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LIMIT THEOREMS FOR A STRONGLY IRREDUCIBLE PRODUCT OF

INDEPENDENT RANDOM MATRICES UNDER OPTIMAL MOMENT

ASSUMPTIONS

AXEL PÉNEAU

Abstract. Let ν be a probability distribution over the semi-group of square matrices of size d ě 2.
We assume that ν is proximal, strongly irreducible and that ν˚nt0u “ 0 for all integers n P N. We
consider the sequence γn :“ γ0 ¨ ¨ ¨ γn´1 for pγkqkPN independent of distribution law ν. We denote by
sqzpγnq the logarithm of the ratio of the two top singular values of γn. We show that psqzpγnqqnPN

escapes to infinity linearly and satisfies exponential large deviations inequalities below its escape rate.
We also show that the image of a generic line by γn as well as its eigenspace of its maximal eigenvalue
both converge to the same random line l8 at an exponential speed. This is an extension of results by
Guivarc’h and Raugi.

If we moreover assume that the push-forward distribution N˚ν is Lp for N : g ÞÑ log
`
}g}}g´1}

˘

and for some p ě 1, then we show that ´ log dpl8, Hq is uniformly Lp for all proper subspace H Ă Rd.
Moreover the logarithm of each coefficient of γn is almost surely equivalent to the logarithm of the
norm. This is an extension of results by Benoist and Quint which were themselves quantitative versions
of results by Furstenberg and Kesten.

To prove these results, we do not rely on the existence of the stationary measure nor on the existence
of the Lyapunov exponent. Instead we describe an effective way to group the i.i.d. factors into i.i.d.
random words that are aligned in the Cartan decomposition. We moreover have an explicit control over
the moments.

1. Introduction

1.1. Preliminaries. Let K “ R be the field of real number endowed with the usual absolute value | ¨ |.
Let d ě 2 be an integer. Let EndpKdq » MatdˆdpKq be the set of square matrices which we identify with
the semi-group of linear maps from K

d to itself. Let ν be a probability distribution on EndpKdq and let
pγnqnPN „ νbN be a random i.i.d1 sequence of matrices. We will denote by pγnqnPN :“ pγ0 ¨ ¨ ¨ γn´1qnPN

the random walk of step ν.
Given g a square d ˆ d matrix, let ρ1pgq ě ρ2pgq ě ¨ ¨ ¨ ě ρdpgq be the moduli of its eigenvalues. If g

is not nilpotent, we define the spectral gap or quantitative proximality of g as:

(1) proxpgq :“ log

ˆ
ρ1pgq
ρ2pgq

˙
.

If g is nilpotent, we define sqzpgq “ 0. We will always consider measures that are strongly irreducible
and proximal in the following sense.

Definition 1.1 (Proximality). Let E be a vector space and let ν be a probability distribution on EndpEq.
We say that ν is proximal if both of the following conditions are satisfied:

Dn P N, ν˚ntγ P EndpEq | proxpγq ą 0u ą 0.(2)

@n P N, ν˚nt0u “ 0.(3)

Definition 1.2 (Strong irreducibility). Let E be a vector space and let ν be a probability distribution on
EndpEq. We say that ν is irreducible if:

(4) @f P E˚zt0u, @v P Ezt0u, Dn P N, ν˚n tγ P EndpEq | fγv ‰ 0u ą 0.
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We say that ν is strongly irreducible if:

@N P N, @pf1, . . . , fNq P pE˚zt0uqN , @v P Ezt0u, Dn P N, ν˚n

#
γ P EndpEq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

Nź

i“1

fiγv ‰ 0

+
ą 0,

and @N P N, @f P E˚zt0u, @pv1, . . . , vN q P pEzt0uqN , Dn P N, ν˚n

#
γ P EndpEq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

Nź

j“1

fγvj ‰ 0

+
ą 0.

We will work with real valued matrices but all the results still hold for complex valued matrices or for
matrices with coefficients in a ultra-metric locally compact field with the same proofs. We simply need
to replace the Euclidean norm with a Hermitian norm or a ultra-metric norm.

Without making any moments assumptions, we will study the behaviour of the projective class rγns
for all n P N and not only asymptotically.

All the following results are corollaries of Theorem 1.10, which is the main theorem of this article. In
fact Theorem 1.10 follows from Lemma 3.18 and Theorem 4.1.

1.2. Regularity results with optimal moment assumptions. Let K “ R. Given two Euclidean
spaces pE, } ¨ }q and pF, } ¨ }q, we write HompE,F q for the vector space of linear maps from E to F , we

endow it with the operator norm h ÞÑ }h} :“ maxxPEzt0u
}hx}
}x} . Given E a Euclidean space, we define

E˚ :“ HompE,Kq to be the dual space of E. Given a matrix h P HompE,F q, we write h˚ P HompF˚, E˚q
for the composition by h on the right. Let h P EndpEq :“ HompE,Eq. Denote by ρ1phq the limit of }hn} 1

n ,
we call ρ1phq the spectral radius of h. Note that it is the modulus of the maximal eigenvalue of h. We
denote by GLpEq the group of isomorphisms of E. Given g P GLpEq, we write Npgq :“ log }g}`log }g´1}.

Let ν be a probability measure on GLpEq and let pγnq „ νbN.

A long standing question is whether the sequence of rescaled entries
´

|pγnqi,j |
1

n

¯
nPN

converges almost

surely for all 1 ď i, j ď d. We know from [FK60] that if Eplog }γ0}q ă `8, and without any other as-

sumptions, then the sequence of norms
´

}γn}
1

n

¯
nPN

converges almost surely to a finite non-random limit

that we denote by ρ1pνq. Furstenberg and Kesten also show that ρ1pνq ą 1 when ν is strongly irreducible
and supported on the group SLpEq. With the above assumptions and when moreover EpNpγ0q2q ă `8
Xiao, Grama and Liu prove in [XGL21] that the random sequence of rescaled entries

´
|pγnqi,j |

1

n

¯
nPN

converges almost surely to ρ1pνq for all i, j. The following theorem allows ut to get rid of the assumption
EpNpγ0q2q ă `8.

Theorem 1.3 (Strong law of large numbers for the coefficients and for the spectral radius). Let E be
a Euclidean vector space. Let ν be a strongly irreducible and proximal probability measure on GLpEq.
There exist constants C, β ą 0 such that for all f P E˚zt0u, all v P Ezt0u, for all n P N and for γn „ ν˚n,
we have for all t P Rě0:

(5) P

ˆ
log

}f}}γn}}v}
|fγnv| ě t

˙
ď C expp´βnq `

`8ÿ

k“1

C expp´βkqN˚ν

ˆ
t

k
,`8

˙
.

Moreover:

(6) @t ě 0, P

ˆ
log

}γn}
ρ1pγnq ě t

˙
ď

`8ÿ

k“1

C expp´βkqN˚ν

ˆ
t

k
,`8

˙
.

We prove this result in Section 5.5 Note that (5) implies that for all non-random sequence αn Ñ 0

and for all 1 ď i, j ď dimpEq, the sequence
´

|pγnqi,j |αn

}γn}αn

¯
nPN

converges weakly in distribution to the Dirac

measure at 1, without any moment assumption.
Given C, β ą 0 and ν a probability measure on GLpEq, we denote by ζC,β

ν the probability distribution
on Rě0 characterized by:

(7) @t ě 0, ζC,β
ν pt,`8q :“ min

#
1,

`8ÿ

k“1

C expp´βkqN˚ν

ˆ
t

k
,`8

˙+
.

Corollary 1.4 (Almost sure convergence of the coefficients). Let E be a Euclidean space and let ν
be a strongly irreducible and proximal probability measure on GLpEq. Let pγnq „ νbN. Assume that
Eplog }γ0}q and Eplog }γ´1

0 }q are both finite. Then for all f P E˚zt0u and all v P Ezt0u, we have almost
surely:

lim
nÑ8

log |fγnv|
n

“ lim
nÑ8

log }γn}
n

“ logpρ1pνqq.
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Proof. By Lemma A.20, for all p P p0,`8q, there exist a constantDp such that MppζC,β
ν q ď DpMppN˚νq,

where Mp is the p-th moment of a measure. Therefore, if we assume that M1pN˚νq “ă `8, then
M1pζC,β

ν q ă `8. Then by Theorem 1.3, for all ε ą 0, we have:
ÿ

nPN

P plogp}f}}γn}}v}q ´ logp|fγnv|q ě nεq ď
ÿ

nPN

C expp´βnq `
ÿ

nPN

ζpC,βq
ν pnε,`8q

ď C

β
` ε´1M1pζC,β

ν q ă `8.

Then by Borel-Cantelli’s Lemma, we have n´1 log
}f}}γn}}v}

|fγnv| Ñ 0 almost surely. Then we can apply [FK60,

Theorem 1] which tells us that n´1 log }γn} Ñ logpρ1pνqq. �

The following Corollary is about the regularity of the stationary measure. The formulation (9) is anal-
ogous to the regularity result for the stationary measure on hyperbolic groups [BQ16c, Proposition 5.1].
This is also an improvement of [BQ16b, Proposition 4.5].

Let E be a Euclidean space and V Ă E be a proper subspace and let 0 ă r ď 1. We define
NrpV q :“ tl P PpEq | Dv P V zt0u, dprvs, lq ă ru. The weak and strong polynomial moments are defined
in Definition A.12.

Corollary 1.5 (Regularity of the measure). Let E be a Euclidean vector space. Let ν be a strongly
irreducible and proximal probability measure on GLpEq. Let C, β be as in Theorem 1.3 and let ξ8

ν be the
ν-stationary measure as in Theorem 5.6. Then we have:

(8) @V P GrpEqztEu,@0 ă r ď 1, ξ8
ν pNrpV qq ď ζC,β

ν p| logprq|,`8q
Let p ą 0. If we assume that N˚ν has finite strong Lp moment, then there exists a constant C 1 such that:

(9) @V P GrpEqztEu,
ˆ

lPPpEq

| log dpPpV q, lq|pdξ8
ν plq ď C 1.

If we assume that N˚ν has finite weak Lp moment, then there exists a constant C 1 such that:

(10) @V P GrpEqztEu,@0 ă r ă 1, ξ8
ν pNrpV qq ď C 1| logprq|´p.

Note that by Lemma A.20, the probability distribution ζC,β
ν is in the same integrability class as N˚ν.

Inequalities (9) and (10) follow directly from that observation and from (8). We prove Theorem 1.3 and
(8) from Corollary 1.5 in Section 5.5.

1.3. Contraction results without moment assumptions. Let E be a Euclidean vector space, and

let 1 ď k ď dimpEq be an integer. We denote by
Źk

E the k-th exterior product of E, i.e., the
minimal-up-to-isomorphism space that factorises all alternate k-linear maps. It naturally comes with a

k-linear alternate map Ek Ñ Źk
E; pv1, . . . , vkq ÞÑ v1 ^ ¨ ¨ ¨ ^ vk. We endow

Źk
E with the canonical

Euclidean metric, which is characterized by the fact that for all family pv1, . . . , vkq P Ek, one has
}v1 ^ ¨ ¨ ¨ ^ vk} ď }v1} ¨ ¨ ¨ }vk}, with equality when the family pv1, . . . , vkq is orthogonal.

Let E and F be Euclidean spaces and let h P HompE,F q. We define the squeeze coefficient or
logarithmic singular gap of h as follows:

(11) sqzphq :“ log

ˆ }h}}h}
}h^ h}

˙
.

It is the logarithm of the ratio between the first and second largest singular values (counted with multi-
plicity). Note that then by the spectral theorem, for all square matrix h which is not nilpotent, we have
sqzphnq

n
Ñ proxphq.

Theorem 1.6 (Quantitative estimate of the escape speed). Let E be a Euclidean space and let ν be
a proximal and strongly irreducible probability distribution on EndpEq. Let pγnq „ νbN. Write γn :“
γ0 ¨ ¨ ¨ γn´1 for all n. Then there exists a positive constant σpνq P p0,`8s such that almost surely
sqzpγnq

n
Ñ σpνq. Moreover, we have the following large deviations inequalities:

(12) @α ă σpνq, DC, β ą 0, @n P N, Ppsqzpγnq ď αn Y proxpγnq ď αnq ď C expp´βnq.
Let ν be a probability measure on GLpEq. Let pγnq „ νbN. Assume that Eplog }γ0}q ă `8.

Then we know from sub-additivity [FK60] that log }γn}
n

Ñ logpρ1pνqq. Let logpρ2pνqq be the sec-

ond Lyapunov exponent of ν. Again by sub-additivity, log }γn^γn}
n

Ñ logpρ1pνqq ` logpρ2pνqq. Hence
sqzpγnq

n
Ñ logpρ1pνqq ´ logpρ2pνqq, which is therefore equal to σpνq from Theorem 1.6. A celebrated re-

sult by Guivarc’h and Raugi [GR86] asserts that this difference is positive when ν is strongly irreducible
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and proximal. Without the first moment assumption, the Lyapunov coefficients ρ1pνq and ρ2pνq do not

make sense and in general, the sequence }γn} 1

n does not converge almost surely. Still Theorem 1.6 above

shows that the limit σpνq “ lim
sqzpγnq

n
still exists and is a positive constant. In that sense, the first part

of the above theorem is an extension of Guivarc’h and Raugi’s theorem to all strongly irreducible and
proximal probability measures. Moreover, the quantitative estimates (12) are new even in the setting
of [GR86]. In fact they are key to our approach. We deduce the qualitative convergence from the strong
quantitative estimates.

We denote by PpEq the projective space associated to E i.e., the set of vector lines in E. Write
r¨s : Ezt0u Ñ PpEq for the projection map. We endow PpEq with the metric:

(13) d : prxs, rysq ÞÑ }x^ y}
}x}}y} .

Let h be a square matrix such that proxphq ą 0. Then the top eigenvalue of h is simple and real. We
write E`phq for the associated eigenspace which is a real line.

Theorem 1.7 (Quantitative convergence of the image). Let ν be a strongly irreducible and proximal
probability distribution on EndpEq. Let pγnq „ νbN. There exists a random line l8 P PpEq such that for
all α ă σpνq, there exist constants C, β ą 0, such that:

@v P Ezt0u, @n P N, P pdprγnvs, l8q ě expp´αnq | γnv ‰ 0q ď C expp´βnq,(14)

@n P N, P
`
proxpγnq “ 0 Y dpE`pγnq, l8q ě expp´αnq

˘
ď C expp´βnq(15)

We moreover show in Proposition 3.7 that the set of vectors v P E such that supnPN Ppγnv “ 0q ą 0

is a countable union of proper subspaces of E. We denote this set by kerpνq. In this proposition, we also
show that Ppγnv “ 0q is bounded away from 1, uniformly in n P N and v P Ezt0u.

Note that if two random lines l8 and l18 satisfy (14) then we have l8 “ l18 almost surely. We define
ξ8
ν to be the distribution of l8. Then ξ8

ν is the only ν-stationary measure on PpEq in the sense that
ν ˚ ξ8

ν “ ξ8
ν . Moreover, we have the following exponential mixing property.

Corollary 1.8 (Proximality implies exponential mixing). Let ν be any strongly irreducible and proximal
distribution on EndpEq. There is a unique ν-stationary probability distribution ξ8

ν on PpEq. Moreover,
there exist constants C, β such that for all probability distribution ξ on PpEqzkerpνq and for all Lipschitz
function f : PpEq Ñ R with Lipschitz constant λpfq, we have:

(16) @n P N,

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

ˆ

PpEq

fdξ8
ν ´

ˆ

PpEq

fdν˚n ˚ ξ
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ ď λpfqC expp´βnq.

Note that saying that ξ is supported on PpEqzkerpνq is not very restrictive because any measure that
gives measure 0 to all hyperplanes would satisfy that condition. However, ξ8

ν itself may give positive
measure to some hyperplanes. For example if ν is the barycentre of the Haar measure on the group of
isometries and a Dirac mass δπ at a projection endomorphism π, then ξ8

ν is the average of the isometry-
invariant measure and of the Dirac mass on the image of π. In particular ξ8

ν gives positive measure to
any hyperplane that contains the image of π.

Note that if ν is supported on GLpEq, then kerpνq “ t0u. The existence and uniqueness of the
stationary measure are well known in this case. This was in fact the first step towards the formalization
of boundary theory by Furstenberg [Fur73]. Even in this case, with the pivoting technique, we get
regularity results for the stationary measure which are better that the ones obtained using ergodic
theory.

Let p P p0,`8q and let η be a probability measure on Rě0. We say that η is strongly Lp if Mppηq :“
´ `8

t“0
tp´1ηpt,`8qdt ă `8 and we say that η is weakly Lp if Wppηq :“ suptě0 t

pηpt,`8q ă `8.
Given E a vector space and k ď dimpEq, we denote by GrkpEq the set of k-dimensional subspaces of

E.

1.4. Alignment and pivotal extraction. An important tool that we will use is the notion of alignment
of matrices that we define as follows:

Definition 1.9 (Coarse alignment of matrices). Let g, h be two matrices whose product is well defined.
Let 0 ă ε ď 1, we say that g is ε-coarsely aligned to h and we write gAεh if we have:

(17) }gh} ě ε}g}}h}.
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An important observation is that (17) (together with the sub-multiplicativity of the norm on
Ź2

E)
implies that sqzpghq ě sqzpgq ` sqzphq ´ 2| logpεq| (see Lemma 2.8).

Using the pivoting technique, we will prove theorem 1.10 below. To give a precise statement we need
to introduce some notations.

Let Γ “ GLpEq or Γ “ EndpEq. We will write rΓ for the semi-group of words with letters in Γ i.e., the
set of all tuples

Ů
lPN Γl, (where Γl is identified with Γt0,...,l´1u and endowed with the product σ-algebra

for all l P N) that we endow with the concatenation product

d : rΓ ˆ rΓ ÝÑ rΓ
ppγ0, . . . , γk´1q, pγ1

0, . . . , γ
1
l´1qq P Γk ˆ Γl ÞÝÑ pγ0, . . . , γk´1, γ

1
0, . . . , γ

1
l´1q P Γk`l.

We also define the length functor:

L : rΓ ÝÑ N; pγ0, . . . , γk´1q ÞÝÑ k,

and the product functor:

Π : rΓ ÝÑ Γ; pγ0, . . . , γk´1q ÞÝÑ γ0 ¨ ¨ ¨ γk´1.

Moreover, for all 0 ď k ă l, we define χl
k : Γl Ñ Γ to be the k-th coordinate projection.

Let I be a countable set, let pζiqiPI be a family of probability distributions on Rě0. Let η be a
probability distribution on Rě0. We say that η dominates the family pζiqiPI if there exists a constant C
such that ζipt,`8q ď Cηpt{C ´ C,`8q for all t P Rě0 and all i P I.

Let pηiqiPI be a family of probability distribution on Rě0. We say that pηiq has a bounded exponential
moment if there exist constants C, β ą 0 such that ηipt,`8q ď C expp´βtq for all t P R and all i P I.
Note that saying that a family pηiqiPI has a bounded exponential moment is not the same as saying that
each ηi has a finite exponential moment because the exponent β and the constant C may depend on the
index i P I. We say that a family of random variables has a bounded exponential moment if the family
of their distributions have.

Given A a measurable event i.e., a measurable subset of a measurable space X , we write 1A for the
indicator function of A, it is the measurable function that takes value 1 on A and value 0 on XzA.

Theorem 1.10 (Pivotal extraction). Let E be a Euclidean vector space. Let Γ P tEndpEq,GLpEqu
and let N be a continuous map defined on Γ. Let ν be a strongly irreducible and proximal probability
distribution over Γ. Let ρ ă 1 and let K P N. There exist 0 ă ε ď 1 and three probability distributions

pκ̃0, κ̃1, κ̃2q supported on rΓ that satisfy conditions (1) to (6). For all i P t0, 1, 2u, we write κi :“ Π˚κ̃i.

(1) We have κ̃0 d pκ̃1 d κ̃2qdN “ νbN, we say that κ̃0 b pκ̃1 b κ̃2qbN is an extraction of νbN.
(2) The push-forward measures L˚κ̃0 and L˚κ̃2 have a bounded exponential moment and L˚κ̃1 “ δm

is the Dirac mass at a positive integer denoted by m.
(3) The measure κ̃1 has compact support in Γ̃ and κ1tγ P Γ | sqzpγq ě K| logpεq| `K logp2qu “ 1.
(4) Given pgnqnPN „ κ0 b pκ1 b κ2qbN, and 0 ď i ă j ă k P N, we have gi ¨ ¨ ¨ gj´1A

ε
4 gj ¨ ¨ ¨ gk´1

almost surely.
(5) For all g P Γ, we have κ1tγ P Γ | gAεγu ě 1 ´ ρ and κ1tγ P Γ | γAεgu ě 1 ´ ρ.
(6) Let i P t0, 2u and let k ă l be integers such that L˚κ̃itlu ą 0. Let:

ζi,k,l :“ N˚pχl
kq˚

p1L“lqκ̃i
L˚κ̃itlu

be the push-forward by N of the conditional distribution of the k-th marginal of κ̃i relatively to
the event Lpg̃q “ l. Then the family pζi,k,lq is dominated by the push-forward measure N˚ν.

Only points (1) to (5) are used in the proofs of Theorems 1.6 and 1.7 and point (6) is more technical
and is only used in the proof of Theorem 1.3.

Note that if we moreover assume that N is sub-additive, then points (6) and (2) imply that for
i P t0, 2u the distribution N˚κi is virtually dominated by N˚ν, in the sense that there exist constants

C, β ą 0 such that N˚κipt,`8q ď ř`8
k“1 C expp´βkqN˚νpt{pCkq ´ C,`8q for all t P Rě0. This is a

consequence of Lemmas A.18 and Lemma A.19. Then by Lemma A.20, it means that if N˚ν has finite
p-th moment, then N˚κi also has.

