. Furthermore, note that any element 7 € I' can lie in A, for at most |.A| different
~v € I'. Thus, for all T > 0,

#{veT | o(nlp(1)) ST} < |A# {n €T | ne A, for some 7 € T such that ¢(x(p(+))) < T}
< |A# {77 € Thyp ‘ the axis of 7 intersects K’ and ¢(x(p(n))) < E + T}
< VAID((E +T) + C)#t { ) € [Chyp) | 6(p(1)) < E+T +a(8)C"}
This implies that 6% (p) < h?1(p). O

We use a similar argument to show that the ¢-Poincaré series Qﬁ(r) diverges at its critical
exponent.

Proposition 9.4. IfT' C PSL(2,R) is geometrically finite, p : T' — PGL(d,K) is Py-Anosov, and
o€ BG(P)+a then Qﬁ(p) (5¢(P)) = +00.

Proof. It follows immediately from Theorem 2.3 that there exists N € N and A > 0 so that if
n > N and

en9%(p)
5%(p) = (P € o] = n<dw(p() <n+1},  then  #8%(p) > 2

The argument above shows that if [y] € S%(p), then there exists 4 € [7] so that

¢(k(p(¥)) <n+1+a()C.
Therefore, if n > N,

Z €—5¢(P)¢>(H(P(7))) >
{7 €S (p)}

which implies that Qf;(r)((sd’(p)) = +00. O

Aend?(p)

—§¢ a(d)C
8t Lra()C) 5, Ae”TPHalO0)
n o n

Remark 9.5. Propositions 9.1 and 9.4 do not hold for all Py-transverse representations of geomet-
rically finite Fuchsian groups. If p : m1(S) — PO(3,1) is a geometrically infinite discrete faithful
representation such that A(p(m1(9))) is not all of 9H?, then p is a Pj-transverse representation
into PSL(4,R). However, R (p(T)) is infinite for all sufficiently large T' (see Bonahon [9]), so
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h¥1(p) = +oo with our definition. Moreover, 6“1(p) = 2 (see Canary [17, Cor. 4.2]) and the
ap-Poincaré series converges at s = 2 (see Sullivan [52, Thm. II]).

10. QUINT’S INDICATOR SET

In this section, we develop analyticity and convexity properties for the set of linear functionals
with entropy 1.

Suppose that I" is a geometrically finite Fuchsian group and p : I' — PGL(d, K) is Py-Anosov.
Following Sambarino [46], we define the Quint indicator set

Qs(p) = {& € By (p(T)) | h?(p) = 1}

which arises as the boundary of

Ro(p) = {0 € By (p(T) | 1(p) < 1}.

The following result generalizes a result of Sambarino [46, Prop. 4.7] for Hitchin represen-
tations, see also [42, Prop. 4.11] and [48]. (Sambarino [46] was inspired by work of Quint [44]
who studied the behavior of the entropy on the space of linear functionals in the case that the
representation is Zariski dense.) Theorem 1.10 from the introduction is a special case of the
result below.

Theorem 10.1. Suppose that I' C PSL(2,R) is geometrically finite and p : ' — PGL(d,R) is a
Py-Anosov representation. Then

(1) Qo(p) intersects each ray (based at 0) in By (p(T)) ezactly once.
(2) Qo(p) is an analytic submanifold of aj.
(3) Ro(p) is a convex subset of aj.
(4) If 1,02 € Qo(p), then the line segment in aj between ¢1 and ¢y lies in Qg(p) if and
only if
P1(v(p(7))) = ¢2(v(p(7)))
forallyeT.

In this proof, we will use the technology developed in Bray-Canary-Kao-Martone [11]. We
note that the results of that paper were stated for representations into SL(d,R), but a careful
reading verifies that the same arguments taken verbatim work for representations into PGL(d, R).

One first associates to any torsion-free, geometrically finite Fuchsian group I', a topologically
mixing, countable, one-sided Markov shift (3, o) with the big images and pre-images property
and countable alphabet A. If T' is convex cocompact, we use the Bowen-Series coding [14], if T’
is a non-cocompact lattice, we use the Stadlbauer-Ledrappier-Sarig coding [38, 51|, and in the
remaining cases, we use the coding of Dal’bo-Peigné [24]. In all cases, such a coding gives a pair
of maps

G:A—T and w: X" — A

with the property that if = Z7--- 2, € Fix"(X71), then w(z) is the attracting fixed point of
G(z1)...G(zy). If p: T — PGL(d,R) is Pyp-Anosov, then one can use Quint’s Iwasawa cocycle
[44] to construct a locally Holder continuous, vector-valued function 7, : ¥ — ag so that if
r =71 I, € Fix"(X1), then

n—1
SuTp() = D 7p(0(x)) = po(v(Gl21) - - G ()
=0

see [11, Thm. D*]. See [11] for careful definitions and more detailed statements.
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Given a locally Holder continuous function ¢ : ¥ — R one may define its Gurevich pressure
P(g) = sup he(p) + / gdp
HEM 3+

where M is the space of o-invariant probability measures on ¥+ and h,(p) is the measure-
theoretic entopy of o with respect to u. Notice that this pressure need not be finite. However,
it is analytic and convex on the space of finite pressure, locally a-Ho6lder continuous functions
for any o > 0 (see Mauldin-Urbanski [41, Thm. 2.6.12] or Sarig [49, Cor. 4]-[50, Prop. 4.4]). A
measure (g € M is said to be an equilibrium measure for a locally Hélder continuous function
g: YT = Rif

Plo) = aliag) + | g,

Proof of Theorem 10.1. First, notice that we may assume throughout that I' is torsion-free,
since any geometrically finite Fuchsian group I' has a finite index torsion-free subgroup 'y and
h?(p(T)) = h?(p(To)) for all ¢ € By (p(T)) = By (p(T'o))-

If «v is a parabolic element of T', then, by [19, Cor. 4.2], the quantity

~ e wi(p(e®))
Ck‘(p7a)_sli>rglo IOgS

is well-defined positive integer. If ¢ = 3", agwi, € By (p(I)), let

c(p, ¢) = inf {Z agcp(p,a) ra el parabolic} .

keo
We recall the following results from Bray-Canary-Kao-Martone [11].

Proposition 10.2. Let ¢ € B (p(I)).
(1) [11, Cor. 1.2, Lem. 3.3, Thm. D*] 0 < h%(p) < 400 and P(—t¢ o 1,) = 0 if and only if
t=h?(p).
(2) [11, Lem. 3.3, Thm. D*] P(—¢ o 1,) < +o0 if and only if c(p,¢) > 1. In particular,
E(p) =1{¢ € By (p(T)) | P(=doT,) < +00}
is an open subset of aj.
(3) [11, Lem. 3.4, Thm. D*] If P(—¢o7,) < 400, then there is a unique equilibrium measure
dm_gor, for —¢oT,.
Notice that (1) follows immediately from Proposition 10.2 part (1) and the observation that
hk® = %h‘z’ for all k£ > 0.
The function P : £ (p) — R given by

P(¢) = P(—¢poT,)

is convex and analytic since P is convex and analytic. By Proposition 10.2 part (1), P(gf)) =0
if and only if h?(p) = 1. Also, note that P(k¢) < P(¢) for all 1 < k < oo. Thus,

Rg(p) = P~'((—00,0]) and Qy(p) = P~1(0).

This proves (2) and (3).
Let ¢1,¢2 € Qpy(p) be distinct. Suppose that the line segment in aj between ¢; and ¢o also
lies in Qy(p), or equivalently, that

f(t)=P((t—1)p107, —tpa07,) =0
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for all ¢ € [0,1]. For any t € [0,1], Proposition 10.2 part (3) states that there is a unique
equilibrium measure m; for the function (¢t — 1)¢1 o 7, — t¢2 0 7,, so Mauldin and Urbanski’s
formula for the derivative of the pressure function [41, Prop. 2.6.13] (see also the discussion in
[11, Section 2]) implies that

f,(t):/y (pro07p — 2 07,) dmy = 0.

(Notice that by Proposition 10.2 part (2), £(p) is open, so f can be defined on some open interval
containing [0,1].) In particular, we can write the equality f'(1) =0 as

¢p10T7, dmy = ¢2 0T, dmy.
¥+ z+

Since, P(—¢2 0 7,) = 0 and m is an equilibrium measure for —¢9 o 7,

ha’(ml) = / ¢2 (e] Tp d’ml
>+

so we see that

ha’(ml)_/ ¢10Tp dmlz/ ngOTp dml—/ (;5107'p dmlz().
>+ 3+ >+

So, my is also an equilibrium measure for —¢; o 7,. Since Proposition 10.2 part (3) implies that
—¢1 07, has a unique equilibrium measure, mg = my. Sarig [50, Thm. 4.8] showed that this only
happens when ¢; o 7, and ¢, o 7, are cohomologous, so the Livsic Theorem [50, Thm. 1.1] (see
also Mauldin-Urbanski [41, Thm. 2.2.7]) implies that ¢1(v(p(7))) = ¢2(v(p(7))) for all v € T
We have completed the proof. O

Since domain groups of (traditional) Anosov representations admit topologically mixing, fi-
nite Markov codings (see Bridgeman-Canary-Labourie-Sambarino [13] or Constantine-LaFont-
Thompson [20]), one may apply the exact same argument to obtain the analogous result in this
setting, see also Sambarino [48].