Note also that if N˚ν has a finite exponential moment, then N˚κi also has for all i P t0, 1, 2u. However,
this is not a consequence of (6) but a consequence of (2) and of Lemma A.3.
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1.5. Background. The study or products of random matrices bloomed with the eponym article [FK60]
where Furstenberg and Kesten construct an escape speed for the logarithm of the norm using the sub-
additivity. This proof was generalized by Kingman’s sub-additive ergodic Theorem [Kin68]. This article
followed the works of Bellman [Bel54] who showed the almost sure convergence of the rescaled logarithms
of coefficients as well as a central limit theorem for one specific example. In [FK60] Furstenberg and
Kesten show that we have a law of large numbers for the norm under a strong L1 moment condition
for log } ¨ }. For matrices that have positive entries and under an L8 moment condition, they show that
moreover, we have a law of large numbers for the coefficients (entries) and under an additional L2`δ

moment assumption, they show that we have a central limit Theorem. These works on matrices inspired
the theory of measurable boundary theory for random walks on groups [Fur73]. In [BL85], Bougerol and
Lacroix give an overview of the field of study with applications to quantum physics.

In [GR86], Guivarc’h and Raugi show a qualitative version of Theorem 1.6: in the case when ν is
proximal and strongly irreducible, the two top Lyapunov exponents are distinct. In [GR89] the same
authors show that we have almost sure convergence of the limit flag for totally strongly irreducible
distributions. In [GM89] Goldsheid and Margulis show that the distribution ν is proximal and totally
strongly irreducible when the support of ν generates a Zariski-dense sub-group of SLpEq.

In [BQ16a] Yves Benoist and Jean-François Quint give an extensive state of the art overview of the field
of study with an emphasis on the algebraic properties of semi-groups. Later, in [XGL21] Xiao, Grama
and Liu use [BQ16b] to show that coefficients satisfy a law of large numbers under some technical L2

moment assumption. We can also mention [GQX20] and [XGL22] that give other probabilistic estimates
for the distribution of the coefficients. The strong law of large numbers and central limit-theorem for the
spectral radius were proven by Aoun and Sert in [Aou20] and in [AS21] under an L2 moment assumption.

The importance of alignment of matrices was first noted in [AMS95] along with the importance
of Schottky sets. Those notions were then used by Aoun in [Aou11] where he uses it to show that
independent draws of an irreducible random walk that has finite exponential moment generate a free
group outside of an exponentially rare event (note that the pivoting technique allows us to drop the finite
exponential moment assumption). In [CDJ16] and [CDM17], Cuny, Dedecker, Jan and Merlevède give
KMT estimates for the behaviour of plog }γn}qnPN under Lp moment assumptions for p ą 2.

The main difference between these previous works and this paper is that the measure ν has to be
supported on the General Linear group GLpEq for the above methods to work. Indeed, they rely of the
existence of the stationary measure ξ8

ν on PpEq, which is a consequence of the fact that GLpEq acts
continuously on PpEq, which is compact. Some work has been done to study non-invertible matrices in
the specific case of matrices that have real positive coefficients. In [FK60], Furstenberg and Kesten show
limit laws for the coefficients under an L8 moment assumption, in [Muk87] and [KS84] Mukherjea, Kesten
and Spitzer show some limit theorems for matrices with non-negative entries that are later improved by
Hennion in [Hen97] and more recently improved by Cuny, Dedecker and Merlevède in [CDM23].

In [LP82], Le Page shows the exponential mixing property by exhibiting a spectral gap for the action
of ν on the projective space under some moments assumptions on ν. The large deviations inequalities
were already known for the norm in the specific case of distributions having finite exponential moment
by the works of Sert [Ser18].

1.6. Method used. To prove the results, we use Markovian extractions. The idea is to adapt the
following "toy model" construction to the case of matrices.

Let G “ xa, b, c|a2 “ b2 “ c2 “ 1Γy be the free right angle Coxeter group with 3 generators. One can
see the elements of G as reduced words in ta, b, cu, i.e., finite sequences of letters of type px1, . . . , xnq
without double letters in the sense that xi ‰ xi`1 for all 1 ď i ă n. We write Σ :“ ta, b, cupNq for the
set of words in the alphabet ta, b, cu. We write 1Σ for the empty word, which is the identity element of
Σ. We write d for the concatenation product on Σ and Π : Σ Ñ G the word reduction map which is a
monoid morphism.

We consider the simple random walk on the 3-tree, seen as the Cayley graph of G. Draw a random
independent uniformly distributed sequence of letters plnqnPN P ta, b, cuN. Then for every n P N, write
gn :“ l0 ¨ ¨ ¨ ln´1 P G for the position of the random walk at step n and g̃n :“ pl0, . . . , ln´1q the word
encoding the trajectory of the random walk up to step n. Then we know that pgnq almost surely escapes
to a point in BG, the set of infinite simple words. To prove it, we can show, using Markov’s inequality,

that Ppgn “ 1Gq ď
`
8
9

˘n{2
. Indeed, given n P N, if |gn| ě 1, then |gn`1| “ |gn| ` 1 with probability 2

3

and |gn`1| “ |gn| ´ 1 with probability 1
3

and if |gn| “ 0, then |gn`1| “ |gn| ` 1 with probability 1. It
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implies that:

(18) @n P N, E
´?

2
´|gn`1|

¯
ď 2

?
2

3
E

´?
2

´|gn|
¯
. Hence @n P N, E

´?
2

´|gn|
¯

ď
ˆ
8

9

˙n{2

.

Therefore pgnq visits 1G only finitely many times. After that it gets trapped in a branch (the set of
simple words starting with a given letter x1 P ta, b, cu). Then using the same argument, pgnq visits the
first node of this branch only finitely many times and then escapes along the branch starting with x1x2
for some x2 ‰ x1 and by induction, one can show that pgnq escapes along a branch px1, x2, . . . q (i.e., an
infinite reduced word).

By symmetry, one can show that for all k ą 1, the distribution of the letter xk knowing x1, . . . , xk´1

is the uniform distribution on ta, b, cuztxk´1u. For all k ě 1, we define the k-th pivotal time of the
sequence plnq as tk :“ mintt P N | @j ě t, |gj | ě ku. For example t0 “ 0 and t1 is the first time after the
last visit in 1G. Then for k ě 2, the time tk follows the time of last visit in the closed ball of radius
k ´ 1. An interesting observation is that for all k ě 1, we have xk “ ltk´1 “ ltk´1

ltk´1`1 ¨ ¨ ¨ ltk´1.
Then instead of drawing the sequence plnqnPN of letters, we can draw the limit pxnqnPN first and then

the letters plnqnPN as follows.
Write X “ ta, b, c, su, (s like "start") and endow X with a transition kernel p such that ppi, jq “ 1

2

for all i ‰ j P ta, b, cu and pps, iq “ 1
3

for i P ta, b, cu.
s

1

3

��❂
❂

❂

❂

❂

❂

❂

❂

1

3

��

1

3

""

pX, pq “ a oo
1

2 //
OO

1

2

��

bNN

1

2qqc

Let x0 “ s and draw a Markov chain pxnqnPN in pX, pq. It means that we have:

@n P N,@l P X,Ppxn`1 “ l |x0, . . . , xnq “ ppxn, lq.
Then the sequence pxkqkě1 has the same distribution as the sequence ltk´1 defined above. Moreover,
the distribution of the word pltk , . . . , ltk`1´1q only depends on xk and xk`1 and not on the time k ě 1.
Write ν̃a,b for the distribution of pltk , . . . , ltk`1´1q knowing that ltk´1 “ a and ltk`1´1 “ b and write ν̃s,a
for the distribution of the word pl0, . . . , lt1´1q knowing that lt1´1 “ a. Both are probability distributions
on Σ. In the same fashion, we define the whole decoration:

s
ν̃s,a

��❂
❂

❂

❂

❂

❂

❂

❂

ν̃s,b

��

ν̃s,c

""

pX, p, ν̃q “ a oo ν̃a,b

ν̃b,a

//
OO

ν̃a,cν̃c,a

��

bTT

ν̃b,c

ν̃c,b
kkc

Then instead of drawing the plnq ’s uniformly and independently, one can simply draw a random sequence
of words pw̃kq with distribution

Â
ν̃xk,xk`1

relatively to pxnq. Then for every k P N, the random word

w̃k has the distribution of pltk , . . . , ltk`1´1q and the infinite word W “ Ä8
k“0 w̃k P ta, b, cuN has the

distribution of the infinite word L “ pl0, l1, l2, . . . q. Note also that for all k P N, one has Πw̃k “ xk`1

and w̃k has no prefix whose product is xk.
Now, we consider a filtration pFkqkě0 such that xk and w̃k´1 are Fk-measurable for all k ě 1, the

distribution of xk`1 knowing Fk is ppxk, ¨q and the distribution of w̃k knowing Fk and xk`1 is ν̃xk,xk`1
.

Now the fact that a time t is pivotal or not is decided as soon as w̃0 d ¨ ¨ ¨ d w̃k´1 has length at least
t. In particular the event (t is a pivotal time) is Ft-measurable. However, given pCnqnPN the cylinder
filtration associated to the random sequence plnqnPN, the event (t is a pivotal time) is never Cn-measurable
whatever the choice of n, t P N.

This construction gives a proof of the exponential large deviations inequalities for the random walk
pgnq. This is not the simplest proof but it shows how and why we want to use the setting of Markovian
extractions.

(19) Dσ ą 0, @ε ą 0, DC, β ą 0, @n P N,P p||gn| ´ nσ| ě εnq ď C expp´βnq.
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Proof. Let pl0, l1, l2, . . . q “ w̃0 d w̃1 d w̃2 d ¨ ¨ ¨ be as above. We associate to every integer n P N a pair
of indices k P N, r P t0, . . . , |w̃k| ´ 1u such that n “ |w̃0| ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` |w̃k´1| ` r. This means that ln´1 is the
r-th letter of w̃k and then by triangular inequality, we have k ´ r ď |gn| ď k ` r because k “ |x1 ¨ ¨ ¨xk|
and r ě |ln´r ¨ ¨ ¨ ln´1|.

Then note that the lengths p|w̃k|qkě1 are independent, identically distributed random variables that
are independent of |w̃0|. Moreover, they all have a finite exponential moment by (18). By Lemma A.1,
r also has an exponential moment which is uniformly bounded in n.

Let σ :“ 1
Ep|w̃1|q “ 1

3
and let ε ą 0. Then by the classical large deviations inequalities (see Lemma

A.5 and Lemma A.10 (6)), we have: Pp|k´ nσ| ě nε{2q ď C expp´β1nq for some C, β1 ą 0 and for all n.
Now note that ||gn| ´ nσ| ď |k ´ nσ| ` r so we have (19) by Lemma A.10 (1). �

1.7. About the pivoting technique. In the second part of this article we mainly use the tools intro-
duced in [Gou22], some of them having been introduced or used in former works like [BMSS20] where
Adrien Boulanger, Pierre Mathieu, Cagri Sert and Alessandro Sisto state large deviations inequalities
from below for random walks in discrete hyperbolic groups or [MS20] where Mathieu and Sisto show
some bi-lateral large deviations inequalities in the context of distributions that have a finite exponential
moment. In [Gou22] Sébastien Gouëzel uses the pivoting technique in the setting of hyperbolic groups
to get large deviations estimates bellow the escape speed and to show the continuity of the escape speed.
For us, the most interesting part of Gouëzel’s work is the "toy model" described in section 2. In [Cho22]
Inhyeok Choi applies the pivoting technique to show results that are analogous to the ones of Gouëzel
for the mapping class group of an hyperbolic surface. In [CFFT22], Chawla, Forghani, Frisch and Tiozzo
use another view of the pivoting technique and the results of [Gou22] to show that the Poisson boundary
of random walk with finite entropy on a group that has an acylindrical action on an hyperbolic space is
in fact the Gromov Boundary of said space. I believe that similar method can be used to describe the
Poisson boundary of a totally strongly irreducible random walk that has finite entropy, in the sense of
Conjecture 5.12.

1.8. Structure of this paper. In Section 2 of this article, we state some local-to-global properties
for alignment of matrices. In Section 3, we state some preliminary results about random products of
non-invertible matrices. In section 4 Theorem 4.1, we state an abstract version of the construction of
the pivoting extraction using the pivoting technique as in [Gou22, section 2] and prove Theorem 1.10
as a corollary of that statement. Then in Section 5 we give complete proofs of Theorems 1.6, 1.7 and
5.13 using the pivoting technique and Theorem 1.10. Section A is an appendix where we prove classical
results for real valued random variables, we state these lemmas in a convenient way to be able to use
them through this paper.

2. Local-to-global properties for the alignment of matrices

In this section, we describe the geometry of the monoid Γ :“ EndpEq for E a Euclidean space. We
can think of K “ R but all the proofs work the same when K “ C or when K is a ultra-metric field.

Given E a K-vector space, we will identify E with HompK, Eq. Note that up to choosing a canonical
basis for all Euclidean spaces, linear maps between Euclidean spaces can be seen as matrices. Moreover,
vectors and linear form can also be seen as matrices.

We want to translate ideas of hyperbolic geometry into the language of products of endomorphisms.
The idea is to exhibit a local-to global property in the same fashion as [Can, Theorem 4]. That way we
can adapt the arguments of [Gou22] to the setting of products of random matrices.

2.1. Alignment and squeezing coefficients. We remind the definition of the singular gap and of the
distance in the projective space. Note that given x, y two vectors, we have the characterization }x^y} “
minaPK }x´ ya}}y}. Therefore, given h P HompE,F q, we have }h^ h} “ maxx,y minaPK

}hpx´yaq}}hpyq}
}x}}y} .

Definition 2.1 (Singular gap). Let E,F be Euclidean vector spaces and h P HompE,F qzt0u. We define
the first (logarithmic) singular gap, or squeeze coefficient of h as:

sqzphq :“ log

ˆ }h}2
}h^ h}

˙
P r0,`8s.

Definition 2.2 (Distance between projective classes). Let E be a Euclidean space. We denote by PpEq
the projective space of E i.e., the set of lines in E, endowed with the distance map d which is characterized
by:

(20) @x, y P Ezt0u, dprxs, rysq “ }x^ y}
}x}}y} “ min

aPK

}x´ ya}
}x} .
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Lemma 2.3 (Lipschitz property for the norm cocycle). Let E and F be Euclidean spaces and let f P
HompE,F qzt0u. Let x, y P Ezt0u, we have:

(21)

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ }fx}
}f}}x} ´ }fy}

}f}}y}

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ď dprxs, rysq.

Proof. Let f P HompE,F q and let x, y P E be unit i.e., }f} “ }x} “ }y} “ 1. We show that }fx} ď
}fy} ` dprxs, rysq and conclude by homogeneity and by symmetry. Let c P K be such that }x ´ yc} “
minaPK }x´ ya}. Then by Definition 2.2, we have dprxs, rysq “ }x´ yc}. Moreover |c| ď 1 by property of
the orthogonal projection. By triangular inequality and by definition of the norm, we have:

}fx} ď }fyc} ` }fpx´ ycq} ď }fy}|c| ` }f}}x´ yc} ď }fy} ` dprxs, rysq. �

We remind that given g and h two matrices such that the product gh is well defined and given
0 ă ε ď 1, we write gAεh when }gh} ě ε}g}}h}. We also remind that given h P HompE,F q, we write
h˚ P HompF˚, E˚q for the map f ÞÑ fh, we call it the transpose of h.

Definition 2.4. Let E,F be Euclidean spaces and h P HompE,F qzt0u. Let 0 ă ε ď 1. We define
V εphq :“ tx P E; }hx} ě ε}h}}x}u and Uεphq :“ hpV εphqq and W εphq :“ Uεph˚q.

Note that the families pV εphqq0ăεď1, pUεphqq0ăεď1 and pW εphqq0ăεď1, are decreasing for the inclusion
order.

Note also that for h an endomorphism of rank one, and for all 0 ă ε ď 1, the cone Uεphq is the image
of h so it has diameter 0 in the projective space.

The idea to have in mind is that given h a matrix that has a large singular gap Uεphq will have a
small diameter in the following sense.

Lemma 2.5. Let E,F be Euclidean spaces, let h P HompE,F qzt0u and let 0 ă ε ď 1. Let u P U1phqzt0u
and let u1 P Uεphqzt0u. Then we have:

(22) dprus, ru1sq ď expp´sqzphqq
ε

.

Proof. Let v P V 1phq and let v1 P V εphq be such that u “ hv and u1 “ hv1 Then we have u ^ u1 “Ź2
hpv ^ v1q so:

}u^ u1} ď
›››
Ź2

h
››› }v ^ v1}.

Now saying that v P V 1phq and v1 P V εphq, means that }u} “ }h}}v} and }u1} ě ε}h}}v1}. Hence:

}u}}u1} ě ε}h}2}v}}v1}.
Then by taking the quotient, we have:

}u^ u1}
}u}}u1} ď

›››
Ź2

h
›››

ε}h}2
}v ^ v1}
}v}}v1} ď

›››
Ź2

h
›››

ε}h}2 .

By definition, the term on the left is dprus, ru1sq and the term on the right is expp´sqzphqq
ε

. �

Lemma 2.5 tells us that the projective image of Uεphq has diameter at most ε as long as sqzphq ě
2| logpεq| ` logp2q. With the toy model analogy, the condition sqzphq ě 2| logpεq| ` logp2q will play the
role of the condition for word to be non-trivial. We will extensively use the following simple remarks.

Lemma 2.6. Let g and h be non-zero matrices such that the product gh is well defined and let 0 ă ε ď 1.
We have gAεh if and only if h˚Aεg˚. Moreover sqzph˚q “ sqzphq.

Proof. This is a consequence of three well known facts. One is that we have }h} “ }h˚} for all homo-
morphism h. One way of seeing that is to notice that the operator norm admits the following (obviously
symmetric) characterization:

@E, @F, @h P HompE,F q, }h} “ max
fPF˚zt0u
vPEzt0u

|fhv|
}f}}v} .

The second fact is that pghq˚ “ h˚g˚. It implies that for all non trivial g, h, we have }gh}
}g}}h} “ }h˚g˚}

}h˚}}g˚} .

The third fact is that h˚ ^ h˚ “ ph ^ hq˚. It implies that sqzph˚q “ sqzphq. �
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Lemma 2.7. Let g and h be non-zero matrices such that the product gh is well defined and let 0 ă ε ď 1.

If there exist u P U1phqzt0u and w P W 1pgqzt0u such that |wu|
}u}}w} ě ε, then gAεh. If gAεh, then there

exist u P Uεphqzt0u and w P W εpgqzt0u such that |wu|
}w}}u} ě ε and }gu}

}g}}u} ě ε and }wh}
}w}}h} ě ε.

Proof. Let u P U1phqzt0u and w P W 1pgqzt0u. Assume that |wu|
}u}}w} ě ε. Let f P V 1pg˚q and let v P V 1phq

be such that w “ fg and u “ hv. We have |fghv|
}fg}}hv} ě ε, therefore |fghv|

}f}}g}}h}}v} ě ε, so }gh}
}g}}h} ě ε, which

means that gAεh. This proves the first implication of Lemma 2.7.
Now assume that gAεh. Let f P E˚zt0u and let v P Ezt0u be such that |fghv| “ }f}}gh}}v}. Then
|fghv|

}f}}g}}h}}v} ě ε. Let u :“ hv and let w :“ fg. Then we have:

ε ď |fghv|
}f}}g}}h}}v} “ |wu|

}w}}u}
}fg}

}f}}g}
}hv}

}h}}v} “ |fgu|
}f}}g}}u}

}hv}
}h}}v} “ }fg}

}f}}g}
|whv|

}w}}h}}v} .

All factors are in r0, 1s so |wu|
}w}}u} ě ε and }gu}

}g}}u} ě }fgu}
}f}}g}}u} ě ε and }wh}

}w}}h} ě |whv|
}w}}h}}v} ě ε. Moreover

}hv}
}h}}v} ě ε so v P V εphq and therefore u P Uεphq. We also have }fg}

}f}}g} ě ε so w P W εpgq. This proves the

second implication of Lemma 2.7. �

Lemma 2.8. Let g and h be non-zero matrices such that the product gh is well defined and let 0 ă ε ď 1.
Assume that gAεh. Then one has:

sqzpghq ě sqzpgq ` sqzphq ´ 2| logpεq|.(23)

Moreover, for every non-zero vectors u P U1pgqzt0u, and u1 P U1pghqzt0u, we have:

(24) dprus, ru1sq ď 1

ε
expp´sqzpgqq.

Proof. Note that the norm of the ^ product is sub-multiplicative because it is a norm so:

(25) }gh^ gh} ď }g ^ g}}h^ h}.
So if we do 2 log (17) ´ log (25) we find (23).

Now to prove (24), we only need to show that U1pghq Ă Uεpgq and use (22) from Lemma 2.5. Indeed,
consider v P V 1pghq, then one has }ghv} ě ε}g}}h}}v} ě ε}g}}hv} which means that hv P V εpgq, therefore
ghv P Uεpgq and we can apply Lemma 2.5. �

Lemma 2.9. Let f , g and h be non-zero matrices such that the product fgh is well defined and let
0 ă ε ď 1. Assume that fAεgAεh and that sqzpgq ě 2| logpεq| ` 2 logp2q. Then sqzpfghq ě sqzpgq ´
4| logpεq| ´ 2 logp2q.