Theorem 10.3. Suppose that T' is a hyperbolic group and p : T' — PGL(d,R) is a Py-Anosov
representation. Then

(1) Qp(p) intersects each ray (based at 0) in B, (p(T)) exactly once.
(2) Qo(p) is a analytic submanifold of aj.
(3) Ro(p) is a convex subset of aj.
(4) If ¢1,02 € Qq(p), then the line segment in aj between ¢1 and ¢o lies in Qq(p) if and
only if
¢1(v(p(7))) = ¢2(v(p(7)))

for all v €T.

11. ENTROPY RIGIDITY

In this section we establish our main result. It remains to prove Proposition 1.5, which bounds
the Hausdorff dimension of the limit set of a Hitchin representation, check that all exterior
powers of Hitchin representations are (1, 1,2)-hypertransverse and carefully apply Sambarino’s
classification of Zariski closures of Hitchin representations.
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11.1. Hausdorff dimension of positive curves. We prove that the image of a continuous, positive
map has Hausdorff dimension at most 1. The proof below is a mild generalization of the standard
proof that the graph of a monotonic function f : [a,b] — R has Hausdorff dimension 1. Notice
that Proposition 1.5 is an immediate consequence.

Proposition 11.1. Let X C S' be a closed subset. If ¢ : X — F is a continuous, positive map,
then dimg(£(X)) < 1.

Proof. If X is a finite set, then dimg(£(X)) = 0. Hence, we may assume that X is infinite.
Let z,y, 2z € X be mutually distinct points and let

I={weX:z<w<y<z<uz}

Since any positive n-tuple of flags consists of mutually transverse flags, see Lemma 2.4, £(I) is
a compact subset of the affine chart

Ag(z) = {F € F : F is transverse to {(2)}.

Furthermore, if we let Ug(,) C SL(d,R) denote the subgroup of unipotent elements that fix §(z),
then we have a real analytic diffeomorphism

L:Ugz) = Ag(z)

given by L(w) = w(&(x)). Let
w=Llot:T— Ug(z)-

To prove the lemma, it is sufficient to show that dimg (u(/)) < 1 (with respect to any Riemannian
metric on Ug(,)).

Observe that any ordered basis compatible with (§(2),£(x)) defines an identification of Ug (.
with the group of unipotent, upper triangular matrices in SL(d,R). Since £ is a positive map,
there exists an ordered basis B compatible with (£(z),&(z)) so that if s,¢ € I such that z < s <
t < Y, then

u(s) " tu(t) € Uso(B) C Ug(2)-

In particular, every upper triangular entry of u(t) is strictly larger than the corresponding upper
triangular entry of u(s). Thus, it is now sufficient to prove that if I C [0, 1] is a closed subset
and

f=,....fp): I - R"
is a continuous map such that f; : I — R is an increasing function for all ¢, then dimg(f(I)) <1
(in the Euclidean metric) in R®. We will verify the stronger condition that the 1-dimensional
Hausdorff measure of f(I), denoted H!(f(I)), is finite.
For every n € Z* and k € {0,...,n — 1}, let
k k+ 1} ar,

In,k = [a
n n

and let

Rop = [fi(min I, ), fi(max I, ;)] X -+ x [fp(min I, ), fp(max I, ;)] € RP.
Observe that for alln € ZT, {R,; : k =0,...,n— 1} covers f(I) because f; is increasing for all
. Furthermore,

n—1

D
Z diam(R,, ) < (Z (max I, ;) — fi (min Ink)> < Z fi (maxI) — f;(min[1).
k

=0 = =1



48 CANARY, ZHANG, AND ZIMMER

Since f is continuous,

le sup{diam(R, ) : k=0,...,n—1} = 0.

It follows that H!(f(I)) < S22 fi (max I) — f; (minT) < oo. O

11.2. Simple root critical exponents of Hitchin representations. We first observe that all ex-
terior powers of Hitchin representations are (1,1,2)-hypertransverse. Let E* : PGL(d,R) —
PGL(A"R?) be the representation defined in Section 2.5.1.

Proposition 11.2. If p : ' — PSL(d,R) is a Hitchin representation, then it is Pa-transverse.
Furthermore, E* o p(T) is (1,1, 2)-hypertransverse for all k € {1,...,d — 1}.

In the case where I' is a cocompact lattice, the hypertransversality follows from the work of
Labourie [36], see [43, Proposition 9.6]. We give a more direct proof using positivity, which holds
for any discrete I' C PSL(2,R).

Proof. In [19, Thm. 7.1] we proved that if T" is finitely generated, then p is Pa-Anosov, hence
Pa-transverse. If I' is infinitely generated, the proof given there shows that p is Pa-transverse.
Let £ : A(T') — F be the boundary map (which is positive).

Fix k € {1,...,d — 1}. We begin by defining the boundary map of E¥ o p. For all F € F,
choose a basis (v1,...,v4) of R? that is compatible with F, i.e. F* = Spang(v1,...,v;) for all
1 =1,...,d. This induces a basis

k
(wl, - ,wg) = (Uil FANKIRIIVAN Uik)1§i1<--~<ik§d of /\Rd,

enumerated according to the dictionary ordering in the subscripts. Let D = dim /\k R? and
F = .7-"172,D_2’D_1(/\k Rd). One can verify that we have a well-defined map Wy : F — F given
by
Wi (F) = (Spang (w1), Spang (w1, we), Spang (w1, . . . ,wp—2), Spang (w1, ..., wp_1)) .
i.e. Wi (F) does not depend on the choice of the basis compatible with F'. Then define
C:=Wio&:A(T) = F.

It is clear that ¢ is continuous and E* o p-equivariant.

To show that ¢ is transverse, fix =,y € A(T') distinct. Then fix a basis B = (v1,...,vq) of RY
such that v; € &(z)' N&(y)?~"*! for all i = 1,...,d. Then writing ((x) and ((y) in terms of the
basis (vi; A -+ A, )i<i)<-.<ip<d shows that ((x) and ((y) are transverse.

Next we show that ¢ is dynamics preserving. Fix a sequence {7,} in I' such that v, — = and
7t — y. Since p is Pa-transverse, Lemma 2.1 implies that ag(p(yy,)) — oo for all k € A,

Ua(p(n)) = €(x) and  Ua(p(r, ")) = £(y).
If we identify /\k R? with R” using the basis
(€iy A+ A€y )i<iy<-<ip<d
then one can check that o;(E* o p(7,)) — oo for i € {1,2,D —1,D — 2},
Ura,n-2,0-1(E* 0 p(7a)) = Wi (Ua(p(n))) = ¢(z) and  Urgp-2.p-1(E* 0 p(7,1)) = ().
Hence by Lemma 2.1,
E* o p(ya)(F) = ((2)
for all F € F transverse to ((y).
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Finally we show that E¥opis (1,1,2)-hypertransverse. Fix x1, 2o, x3 € A(T) pairwise distinct.
Then there is a basis B = (by, ..., bg) of R? such that b; € &(z1)'NE(z3)? " foralli = 1,...,d,
and &(z2) = u(¢(z3)) for some u € UL (B). Observe that

o (!(z1) = Spang(by A -+ Aby),
hd <£_2($3) = SpanR(bil /\/\bzk : {llavlk} 7& {1>"'7k}7{]‘a"~ak_ 1’k+1})

o (!(x2) = Spang (21§i1<~~~<ik§d uzll:,'f'i’im’d biy Ao A bik) , where “;11?; denotes the
minor given by the rows 1 <1i; < --- < i < d and the columns 1 < j; < --- < jr < d of

the d x d matrix representing u in the basis B.

. 1, k—1k+1
In particular, U oy d £ 0, so

¢Har) + (M) + P2 ()

is a direct sum. OJ
We may now assemble the proof of Corollary 1.6 which we restate here.

Corollary 11.3. IfT" C PSL(2,R) is discrete and p : T' — PSL(d,R) is a Hitchin representation,
then

§**(p) <1
forallk € {1,...,d—1}. Moreover, if I" is a lattice, then §**(p) =1 for all k € {1,...,d — 1}.

Proof. By Proposition 11.2, E¥ o p is (1,1, 2)-hypertransverse. Theorem 1.4 implies that
dimp (ALC(Ek o p(F))) — g (E’c o p) — §%% ().

Let Wy : F — F be as in the proof of Proposition 11.2. Since W}, is smooth and A; .(E¥op(T)) =
WL (Ag(p(T))), Proposition 1.5 implies that

dimpg (ALC(E’“ o p(r))) <1.