Proof. Let u P Uεpgqzt0u, let u1 P U1pghqzt0u and let u2 P U1pgqzt0u be non-trivial vectors. By Lemma
2.5, we have dprus, ru2sq ď ε

4
. By Lemma 2.8, we have dpru2s, ru1sq ď ε

4
. So by triangular inequality, we

have dprus, ru1sq ď ε
2
.

Let v P V 1pfgqzt0u. We have }fgv} “ }fg}}v} ě ε}f}}g}}v}. Hence v P V εpgqzt0u therefore gv P
Uεpgqzt0u. Let v1 P V 1pghqzt0u. Assume that u “ gv and that u1 “ ghv1. Then by Lemma 2.3, we have

}fu1}
}f}}u1} ě }fu}

}f}}u} ´ dprus, ru1sq ě ε
2
. Therefore, we have }fghv1} ě }f}}gh}}v1} ε

2
so }fgh} ě ε

2
}f}}gh}.

Moreover, we have gAεh, therefore }fgh} ě ε2

2
}f}}g}}h}. Now using the formula sqzpγq “ log

´
}γ}2

}γ^γ}

¯
,

we get:

sqzpfghq ě sqzpfq ` sqzpgq ` sqzphq ´ 4| logpεq| ´ 2 logp2q. �

Lemma 2.10 (Heredity of the alignment). Let f, g, h be non-zero matrices such that the product fgh
is well defined and let 0 ă ε ď 1. Assume that sqzpgq ě 2| logpεq| ` 3 logp2q and that fAεgA

ε
2h. Then

fA
ε
2 gh.

Proof. Let u P U1pghqzt0u, let u1 P Uεpgqzt0u and let u2 P U1pgqzt0u. By Lemma 2.5, we have
dpru1s, ru2sq ď ε

8
and by Lemma 2.8, we have dprus, ru2sq ď ε

4
. Then by triangular inequality, we

have dprus, ru1sq ď ε
2
.

Now let v P V 1pfgqzt0u. Then we have }fgv} ě }f}}g}}v}ε so gv P Uεpgqzt0u and by the above

argument, we have dprus, rgvsq ď ε
2
. Then by Lemma 2.3, we have }fu}

}f}}u} ě }fgv}
}f}}gv} ´ ε

2
. Moreover

}f}}gv} ď }f}}g}}v} ď }fgv}{ε, therefore }fu}
}f}}u} ě ε

2
and u P U1pghq hence fA

ε
2 gh. �
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Remark 2.11 (The ultra-metric case is easier). Let 0 ă ε ď 1, let K be a ultra-metric locally compact
field and let f, g, h be matrices with entries in K such that th product f, g, h is well defined. If we assume
that fAεgAεh, and that sqzpgq ą 2| logpεq|, then fAεgh. Therefore, in the ultra-metric case, we get rid
of all the `k logp2q constants.

Lemma 2.12 (Contraction property for aligned chains). Let E be a Euclidean vector space, let 0 ă ε ď 1

let n P N. Let g0, . . . , gn be non-zero matrices such that the product g0 ¨ ¨ ¨ gn is well defined. Assume that
for all k P t0, . . . , n´ 1u, we have sqzpgkq ě 2| logpεq| ` 3 logp2q and gkA

εgk`1. Then one has:

}g0 ¨ ¨ ¨ gn} ě
´ε
2

¯n nź

j“0

}gj}(26)

sqzpg0 ¨ ¨ ¨ gnq ě
nÿ

j“0

sqzpgjq ´ 2np| logpεq| ` logp2qq.(27)

Moreover, for every non-zero vectors u P U1pg0qzt0u, and u1 P U1pg0 ¨ ¨ ¨ gnqzt0u, we have:

(28) dprus, ru1sq ď 2

ε
expp´sqzpg0qq.

Proof. The lemma is trivial when n “ 0. Assume n ě 1. We claim that for all 0 ď k ă n, we have
gkA

ε
2 gk`1 ¨ ¨ ¨ gn. For k “ n ´ 1, we assumed gn´1A

εgn so gn´1A
ε
2 gn. Let 0 ă k ă n and assume

that gkA
ε
2 gk`1 ¨ ¨ ¨ gn. Then by Lemma 2.10 with f “ gk´1, g :“ gk and h :“ gk`1 ¨ ¨ ¨ gn, we have

gk´1A
ε
2 gk ¨ ¨ ¨ gn. Hence, we have g0A

ε
2 g1 ¨ ¨ ¨ gn so by (24) in Lemma 2.8, we have (28).

For all 0 ă k ă n, we have }gk ¨ ¨ ¨ gn} ě ε
2

}gk}}gk`1 ¨ ¨ ¨ gn} by definition of A
ε
2 . Then by induction on

k, we have }gk ¨ ¨ ¨ gn} ě
`
ε
2

˘n´k }gk}}gk`1} ¨ ¨ ¨ }gn}, for k “ 0, we have (26).
Now by (23), we have sqzpgk ¨ ¨ ¨ gnq ě sqzpgkq`sqzpgk`1 ¨ ¨ ¨ gnq´2p| logpεq|` logp2qq for all 0 ď k ă n.

Then by induction, we have sqzpgk ¨ ¨ ¨ gnq ě řn
j“k sqzpgjq ´ 2pn´ kqp| logpεq| ` logp2qq for all 0 ď k ă n,

therefore we have (27). �

Lemma 2.13 (Alignment of partial products). Let g0, . . . , gn be non-zero matrices such that the product
g0 ¨ ¨ ¨ gn is well defined. Let 0 ă ε ď 1. Assume that for every k P t1, . . . , n ´ 1u we have sqzpgiq ě
2| logpεq|`4 logp2q. Assume also that g0A

εg1A
ε ¨ ¨ ¨Aεgn i.e., for all k P t0, . . . , n´1u, we have gkA

εgk`1.
Then for all k P t1, . . . , nu, we have pg0 ¨ ¨ ¨ gk´1qA ε

2 pgk ¨ ¨ ¨ gnq.
Proof. Let k P t2, . . . , n´ 1u. Let u P U1pgk ¨ ¨ ¨ gnqzt0u, let u1 P Uεpgkqzt0u, let w P W 1pg0 ¨ ¨ ¨ gk´1qzt0u
and let w1 P W εpgk´1qzt0u. By Lemma 2.12 applied to the sequence gk, . . . , gn, and by Lemma 2.5
applied to gk and by triangular inequality, we have dprus, ru1sq ď ε

8
` ε

16
ď ε

4
. By Lemma 2.12 applied to

the sequence g˚
k´1, . . . , g

˚
0 and by the above argument, we have dprws, rw1sq ď ε

4
.

Now since gk´1A
εgk and by Lemma 2.7, there exist w1 P W εpgk´1qzt0u and u1 P Uεpgkqzt0u such that

|w1u1|
}w1}}u1} ě ε. Assume that |w1u1|

}w1}}u1} ě ε. Then by Lemma 2.3, we have |w1u|
}w1}}u} ě 3ε

4
and by duality, we

have |wu|
}w}}u} ě ε

2
, hence pg0 ¨ ¨ ¨ gk´1qA ε

2 pgk ¨ ¨ ¨ gnq. �

Corollary 2.14. Let 0 ă ε ď 1, let E be a Euclidean space and let pγnqnPN be a sequence in EndpEq.
Assume that for all n P N, one has γnA

εγn`1 and sqzpγn`1q ě 2| logpεq| ` 3 logp2q. Then there is a limit
line l8 P PpEq such that:

(29) @n P N, @un P U1pγ0 ¨ ¨ ¨ γn´1qzt0u, dpruns, l8q ď 2

ε
expp´sqzpγ0 ¨ ¨ ¨ γn´1qq.

Proof. Let m ď n be integers and let un P U1pγ0 ¨ ¨ ¨ γn´1qzt0u and um P U1pγ0 ¨ ¨ ¨ γm´1qzt0u. By Lemma
2.13, we have pγ0 ¨ ¨ ¨ γn´1qA ε

2 pγn ¨ ¨ ¨ γm´1q, then by Lemma 2.8, we have:

(30) dpruns, rumsq ď 2

ε
expp´sqzpγ0 ¨ ¨ ¨ γn´1qq.

By Lemma 2.12, we have sqzpγ1 ¨ ¨ ¨ γn´1q ě pn ´ 1q logp2q ` 2| logpεq| ` 3 logp2q and by Lemma 2.8, we

have sqzpγ1 ¨ ¨ ¨ γn´1q ě n logp2q. So for any sequence punqnPN P ś`8
n“0pU1pγ0 ¨ ¨ ¨ γn´1qzt0uq, the sequence

prunsq is a Cauchy sequence in PpEq, therefore it has a limit. Moreover, the diameter of PU1pγ0 ¨ ¨ ¨ γn´1q
goes to 0 by the above argument so the limit l8 does not depend on the choice of the un’s.

Now we take the limit of (30) for m Ñ `8 and we get (29). �

Lemma 2.15. Let 0 ă ε ď 1 and let n P N. Let h and g0, . . . , gn be matrices such that the product
hg0 ¨ ¨ ¨ gn is well defined. Assume that for all i P t0, . . . , nu, we have sqzpgiq ě 2| logpεq| ` 4 logp2q.
Assume also that we have hAεg0 and that giA

ε
2 gi`1 for all i P t0, . . . , n´1u. Then we have hA

ε
2 pg0 ¨ ¨ ¨ gnq.
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Proof. By Lemma 2.12 (27), we have sqzpg0 ¨ ¨ ¨ gnq ě sqzpg0q ` řn
j“1psqzpgjq ´ 2| logpεq| ´ 2 logp2qq ě

sqzpg0q. Let u P U1pg0qzt0u and let u1 P U1pg0 ¨ ¨ ¨ gnqzt0u. By (28) in Lemma 2.12, we have dprus, ru1sq ď
4ε
16

. Let v P V εphq X Uεpg0qzt0u, which is not empty by Lemma 2.7. Then by Lemma 2.5, we have

dprvs, rusq ď ε
16

. Hence dpru1s, rvsq ď 5ε
16

so by Lemma 2.3, we have }hu1}
}h}}u1} ě 11ε

16
ě ε

2
. Hence, we have

hA
ε
2 pg0 ¨ ¨ ¨ gnq. �

Now we prove a tricky lemma that is essential for the pivoting technique.

Lemma 2.16. Let 0 ă ε ď 1 and let n P N1. Let γ´1, γ0, γ1, . . . , γ2n be non-zero matrices and assume
that the product γ´1 ¨ ¨ ¨ γ2n is well defined. Assume that for all i P t0, 1, 3, 5, . . . , 2n ´ 1u, we have
sqzpγiq ě 4| logpεq| ` 7 logp2q and that for all 0 ď i ă n, we have:

(31) pγ0 ¨ ¨ ¨ γ2iqAεγ2i`1A
εγ2i`2

and that γ´1A
εγ0. Then γ´1A

ε
2 pγ0 ¨ ¨ ¨ γ2nq.

Proof. Let i P t0, . . . , nu. By Lemma 2.10 applied to f “ γ0 ¨ ¨ ¨ γ2i, g “ γ2i`1 and h “ γ2i`2, we have
pγ0 ¨ ¨ ¨ γ2iqA

ε
2 pγ2i`1γ2i`2q and by (23) in Lemma 2.8, we have sqzpγ2i`1γ2i`2q ě 2| logpεq| ` 7 logp2q. We

moreover claim that for all i P t1, . . . , n ´ 1u, we have pγ2i´1γ2iqA
ε
4 pγ2i`1γ2i`2q. Let i P t2, . . . , n ´

1u, let w P W 1pγ2i´1γ2iqzt0u and let w1 P W
ε
2 pγ0 ¨ ¨ ¨ γ2iqzt0u and let w2 P W 1pγ0 ¨ ¨ ¨ γ2iqzt0u. We

have sqzpγ2i`1γ2i`2q ě 2| logpεq| ` 7 logp2q so by Lemma 2.5, we have dprw1s, rw2sq ď ε
64

. Moreover,

γ0 ¨ ¨ ¨ γ2i´2A
ε{2pγ2i´1γ2iq so by 2.8, we have dprws, rw2sq ď ε

64
. Then by triangular inequality, we have

dprws, rw1sq ď ε
4

so by Lemma 2.3, we have:

}wγ2i`1γ2i`2}
}w}}γ2i`1γ2i`2} ě }w1γ2i`1γ2i`2}

}w1}}γ2i`1γ2i`2} ´ ε

4

Moreover, we have pγ0 ¨ ¨ ¨ γ2iqA
ε
2 pγ2i`1γ2i`2q so there exists a linear form w1 P W ε

2 pγ0 ¨ ¨ ¨ γ2iqzt0u such

that }w1γ2i`1γ2i`2}
}w1}}γ2i`1γ2i`2} ě ε

2
. Hence we have }wγ2i`1γ2i`2}

}w}}γ2i`1γ2i`2} ě ε
4
, which proves the claim.

Now we have γ0A
ε
4 pγ1γ2qA ε

4 ¨ ¨ ¨A ε
4 pγ2i´nγ2nq. Let u P U1pγ0 ¨ ¨ ¨ γ2nqzt0u and let u1 P Uεpγ0qzt0u and

let u2 P U1pγ0qzt0u. By Lemma 2.12 applied to g0 “ γ0 and gi “ γ2i´1γ2i for all i P t1, . . . , nu and

ε1 “ ε
4
, we have dprus, ru2sq ď ε

16
. Moreover, by Lemma 2.5, we have dpru1s, ru2sq ď ε3

128
. Then by

triangular inequality, we have dprus, ru1sq ď ε
2
. Now we may assume that }γ´1u

1}
}γ´1}}u1} ě ε because γ´1A

εγ0.

Then by Lemma 2.3, we have
}γ´1u}

}γ´1}}u} ě ε so γ´1A
ε
2 pγ0 ¨ ¨ ¨ γ2nq. �

2.2. Link between singular values and eigenvalues. In this short section, we prove the following
lemma. We will use the following notations. Let g be an endomorphism such that proxpgq ą 0. We write
E`pgq for the eigenspace associated to the maximal eigenvalue of g, it is a line because proxpgq ą 0.
A basic fact is that gpE`pgqq “ E`pgq and there is a g-stable supplementary E´pgq i.e., such that
gpE´pgqq Ă E´pgq and E “ E`pgq ‘ E´pgq.

Lemma 2.17. Let E be a Euclidean space and let 0 ă ε ď 1. Let g be an endomorphism such that
sqzpgq ě 2| logpεq| ` 4 logp2q and gAεg. Then g is proximal and we have the following:

ρ1pgq ě ε

2
}h}(32)

proxpgq ě sqzpgq ´ 2| logpεq| ´ 2 logp2q(33)

@u P U1pgq, dprus, E`pgqq ď 2

ε
expp´sqzpgqq(34)

Proof. Consider pgkqkě0 to be the sequence of copies of g. First, we apply Lemma 2.13 and we get that

sqzpgnq ě npsqzpgq ´ 2| logpεq| ´ 2 logp2qq, then going to the limit n Ñ `8, we get that lim inf
sqzpgnq

n
ě

sqzpgq ´ 2| logpεq| ´ 2 logp2q. Moreover, we know that this inferior limit is in fact an honest limit and it
is proxpgq, which proves (33). The proof of (32) goes the same but using (26). Note that (33) implies
that proxpgq ą 0 so E`pgq is a line.

To get (34), we apply Corollary 2.14. We get a line l8 such that for any un P U1pgnqzt0u, we have

runs Ñ l8. Moreover, we have dprus, l8q ď 2 expp´sqzpgqq
ε

. Now we only need to show that l8 “ E`pgq.
Let e P E`pgq. Then we have }ge} “ ρ1pgq}e} so by (32), e P V

ε
2 pgq. Moreover, e is an eigenvector

associated to a simple eigenvalue so e P Kge and as a consequence e P U ε
2 pgq. Now this reasoning holds

for all positive power of g so we have e P U ε
2 pgnq. Moreover, sqzpgnq Ñ `8 by(33) so by Lemma 2.5,

the projective diameter of U
ε
2 pgnq goes to zero so runs Ñ res, so l8 “ res. �
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2.3. Finite description of the alignment. In this section, on construct a finitely described alignment
relation that allows us to use the tools described in the toy model of paragraph 1.6, even though we are
not working on locally finite groups.

Definition 2.18. Let A be a measurable binary relation on a measurable set Γ i.e., an AΓbAΓ measurable
subset of Γ ˆ Γ. We say that A is finitely described if there exist an integer M P Ně1 and two families
of measurable subsets pLiq1ďiďM P AM

Γ and pRjq1ďjďM P AM
Γ such that:

Γ “
Mğ

i“1

Li “
Mğ

j“1

Rj

and a subset A Ă t1, . . . ,Mu2 such that:

A “
ğ

pi,jqPA

Li ˆRj .

Lemma 2.19 (Discrete descriptions of alignment relations). Let E be an Euclidean vector space and
0 ă ε1 ă ε2 ď 1. There exists a discrete binary relation A on EndpEq that satisfies the inclusions
Aε2 Ă A Ă Aε1 i.e., for any given g, h P EndpEq, we have gAε2h ñ gAh ñ gAε1h.

Proof. Let ε :“ ε2´ε1
4

. Let N :“
X
1
ε

\
. Let k P N and let pu1, . . . ukq Ă Ezt0u be such that:

@v P Ezt0u, Di P t1, . . . , ku, dprvs, ruisq ď ε.

Such a family exists because PpEq is compact. Now let pw1, . . . wkq Ă E˚zt0u be such that:

@f P E˚zt0u, Di P t1, . . . , ku, dprf s, rwisq ď ε.

Such a family exists because E˚ is isometric to E. Now let h P EndpEqzt0u and let n P t1, . . . , Nu, we
define:

(35) φnphq :“ ti P t1, . . . , ku |wi P Wnεphqu and ψnphq :“ ti P t1, . . . , ku |ui P Unεphqu.
Now let:

A :“
"

pg, hq P EndpEqzt0u
ˇ̌
ˇ̌ Dn1, n2 P t1, . . . , Nu, Di P φn1

pgq, Dj P ψn2
phq, |wiuj|

}wi}}uj}n1n2ε
2 ě ε1

*

\ ppEndpEqzt0uq ˆ t0uq \ pt0u ˆ pEndpEqzt0uqq \ pt0u ˆ t0uq .
First we claim that A Ă Aε1 . Let gAh. If g “ 0 or h “ 0, then we have gAε1h trivially. Assume that g ‰ 0

and h ‰ 0. Let n1, n2 P t1, . . . , Nu, let i P φn1
pgq and let j P ψn2

phq be such that
|wiuj |

}wi}}uj}n1n2ε
2 ě ε1.

Let f P V n1εpg˚q be such that fg “ wi and let v P V n2εphq be such that hv “ uj. Such f, v exist because

wi P Wn1εpgq and uj P Un2εphq, moreover, they are not trivial. Then, we have |fghv|
}fg}}hv} “ |wiuj |

}wi}}uj} and
}fg}

}f}}g} ě n1ε and }hv}
}h}}v} ě n2ε. Hence, we have |fghv|

}f}}g}}h}}v} ě ε1 so }gh} ě ε1}g}}h}, which proves the

claim.
Now we claim that Aε2 Ă A. Let gAε2h. Assume that g ‰ 0 and h ‰ 0. Let f P E˚zt0u and v P Ezt0u

be such that |fghv| “ }f}}gh}}v} ě ε2}f}}g}}h}}v}. let n1 :“
Y

}fg}
}f}}g}ε

]
and let n2 :“

Y
}hv}

}h}}v}ε

]
. Then

we have n1ε ě }fg}
}f}}g} ´ ε and n2ε ě }hv}

}h}}v} ´ ε. Let i, j P t1, . . . , ku be such that dprwis, rfgsq ď ε and

dprujs, rhvsq ď ε. Then by Lemma 2.3, we have
|wiuj |

}wi}}uj} ě |fghv|
}fg}}hv} ´ 2ε. Hence:

|wiuj|
}wi}}uj}n1n2ε

2 ě
ˆ |fghv|

}fg}}hv} ´ 2ε

˙ˆ }fg}
}f}}g} ´ ε

˙ˆ }hv}
}h}}v} ´ ε

˙

Moreover all three factors are in r0, 1s so if we develop, we get:

|wiuj |
}wi}}uj}n1n2ε

2 ě
ˆ |fghv|

}fg}}hv}

˙ˆ }fg}
}f}}g} ´ ε

˙ˆ }hv}
}h}}v} ´ ε

˙
´ 2ε

ě
ˆ |fghv|

}fg}}hv}

˙ˆ }fg}
}f}}g}

˙ˆ }hv}
}h}}v}

˙
´ 4ε

ě |fghv|
}f}}g}}h}}v} ´ 4ε ě ε2 ´ 4ε “ ε1.

Therefore, we have gAh, which proves the claim.
Now we claim that A is discrete. This follows directly from the fact that given g and h two matrices,

the condition gAh is expressed in terms of pφ1pgq, . . . , φN pgqq and pψ1phq, . . . , ψNphqq, which take only
finitely many values. �



14 AXEL PÉNEAU

Note that the same proof may be used to construct discrete alignment relations on HompE,F q ˆ
HompH,Eq for E, F and H , three given Euclidean spaces.

3. Random products and extractions

3.1. Notations for extractions. In the two following sections, we will denote by Γ an abstract measur-
able semi-group i.e., a second countable measurable space endowed with an associative and measurable
composition map ¨ : Γ ˆ Γ Ñ Γ. We will assume that Γ has an identity element that we denote by 1Γ.
The measurable semi-group Γ can be pN,`q, EndpEq or a semi-group of words. The semi-group N will
always be endowed with the addition map.

Let us recall the notations introduced in Paragraph 1.4. We write rΓ for the semi-group of words with
letters in Γ i.e., the set of all tuples

Ů
lPN Γl, (where Γl is identified with Γt0,...,l´1u and endowed with

the product σ-algebra for all l P N) that we endow with the concatenation product

d : rΓ ˆ rΓ ÝÑ rΓ
ppγ0, . . . , γk´1q, pγ1

0, . . . , γ
1
l´1qq P Γk ˆ Γl ÞÝÑ pγ0, . . . , γk´1, γ

1
0, . . . , γ

1
l´1q P Γk`l.

We also define the length functor:

L : rΓ ÝÑ N; pγ0, . . . , γk´1q ÞÝÑ k,

and the product functor:

Π : rΓ ÝÑ Γ; pγ0, . . . , γk´1q ÞÝÑ γ0 ¨ ¨ ¨ γk´1.

Given pγ̃nqnPN P rΓN, we write
Ä`8

n“0 γ̃n P ΓN for the left to right concatenation of all the γ̃k’s and we

write
Ä8

: rΓN Ñ ΓN; pγ̃nq ÞÑ Ä`8
n“0 γ̃n. In other words, for all n P N and all 0 ď k ă Lpγ̃nq, and for

m :“ Lpγ̃0 d ¨ ¨ ¨ d γ̃n´1q ` k, the m-th element, i.e., the projection on the m-indexed coordinate, of the

sequence
Ä`8

n“0 γ̃n is the k-th letter of γ̃n, i.e., the projection on the k-indexed coordinate. Note that all

the above defined maps d, L, Π and
Ä8

are measurable.

Definition 3.1 (Grouping of factors). Let Γ be a semi-group. Let γ :“ pγnqnPN P ΓN and let w :“
pwnqnPN P N

N be non-random sequences. For all n P N, define wn :“ w0 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` wn´1. We denote by

rγw P rΓN the sequence of w-groups of γ which we define by:

@n P N, rγwn :“ pγwn`kq0ďkăwn
“ pγwn

, . . . , γwn`1´1q.

We denote by γw the sequence of w-products of γ defined as γw :“ Π˝rγw P ΓN i.e., γwn “ γwn
¨ ¨ ¨ γwn`1´1

for all n P N.
We denote by γ P ΓN the left to right product associated to γ, defined as γn :“ γ0 ¨ ¨ ¨ γn´1 for all n P N

and we denote by γw P ΓN the left to-right product associated to γw defined as γwn :“ γw0 ¨ ¨ ¨ γwn´1 “ γwn

for all n P N.

Let pg̃nq P rΓN be a sequence which is not stationary to the trivial word, note that the map
`Ä8

, LbN
˘
,

that sends pg̃nq to the pair
´Ä`8

n“0 g̃n, pLpg̃nqqnPN

¯
P ΓN ˆ NN, is one-to-one. Indeed, to get back to the

sequence g̃, write γ :“ Ä`8
n“0 g̃n and wn :“ pLpg̃nqqnPN, then g̃ “ rγw. Given µ̃ a probability distribution

on rΓN, we will write prγwn q „ µ̃ to introduce a random sequence pγnq P ΓN and a random sequence
pwnq P NN, defined on the same probability space and such that prγwn q „ µ̃.

Given η̃ and κ̃ two probability measures on rΓ, we write η̃ d κ̃ :“ d˚pη̃ b κ̃q for the convolution of
η̃ and κ̃ i.e., the push-forward by d of the product measure η̃ b κ̃. Then η̃ d κ̃ is the distribution of
the concatenation of two independent random words of respective distribution η̃ and κ̃. Given pη̃nqnPN

a sequence of probability measures, we write
Ä`8

n“0 η̃n for the push forward of
Ä8

˚

´Â`8
n“0 η̃n

¯
. Given

η̃ a probability measure on rΓ, we write η̃dN for
Ä`8

n“0 η̃.

Definition 3.2 (Extraction). Let Γ be a semi-group, let µ be a probability measure on ΓN and let µ̃ be a

probability measure on rΓN. We say that µ̃ is an extraction of µ if µ “
Ä8

˚ µ̃ and if there exist constants
C, β ą 0 such that for pg̃nqnPN „ µ̃ and for all n P N, we have almost surely:

E pexppβLpg̃nqq | pg̃kqkănq ď C.
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3.2. Rank and essential kernel of a probability distribution. In this section, we describe the
probabilistic behaviour of the kernel of a product of i.i.d. random matrices. For that we do not use the
tools from Section 2.1, in particular, we do not care about the Euclidean structure of the space. Given
h a linear map, we denote by rkphq the rank of h i.e., the dimension of the image of h. We say that a
probability measure ν is supported on a set S if νpSq “ 1, it is weaker than saying that S is the support
of ν because we do not assume that S is closed nor minimal. Note that given E a vector space a measure
ν may be supported on GLpEq
Definition 3.3 (Rank of a distribution). Let E be a vector space and let ν be a step distribution on
EndpEq. We define the eventual rank of ν as the largest integer rkpνq such that:

(36) @n ě 0, ν˚n tγ P EndpEq | rkpγq ă rkpνqu “ 0.

Lemma 3.4 (Eventual rank of a distribution). Let E be a Euclidean space and let Γ :“ EndpEq. Let ν

be a probability measure on Γ. There is a probability measure κ̃ on rΓ such that κ̃bN is an extraction of
νbN and Π˚κ̃ is supported on the set of endomorphisms of rank rkpνq.
Proof. Given a non-random sequence γ “ pγnqnPN, the sequence prkpγnqqnPN is a non-increasing sequence
of non-negative integers so it is stationary. Write rγ for the limit of prkpγnqqnPN. Then there is an integer
n1 ě 1 such that rkpγnq “ rγ for all n ě n1. Write nγ for the minimal such n1. Note that γ ÞÑ rγ and
γ ÞÑ nγ are measurable maps.

Now let pγnqnPN „ νbN be a random sequence. We define κ̃ to be the distribution of pγ0, . . . , γnγ´1q.
Note that nγ is a stopping time for pγnqnPN so the conditional distribution of pγn`nγ

qnPN relatively to

pγ0, . . . , γnγ´1q is νbN. Hence, we have κ̃ d νbN “ νbN, so κ̃dk d νbN “ νbN for all k P N and by

construction κ̃ is non-trivial so κ̃dN “ νbN. Therefore, the measure κ̃bN is an extraction of νbN.
MoreoverΠ˚κ̃ is the distribution of γnγ

which has rank rγ and L˚κ̃ is the distribution of nγ . Therefore,
we only need to show that rγ is almost surely constant and that nγ has finite exponential moment.

Let r0 be the essential lower bound of rγ i.e., the largest integer such that Pprγ ě r0q “ 1. Let
n0 P N be such that Pprkpγn0

q “ r0q ą 0 and write α :“ Pprkpγn0
q “ r0q. We claim that such an

integer n0 exists. Indeed, by minimality, we have Pprγ ą r0q ă 1 so Pprγ “ r0q ą 0, which means that
Pprkpγnγ

q “ r0q ą 0. Let n0 to be such that Ppnγ ď n0 X rγ “ r0q ą 0. Such an n0 exists, otherwise n0

would be almost surely infinite, which is absurd.
Now since the sequence pγnq is i.i.d, we have Pprkpγkn0

¨ ¨ ¨ γpk`1qn0´1q “ r0q ą 0 for all k P N.
Moreover these events are independents so for all k P N, we have:

Pp@k1 ă k, rkpγk1n0
¨ ¨ ¨ γpk1`1qn0´1q ą r0q “ p1 ´ αqk.

Now note that the rank of a product is bounded above by the rank on each of its factor so:

@k P N, Pprkpγkn0
q ą r0q ď p1 ´ αqk

@n P N, P
´
rkpγt n

n0
un0

q ą r0

¯
ď p1 ´ αqt n

n0
u

Now note that for all n P N, we have t n
n0

u ě n
n0

´ 1 and t n
n0

un0 ď n so:

@n P N, P prkpγnq ą r0q ď p1 ´ αq
n
n0

´1
.

Let C “ 1
1´α

and β “ ´ log p1´αq
n0

ą 0. Then we have P prkpγnq ą r0q ď C expp´βnq for all n P N and

β ą 0. Note that for all n P N, we have P prkpγnq ą r0q ě Pprγ ą r0q so Pprγ ą r0q “ 0, which means
that r0 “ rγ . Hence P prkpγnq ą r0q “ Ppn ă nγq for all n P N, so Ppnγ ą nq ď C expp´βnq, which
means that nγ has finite exponential moment.

�

Definition 3.5 (Essential kernel). Let E be a Euclidean space of dimension d ě 2 and let ν be a
probability distribution on EndpEq. We define the essential kernel of ν as:

(37) kerpνq :“ tv P E | Dn P N, ν˚nth P EndpEq |hv “ 0u ą 0u .
Lemma 3.6. Let E be a Euclidean space of dimension d ě 2 and let ν be a probability distribution on
EndpEq. There is a probability distribution κ on EndpEq which is supported on the set of rank rkpνq
endomorphisms and such that:

kerpνq “ kerpκq “ tv P E |κth P EndpEq |hv “ 0u ą 0u(38)

@v P E, lim
nÑ`8

ν˚nth |hv “ 0u “ sup
nPN

ν˚nth |hv “ 0u “ κth |hv “ 0u.(39)
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Moreover, there exists a constant α ă 1 such that:

(40) @v P E, sup
nPN

ν˚nth P EndpEq |hv “ 0u P r0, αs Y t1u.

Moreover, the set:

(41) kerpνq :“
"
v P E

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ sup
nPN

ν˚nth P EndpEq |hv “ 0u “ 1

*

is a subspace of E which is ν-almost surely invariant.

Proof. Let pγnq „ νbN. We define the random integer:

n0 :“ min tn P N | rkpγn´1 ¨ ¨ ¨ γ0q “ rkpνqu .
Let g :“ γn0´1 ¨ ¨ ¨ γ0 and let κ be the distribution of g. Then by Lemma 3.4 applied to the transpose of
ν, the random integer n0 has finite exponential moment. Now let v P E, and let n P N, one has:

(42) ν˚nth P EndpEq |hv “ 0u “ Ppγn´1 ¨ ¨ ¨ γ0v “ 0q ď Ppgv “ 0q
Indeed if n ď n0 and γn´1 ¨ ¨ ¨ γ0 “ 0, then gv “ 0 and if n ě n0 then rkpγn´1 ¨ ¨ ¨ γ0q “ rkpgq therefore
kerpγn´1 ¨ ¨ ¨ γn0

q X impgq “ t0u. So γn´1 ¨ ¨ ¨ γ0 “ 0 ñ gv “ 0. The inequality (42) is true for all n, this
implies that:

(43) kerpνq Ă tv P E |κth P EndpEq |hv “ 0u ą 0u .
Now let v be such that Ppgv “ 0q ą 0, then for all n P N, we have:

Ppγn´1 ¨ ¨ ¨ γ0v “ 0q ě Ppgv “ 0q ´ Ppn0 ą nq.
Moreover Ppn0 ą nq Ñ 0, so we have (39) by (42) and (43). Therefore, there exists an integer n P N

such that Ppγn´1 ¨ ¨ ¨ γ0v “ 0q ą 0. This proves (38) by double inclusion.
Let us prove (40). Let V be the largest subspace of E such that gpV q “ t0u almost surely. Let

(44) α :“ sup
nPN,vPEzV

ν˚nth P EndpEq |hv “ 0u.

Assume by contradiction that α “ 1. Let pvnq be a non-random sequence in EzV such that Ppgvn “
0q ě 1 ´ 2´n. Then we have

ř`8
n“0 P pgvn ‰ 0q ă `8. Therefore, by Borel-Cantelli’s Lemma, the

set tn P N | gvn ‰ 0u is almost surely finite. Let V 1 :“
Ş

mÑ`8xpvnqněmy. Then since E is finite
dimensional, there is an integer m P N such that vn P V 1 for all n ě m. Moreover gpV 1q “ t0u almost
surely, so V 1 Ă V , which is absurd. This proves (40) by contradiction.

Let us prove (41). Assume by contradiction that Ppγ0pV q “ V q ‰ 1. Let v P V be such that
Ppγ0v R V q ą 0. Then for all n P N, we have:

Ppγn ¨ ¨ ¨ γ0v ‰ 0q ě Ppγ0v R V qPpγn ¨ ¨ ¨ γ1γ0v ‰ 0 | γ0v R V q ě Ppγ0v R V qp1 ´ αq ą 0,

which is absurd because Ppγn ¨ ¨ ¨ γ0v ‰ 0q Ñ 0. �

Proposition 3.7. Let ν be a probability distribution on EndpEq. The set kerpνq is a countable union of
subspaces of E that each have dimension at most dimpEq ´ rkpνq.
Proof. Let d1 :“ dimpEq ´ rkpνq. For all k P t0, . . . , dimpEqu, we denote by GrkpEq the set of subspaces
of E of dimension k. Let κ be as in Lemma 3.6 First we show that kerpνq is included in a countable
union of subspaces of dimension exactly d1. Given n P N and α ą 0, we define:

Kα :“ tx P E |κth P EndpEq |hx “ 0u ě αu
Note that we have:

kerpνq “
ď

mPN

K2´m ,

so we only need to show that K2´m is included in a countable union of subspaces for all m P N. Let

m P N, we claim that K2´m is included in a union of at most
`
d12m

d1

˘
subspaces of E of dimension d1. Let

g „ κ, write α :“ 2´m and assume that Kα ‰ t0u.
Let N be an integer and let px1, . . . , xN q P Kα. Assume that for all 1 ď i1 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă ik ď N with

k ď d1 `1, the space xxi1 , . . . , xik y has dimension exactly k. In this case, we say that the family pxiq1ďiďN

is in general position up to d1. We claim that in this case:

(45) N ď d1

α
.

To all index i P t1, . . . , Nu, we associate a random integer variable ai :“ 1gxi“0 P t0, 1u i.e., such that
ai “ 1 when gpxiq “ 0 and ai “ 0 otherwise. Note that kerpgq has dimension at most d1 almost surely.
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As a consequence, for all ď i1 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă id1`1 ď N , we have dimxxij y1ďjďd1`1 ą dimpkerpgqq almost surely.

Hence P
`
xxij y Ă kerpgq

˘
“ 0 so gxij ‰ 0 for at least one index j. This means that, with probability 1,

the random set of indices t1 ď i ď N | gxi “ 0u does not admit any subset of size d1 `1 so it has cardinal

at most d1. In other words,
řN

i“1 ai ď d1 almost surely. Now, note that by definition of Kα, we have

Epaiq “ Ppgxi “ 0q ě α for all i P t1, . . . , Nu. Hence Nα ď řN
i“1Epaiq ď d1, which proves (45).

Now we want to construct a family px1, . . . , xN q P Kα that is in general position up to d1 and such
that:

(46) Kα Ă
ď

1ďi1ă¨¨¨ăid1 ďN

xxij y1ďjďd1 .

We do it by induction. Since we assumed that Kα ‰ t0u, there is a non-zero vector x1 P Kα. Now let
j P Ně1. Assume that we have constructed a sequence px1, . . . , xjq P Kα that is in general position up
to d1. If we have:

Kα Ă
ď

1ďi1ă¨¨¨ăid1 ďj

xxij y1ďjďd1 ,

then we write N :“ j and the algorithm ends as (46) is satisfied. Otherwise, we take:

xj`1 P Kαz

¨
˝ ď

1ďi1ă¨¨¨ăid1 ďj

xxi1 , . . . , xid1 y

˛
‚.

Then we have constructed a family px1, . . . , xj`1q P Kα that is in general position up to d1. This process

terminates after at most
Y
d1

α

]
steps by (45). Then we conclude by noting that for all N P N, the set of

multi-indices t1 ď i1 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă id1 ď Nu has cardinality
`
N
d1

˘
.

Now for all m we choose a family

ˆ
V m
1 , . . . , Vm

pd12m

d1 q

˙
P Grd1 pEqpd1

2
m

d1 q such that K2´m Ă Ťpd1
2
m

d1 q
j“1 V

m,n
j

and we have:

kerpνq Ă
ď

mPN,jPN,

1ďjďpd1
2
m

d1 q

V m
j .

This proves that kerpνq is included in a countable union of subspaces of dimension exactly d1.
Now we will show that kerpνq is in fact equal to a countable union of subspaces. Let g „ κ and

let K :“ kerpνq. Let pVkqkPN P Grd1 pEqN be such that K Ă
Ť
Vk. We will construct a family`

Vk0,...,kj

˘
0ďjďd1,

pk0,...,kjqPNj`1

such that pVk0
qk0PN “ pVkqkPN, and such that for all j P t1, . . . , d1u, we have:

(47) K Ă
ď

pk0,...,kjqPNj`1

Vk0,...,kj
,

and for all multi-index pk0, . . . , kjq P Nj`1, we have Vk0,...,kj
Ă Vk0,...,kj´1

, with equality if and only if
Vk0,...,kj´1

Ă K. Then we have:

(48) K “
ď

pk0,...,kd1 qPNd1`1

Vk0,...,kd1`1
.

Indeed, for all pk0, . . . , kd1 q P Nd`1, we either have Vk0,...,kd1 Ă K or Vk0
Ľ Vk0,k1

Ľ ¨ ¨ ¨ Ľ Vk0,...,kd1 . In
the second case, we have dimpVk0,...,kd1 q ď dimpVk0

q ´ d1 so Vk1,...,kd1 “ t0u, which is a contradiction
because 0 P K by definition.

We do it by induction. Let 0 ď c ď d1. Assume that we have constructed a family
`
Vk0,...,kj

˘
0ďjďc,

pk0,...,kjqPNj`1

,

such that for all j P t0, . . . , cu, we have:

(49) K Ă
ď

pk0,...,kjqPNj

Vk1,...,kj
,

and such that for all j P t1, cu and all pk0, . . . , kjq P N
j`1, we have Vk0,...,kj

Ă Vk0,...,kj´1
, with equality

if and only if Vk0,...,kj´1
Ă K.

Let pk0, . . . , kcq P Nc`1 be a multi-index such that Vk1,...,kc
Ć K. Then we have almost surely

gpVk0,...,kc
q ‰ t0u so the restriction of h to Vk0,...,kc

has rank at least 1 almost surely. By the previous
argument, the set:

K X Vk0,...,kc
“ tx P Vk0,...,kc

|Pphx “ 0q ą 0u
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is included in the union of a countable family of subspaces of Vk0,...,kc
that have dimension dim pVk0,...,kc

q´
1. For all multi-index pk0, . . . , kcq P Nc`1 such that Vk1,...,kc

Ć K, we define
`
Vk0,...,kc`1

˘
kc`1PN

to be

such a family. For every other multi-index pk0, . . . , kcq P Nc`1, we define Vk0,...,kc`1
:“ Vk0,...,kc

for all
kc P N. �

Remark 3.8. Let ν be a probability distribution over EndpEq and pγnq be a random sequence of distri-
bution νbN. Then for every x P E, the sequence Ppγnx “ 0q is non-decreasing and its limit is positive if
and only if x P kerpνq.
3.3. Rank one boundary of a semi-group. Given a subset A of a topological space X , we denote
by clXpAq the closure of A in X . Note that saying that an endomorphism has rank one is equivalent to
saying that it is the product of a non-trivial vector on the left by a non-trivial linear form on the right.

Given a probability measure ν on a topological space X , we denote by suppXpνq or simply supppνq
the smallest closed subset of X on which ν is supported. Then supppνq is characterized by the fact that
it is closed and for all open U Ă X , we have νpUq ą 0 if and only if U X supppνq ‰ H.

We remind that given E a vector space and u P Ezt0u, we denote by rus the projective class of u and
we denote by PpEq the projective space of E. Given X Ă PpEq, we will write "Let rus P X" for "Let u
be a non-zero vector such that rus P X".

Definition 3.9 (Rank one boundary). Let E be a Euclidean space and let Γ ă EndpEq be a sub-semi-
group. Let Γ :“ clEndpEqpKΓq. We denote by BΓ the rank-one boundary of Γ, defined as:

(50) BΓ :“ trγs | γ P Γ, rkpγq “ 1u
We define the left and right boundaries of Γ as:

BuΓ :“ trhvs | rhs P BΓ, v P Ez kerphqu Ă PpEq
BwΓ :“ trfhs | rhs P BΓ, f P E˚z kerph˚qu Ă PpE˚q.

Definition 3.10 (Range and boundary of a distribution). Let E be a Euclidean space and let ν be a
probability measure on EndpEq. We denote by Γν the range of ν defined as the smallest closed sub-semi-
group of EndpEq that has measure 1 for ν. We define Bν :“ BΓν and Buν :“ BuΓν and Bwν :“ BwΓν .

Lemma 3.11 (Invariant subspaces and irreducibility). Let E be a Euclidean space. Let ν be a probability
measure on EndpEq. Let S :“ supppνq. Let V Ă E be a proper non-trivial subspace. If SV Ă V then ν

is not irreducible.
Let N ě 1 and let V1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Vn Ă E be proper non-trivial subspaces. If

ŤN
i“1 S ¨ Vi Ă

ŤN
i“1 Vi then Γ is

not strongly irreducible.

Proof. Let Γ “
Ť

nPN S
¨n “

Ť
nPN ΠpSnq be the semi-group generated by S. Note that for all n P N, one

has ν˚npΓq “ 1. Let V Ă E be a proper non-trivial subspace such that SV Ă V . The fact that V is a
proper subspace implies that there is a linear form f P E˚zt0u such that V Ă kerpfq. The fact that V is
not trivial implies that there is a vector v P V zt0u. Let f and v be as above. We have Γ ¨ v Ă V , hence
fγv “ 0 for all γ P Γ so ν is not irreducible.