Moreover, if T' is a lattice, then Aj(E¥ o p(T)) is a curve and A1 (E*(p(I))) \ A1c(E*(p(T)) is
countable, so dim g (ALC(Ek op(l))) =1. O

We next show that dimp (A1(E* o p(I'))) < 1if T is geometrically finite but not a lattice.
We make use of the following generalization of a result of Labourie-McShane [37] which will be
established in the appendix.

Proposition 11.4. Suppose that ' C PSL(2,R) is geometrically finite and torsion-free. If p : T —
PSL(d,R) is a Hitchin representation, then there exists a torsion-free lattice I'P C PSL(2,R) so
that T C TP and a Hitchin representation pP : TP — PSL(d,R) so that p = p”|r.

We then use an argument due to Furusawa [26] to show that the critical exponent drops when
one passes to an infinite index geometrically finite subgroup. Corollary 1.9 then follows from
Propositions 11.4 and 11.5 and Corollary 1.6.

Proposition 11.5. Suppose that I' C PSL(2,R) is discrete and G C T' is a geometrically finite,
infinite index subgroup. If p : I' — PGL(d,R) is a Py-Anosov representation, then §“*(p|g) <
6% (p).

Proof. Since G C T' is geometrically finite and infinite index, A(G) is a proper closed subset
of A(T'). (If C(G) is the convex hull of A(G) in H?, then G\C(G) has finite area. But if
A(G) = A(T'), then T" preserves C'(G) which contradicts the fact that I' is discrete and G has
infinite index.)
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We may assume, without loss of generality, that G is torsion-free. Let D be a finite-sided con-
vex fundamental polygon for the action of G on H? and let I be a component of the intersection
of the closure of D with H? whose interior has a non-empty intersection with A(T'). Since fixed
point pairs of hyperbolic elements are dense in A(I") x A(T"), we may find a hyperbolic element
~v € I', both of whose fixed points lie in the interior of I. By passing to a power of +, if necessary,
we may assume that there exists disjoint closed geodesic half-planes H' and H ™~ centered at
and v~ and contained in the interior of D so that y(H~) = H? — int(H "), see Figure 5. Klein’s
combination theorem then implies that D = D — int(H* U H™) is a fundamental domain for
I'=(G,7)=Gx*(y)

o f

y

‘

FIGURE 5. D, H, and HT.

Fix by € D. Let Lhy ° H? —{bo} — OH? be the map so that z is contained in the geodesic ray
starting at by and limiting to ¢4,(2). Choose € > 0 small enough so that

(30) dgye (o, (HY UHT),A(G)) > 2e.
There is a finite subset F C G such that
(31) dap2 (the (n(p)), A(G)) < €

for all p € D and all n € G — F. Hence, by the residual finiteness of G, we may replace G with
a finite index subgroup to assume that (31) holds for all n € G —id and all p € D.

Let I'(n) C T denote the set of elements of the form 7171 ... 7,Vn, where each 7; is a non-
trivial element of G, and each ~; is a non-trivial element of (). (We adopt the convention that

'0) = {id}.)
Lemma 11.6. For all ¢ € |J,-oI'(n), n € G —id, and m # 0, we have
g w2 (the (€ (D), oo (1(b0)) = € and dgy (thy (17" ¢ ™ (Do), 1 (47" (b0)) > €.
Proof. Since by € D ~™(b) € HY U H™ if m # 0, so (30) gives
g2 (b, (7" (b)), A(G)) = 2.
Moreover, by (31),

gz (tne (1(b0)), A(G)) <€
for all n € G —id.
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We may apply a ping-pong argument to observe that (~1(by) € HYUH~ forall { € Unso T'(n),
S0

g2 (15 (¢ (00)), AG)) > 2e,
Then since (~!(bg) € D, (31) implies that
gz (the (' (00)), A(GQ)) < €

for all n € G —id. The lemma follows easily from these four inequalities. O

For any subset S C I', denote

Q¥ (s) = Z e—sak(r(p(7)))

yeSs

Lemma 11.7. There is some C' > 0 such that for all integers n > 0,

Q]_“(n ( ) = (6_20862&@]21(1(8)@?% 1d( ))n

Proof. We prove this by induction. For the base case n = 0 is trivial. For the inductive step,
suppose that n > 1 and note that

?zgn) (s) = Z e~ sk (K(p(CM™)))
(CmAy™ET (n—1)x(G—id) x ({v)—id)

By Lemma 11.6 and Lemma 6.5, there is some C > 0 such that

ap(k(p(Cm™))) < ar(k(p(Cn))) + ar(k(p(y™))) + C
< ap(k(p(Q))) + ar(k(p(n)) + ar((p(r™))) +2C

for all ¢ € |J,-oT'(n), n € G —id, and m # 0. Thus,
Qu(s) = > DT 3 e 20 enlrplO) s (nlolm)) o s k(e (™)