Let N ě 1 and let V1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Vn Ă E be a family of proper non-trivial subspaces such that
ŤN

i“1 S ¨ Vi ĂŤN
i“1 Vi. Let f1, . . . , fn P E˚zt0u be such that Vi Ă kerpfiq for all i P t1, . . . , Nu. Let v P V1zt0u. Then

one has Γ ¨ v Ă Ť
Vi, hence

śN
i“1 fiγv “ 0 for all γ P Γ so ν is not strongly irreducible. �

We call irreducible semi-group a semi-group Γ Ă EndpEq such that for all v P Ezt0u and all f P E˚zt0u,
there is an element γ P Γ such that fγv ‰ 0.

Lemma 3.12. Let E be a Euclidean space and let Γ ă EndpEq be an irreducible semi-group. Then we
have a factorization:

(51) BΓ “ truws | rus P BuΓ, rws P BwΓu .
Proof. Note that the space PpEndpEqq is metrizable so the closure is characterized by sequences. Let
π be a rank one endomorphism. Saying that rπs P BΓ is equivalent to saying that there is a sequence

pγnq P pΓzt0uqN such that rγns Ñ rπs. Note also that the product map is continuous so Γ is a semi-group.
Therefore, for all rπ1s, rπ2s P BΓ, and for all γ P Γ such that π1γπ2 ‰ 0, we have rπ1γπ2s P BΓ.

Let v1 P BuΓ and let f2 P BvΓ. Let v2 P E and f1 P E˚ be such that rv1f1s P BΓ and rv2f2s P BΓ. By
definition of the irreducibility, there is an element γ P Γ such that f1γv2 ‰ 0. Let γ be such an element.
Then we have v1f1γv2f2 ‰ 0 hence rv1f1γv2f2s P BΓ. Moreover rv1f1γv2f2s “ rv1f2s because f1γv2 is a
scalar, therefore rv1f2s P BΓ. �



PIVOTING TECHNIQUE FOR PRODUCTS OF RANDOM MATRICES 19

Lemma 3.13 (Characterisation of proximality). Let E be a Euclidean space and let ν be a probability
measure on EndpEq. Let pγnq „ νbN. Assume that ν is irreducible and that rkpνq ě 1. Then the
following assertions are equivalent:

(1) ν is not proximal (in the sense of Definition 1.1).
(2) There is a constant B such that sqzpγnq ď B almost surely and for all n P N.
(3) Bν “ H.

Proof. We assume (2) and we claim that we have (3). Note that sqz is a continuous map over EndpEqzt0u
and it only depends on the projective class so for B as in (2), we have sqzphq ď B for all h P Γνzt0u. It
implies that there is no rank one endomorphism in Γν . Therefore Bν “ H.

Now we prove the converse by contraposition. Assume that psqzpγnqqnPN is not almost surely bounded.
It means that for all B, there is an integer n such that Ppsqzpγnq ą Bq ą 0 or equivalently, there
is a matrix h P supppν˚nq such that sqzphq ą B. Then there is a sequence phkq P ΓN

ν such that
sqzphkq Ñ `8. The space PpEndpEqq is compact so the sequence rhks has a limit point. Let rπs be
such a limit point, then we have sqzpπq “ `8 so π has rank one, hence rπs P Bν.

We assume that ν is proximal and show that (2) is false. The map prox is not continuous on
EndpEqzt0u but it is on the set of proximal matrices. That means that given a matrix h such that
proxphq ą 0, there is a neighbourhood N of h such that proxph1q ě 1

2
proxphq for all h1 P N . Let

n be an integer such that Ppproxpγnq ą 0q ą 0, then there is a matrix h P supppν˚nq such that
proxphq ą 0, it means that sqzphmq ÝÑ

mÑ8
`8. Moreover, for all m P N, we have hm P supppν˚nmq,

hence Ppsqzpγnmq ě sqzphmq ´ 1q ą 0, which contradicts (2).
Now we assume that Bν ‰ H and show that ν is proximal. First we prove that there is rπs P Bν

such that proxpπq “ `8, which simply means that π2 ‰ 0. Let rws P Bwν. Let rus P Buν be such
that wu ‰ 0. Such a u exists because Γν is invariant by left multiplication by Γν . Therefore the set
t0u Y tu P E | rus P Buνu is invariant by the action of Γν , which is irreducible, hence it is not included in
kerpwq by Lemma 3.11. Then by Lemma 3.12, we have ruws P Bν and since wu ‰ 0, we have puwq2 ‰ 0.
Let N be an open neighbourhood of uw such that proxph1q ě 1 for all h1 P N . This neighbourhood
intersects Γν so KN intersects supppν˚nq for some n, which means that ν is proximal. �

3.4. Construction of the Schottky measure. Remind that a measurable binary relation over a
measurable space Γ is a subset A Ă Γ ˆ Γ that is measurable for the product σ-algebra. Given g, h P Γ,
we write gAh to say that pg, hq P A. Given S, T Ă Γ, we write SAT to say that S ˆ T Ă A. Given n P N

and pg0, . . . , gnq P Γn`1, we write g0A . . .Agn to say that giAgi`1 for all i P t0, . . . , n´ 1u.

Definition 3.14. Let Γ be a measurable space, let A be a measurable binary relation on Γ and let
0 ď ρ ă 1. Let νs be a probability measure on Γ. We say that νs is ρ-Schottky for A if:

@h P Γ, νstγ P Γ |hAγu ě 1 ´ ρ and νstγ P Γ | γAhu ě 1 ´ ρ.

Remark 3.15. Let Γ be a measurable space, let A Ă A1 be measurable binary relation on Γ and let
0 ď ρ ď ρ1 ă 1. Let ν be a probability measure on Γ that is ρ-Schottky for A. Then νs is also ρ1-Schottky
for A1.

We recall that the alignment Aε has been defined in Definition 1.9. Given 0 ă ε ď 1 and g, h two
matrices, we write gAεh when }gh} ě ε}g}}h}.

Lemma 3.16. Let E be a Euclidean space, let Γ ă EndpEq be a strongly irreducible semi-group and let
0 ă ρ ď 1. There exist an integer N P N, a constant ε ą 0 and a family prπ1s, . . . , rπN sq P BΓN such
that:

@h P EndpEqzt0u, #tk |πkAεhu ě p1 ´ ρqN and #tk |hAεπku ě p1 ´ ρqN.

Proof. Let d :“ dimpEq. Let m P N. Assume that we have constructed a family pru1s, . . . , rumsq P BuΓm

that is in general position in the sense that for all k ď d, and for all 1 ď i1 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă ik ď M , we have
dim pxui1 , . . . , uikyq “ k. Let:

um`1 P tu P E | rus P BuΓuz
ď

kďd´1,
1ďi1ă¨¨¨ăikďm

xuij y1ďjďk.

Such a um`1 exists because tu P E | rus P BuΓuYt0u is Γ-invariant and it is not t0u by Lemma 3.13. Hence
tu P E | rus P BuΓu can not be included in

Ť
i1ă¨¨¨ăik

xuijy1ďjďk, which is a finite union of hyperplanes.

Then rum`1s P BΓ and we can easily check that pru1s, . . . , rum`1sq is in general position.
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let M :“
Q
d´1
ρ

U
. Let pru1s, . . . , ruM sq P BuΓM be in general position. We can construct such a family

by induction using the above argument. Let prw1s, . . . , rwM sq P BwΓM be in general position. By the
above argument applied to Γ˚ :“ tγ˚ | γ P Γu Ă EndpE˚q, which is also strongly irreducible, we can
construct such a family.

Let N :“ M2. Given i, j P t1, . . . ,Mu, we define πMi`j :“ uiwj . Then prπ1s, . . . , rπN sq P BΓN by

Lemma 3.12. Note also that given g, h P EndpEq, saying that gAεh is equivalent to saying that }gh}
}g}}h} ě ε.

Let h P EndpEqzt0u. Let Ih :“ ti |ui P kerphqu. Since the family pru1s, . . . , ruM sq is in general position
and xuiyiPI Ă kerphq, he have #I ď d´ 1. Let Jh :“ tj |wj P kerph˚qu. By the same argument, we have
#Jh ď d ´ 1. Now let:

ψphq :“ max
I,JĂt1,...,Mu,

#Iďd´1,#Jďd´1

min

"
min
iRI

}hui}
}h}}ui}

, min
jRJ

}wjh}
}wj}}h}

*
.

By the previous argument, one has ψphq ą 0 for all h. Moreover the maps h ÞÑ }hv}
}h}}v} and }fh}

}f}}h} are

continuous for all v P Ezt0u and all f P E˚zt0u. Hence ψ is continuous. Moreover, ψ is invariant by
scalar multiplication so there is a continuous map φ : PpEndpEqq Ñ p0, 1s such that φprhsq “ ψphq for
all h P EndpEqzt0u. The projective space PpEndpEqq is compact so φpPpEndpEqqq is compact. Let ε be
its lower bound.

Now let h P EndpEqzt0u. The set of indices tk |πkAεhu is tMi` j | i, j P t1, . . . ,Mu, wjA
εhu, which

has cardinality at least MpM ´ d ` 1q. Indeed, since ψphq ě ε, a sufficient condition to have wjA
εh is

for j not to be included in a set J that realises the maximum in the definition of ψphq. Moreover we
have Mρ ě d´ 1 so MpM ´ d ` 1q ě p1 ´ ρqN . By the same argument #tk |hAεπku ě p1 ´ ρqN . �

Corollary 3.17. Let E be a Euclidean space, let ν be a strongly irreducible and proximal probability
measure on EndpEq, let 0 ă ρ ď 1 and let K ě 8. There exist an integer N , two constants α1, ε P p0, 1q,
a family pnkq1ďkďN P NN and a family pS1

kq1ďkďN of measurable subsets of Γ such that ν˚nk pS1
kq ě α1

for all 1 ď k ď N and such that:

@h P EndpEq, #tk |S1
kA

2εhu ě p1 ´ ρqN and #tk |hA2εS1
ku ě p1 ´ ρqN,(52)

@j P t1, . . . , Nu, #tk |S1
kA

εS1
ju ě p1 ´ ρqN and #tk |S1

jA
εS1

ku ě p1 ´ ρqN,(53)

@h P
Nď

k“1

S1
k, sqzphq ě K| logpεq| `K logp2q.(54)

Proof. Let N P N, let ε ą 0 and let prπ1s, . . . , rπN sq P BνN be such that:

@h P EndpEqzt0u, #tk |πkA3εhu ě p1 ´ ρqN and #tk |hA3επku ě p1 ´ ρqN.
Such a family exists by Lemma 3.16. To all k P t1, . . . , Nu, we associate the open set:

S1
k :“

"
h P EndpEqzt0u

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ε ą

››››
h

}h} ´ πk

}πk}

›››› , sqz phq ą K| logpεq| `K logp2q
*
.

Now let k P t1, . . . , Nu and h P EndpEqzt0u. Assume that hA3επk, then we claim that for all h1 P S1
k,

we have hA2εh1. Note that the right multiplication by h1 is }h1}-Lipschitz so
›››hh1

}h} ´ πkh
1

}πk}

››› ď ε}h1}. We

assumed hA3επk, which means that
›››πkh

1

}πk}

››› ě 3ε}h1}, hence by triangular inequality, we have
›››hh1

}h}

››› ě
2ε}h1}. The same reasoning works the same for the left alignment and we have:

@h P EndpEqzt0u, #tk |S1
kA

2εhu ě p1 ´ ρqN and #tk |hA2εS1
ku ě p1 ´ ρqN.

Now let j, k P t1, . . . , Nu be such that πjA
3επk and let h P S1

j and h1 P S1
k. Then by the above

argument, we have hA2επk and by the same argument, we have hAεh1. Hence:

@j P t1, . . . , Nu, #tk |S1
kA

εS1
ju ě p1 ´ ρqN and #tk |S1

jA
εS1

ku ě p1 ´ ρqN.

Let k P t1, . . . , Nu. The interior of S1
k contain πk. It means that the interior of S1

k intersects Γν “
cl
`Ť8

n“0 Ksupppν˚nq
˘
. Hence, there is an integer nk such that the interior of S1

k intersects Rsupppν˚nkq
and then S1

k intersects supppν˚nkq because it is a cone and νnkpS1
kq ą 0 by characterization of the

support. Let pnkq P NN be such that ν˚nkpS1
kq ą 0 for all k P t1, . . . , Nu. Let α1 :“ mink ν

˚nk pS1
kq. �

Lemma 3.18. Let E be a Euclidean space, let ν be a strongly irreducible and proximal probability measure
on EndpEq, let 0 ă ρ ă 1 and let K ě 8. There exist an integer N , two constants α, ε P p0, 1q, an integer
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m and a family pSkq1ďkďN of measurable subsets of EndpEq such that ν˚mpSkq ě α for all 1 ď k ď N

and such that:

@h P EndpEq, #tk |SkA
εhu ě p1 ´ ρqN and #tk |hAεSku ě p1 ´ ρqN,(55)

@h P
Nď

k“1

Sk, sqzphq ě K| logpεq| `K logp2q.(56)

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume that ρ ă 1
3

Let N P N, let α1, ε P p0, 1q, let pnkq and let
pS1

kq be as in Corollary 3.17. To all index k P t1, . . . , Nu, we associate two indices index ik, jk P t1, . . . , Nu
such that S1

kA
εS1

ik
and S1

ik
AεS1

jk
and S1

jk
AεS1

k. By (53), such indices ik, jk exist because:

#tpi, jq |S1
iA

εS1
kA

εS1
iA

εS1
jA

εS1
kA

εS1
ju ě p1 ´ 2ρqNp1 ´ 3ρqN ą 0.

Hence the set of all possible values for ik, jk is non-empty. Now let m1 be the smallest common multiple
of tnk ` nik | 1 ď k ď Nu, let m2 be the smallest common multiple of tnk ` njk | 1 ď k ď Nu and let

m “ m1 `m2. Let k P t1, . . . , Nu. We define pk :“ m1

nk`nik

and qk :“ m2

nk`njk

and:

Sk :“ pS1
k ¨ S1

ik
q¨pk ¨ pS1

jk
¨ S1

kq¨qk “ Π
`
pS1

k ˆ S1
jk

qpk ˆ pS1
jk

ˆ S1
kqqk

˘
.

Then we have ν˚mpSkq ě
`
νnkpS1

kqνnik pS1
ik

q
˘pk

`
νnik pS1

ik
qνnjk pS1

kq
˘qk ě α12pk`2qk ě α12m “: α.

Now let h P EndpEqzt0u and let k P t1, . . . , Nu. Assume that hA2εS1
k, then by Lemma 2.15, we have

hAεSk. If we instead assume that S1
kA

2εh, then by the same argument applied to the transpose, we have
SkA

εh. Lemma 2.15 also implies that min sqzpSkq ě min sqzpS1
kq for all k. �

Corollary 3.19. Let E be a Euclidean space, let Γ P tEndpEq,GLpEqu and let ν be a strongly irreducible
and proximal probability measure on Γ, let 0 ă ρ ă 1 and let K ě 8. There exist an integer m, two
constants α, ε P p0, 1q and a probability measure ν̃s on Γm such that:

(1) The measure Π˚ν̃s is ρ-Schottky for Aε.
(2) The measure ν̃s is absolutely continuous with respect to νbm in the sense that αν̃s ď νbm.
(3) We have sqz˚Π˚ν̃s rK| logpεq| `K logp2q,`8s “ 1 i.e., for all ph1, . . . , hmq in the support of ν̃s,

we have sqzph1 ¨ ¨ ¨hmq ě K| logpεq| `K logp2q.
(4) The support of ν̃s is compact in Γm.

Proof. Let m,N P N, α, ε P p0, 1q and pSkq1ďkďN be as in Lemma 3.18. Define f : Γm Ñ Rě0 as:

f :“
Nÿ

k“1

1Sk
˝ Π

ν˚mpSkq .

Then f ď N
α

because we assumed that ν˚mpSkq ě α for all k. Moreover, we can check that
´

Γm fdνbm “
N and for all k P t1, . . . , Nu we have

´

Π´1pSkq
fdνbm ě 1. Let:

ν̃s :“
fνbm

´

Γm fdνbm
and νs :“ Π˚ν̃s.

Then α
N
νs ď ν˚m by definition. Moreover, for all I Ă t1, . . . , Nu, we have νs pŤiPI Siq ě #I

N
. Hence νs

is ρ-Schottky by (55). Moreover νs is supported on
Ť
Sk and sqzpSkq Ă rK| logpεq| `K logp2q,`8s for

all k so sqz˚νs rK| logpεq| `K logp2q,`8s “ 1.
Now we only need to show that we can moreover assume that ν̃s has compact support. Let β P p0, 1q.

There is a compact C Ă Γm such that ν̃spCq ą 1 ´ β. Let ν̃Cs :“ 1Cν̃s
ν̃spKq . Let νCs :“ Π˚ν̃

C
s . Then

νCs pŤiPI Siq ě 1
N

´β for all I Ă t1, . . . , Nu. Hence νCs is pρ`βq-Schottky. Moreover αp1 ´ βqν̃s ď νbm.

This is true for all 0 ă β ă 1
3

´ρ so ρ`β can take any value in p0, 1q and we always have αp1 ´ βq ą 0. �

4. Pivoting technique

4.1. Statement of the result and motivation. In this section, we denote by Γ a measurable semi-
group that we endow with a binary relation A and a subset S Ă Γ. The idea is to think of Γ as
EndpEq or GLpEq, think of A as Aε and think of S as a compact subset of Γ such that min sqzpSq ě
K| logpεq| `K logp2q.

We denote by rΓ the associated semi-group of words. We define the semi-binary relation rAS Ă Γ ˆ rΓ
recursively. Let g P Γ and let γ̃ P rΓ. We write grASγ̃ if g P S and one of the following conditions holds:

‚ There exist words g̃0, g̃1, g̃2 P rΓ such that γ̃ “ g̃0dg̃1dg̃2, and Πpg̃1q P S and Πpg̃0qAΠpg̃1qAΠpg̃2q
and gAΠpγ̃q.
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‚ There exist words g̃0, g̃1, g̃2 P rΓ such that γ̃ “ g̃0 d g̃1 d g̃2, and Πpg̃1q P S and grAS g̃0 and
Πpg̃0qAΠpg̃1qAΠpg̃2q.

Given 0 ď k ă n P N, we write χn
k : Γt0,...,n´1u Ñ Γ ; pγ0, . . . , γn´1q ÞÑ γk for the k-th coordinate

projection, in the same way, we define χ8
k : ΓN Ñ γ. We sometimes omit the total length l P N Y t8u

and write χk instead of χl
k. Given γ P Γ̃, and k ă Lpγ̃q, we call χkpγ̃q the k-th character of γ̃.

Theorem 4.1 (Pivotal extraction). Let Γ be a measurable semi-group, let A be a binary relation on Γ

and let S Ă Γ be measurable. Let ν be a probability measure on Γ, let 0 ă α ă 1, let 0 ă ρ ă 1
5

and
let m P N. Let ν̃s be a probability measure on Γm such that αν̃s ď νbm and let νs :“ Π˚ν̃s. Assume
that νs is supported on S and ρ-Schottky for A. Then there exist constants C, β ą 0 that only depend
on pα, ρ,mq and an extraction µ̃ of νbN such that for pg̃kqkPN „ µ̃, for pγnq “ Ä8

m“0 g̃k „ νbN, all the
following conditions hold:

(1) For all k P N, we have Π pg̃2kqAΠpg̃2k`1qrAS g̃2k`2 almost surely.
(2) For all k P N, we have Lpg̃2k`1q “ m almost surely and the conditional distribution of g̃2k`1

relatively to pg̃jqj‰2k`1 is almost surely bounded above by ν̃s
1´2ρ

i.e., for all measurable A Ă Γm,

we have almost surely:

(57) P pg̃2k`1 P A | pg̃jqj‰2k`1q ď ν̃spAq
1 ´ 2ρ

(3) For all k P N, we have almost surely:

(58) @l P N, PpLpg̃kq ą l | pg̃jqj‰kq ď C expp´βlq.
(4) For all n P N, and for all measurable A Ă ΓzŤm´1

k“0 χ
m
k psupppν̃sqq, we have:

(59) P pγn P A | pLpg̃2kqqkPNq ď νpAq
1 ´ α

.

Sections 4.2 and 4.3 are devoted to the proof of Theorem 4.1. In section 4.2, we construct a preliminary
extraction that gives us a sequence of independent random matrices alternating between an unknown
distribution and the Schottky distribution νs of Theorem 4.1. Then from this ping-pong extraction, we
construct an extraction for which the unknown words now have a large squeeze coefficient. We do not
claim that the words in this preliminary extraction are aligned.

In section 4.3, we implement the pivoting technique to construct an extraction which is aligned. This
means that we look at the sequence of words that we have constructed in section 4.2 from past to
future. All oddly indexed words are candidate pivotal times. The pivoting technique is an inductive
way to eliminate pivotal times so that the word indexed by each selected pivotal time is aligned with
its neighbours i.e., aligned on the left with the product of everything until the previous selected pivotal
time and aligned on the right with the product of everything until the next candidate or selected pivotal
time.

We move forward and select the current candidate pivotal time when the ν̃s-distributed word is aligned
with both its neighbours. Otherwise we eliminate the candidate pivotal time and move backwards
i.e., concatenate everything together and look at the last candidate pivotal time. We then use a version
of (57) which holds all over the inductive construction to show that the probability of backtracking each
step is at most ρ

1´2ρ
and we get an exponential control over the size of the backtrack. The issue is

that the algorithm does not guarantee proper alignment but alignment in the sense of rAS . Indeed the
selected pivotal time that guarantees us the alignment satisfies three alignment conditions, hence (57)
does not hold any more for this time, therefore we have to discard it. Then by induction we show that

the previous candidate pivotal time is rAS-aligned with the concatenation of all the words we have just

concatenated together. Hence the inductive and non-symmetric definition of rAS .

Note that in concrete applications the alignment rAS implies genuine alignment as testified by the next
two results.

Remark 4.2 (Rigidity of the alignment in the toy model). Let Γ “ xa, b, c | a2 “ b2 “ c2 “ 1y. Let

A :“ tpg, hq; |g ¨ h| “ |g| ` |h|u and let S :“ Γzt1u. Let γrAS g̃ and let g “ Πpg̃q. Then we have γAg and
g P S.

Proposition 4.3 (Rigidity of the alignment of matrices). Let E be a Euclidean vector space. Let
Γ “ EndpEq, let ε P p0, 1q. Let A Ă Aε and let S Ă tγ P Γ | sqzpγq ě 8| logpεq| `10 logp2qu be measurable.

Let pγ̃nqnPN P rΓN and let pγnqnPN :“ pΠpγ̃nqqnPN. Assume that for all n P N, we have:

γ2n`1 P S and γ2nAγ2n`1
rAS γ̃2n`2.
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Then we have γ2n`1A
ε
2 γ2n`2 and sqzpγ2n`2q ě 4| logpεq|`7 logp2q for all n P N and γi ¨ ¨ ¨ γj´1A

ε
4 γj ¨ ¨ ¨ γk´1

for all 0 ď i ď j ď k P N.

Proof. Let n P N. We want to show that γ2n`1A
ε
2 γ2n`2 and sqzpγ2n`2q ě 4| logpεq| ` 7 logp2q. Let

g̃0, g̃1, g̃2 P rΓ be such that γ̃2 “ g̃0 d g̃1 d g̃2 and for all i P t0, 1, 2u, let gi “ Πpg̃iq. Assume that
g0Ag1Ag2 and g1 P S. Then by Lemma 2.9, we have sqzpγ2k`2q ě 4| logpεq| ` 7 logp2q. If we assume that

γ2n`1Apg0g1g2q, then trivially γ2n`1A
ε
2 γ2n`2. Otherwise, we assume that γ2n`1

rAS g̃0.

We claim that for all γrAS g̃, there is an integer l ď Lpg̃q and a family h0, . . . , h2l P EndpEq such
that h0 ¨ ¨ ¨h2l “ g, and γAh0 and sqzph0q ě 4| logpεq| ` 7 logp2q and for all 0 ď i ă l, we have
h0 ¨ ¨ ¨h2iAh2i`1Ah2i`2 and h2i`1 P S. We prove the claim by induction on the length of g̃. Con-
sider a decomposition g̃ “ g̃0 d g̃1 d g̃2 with g1 P S. Since g1 P S, the word g̃1 has positive length,
therefore Lpg̃0q ă Lpg̃q. If γAg, then we simply set l :“ 0 and h :“ g. Note that if Lpg̃q “ 1, then

γAg. If we do not have γAg, then we are in the second case of the definition of rAS and therefore we

assume that γrAS g̃0. By induction hypothesis there is an integer l1 ď Lpg̃0q and a family h0, . . . , h2l1

such that h0 ¨ ¨ ¨h2l1 “ g0, and γAh0 and sqzph0q ě 4| logpεq| ` 7 logp2q and for all 0 ď i ă l1, we have
h0 ¨ ¨ ¨h2iAh2i`1Ah2i`2 and h2i`1 P S. Let l :“ l1 ` 1 ď Lpg̃q, let h2l´1 :“ g1 and let h2l :“ g2. Then the
family ph0, . . . , h2lq satisfies the claim.

We have constructed a family h0, . . . , h2l such that h0 ¨ ¨ ¨h2l “ γ2n`2, and γ2n`1A
εh0 and sqzph0q ě

4| logpεq| ` 5| logp2q| and for all 0 ď i ă l, we have h0 ¨ ¨ ¨h2iAεh2i`1A
εh2i`2 and sqzph2i`1q ě 4| logpεq| `

7 logp2q. Then by lemma 2.16, we have γ2n`1A
ε
2 γ2n`2.

Let 0 ď i ď j ď k P N, we have γiA
ε
2 . . .A

ε
2 γk´1 and sqzpγnq ě 4| logpεq| ` 7 logp2q ě 2| logpε{2q| `

3 logp2q so by Lemma 2.13, we have γi ¨ ¨ ¨ γj´1A
ε
4 γj ¨ ¨ ¨ γk´1. �

4.2. Construction of the ping-pong extraction. Let 0 ă α ă 1. We write Gα for the geometric
probability measure of scale factor α defined by Gαtku :“ αkp1 ´ αq for all k P N. Note that Gα has a
finite exponential moment. We write Bα for the Bernoulli measure of parameter α, i.e., the probability
measure which gives mass α to 1 and mass 1 ´ α to 0.

Given ν a probability distribution over a measurable semi-group, given η a probability distribution
on N and given pw, pγkqq „ η b νbN, we write ν˚η for the distribution of γ0 ¨ ¨ ¨ γw´1 and νbη for the
distribution of pγ0, . . . , γw´1q. When ν̃ is defined on a semi-group of words, we write ν̃dη instead of ν̃˚η .

Given η be a probability distribution on Z, given m P Z and given w „ η, we write m `˚ η for
the distribution of m ` w, and we write m ˆ˚ η for the distribution of m ˆ w. Given κ̃ a probability

distribution on rΓ, we write κ̃dN for the distribution
Ä8

˚ κ̃bN, which is defined on ΓN. The distribution

κ̃bN is defined on Γ̃N and κ̃dN is defined on ΓN.
The following lemma comes from basic probability theory, we give a complete proof as a warm up.

Lemma 4.4. Let Γ be a measurable semi-group. Let ν be a probability measure on Γ, let 0 ă α ă 1,

and let m P N. Let ν̃s be a probability measure on Γm such that ανs ď νbm. Let κ̃ :“
´

νbm´αν̃s
1´α

¯dG1´α

.

Then pκ̃ b ν̃sqbN is an extraction of νbN. Moreover, for all A Ă Γ, and for g̃ „ κ̃, we have:

(60) @l P mN,@0 ď k ă l, P
`
χl
kpg̃q P A

ˇ̌
Lpg̃q “ l

˘
ď νpAq

1 ´ α
.

Proof. Let pxnq „
`
αδbm

1 ` p1 ´ αqδbm
0

˘dN
i.e., xkm`r “ xkm for all k P N and all 0 ď r ă m and

pxkmqkPN „ BbN
α . Let pgnq „ ν̃dN

s and let phnq „
´

νbm´αν̃s
1´α

¯dN

. Assume that x, g, h are independent.

Let pγnqnPN :“
`
gxn
n h1´xn

n

˘
nPN

i.e., γn “ gn for all n P N such that xn “ 1 and γn “ hn for all

n P N such that xn “ 0. Then the sequence ppγkm, . . . , γpk`1qm´1qqkPN is i.i.d. because the random

sequence
`
pxkm, . . . , xpk`1qm´1, gkm, . . . , gpk`1qm´1, hkm, . . . , hpk`1qm´1q

˘
kPN

is. Moreover, for all k P N,

the distribution of
`
γkm, . . . , γpk`1qm´1

˘
is αν̃s ` p1 ´ αqνbm´αν̃s

1´α
“ νbm. Hence pγnq „ νbN.

Now let pw1
jqjPN be a random sequence of integers such that for all j P Ně1, the integer w1

j is almost

surely the j-th smallest element of tk ě 1 |xkm´1 “ 1u. With that definition, pw1
k ´ 1qkPN is the

sequence of number of failures between consecutive successes of a Bernoulli process of parameter α
so w1

j „ p1 `˚ G1´αqbN. Let pwkq be the random sequence of integers such that w2k`1 “ m and

w2k “ m1pw1
k ´ 1q for all k P N. Then for all k P N, we have rγw2k`1 “ rgw2k`1 and rγw2k “ rhw2k. Moreover, the

sequences w, g and h are independent so rγw2k is independent of rγw2k`1 for all k and prγw2k, rγw2k`1q is i.i.d.
Given j, k P N the event pj “ w1

k`1q, implies that rγw2k`1 “ pgmj´m, . . . , gmj´1q. Moreover, the
value of pgmj´m, . . . , gmj´1q is independent of pxnq so it is independent of w1

k`1. Therefore, we have
rγw2k`1 „ ν̃s conditionally to the event pj “ w1

k`1q so rγw2k`1 „ ν̃s. Given k P N and given j :“ w1
k, we
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have rγw2k “ phjm, . . . , hpj`w1
k

´1qm´1q and w1
k ´ 1 „ G1´α and it is independent of the random sequence h

so rγw2k „
´

νbm´αν̃s
1´α

¯dG1´α

.

We have shown that the distribution of prγwk q is pκ̃b ν̃sqbN. We also proved in the previous paragraph
that pγnq „ νbN. We also note that the wk’s all have a bounded exponential moment. Therefore
pκ̃ b ν̃sqbN is an extraction of νbN in the sense of Definition 3.2.

Now we show (60). Note that νbm´αν̃s
1´α

ď νbm

1´α
so for all j ă m, we have pχm

j q˚

´
νbm´αν̃s

1´α

¯
ď ν

1´α
.

Moreover, given g̃ „ κ̃, given l P N and given k ă lm, the distribution of g̃ conditioned to pLpg̃q “ lmq is´
νbm´αν̃s

1´α

¯bl

. Therefore, the conditional distribution of χl
kpg̃q is

´
χm
k´mt k

m
u

¯
˚

´
νbm´αν̃s

1´α

¯
ď ν

1´α
. �

Lemma 4.5. Let Γ be a measurable semi-group, let A be a binary relation on Γ and let S Ă Γ be
measurable. Let ν be a probability measure on Γ, let 0 ă α ă 1, let 0 ă ρ ă 1

5
and let m P N. Let ν̃s be

a probability measure on Γm such that ανs ď νbm and let νs :“ Π˚ν̃s. Assume that νs is supported on

S and ρ-Schottky for A. Then there exists a distribution κ̃ on rΓ such that pκ̃ b ν̃sqbN is an extraction

of ν and L˚κ̃tku “ m`˚ mˆ˚ p1 `˚ Gp1 ´ αqq˚p1`˚Gp2ρqq. Moreover, for κ̃ almost all g̃ P rΓ, there exist

g̃1, g̃2, g̃3 P rΓ such that g̃ “ g̃1 d g̃2 d g̃3 and Πpg̃2q P S and Πpg̃1qAΠpg̃2qAΠpg̃3q and for all measurable

A Ă ΓzŤm´1

k“0 χ
m
k psupppν̃sqq, we have almost surely:

(61) @l P mNě1,@0 ď n ă l, P
`
χl
npg̃q P A

ˇ̌
Lpg̃q “ l

˘
ď νpAq

1 ´ α
.

Proof. Let κ̃0 :“
´

νbm´αν̃s
1´α

¯dG1´α

be as in Lemma 4.4. Let pγnq „ νbN and let pwnqnPN be a random

sequence of integers on the same probability space such that prγwk q „ pκ̃0 b ν̃sqbN
. Let Ur0,1s be the

uniform probability measure on the interval r0, 1s and let pτjqjPN „ UbN

r0,1s. Assume that the random

sequences rγw and τ are independent. We define the penalty function:

Pνs : Γ3 ÝÑ r0, 1s; pf, g, hq ÞÝÑ 1fAgAh

νstγ P Γ | fAγAhup1 ´ 2ρq.

We check that Pνs ď 1 because νs is ρ-Schottky for A. Note also that for γ „ νs and for all non
random g, h P Γ, one has EpPνspf, γ, hqq “ 1 ´ 2ρ. Hence, for all k P N, for all random f, h P Γ that are
independent of pτk, γw2k`1q, we have P

`
τk ă Pνs

`
f, γw2k`1, h

˘˘
“ 1 ´ 2ρ by definition of Pνs . Moreover

τk ă Pνs

`
f, γw2k`1, h

˘
ñ fAγw2k`1Ah. Now we define:

kτγ,w :“ min
 
k P N | τk ă Pνs

`
γw2k`1, γ

w
2k`1, γ

w
2k`2

˘(
.

Then for all k P N, we have:

P
`
kτγ,w “ k

ˇ̌
prγw2k1 qk1PN, k

τ
γ,w ě k

˘
“ E

`
Pνs

`
γw2k`1, γ

w
2k`1, γ

w
2k`2

˘ ˇ̌
prγw2k1 qk1PN

˘
“ 1 ´ 2ρ.

Therefore kτγ,w „ Gp2ρq and kτγ,w is independent of prγw2kqkPN . Let jτγ,w :“ w2kγ,w`3. Then jτγ,w „
m `˚ m ˆ˚ p1 `˚ Gp1 ´ αqq˚p1`˚Gp2ρqq so jτγ,w has finite exponential moment by Lemma A.3. Let κ̃ be

the distribution law of g̃τγ,w :“ pγ0, ¨ ¨ ¨ , γjτγ,w´1q. It follows from the definition that g̃τγ,w “ pÄ2k
i“0 rγwi q d

rγw2k`1drγw2k`2 and ΠpÄ2k
i“0 rγwi qAΠprγw2k`1qAΠprγw2k`2q for k “ kτγ,w. Moreover Πprγw2k`1q „ νs so Πprγw2k`1q P

S almost surely.
Note also that kτγ,w is constructed as a stopping time for the sequence pτk, γw2k`1qkPN and it is indepen-

dent of pγw2kqkPN, so the conditional distribution of the random sequence
´
rγwk`2kγ,w`3

¯
kPN

knowing g̃γ,w

is pν̃s b κ̃0qbN
. Hence, we have κ̃d ν̃s d pκ̃0 d ν̃sqdN “ pκ̃0 d ν̃sqdN

so pκ̃d ν̃sqdN “ pκ̃0 d ν̃sqdN “ νbN.

Now let A Ă ΓzŤm´1

k“0 χ
m
k psupppν̃sqq be measurable and let l P mNě1. Let q P N and let x0, . . . , xq`1 P

mN be such that qm ` řq`1

i“0 xi “ l. Now we work on the sub-probability space pΩ1,P1q, (where P1 is

short for Ppl,q,pxiqq), defined as Ω1 :“ pjτγ,w “ lq X pkτγ,w “ qq XŞq`1

i“0 pw2i “ xiq and P1 :“ P

PpΩ1q . Let n ă l.

We claim that P1pγn P Aq ď 1
1´α

νpAq. If there exists an integer k ď q such that w2k`1 ď n ă w2k`2,

then P1pγn P Aq “ 0. Otherwise, let k ď q ` 1 be such that w2k ď n ă w2k`1, then we have P1 almost
surely γn “ χxk

n´w2k
prγw2kq and kγ,w is independent of prγw2jqjPN, so the distribution of γn for P1 is bounded

by ν
1´α

by (60) in Lemma 4.4. Then we have P
`
γn P A

ˇ̌
jτγ,w “ l

˘
ď maxq,pxiq P

1pAq ď 1
1´α

νpAq and this

is true for all l P mNě1. Therefore, we have (61). �
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4.3. Construction of the aligned extraction. The following definition describes the pivot algorithm.
Starting from an already merged sequence prγwn q, we will merge some words recursively. At each step
j, we only look at pγw0 , γw1 , . . . , γw2jq and merge some of them together. We will denote by ppkj qkPN the

sequence of waiting times (or lengths) at step j, starting with p0 “ w. We will denote by 2mj ` 1

the number of words left after merging pγw0 , γw1 , . . . , γw2jq. At each step, we make sure that
´
rγp

j

k

¯
kďmj

satisfies Theorem 4.1. It means that every oddly indexed block is a single oddly indexed word and that
its distribution relatively to the merging process is still a Schottky distribution. The merging process
consists in backtracking when the right alignment conditions are satisfied.

Definition 4.6 (Weighted Pivot algorithm). Let Γ be a measurable semi-group endowed with a mea-
surable relation A. Let νs be a probability distribution on Γ that is ρ-Schottky for A. We define the νs
penalty functions.

Pνs : Γ3 ÝÑ r0, 1s; pf, g, hq ÞÝÑ 1fAgAh

νstγ P Γ | fAγAhup1 ´ 2ρq,

P 1
νs

: Γ4 ÝÑ r0, 1s; pf, g, h, h1q ÞÝÑ 1fAgAh1gAh1

νstγ P Γ | fAγAh and γAh1up1 ´ 3ρq.

Let pγnq P ΓN, let pwkq P NN
ě1 and let pτkq P r0, 1sN be non-random sequences. Let

´
p
j
k

¯
jPN,kPN

P NN
2

ě1.

Assume that for all j P N, there is an even integer mj such that pk2mj`1 :“ ř2mj

k“0 p
j
k “ w2j`1 and let

pmjqjPN be such a sequence. Given j, k P N, we write ljk :“ max tl ď j |ml ď ku. For all k P N, we write

lk :“ sup tl P N |ml ď ku for the time of the last visit in k. We say that ppjkq is the family of length of
the pivotal blocks associated to the sequence prγwk q with weights pτkq if:

(1) For all j P N, we have
´
p
j
k`2mj`1

¯
kPN

“ pwk`2j`1qkPN and
!
p
j`1
k

ˇ̌
ˇ k P N

)
Ă

!
p
j
k

ˇ̌
ˇ k P N

)
. Note

that it implies that m0 “ 0 and that p0k “ wk for all k P N.

(2) For all j P N, we have
´
p
j`1
k

¯
kPN

“
´
p
j
k

¯
kPN

and mj`1 “ mj ` 1 if and only if:

τj ă Pνs

´
γ
pj

2mj
, γ

pj

2mj`1, γ
pj

2mj`2

¯
.

(3) For all j P N such that
´
p
j`1
k

¯
kPN

‰
´
p
j
k

¯
kPN

, we have
´
p
j`1
k

¯
0ďkă2mj`1

“
´
p
j
k

¯
0ďkă2mj`1

and

(62) mj`1 “ max
´!
k ă mj

ˇ̌
ˇ τlj

k
ă P 1

νs

´
γ
pj

2k, γ
pj

2k`1, γ
w

2l
j
k

`2
, γ

pj

2k`2 ¨ ¨ ¨ γp
j

2mj`2

¯)
Y t0u

¯
.

If pjk converges to a limit pk for all k, as j Ñ `8, then we say that ppkqkPN is the sequence of pivotal
times associated to rγw with weights τ .

Let us illustrate the first steps of the algorithm on an example. Initially, the letters are grouped into
blocks of length p00 “ w0, p

0
1 “ w1, p

0
2 “ w2, . . . . For simplicity, we will take all wk equal to 1 in our

example. With our previous construction, this happens when νs “ ν, note also that the identity must be
aligned with everyone. The important thing to note is that in that case, all words are in S. That way,
for all 0 ď k ď j, we have pj2k`1 “ 2l

j
k ` 1. We will describe the construction for j P t0, 1, 2, 3, 4u. For

that construction, we only look at the first 11 words that all have a single letter, which is an element of
a semi-group (a semi- group of matrices in our case):

pγ0q; rγ1s, pγ2q, rγ3s, pγ4q, rγ5s, pγ6q, rγ7s, pγ8q, rγ9s, pγ10q.
We mark with brackets (instead of the usual parenthesis for words) the candidate pivotal times, at step
j “ 0 they are all the oddly indexed times. At all times, the word within brackets will have a single
letter. We mark with a semi column, our position. At all time, all the words that are on the left of
this semi-column are aligned and the oddly indexed ones are candidate pivotal times, there are mj of
them. At step j “ 0, we will add γ1 and γ2. We check whether τ0 ă Pνspγ0, γ1, γ2q, which is a proxy for
γ0Aγ1Aγ2 but with a controlled conditional probability, constant and equal to 1 ´ 2ρ.

If this condition fails (which is always the case when the above alignment condition si not satisfied),
then we merge pγ0, γ1, γ2q into a single word. Then, there is nothing more to check because there is no
candidate k ă m1 for m1 to satisfy (3). In this case, m1 “ 0, so there are no candidate pivotal times left
of the semi-column and the newly merged sequence is the following:

pγ0, γ1, γ2q; rγ3s, pγ4q, rγ5s, pγ6q, rγ7s, pγ8q, rγ9s, pγ10q, . . .



26 AXEL PÉNEAU

Then at step j “ 1, we check whether τ1 ă Pνspγ0γ1γ2, γ3, γ4q. Assume that this condition holds. This
implies that we have the alignment γ0γ1γ2Aγ3Aγ4. Then we do not merge any block and move to m2 “ 1:
In this case, we have p20 “ 3, p21 “ 1, p22 “ 1, p23 “ 1, p24 “ 1, . . . and the new sequence is the following:

pγ0, γ1, γ2q, rγ3s, pγ4q; rγ5s, pγ6q, rγ7s, pγ8q, rγ9s, pγ10q, . . .
Note that it is useless to specify that p21 “ 1 and p23 “ 1 or that p22k`1 “ 1 for all k P N, because the
oddly indexed blocks are the ones in brackets and they always have length 1. It is also useless to mention
that p24 “ 1, because it is the length of the block pγ6q, which we have not yet considered. At step j “ 2,
we check whether τ2 ă Pνspγ4, γ5, γ6q. Assume that this holds. Then m3 “ 2 and the new sequence is:

pγ0, γ1, γ2q, rγ3s, pγ4q, rγ5s, pγ6q; rγ7s, pγ8q, rγ9s, pγ10q, . . .
By construction, we have γ0γ1γ2Aγ3Aγ4Aγ5Aγ6. At step j “ 3, we check whether τ3 ă Pνspγ6, γ7, γ8q.
Assume that this time, that condition fails. Then we have to backtrack to the previous candidate

pivotal time: γp
3

2m3´1, which is simply γ5. In other words, we look at the definition of mj`1 (62) with

k “ 3 and l
j
k “ 5. We check whether τ2 ă P 1

νs
pγ4, γ5, γ6, γ6γ7γ8q, which is a proxy for γ5Aγ6γ7γ8 but

with a controlled conditional probability constant and equal to 1´3ρ
1´2ρ

. Indeed, we already know that

τ2 ă Pνspγ4, γ5, γ6q from the previous step of the construction. Assume that this holds. By (3), this
means that m4 “ 1 and the only candidate pivotal time left is rγ3s. The newly merged sequence becomes:

pγ0, γ1, γ2q, rγ3s, pγ4, γ5, γ6, γ7, γ8q; rγ9s, pγ10q, . . .
Note that γ3Aγ4Aγ5Aγ6γ7γ8 and γ4 P S, so γ3rASpγ4q and γ5 P S so γ3rASpγ4, γ5, γ6, γ7, γ8q. Moreover,
we still have γ0γ1γ3Aγ3.