¢el(n—1) neG—id m#0
—2C
=e? SQF (n—1) (s )Qc_id(S)Q<$>_id(3)
—2C's k "
> (727 0 (9)Q als))
where the last inequality is a consequence of the inductive hypothesis. ]

Proposition 9.4 implies that Q¢F (6% (p|c)) = oo. Thus, there is some sg > d**(p|) such
that

72050QG 1d(80)Q< - 1d(80) > 1.
By Lemma 11.7,
> (27Q ()P uls)) < ZQ < Q3k(s)
n=0

for all s > 0. Hence, Q9*(s0) = oo, which implies that

8% (p) = s0 > 0" (pla)- O
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11.3. Proof of entropy rigidity. We are now ready to prove our main result, Theorem 1.1, which
we restate here for reference.

Theorem 11.8. If I' C PSL(2,R) is geometrically finite, p : I' — PSL(d,R) is Hitchin and
o= cja; € (a*)*, then
1
(p) < ———
(p) < c1+ - +c4-1
Moreover, equality occurs if and only if I' is a lattice and either

(1) ¢ = cray, for some k.

(2) p(I') lies in an irreducible image of PSL(2,R).

(3) d = 2n — 1, the Zariski closure of p(T') is conjugate to PSO(n,n — 1) and ¢ = cpay, +
Cd—kCg—_r for some k.

(4) d = 2n, the Zariski closure of p(I') is conjugate to PSp(2n,R) and ¢ = cpay + cqg—poq—k
for some k.

(5) d =17, the Zariski closure of p(T") is conjugate to Go and ¢ = c1a1 + csas + caay + coa,
or ¢ = caag + cyars.

Proof. Corollary 1.6 and 1.9, and Proposition 9.1 imply that for all £k € A,
h* (p) = 6%+ (p) <1

with equality if and only if I is a lattice.
Since h®®(p) = Lh®(p) for all ¢ € BT (p) and a > 0, it follows from Theorem 10.1 part (3)

T a

that, if ¢ = )" cja; # 0 and ¢; > 0 for all j, then

1 1
h?(p) < - = :
hacll(p) + -+ hacdd_11(p) 1+ -+ Cd—1

In particular, if T" is not a lattice then,

1
h(p) < ————M—.
() €1+ -+ ca-1
Now, suppose that I' is a lattice. Then
1
0 P ———
€1+ -+ ca-1
Let Ty denote the simplex in a* whose vertices are the set {a; : ¢; # 0}. Theorem 10.1
part (3) implies that if equality holds then Ty C Qa(p), and so by Theorem 10.1 part (4),

ai(v(p(1))) = a(v(p(1) if ¢ 0 and ¢ 0.
We recall that Sambarino [47] classified the possible Zariski closures of images of Hitchin
representations.

Theorem 11.9. [47, Theorem A] Suppose that I' C PSL(2,R) is a lattice, and p : T' — PSL(d,R)
is a Hitchin representation. Then the Zariski closure of p(T') either lies in an irreducible image
of PSL(2,R) or is conjugate to either PSL(d,R), PSp(2n,R) when d = 2n, PSO(n,n — 1) when
d=2n—-1, or Go whenn="71.

Since the Zariski closure of p(I") is semi-simple, a result of Benoist [3] implies that B(p) is a
convex open subset of the limit cone of its Zariski closure with non-empty interior. Therefore,
if g lies in the Zariski closure of p(I"), then o;(v(g)) = (v (g)), if ¢; # 0 and ¢; # 0.

Our result then follows from the following observation about subgroups of PSL(d, R) (see, for
example the discussion in [57, Appendix B]).
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Proposition 11.10. Suppose G C PSL(d,R) is a group and

S(G) =A{(i,4) 1 i < j and oi(v(g)) = oj(v(g)) for all g € G}.
(1) If G = PSL(d,R), then S(G) = 0.
(2) If G lies in an irreducible image of PSL(2,R), then S(G) = {(i,7) : i < j}.
(3) If d = 2n and G = PSp(2n,R), then S(G) = {(k,d—k): 1 <k <n—1}.
(4) If d=2n—1 and G = PSO(n,n — 1), then S(G) = {(k,d —k):1 <k <n-—1}.
(5) If d =7 and G = Gg, then S(G) = {(i,j) : i1 < j and i,5 € {1,3,4,6}} U{(2,5)}.