At the next step (j “ 4), we check whether τ4 ă Pνspγ4γ5γ6γ7γ8, γ9, γ10q, which is a proxy for
γ4γ5γ6γ7γ8Aγ9Aγ10. Assume that this holds. Then m5 “ 2 the newly merged sequence is

pγ0, γ1, γ2q, rγ3s, pγ4, γ5, γ6, γ7, γ8q, rγ9s, pγ10q; . . .
It feels a bit frustrating to lose two pivotal times instead of only one, because we had the alignment

γ4Aγ5Aγ6γ7γ8 so why not keep rγ5s as a pivotal time. The issue with that is that we do not have any
control over γ6γ7γ8. For example, it may be the identity, which is aligned with everyone. In that case the
alignment condition γ5Aγ6γ7γ8Aγ9 is trivial and does not tell us anything about the product γ5γ6γ7γ8γ9,
which may again be the identity. Therefore, we really need to discard this pivotal time in order to be
able to use Proposition 4.3.

The other issue is that even if we somehow get rid of that problem, then rγ5s would not have the same
probabilistic behaviour as the other pivotal times. Indeed, knowing the construction up to step 4, it
satisfies 3 alignment conditions. Note also that the first block pγ0, γ1, γ2q has a particular status because
we do not have any informations on its structure and only know that its product is aligned with γ3.

We need the index ljk in (62) because if we ever backtrack to rγ3s “ rγp5

1 for example, then the alignment
condition on γ3 is not with the merged word pγ4, γ5, γ6, γ7, γ8q but only with the first sub-word, namely
pγ4q, so we need to keep track of its index, this is the role of 2l50 ` 2 “ 4 and l50 “ 1 is indeed the last
step at which we had mj “ m1 “ 1.

Let us recap in the next remark basic properties of the algorithm that follow readily from its definition.

Remark 4.7. Let pγnq P ΓN, let pwkq P NN
ě1 and let pτkq P r0, 1sN be non-random sequences. Note

that, the family of lengths of the pivotal blocks
´
p
j
k

¯
in the sense of Definition 4.6 is unique and we can

construct it by induction. Moreover that the map ppγnq, pwkq, pτkqq ÞÑ
´
p
j
k

¯
is measurable. Let

´
p
j
k

¯
be

the family of lengths of the pivotal blocks, and let pmjqjPN and pljkqjPN,0ďkďmj
be as in Definition 4.6. By

induction, we can easily check that the following facts hold:

(1) For all j ď j1 P N, we have ljj1 “ j.

(2) For all j P N, and for all 0 ď k ă mj, we have γp
l
j
k

2k Aγ
p
l
j
k

2k`1Aγ
p
l
j
k

2k`2 (because m
l
j

k
`1

ą m
l
j

k
by

definition of ljk).

(3) For all j P N, and for all 0 ď k ă mj, we have rγp
j

k1 “ rγp
j1

k1 for all ljk ď j1 ď j and all
0 ď k1 ď 2k ` 1.

(4) For all j P N, we have γ
pj

2mj`2 “ γw2j`2. Hence, for all k ă mj, we have γp
l
j
k

2k`2 “ γw
2l

j
k

`2
.

(5) For all j P N, and for all 0 ď k ă mj, we have γp
j

2kAγ
pj

2k`1Aγ
w

2l
j
k

`2
.

(6) The family pljkqj,k is determined by the data of the sequence pmjqj .



PIVOTING TECHNIQUE FOR PRODUCTS OF RANDOM MATRICES 27

(7) The family ppjkqj,k is determined by the data of the sequences pmjqj and pwkqk.

Lemma 4.8. Let pγnq P ΓN, let pwkq P NN
ě1 and let pτkq P r0, 1sN be non-random sequences. Let A be a

binary relation on Γ and let S Ă Γ. Assume that for all k P N, there exist three sub-words pg̃0, g̃1, g̃2q
such that rγw2k`2 “ g̃0 d g̃1 d g̃2 and Πpg̃0qAΠpg̃1qAΠpg̃2q and Πpg̃1q P S and γw2k`1 P S. Let

´
p
j
k

¯
j,k

be

the family of lengths of the pivotal blocks in the sense of Definition 4.6 and let pmjqj be as in Definition

4.6. For all j P N, and for all 0 ď k ă mj, we have γp
j

2k`1
rASrγp

j

2k`2.

Proof. We prove the claim by induction. Assume that for all j1 ď j, and for all 0 ď k ă mj1 , we have

γ
pj1

2k`1
rASrγp

j1

2k`2. Ifmj`1 “ mj`1, then τj ă Pνs

´
γ
pj

2mj
, γ

pj

2mj`1, γ
pj

2mj`2

¯
. Therefore γp

j

2mj
Aγ

pj

2mj`1Aγ
pj

2mj`2,

so we have γp
j

2mj`1
rArγp

j

2mj`2. For smaller values of k, we use the induction hypothesis. If 0 ă mj`1 ă mj

we have γp
j

2mj`1
Aγ

pj

2mj`1`1Aγ
pj

2k`2 ¨ ¨ ¨ γp
j

2mj`2 and by induction hypothesis, we have γp
j

2mj`1´1
rASγ

pj

2mj`1`1

and γ
pj`1

2mj`1´1 “ γ
pj

2mj`1´1 and rγp
j`1

2mj`1
“ rγp

j

2mj`1
d rγp

j

2mj`1`1 d rγp
j

2k`2 ¨ ¨ ¨ γp
j

2mj`2. Moreover γp
j

2mj`1`1 is

equal to one of the γw2k`1 for some k P N, therefore γp
j

2mj`1`1 P S by assumption so γp
j

2mj`1´1
rASrγp

j`1

2mj`1

by definition of rAS . �

Lemma 4.9. Let Γ be a measurable semi-group endowed with a measurable relation A. Let νs be a

probability distribution on Γ that is ρ-Schottky for A and let S :“ supppνsq. Let prγwn qnPN P rΓN, and let

pτjqjPN „ UbN

r0,1s be independent random sequences defined on the same probability space. Assume that

pw2k`1qkPN is almost surely equal to a non-random constant. Assume also that the sequences prγw2kq
kPN

and
`
rγw2k`1

˘
kPN

are independent. Assume that pγw2k`1qkPN „ νbN
s . Let ppjkq be the random family of

lengths of the pivotal blocks associated to rγw with weights τ and let pljkq and pmjq be as in Definition 4.6.
Then for all j P N, and for all 0 ď k ď mj ´ 1, we have:

P pmj`1 “ mj ` 1 | prγw2kqkPN , pmj1 qj1ďjq “ 1 ´ 2ρ,(63)

P pmj`1 ă mj ´ k | prγw2kqkPN , pmj1 qj1ďjq “ 2ρ

ˆ
ρ

1 ´ 2ρ

˙k

.(64)

Proof. First note that for all f, g, h, h1, we have 0 ď P 1
νs

pf, g, h, h1q ď Pνspf, g, hq ď 1. Moreover, given a
random γ „ νs and given g, h, h1 P Γ non-random or independent of γ, we have EpPνspf, γ, hqq “ 1 ´ 2ρ

and EpP 1
νs

pf, γ, h, h1qq “ 1 ´ 3ρ.
Let j P N and let k ă mj . We have:

(65) τ
l
j
k

ă Pνs

´
γ
pj

2k, γ
pj

2k`1, γ
w

2l
j
k

`2

¯
.

Indeed, by definition of ljk, we have m
l
j
k

`1
ą m

l
j
k
. Therefore:

τ
l
j

k
ă Pνs

ˆ
γ
p
l
j
k

2k , γ
p
l
j
k

2k`1, γ
p
l
j
k

2k`2

˙
.

Moreover, for all ljk ă j1 ď j, we have mj1 ą k so
´
rγp

j

k1

¯
k1ď2k`1

“
ˆ
rγp

l
j
k

k1

˙

k1ď2k`1

. Hence, we have

γ
p
l
j
k

2k “ γ
pj

2k and γp
l
j
k

2k`1 “ γ
pj

2k`1. Moreover, we have γp
l
j
k

2k`i “ γw
2l

j
k

`i
for all i ě 1.

Now Let γ, w, τ be random sequences as in Lemma 4.9. Given j P N, let Pj be the σ-algebra generated

by
´
p
j1

k

¯
kPN,j1ďj

and
´
rγp

j

2k

¯
kPN

. Then pPjqjPN is a filtration.

Let i, j P N, we claim that the conditional distribution of γp
j

2mj`2i`1 relatively to Pj is almost surely νs.

We prove the claim by induction. For j “ 0, we assumed that
`
γw2k`1

˘
kPN

„ νbN
s , and that

`
γw2k`1

˘
kPN

is

independent of prγw2kqkPN, now since pw2k`1q is non-random, the sequence prγw2kqkPN determines pp0kq “ pwkq,
hence it generates P0 which proves the claim. Given j P N, we have pγp

j`1

2mj`1`2i`1qi “ pγp
j

2mj`2i`3qiPN and

the construction of ppj`1
k qk from ppjkqk does not depend on pγp

j

2mj`2i`3qiPN. Therefore, by induction on

j, we have pγp
j

2mj`2i`1qiPN „ νbN
s . By the same argument, we show by induction on j that conditionally

to Pj , we have:

(66) @j P N,
´

pγp
j

2mj`2i`1, τ2j`2i`1q
¯
iPN

„
`
νs b Ur0,1s

˘bN
.
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Taking i “ 0, we have P

´
τ2j`1 ă Pνs

´
γ
pj

2mj
, γ

pj

2mj`1, γ
pj

2mj`2

¯ ˇ̌
ˇPj

¯
“ 1 ´ 2ρ. Hence we have (63).

Now let j P N be fixed, and let q : Ω Ñ t0, . . . ,mj ´ 1u be a Pj-measurable random variable. Then,

we have almost surely γp
j

2qAγ
pj

2q`1Aγ
w

2l
j
q`2

the conditional distribution of γp
j

2q`1 relatively to Pj is exactly

the rescaled restriction of νs to
!
γ P Γ

ˇ̌
ˇ γp

j

2qAγAγ
w

2l
j
q`2

)
. It means that for all A : Ω Ñ AΓ which is

Pj-measurable, we have:

(67) P

´
γ
pj

2q`1 P A
ˇ̌
ˇPj

¯
“
νs

´
A X

!
γ P Γ

ˇ̌
ˇ γp

j

2qAγAγ
w

2l
j
q`2

)¯

νs

!
γ P Γ

ˇ̌
ˇ γpj

2qAγAγ
w

2l
j
q`2

) .

Let h1 : Ω Ñ Γ, be a random variable which is independent of γp
j

2q`1 relatively to2 Pj . Then by (67), and
because 1

γ
pj

2q Aγ
pj

2q`1
Aγw

2l
j
q`2

“ 1 almost surely, we have:

E

´
P 1
νs

´
γ
pj

2q , γ
pj

2q`1, γ
w

2l
j
q`2

, h1
¯ ˇ̌
ˇPj, h

1
¯

“
p1 ´ 3ρq1

γ
pj

2q`1
Ah1

νs

!
γ P Γ

ˇ̌
ˇ γpj

2qAγAγ
w

2l
j
q`2

and γAh1
)

“
p1 ´ 3ρqP

´
γ
pj

2q`1Ah
1
ˇ̌
ˇPj, h

1
¯

νs

!
γ P Γ

ˇ̌
ˇ γpj

2qAγAγ
w

2l
j
q`2

and γAh1
)

“ 1 ´ 3ρ

νs

!
γ P Γ

ˇ̌
ˇ γpj

2qAγAγ
w

2l
j
q`2

)

“ 1 ´ 3ρ

1 ´ 2ρ
Pνs

´
γ
pj

2q , γ
pj

2q`1, γ
w

2l
j
q`2

¯
.

Note that even though γp
j

2q`1 is not Pj measurable, its only role in the computation of Pνs

´
γ
pj

2q , γ
pj

2q`1, γ
w

2l
j
q`2

¯

is trough a 0 ´ 1 indicator function that we know to be equal to 1. So Pνs

´
γ
pj

2q , γ
pj

2q`1, γ
w

2l
j
q`2

¯
is indeed

a Pj measurable quantity. Moreover, the conditional distribution of τ
l
j
q

with respect to Pj and γ
pj

2q`1 is

almost surely uniform in
”
0, Pνs

´
γ
pj

2q , γ
pj

2q`1, γ
w

2l
j
q`2

¯ı
. Indeed, for all l ď j and for all constant k ď l,

the conditions to have ljk “ l are:

(1) We have ml “ k. Note that this event only depends on pγwk1 q0ďk1ď2l and pτl1 q0ďl1ăl, hence it is
independent of prγw2l`1, τlq.

(2) For all l ă j1 ď j, we have mj1 ą k. Note that this event only depends on pγwk1 q2l`2ďk1ď2j`2 and
pτl1 qlăl1ďj , hence it is independent of prγw2l`1, τlq.

(3) We have τl ă Pνs

´
γ
pl

2ml
, γw2l`1, γ

w
2l`2

¯
. In particular 0 ă Pνs

´
γ
pl

2ml
, γw2l`1, γ

w
2l`2

¯
, therefore, we

have γp
j

2kAγ
pj

2k`1Aγ
w

2l
j

k
`2

. Moreover τl and rγw2l`1 are independent so the distribution of γw2l`1

knowing τl ă Pνs

´
γ
pl

2ml
, γw2l`1, γ

w
2l`2

¯
is the restriction of νs to

!
γ P Γ

ˇ̌
ˇ γp

j

2kAγAγ
w

2l
j
k

`2

)
and τl

and rγw2l`1 are still independent.

The above argument implies moreover that the family
´

pτ
l
j
k
, γ

pj

2k`1q
¯
0ďkămj

is independent with respect

to Pj i.e., there is a Pj measurable family of distribution pηk, κkq0ďkămj
P ČProbpRq ˆ ProbpRq such that:

´
pτ

l
j

k
, γ

pj

2k`1q
¯
0ďkămj

„
ˆ

Ω

mj´1â

k“0

pηk b κkqdP.

Therefore, for all j P N and for all k ď mj , we have:

P

ˆ
τ
l
j
k

ă P 1
νs

´
γ
pj

2k, γ
pj

2k`1, γ
w

2l
j
k

`2
, γ

pj

2k`2 ¨ ¨ ¨ γpj

2mj`2

¯ ˇ̌
ˇ̌Pj ,

´
pτ

l
j

l1
, γ

pj

2k1`1q
¯
kăk1ămj

˙
“ 1 ´ 3ρ

1 ´ 2ρ
.

By induction on k, we have (64). �

2We say that two events are independent relatively to a σ-algebra if the conditional probability of their intersection
is almost surely equal to the product of their conditional probability. We say that two random variables are relatively
independent if their level sets are. By Bayes formula, it implies that the conditional distribution of one with respect to the
other and said σ-algebra is almost surely equal to its conditional distribution with respect to the σ-algebra alone.
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Proof of Theorem 4.1. Let γ be a measurable semi-group, let A be a measurable binary relation Γ and
let S Ă Γ be measurable. Let 0 ă α ă 1, let 0 ă ρ ă 1

5
nd let m P N. Let ν̃s be a probability distribution

on Γm and let νs :“ Π˚νs. Assume that νs is ρ-Schottky for A and supported on S. Let κ̃ be as in

Lemma 4.5, let pΩ,Pq be a probability space and let pprγwn qn , pτkqkq „ pκ̃b ν̃sqbN b UbN

r0,1s. Let
´
p
j
k

¯
j,k

be the random family of lengths of the pivotal blocks associated to rγw with weights τ and let pmjq and`
lkj
˘

be as in Definition 4.6
Let j P N. By Lemma 4.9, we have:

E pmj`1 | pmj1 qj1ďjq “ mj ` p1 ´ 2ρq ´ 2ρ

mj´1ÿ

k“0

ˆ
ρ

1 ´ 2ρ

˙

“ mj ` p1 ´ 2ρq ´ 2ρ
1 ´ 2ρ

1 ´ 3ρ
` 2ρ

1 ´ 2ρ

1 ´ 3ρ

ˆ
ρ

1 ´ 2ρ

˙mj

“ mj ` p1 ´ 2ρq1 ´ 5ρ

1 ´ 3ρ
` 2ρ

1 ´ 2ρ

1 ´ 3ρ

ˆ
ρ

1 ´ 2ρ

˙mj

Note that p1 ´ 2ρq1´5ρ
1´3ρ

ą 0. By Lemma A.5 applied to pmjqjPN, there are constants C, β ą 0 such that

Ppmj ď 0q ď C expp´βjq for all j P N. Hence l0 is almost surely finite and has finite exponential moment
because Ppl0 “ jq ď C expp´βjq for all j P N. Now let 0 ď q ď l P N be fixed and let j ě l. We claim
that:

(68) E pmj`1 | pmj1 qj1ďj , lq “ lq ě E pmj`1 | pmj1 qj1ďjq .
Indeed, if we assume the values of pmj1 qj1ďj to be fixed and that ljq “ l. Then lq “ l if and only if there
is no j1 ą j such that mj1 “ 0. We claim that:

(69) @k ď k1, P
`
lq “ ljq

ˇ̌
pmj1 qj1ďj ,mj`1 “ k

˘
ď P

`
lq “ ljq

ˇ̌
pmj1 qj1ďj ,mj`1 “ k1

˘
.

Note that (69) implies that P pmj`1 ě k | pmj1 qj1ďj , lq “ lq ě P pmj`1 ě k | pmj1 qj1ďjq almost surely and
for all k, hence we have (68). Now we prove (69). Let η be the probability measure on Z such that

ηt1u “ 1 ´ 2ρ and ηt´ku “ 2ρ 1´3ρ
1´2ρ

´
ρ

1´2ρ

¯k´1

for all k ě 1. Let prjq „ ηbN. Let prjq „ ηbN be a

random sequence defined on a probability space pΩ1,P1q. Define pm1
jq by induction taking m0 “ 0 and

m1
j`1 :“ maxt0,m1

j ` rju for all j. With that construction, all the formerly defined random variables

are defined on the coupling of pΩ1,P1q and pΩ,Pq relatively to m1 “ m. From now on we work on that

coupling. Then for all q ď j P N, we have lq “ ljq if and only if
řj1´1

k“j rk ě 1`q´mj for all j1 ą j. Hence,

for all 0 ă k ď j P N, we have lq “ ljq and mj`1 “ k if and only if
řj1´1

k“j`1 rk ě 1 ´ k and mj`1 “ k.

Moreover, the events
´

@j1 ą j ` 1,
řj1´1

k“j`1 rk ě 1 ` q ´ k
¯

and mj`1 “ k are independent so:

P
`
lq “ ljq

ˇ̌
pmj1 qj1ďj,mj`1 “ k

˘
“ P

¨
˝@j1 ą j ` 1,

j1´1ÿ

k1“j`1

rk1 ě 1 ` q ´ k

˛
‚.

This makes (69) obvious. Then by lemma A.5 applied to pmjq, there exist constants C, β ą 0 such that
Pplq`1 ´ lq “ jq ď C expp´βjq for all j and for all q. Moreover, the distribution of lq`1 ´ lq does not
depend on q and the family plq`1 ´ lqqqPN is i.i.d. and independent of l0. Now let v0 :“ l0 and for all
q P N, let v2q`2 :“ 2plq`1 ´ lqq ´ 1 and let v2q`1 “ 1. Let p “ wv. Then note that pj ÝÑ

jÑ`8
p almost

surely for the simple convergence topology. By Lemma 4.9, the random sequence pvqq is independent of
pwkq so the sequences pp2k`1q and pp2k`2q are i.i.d. and independent of each other and of p0. Moreover,
by Lemma A.3, each pk has finite exponential moment. Let µ̃ be the distribution of rγp. We have just
proven (58).

Let k P N, we want to show (57) in Theorem 1.10, which states that the conditional distribution of
rγp2k`1 relatively to prγpk1 qk1‰2k`1

is bounded above by ν̃s
1´α

. Let j P N. Saying that lk “ j is equivalent to

saying that τj ă Pνspγp2k, γw2j`1, γ
w
2j`2q, that mj “ k and that mj1 ą k for all j1 ą j. Once we assume

that τj ă Pνspγp2k, γw2j`1, γ
w
2j`2q, the conditions mj “ k and mj1 ą k for all j1 ą j can be expressed

in terms of prγwk1 qk1‰2j`1
. Moreover, once we assume that lk “ j, the random sequence prγpk1 qk1‰2k`1 is

the image of the random sequence prγwk1 qk1‰2j`1
by a measurable function (which is defined on the set

lk “ j). Hence, the distribution of rγp2k`1 knowing lk “ j and pwkqkPN and prγpk1 qk1‰2k`1 is
1
Π´1pA1q

νspA1q νs for

A1 :“ tg P Γ | γp2kAgAγw2j`2u. By the Schottky property, we have νspA1q ě 1 ´ 2ρ. This proves (57).
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Let n P N. Let q :“ maxtk P N |wk ď nu and let r :“ n ´ wq. We claim that the conditional

distribution of γn knowing ppjkqk,j and knowing that q is even is
`
χ
wq
r

˘
˚
rκ. We prove by induction on

j1 P N that the conditional distribution of γn knowing ppjkqk,jďj1 and knowing that q is even is
`
χ
wq
r

˘
˚
rκ.