12. PROOF OF COROLLARY 1.11
In this section we prove Corollary 1.11 which we restate here.
Corollary 12.1. IfT" C PSL(2,R) is geometrically finite and p : T' — PSL(d,R) is Hitchin, then

ox(p) < 1.

Moreover, dx(p) = 1 if and only if T is a lattice and p(T') lies in the image of an irreducible
representation PSL(2,R) — PSL(d,R).

Proof. Let xy = [PSO(d)] € X and
C=d-12*+(d=32+ -+ (3-d)?+(1-d)>
Then

d
dx(9(z0), 20) = %J S (log 73(9))? = —= 15(g)l,
j=1

for all g € PSL(d,R).
Let e7,...,¢e; € a* be the elements with

e}f(diag(Al, Ce ,Ad)) = A]’.

Then define
2 * * * *
6= =((@=Dei+(@d=3)c3++ (3= deiy + (1 - dej)
=y
2 2 , d—1
=z (Z(d+12;)(aj+-~-+adj)+<d2{2J 1>aW2J>.
j=1

Observe that the sum of all the coefficients of
g

. d—1 . C
Z (d+1-2j)(aj+ -+ ;) + (d—2 {2J —1) Aaje) B8 S

j=1
Thus, by Theorem 1.1 and Proposition 1.7, we have
§%(p) < 1.
Further,
2
K < K = —||x =d o), T
o(k(9)) < 9l ls(g)ll Nz 15(9)ll; = dx (9(z0), zo)

for all g € PSL(d,R). Hence
x(p) < 6%(p) < 1.
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If 6x(p) = 1, then 6?(p) = 1 and hence Theorem 1.1 implies that I is a lattice and p(I") lies
in the image of an irreducible representation PSL(2,R) — PSL(d, R).

For the other direction, suppose that I" is a lattice and p(I") lies in the image of an irreducible
representation 7 : PSL(2,R) — PSL(d,R). Let I'1 := 77 1(p(I")). Since 7 induces an isometry
H? — X,

5x(p) = g2 ().
Thus it suffices to prove that I'y is a lattice in PSL(2, R).

Since A(T') = OH?, each element of T' acts non-trivially on A(T'). Then by the equivariance

of the Anosov boundary map, p must be faithful. So

yeT =1 p(y) €Ty

is an isomorphism. Further, by [19, Theorem 1.4], a € I is parabolic if and only if 771 (p(c))
is parabolic. So [55, Theorem 3.3] implies that A(T'1) is homeomorphic to A(T) = dH2. So
A(Ty) = OH2. Hence I'y is a lattice and

x(p) = Oz (I') = 1. O

APPENDIX A. DOUBLING HITCHIN REPRESENTATIONS

In this appendix, we show that if I is a geometrically finite Fuchsian group uniformizing a finite
area hyperbolic 2-orbifold with non-empty totally geodesic boundary @ and p : I' — PSL(d,R)
is a Hitchin representation, then we may extend p to a Hitchin representation of I'p where I'p
uniformizes the double of @} along its boundary and I' C I'p. Proposition 11.4 is an immediate
consequence of this result.

When T is geometrically finite but not a lattice, A(T") is a proper subset of 9 H2. Let C(T") C H?
denote the convex hull of A(T'), and let S(T') denote the set of boundary components in H? of
C(T"). Note that every b € S(I') is the axis of some hyperbolic 8, € T'. For each b € S(T'), let
r, € PGL(2,R) be the reflection about b. Let I'” c PSL(2,R) denote the index two subgroup
of the group I = <F, {Tb}bes(F)> consisting of orientation-preserving isometries. Then lA“\]H[2 is
the orbifold obtained from C(I') by regarding the boundary components as mirrors and I'”\H?
is its orientable double cover. In particular, I'P is a lattice. We refer to I'? as the double of T.

Labourie and McShane [37, Cor. 9.2.6] showed that any Hitchin representation of a torsion-
free convex cocompact Fuchsian group extends to a Hitchin representation of its double. We
observe that their result generalizes to arbitrary geometrically finite Fuchsian groups. This is
probably known to experts, but we provide a proof for completeness.

Proposition A.1. Let I" C PSL(2,R) be a geometrically finite Fuchsian group that is not a lattice,
and let p : ' — PSL(d,R) be a Hitchin representation. There exists a Hitchin representation
pP : TP — PSL(d,R) such that pP|r = p.

Choose a convex, finite sided fundamental polygon D for the action of I' on C(T") so that D
intersects each I'-orbit in S(T') exactly once. Let £(T') denote the finite collection of geodesics
in S(I') which intersect D. Notice that if I' has finite presentation (X : R), then

f:<X’ {ro}oeey = R, {Tg}beé(l“)>

is a finite presentation for I.

Since p is a Hitchin representation, there is a continuous, p-equivariant positive map & :
A(T) — F. For each b € S(I'), let R, be the projectivization of the linear map that fixes
both p(3,") and p(B, ), and acts on the line & (3,") N ¢X7+1(B,7) by scaling by (—1)7~! for all
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je{l,...,d}. We define p: I' = PGL(d,R) by setting p(ry) = Ry for all b € £(T). Notice that
since Rg = I, p is a representation. We then let p” = p|pp.

Let G C PGL(2,R) be the subgroup generated by {r, : b € S(I')}. By a ping-pong type
argument, we see that every element in G can be written uniquely as a reduced word in the
alphabet {r, : b € S(I')}, and we deduce the following lemma.

Lemma A.2. Ifri,ro € G, then one of the following holds:
& 7L =T
e r1 = 1oy for some b € S(T'), in which case r1(C(T)) Nra(C(T)) = r1(b) = ra(b),
o 1 (C(T)) Nra(C(T)) is empty.

If r € G, we may write r uniquely as a reduced word ry, ... 7y, for some bq,...,b € S(I'), so
p(r) =Ry, ... Ry, € PGL(d,R).
Then by Lemma A .2, if 1,72 € G are reflections such that the intersection
ri(A(D)) Nra(A(T))

is non-empty, then either r; = ro, or r1 = rory, for some b € S(I'), in which case this intersection
is r1(b) = ro(b). Hence, we have a well-defined map

¢ ATP) = | r(A@) = Fy
reG

given by &P (r(z)) = p(r)(&(z)) for all € G and x € A(T). It is straightforward to verify that
&P is pP-equivariant. It now suffices to show that &P is positive, since by [19, Thm. 9.2], a
representation of a geometrically finite Fuchsian group with a positive equivariant limit map is
Hitchin.

Lemma A.3. ¢P is a positive map.

Proof. 1t is sufficient to show that &P restricted to |J,cq 7(A(T)) is a positive map for any finite
subset S” C G such that |J,cq 7(C(I')) is connected. We prove this by induction on the size
of §’. The base case where #S’ = 1 is trivial because positivity is invariant under projective
transformations.

For the inductive step, let S” C " be a subset such that #5” = #5" — 1 and |J, g r(C(T))
is connected. Let r; € S — S”. Since |J,cg r(C(T')) is connected, there is some ro € S” such
that r1(C(I")) and r2(C(I")) share a common boundary component d, which lies in the I'-orbit
of a geodesic in £(T). Let y1,y2 € OH? be the endpoints of d, with notation chosen so that
Y1 < 21 < Y2 < 2o for some (any) z; € 1 (A(I")) and 22 € ro(A(T)).

Pick any /-tuple of points 1 < --- <z < z1 in [J,cg r(A(T")) with £ > 3. By adding points
and cyclically permuting, we may assume that there is some ¢t € {2,...,¢} such that y; = =1,
Yo = Ty, and

{z;:1<i<t}Cri(AT)), {xi:t<i<[l}e U r(A(T')) and x4 € ro(A(L)).
res”
By the inductive hypothesis, the restrictions of {p to (J,cg» 7(A(T')) and ri(A(T")) are positive

maps. Thus,

(32) (&P (1), ..., P () and (P (xr),..., & (x0), &P (21))

are positive tuples of flags. In the cases when ¢t = 2 or ¢ = ¢, it is immediate that ({(x1),...,&(z¢))
is positive.
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Suppose now that ¢t € {3,...,¢ — 1}. Let r4 denote the reflection in d and notice that

N

rq € I' and rg(x) € r1(A(T)). Since &P is positive on r1(A(T)), there is an ordered basis B
associated to (P (21),£&P(24)) and u,w € Uso(B) so that P (z2) = uéP (z;) and Ry(¢P (xy)) =
EP(rq(zy)) = weP (x) = wRyEP (x4). By the cofactor formula for computing minors, observe
that (Rd’wRd)fl = Rdwfle S U>0(B). Thus,

(fD(xl)a €D<‘r2)7§D(xt)7 gD(xZ)) = (fD(xl)v u£D(xt)7§D(xt)7 RdQURdED(xt))

is a positive quadruple of flags (see Lemma 7.5 of [19]).
Combining this with (32), Lemma 2.4(5) implies that

(67 (21),6" (w2), ..., €7 (w0))
is positive. This completes the proof of Lemma A.3 and thus the proof of Proposition A.1. [
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