For j1 “ 0, this comes from the definition of the random sequence γw. For larger j1 P N, note that the
construction of ppjkqk,jďj1 `1 from ppjkqk,jďj1 only depends on events that are independent of prγw2kqkPN and

therefore independent of γn “ χ
wq
r

`
rγwq

˘
. Hence the conditional distribution of γn knowing ppjkqk,jďj1`1

and knowing that q is even is the conditional distribution of γn knowing ppjkqk,jďj1 and knowing that q
is even.

Now let A Ă ΓzŤm´1

k“0 χ
m
k psupppν̃sqq. We have Ppγn P A | q P 2Nq “ 0 and knowing that q is odd, the

conditional probability of pγn P Aq is
`
χ
wq
r

˘
˚
rκpAq, which is bounded above by νpAq

1´α
by (61). This proves

(59) and concludes the proof of Theorem 4.1. �

4.4. Facts about ping-pong sequences. Given pΩ,AΩq, and pΓ,AΓq two measurable spaces, and
γ : Ω Ñ Γ a measurable map, we write xγyσ :“ γ˚AΓ Ă AΩ for the σ-algebra generated by γ.

Definition 4.10 (Ping-pong sequence). Let Γ be a semi-group, let A be a measurable binary relation
on Γ and let ρ P p0, 1q. Let N P N Y t`8u and let pγkq0ďkăN be a random sequence. We say that
pγkq is ρ-ping-pong for A if for all k P N such that 0 ď 2k ` 1 ă N , the conditional distribution of
γ2k`1 relatively to pγk1 qk1‰2k`1 is almost surely ρ-Schottky for A. Then we say that the distribution of
pγkq0ďkďN is ρ-ping-pong for A.

Lemma 4.11 (Pivoting technique). Let Γ be a semi-group, let A be a measurable binary relation on Γ

and let ρ P p0, 1q. Let n P N and let µ be a probability distribution on Γt0,...,2nu that is ρ-ping-pong for
A. There exists a probability space pΩ,Pq a random sequence pγkq0ďkď2n „ µ and and a random integer
r „ Gρ such that γ2n´2r´1Apγ2n´2r ¨ ¨ ¨ γ2nq or n ď r and r and pγ2kq0ďkďn are independent.

Proof. Let ppγkq0ďkď2n, pτjq0ďjq „ µ b UbN

r0,1s. Given j ě n, we define Pj :“ 1 ´ ρ. Given 0 ď j ă n, we

define:

Pj :“
p1 ´ ρq1Apγ2n´2j´1, γ2n´2j ¨ ¨ ¨ γ2nq

P pγ2n´2j´1Apγ2n´2j ¨ ¨ ¨ γ2nq | pγkqk‰2n´2j´1q .

Note that 0 ď Pj ď 1 almost surely because pγkq is ρ-ping pong. Moreover EpPj | pγkqk‰2n´2j´1q “ 1´ρ

almost surely and Pj is independent of pτj1 qj1PN. Therefore, we have:

@j P N, P pτj ă Pj | pγkqk‰2n´2j´1, pτj1 qj1‰jq “ 1 ´ ρ.

Moreover, for all j1 ă j P N, the random variable Pj1 is measurable for xpγkqkě2n´2j1´2y, hence it is
measurable for xpγkqk‰2n´2j´1y. Therefore:

(70) @j P N, P
`
τj ă Pj

ˇ̌
pγ2kq0ďkďn,@j1 ă j, τj1 ě Pj1

˘
“ 1 ´ ρ.

Let r :“ mintj P N | τj ă Pju. Assume that r ă n, then Pr ą 0 so γ2n´2r´1Apγ2n´2r ¨ ¨ ¨ γ2nq. Then by
(70), we have P pr ě j | pγ2kq0ďkďnq “ ρj , almost surely and for all j. Hence r „ Gρ and r is independent
of pγ2kq0ďkďn. �

Given N P N, given Γ a semi-group, given γ0, . . . , γN a finite sequence in Γ and given 0 ď j ă i ď N ,
we write γi ¨ ¨ ¨ γj for γi ¨ ¨ ¨ γNγ0 ¨ ¨ ¨ γj .

Lemma 4.12 (Cyclical pivoting technique). Let Γ be a semi-group, let A be a measurable binary relation

on Γ and let ρ P p0, 1q. Let n P N and let µ be a probability distribution on Γt0,...,2nu that is ρ-ping-pong
for A. There exist a probability space pΩ,Pq, a random sequence pγkq0ďkď2n „ µ and an integer c „ G2ρ

such that γ2n´2c´1Apγ2n´2c ¨ ¨ ¨ γ2cq and pγ2n´2c´2 ¨ ¨ ¨ γ2cqAγ2c`1 or n ď 2c´1 and c and pγ2kq0ďkďn are
independent.

Proof. Let pΩ,Pq :“
´
Γ2n`1 ˆ r0, 1sN, µ b UbN

r0,1s

¯
. Let ppγkq0ďkď2n, pτjq0ďjq „ µbUbN

r0,1s. Given j ě n{2,
we define Pj :“ 1 ´ 2ρ. Given 0 ď j ă n{2, we define:

Pj :“
p1 ´ 2ρq1Apγ2n´2j´1, γ2n´2j ¨ ¨ ¨ γ2jq1Apγ2n´2j´2 ¨ ¨ ¨ γ2j , γ2j`1q

P
`
γ2n´2j´1Apγ2n´2j ¨ ¨ ¨ γ2jq X pγ2n´2j´2 ¨ ¨ ¨ γ2jqAγ2j`1

ˇ̌
pγkqkRt2n´2j´1,2j`1u

˘ .

Note that 0 ď Pj ď 1 and EpPj | pγkqkRt2n´2j´1,2j`1uq “ 1 ´ 2ρ. Let c :“ mintj P N | τj ă Pju. Then
r „ G2ρ and c is independent of pγ2kq0ďkďn. �
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Remark 4.13. Let Γ be a semi-group, let A be a binary relation on Γ and let S Ă Γ. Let pγ̃kq0ďkď2n P
rΓ2n`1 and let γk :“ Πpγ̃kq for all 0 ď k ď 2n. Assume for the sake of the argument that the identity of

Γ is aligned with everyone and not in S. Assume that for all 0 ď k ď n, we have: γ2kAγ2k`1
rAS γ̃2k`2.

In Lemma 4.12, we want to have γ2n´2c´2 ¨ ¨ ¨ γ2cAγ2c`1 instead of just γ2n´2c ¨ ¨ ¨ γ2cAγ2c`1 because
we have no control over the product γ2n´2c ¨ ¨ ¨ γ2c (it may be the identity for example and the alignment
would be meaningless). We however have control over the product γ2n´2c´2 ¨ ¨ ¨ γ2c. Indeed, if c ă n{2
is such that γ2n´2c´1Apγ2n´2c ¨ ¨ ¨ γ2cq, then γ2n´2c´3

rAS γ̃2n´2c´2 d ¨ ¨ ¨ d γ̃2c. In concrete cases, we have
shown in Proposition 4.3 that this implies a genuine alignment.

4.5. Factorization of the pivotal extraction. In this section, we prove Theorem 1.10. Given X and
Y two measurable sets, we write χrΓ : Y ˆ X Ñ Y and χX : Y ˆ X Ñ X for the first and second
coordinate projections.

Lemma 4.14 (Factorization of the pivotal extraction). Let Γ be a measurable semi-group and let S Ă Γ

be measurable. Let M P N and let pLiq1ďiďM and pRjq1ďjďM be two non-random families of disjoint
measurable subsets of Γ. Let A Ă t1, . . . ,Mu2 and let A :“ Ů

pi,jqPA Li ˆ Rj. Let ν be a probability

measure on Γ, let 0 ă α ă 1, let 0 ă ρ ă 1
5

and let m P N. Let ν̃s be a probability measure on Γm such
that ανs ď νbm and let νs :“ Π˚ν̃s. Assume that νs is supported on S and ρ-Schottky for A. Let µ̃ be
as in Theorem 1.10 and let prγwq „ µ̃. Then there exists a Markov chain pxnq on X Ă t0, . . . , 2Mu, with

x0 “ 0, and a family pν̃1
xqxPX P Prob

´
rΓ ˆX

¯X

such that:

(1) For all n P N, the pair prγwn , xn`1q has distribution law ν̃1
xn

conditionally to prγwk qkăn and pxkqkďn.
(2) For all k P N, one has x2k`1 P t1, . . . ,Mu and x2k`2 P tM ` 1, . . . , 2Mu.
(3) For all i P t1, . . . ,Mu XX and all j P tM ` 1, . . . , 2Mu XX, one has ν̃1

i

´
rΓ ˆ tju

¯
ą 0.

(4) For all i P t1, . . . ,Mu XX and all j P tM ` 1, . . . , 2Mu XX, the distribution:

νi,j :“ Π˚pχrΓq˚

ˆ
1pχX“jqν̃

1
i

pχXq˚ν̃
1
itju

˙

is ρ
1´2ρ

-Schottky.

Let pxnq, prγwn q be as in Lemma 4.14 Note that items (2) and (3) imply that the supports of x2k`2 and
x2k`3 do not depend on k. However, the support of x1 may differ from the support of x3. With that in
mind, for all i P t1, . . . ,Mu XX and all j P tM `1, . . . , 2Mu XX , the distribution νi,j is the distribution
of γwk knowing that xk “ i and xk`1 “ j for any k P t1, 3, . . . u such that Ppxk “ iq ą 0.

Proof. Let κ̃ be as in Lemma 4.5. Let pprγwn q, pτkqq „ pκ̃b ν̃sqbN bUbN

r0,1s and let ppkqkPN be the associated

random sequence of pivotal times and let plkqkPN be as in definition 4.6. Let φL, φR : Γ Ñ t1, . . . ,Mu be
such that Li “ φ´1

L tiu and Ri “ φ´1
R tiu for all i P t1, . . . ,Mu.

We define x0 :“ 0 and we write ν̃1
0 for the distribution of prγp0 , φLpγp0 qq. Given k P N, we define:

x2k`1 :“ φL pγp2kq and x2k`2 :“ M ` φR

´
γw2lk`1

¯
.

Note that for all g P Γ, the set th P Γ | gAhu is determined by φLpγq and the set th P Γ |hAgu is
determined by φRpγq.

Note also that by construction, for all integer k, the conditional distribution of prγpk1 qk1ě2k`1
relatively

to prγpk1 qk1ď2k
and pτl1 ql1ălk

only depends on x2k`1 and not on k. However the distribution of x2k`1

itself may depend on k. Given x P t1, . . . ,Mu a possible value for xk, write ν̃1
x for the distribution of`

rγw2k`1, x2k`2

˘
knowing x2k`1 “ x. Note that by construction ,this distribution does not depend on k.

For all integer k, the distribution of prγpk1 qk1ě2k`2
relatively to prγpk1 qk1ď2k`1

and pτl1 ql1ďlk
only depends

on x2k`2 and not on k. Given x P tM ` 1, . . . , 2Mu a possible value for xk, write ν̃1
x for the distribution

of
`
rγw2k`2, x2k`3

˘
knowing x2k`2 “ x. Again this distribution does not depend on k.

Then for all i P t1, . . . ,MuXX and all j P tM`1, . . . , 2MuXX , the distribution νi,j is the distribution

of γp2k`1 knowing that φL pγp2kq “ i and M ` φR

´
γw2lk`1

¯
“ j. This distribution is bounded above by

ν
1´α

by (57) in Theorem 4.1. �

Now we can prove 1.10 by taking an extraction.

Proof of Theorem 1.10. Let ρ P p0, 1{3q and let ρ1 :“ ρ
1`2ρ

P p0, 1{5q. Let K P N and let K 1 “ 2K.

Without loss of generality, we assume that K ě 8. Let m P N, let 0 ă ε1, α ă 1 and let ν̃s be
as in Corollary 3.19 applied to ν, ρ1,K 1 and let νs :“ Πν̃s. Then ν̃s is compactly supported, and
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bounded above by νbm

α
. Moreover νs is ρ1-Schottky for Aε1

and sqz˚Π˚ν̃s rK 1| logpε1q| `K 1 logp2qs. Let

ε :“ ε1

2
and let Aε1 Ă A Ă Aε be a finitely described binary relation. Then K 1| logpε1q| ` K 1 logp2q “

2K| logpεq| `K logp2q ě K| logpεq| ` K logp2q and νs is ρ1-Schottky for A.
Let M P N, X Ă t0, . . . , 2M ` 1u, µ̃ and pν̃1

xqxPX be as in Lemma 4.14. Let prγpkq „ µ̃ and let pxnq
be the underlying Markov chain. Let i, j P X be such that 0 ă i ď M ă j ď 2M . Let q0 :“ mintq P
N | pxq, xq`1q “ pi, jqu, and define by induction q2k`1 “ 1 and:

q2k`2 :“ mintq ě q2k`2 | pxq , xq`1q “ pi, jqu ´ q2k`2

for all k. Let κ̃0 be the distribution of rγp
q

0 , let κ̃1 be the distribution of rγp
q

1 and let κ̃2 be the distribution

of rγp
q

2 . By the factorization property, we have
´
rγp

q

k

¯
„ κ̃0 b pκ̃1 b κ̃2qbN, which proves point (1). Then

each qk has bounded exponential moment because it is the hitting time of a finite Markov chain.
Moreover each pk has finite exponential moment so pqk has finite exponential moment for all q, therefore

L˚κ̃i has finite exponential moment for all i, this proves point (2).

By Proposition 4.3, we have γp
q

i ¨ ¨ ¨ γp
q

j´1A
ε
4 γ

pq

j ¨ ¨ ¨ γp
q

k´1 for all 0 ď i ď j ď k, which proves (4).

Note also that κ̃1 is the restriction of ν̃s to tγ P Γ |LiAγARju, which has measure at least 1 ´ 2ρ,

hence κ1 is ρ1

1´2ρ1 -Schottky for A, hence it is ρ-Schottky for Aε.

Let i, j P X that do not satisfy 0 ă i ď M ă j ď 2M and such that pχXq˚ν̃
1
itju ą 0. The distribution

ν̃i,j :“ pχΓq˚
1
Γ̃ˆtju

ν1
ipΓ̃ˆtjuq

ν̃1
i is absolutely continuous with respect to the distribution of pχ8

2kq˚µ̃ for k P N such

that Ppx2k “ iq ą 0. Therefore, by (59) there is a constant C such that for all A Ă ΓzŤm´1

k“0 χ
m
k supppν̃sq,

we have:

(71) @k ď l,@i P t0, 2u, κ̃i
`
L´1tlu X pχl

kq´1pAq
˘

ď CνpAqL˚κ̃itlu.

Now assume that Γ “ GLpEq. The set
Ťm´1

k“0 χ
m
k supppν̃sq is compact and N is a continuous function

on Γ. Let B “ maxNp
Ťm´1

k“0 χ
m
k supppν̃sqq. Then with the notations of Definitions A.13 and A.14 the

distributions pζi,k,lq defined in Theorem 1.10 are uniformly bounded by B ^ rCN˚νs. When ν is not
supported on GLpEq, we have N˚νt`8u ą 0, therefore N˚ν dominates any probability distribution and
point (6) is trivial. However C can not be expressed in terms of pα, ρ,mq because we did not give an
explicit formula for the distribution of the sequence pqkq. �

5. Proof of the results

In this section, we use Theorem 4.1 and Theorem 1.10 together with Lemmas 4.11 and 4.12 to prove
the results stated in the introduction. Most of the proofs are straightforward application of Theorem
4.1 and Lemma 4.11, for the probabilistic estimates on the coefficients, on the sqz coefficient and on the
speed of convergence to the invariant measure; and Lemma 4.12 for the estimates on the spectral radius,
on the spectral gap and on the dominant eigenspace. Unexpectedly3, the trickiest part is to show the
almost sure convergence result in Theorem 1.6, namely that sqzpγnq{n Ñ σpνq. This is also the only
reason why we need Lemma 4.14. The question whether proxpγnq{n converges almost surely (or even in
probability) without moment conditions remains open.

5.1. Law of large numbers and large deviations inequalities for the singular gap. In this
section, we define the escape speed of a random product of matrices using Theorem 1.10 but not the
moment estimate (6). We will use usual ergodic theory but only for the proof of the almost sure
convergence. Given pxnq a random sequence of real numbers and σ P R, we say that the sequence
pxnq satisfies (exponential) large deviations inequalities below the speed σ if for all α ă σ, we have
lim sup 1

n
logpPpxn ď σnqq ă 0. Note that if the distribution of pxnq is a Dirac measure then it satisfies

large deviations inequalities below the speed σ if and only if lim inf xn

n
ě σ. In Lemma A.10 in appendix,

we show that the notion of large deviations behaves well when taking the sum (1) (4), maximum (3)
or minimum (2) of finitely many random sequences and also when composing random sequences of
integers (5).

Lemma 5.1 (Escape speed and large deviations inequalities for self-aligned measures). Let E be a
Euclidean vector space and let 0 ă ε ă 1. Let κ be a probability distribution on EndpEq and let pgkq „
κbN. Assume that almost surely and for all 0 ď i ď j ď k, we have gi ¨ ¨ ¨ gk´1A

ε
4 gj ¨ ¨ ¨ gk´1. Assume

3This result is well known in the L1 case without any algebraic assumption on the support of the measure.
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also that almost surely and for all n P N, we have gn ‰ 0. Then there is a limit σpκq P r0,`8s such that
sqzpgnq

n
Ñ σpκq almost surely and:

(72) @α ă σpκq, DC, β ą 0, @n P N, P psqzpgnq ď αnq ď C expp´βnq.
If we moreover assume that E psqz˚κq ą 2| logpεq| ` 4 logp2q, then σpκq ą 0.

Proof. LetN P N. Let σN :“ 1
N
E
`
sqz˚κ

˚N
˘

“ 1
N
E psqzpgN qq. For all k P N, let xNk :“ sqz

`
gkN ¨ ¨ ¨ gpk`1qN´1

˘
.

Then pxNn q is i.i.d. and takes positive values and EpxNn q “ NσN for all n. Then by Corollary A.6, the
sequence pxNk qkPN satisfies large deviations inequalities under the speed NσN . Moreover, by (23) in
Lemma 2.8 applied to gkNA

ε
4 gkN ¨ ¨ ¨ gpk`1qN´1 for all 0 ď k ă n

N
and then to gNt n

N
uA

ε
4 gNt n

N
u ¨ ¨ ¨ gn´1,

we have:

@n P N, sqzpgnq ě xNt n
N

u ´ n
2| logpεq| ` 4 logp2q

N
.

Hence, by (4) applied to
´
xNt n

N
u

¯
n

summed with
´
n

2| logpεq|`4 logp2q
N

¯
n

and (5) applied to pxnqn composed

with
`
t n
N

u
˘
n

in Lemma A.10, the sequence sqzpgnq satisfies large deviations inequalities below the speed

σN ´ 2| logpεq|`4 logp2q
N

. This is true for all N P N so sqzpgnq satisfies large deviations inequalities below
the speed σpκq :“ lim supNPN σN .

Let T : ΓN Ñ ΓN; pγkqkPN ÞÑ pγk`1qkPN. The transformation T is ergodic for the measure µ :“ κbN.
For all n P N, let fn : pγkqkPN ÞÑ 2| logpεq| ` 4 logp2q ´ sqzpγnq. Then fn is bounded above so Eµpfnq ď
2| logpεq| ` 4 logp2q for all n P N. Let m,n be integers, then by (23) in Lemma 2.8, we have almost surely
for g „ µ:

sqzpg0 ¨ ¨ ¨ gn`m´1q ě sqzpg0 ¨ ¨ ¨ gn´1q ` sqzpgn ¨ ¨ ¨ gn`m´1q ´ 2| logpεq| ´ 4 logp2q
Hence fn`mpgq ď fnpgq ` fm ˝ T npgq. So by Kingman’s sub-additive ergodic Theorem [Kin68], the

sequence fn
n

converges µ-almost everywhere to lim inf
EpfN ˚µq

N
“ lim inf

2| logpεq|`4 logp2q
N

´ σN and this

inferior limit is actually a limit by classical sub-additivity. Therefore sqzpgnq
n

Ñ σpκq and σpκq ě
E psqz˚κq ´ 2| logpεq| ´ 4 logp2q almost surely by sub-additivity. �

Theorem 5.2 (Large deviations inequalities for the singular gap). Let E be a Euclidean vector space
and let ν be a strongly irreducible and proximal probability distribution on EndpEq. Let κ̃0, κ̃1, κ̃2 be as
in Theorem 1.10 for ρ “ 1

4
and K “ 10. Let κ̃ :“ κ̃1 d κ̃2 and let κ :“ Π˚κ̃. Let σ :“ σpκq{EpL˚κ̃q.

Let pγnq „ νbN. Then the random sequence psqzpγnqqnPN satisfies large deviations inequalities below the
speed σ in the sense of Definition A.7 i.e.,

(73) @α ă σ, DC, β ą 0, @n P N, P psqzpγnq ď αnq ď C expp´βnq.
Proof. Let 0 ă ε ď 1 be as in Theorem 1.10. Let prγwk q „ κ̃0 b pκ̃1 b κ̃2q. To all integer n P N, we
associate qn “: maxtq P N |w2q ď nu and a random integer rn such that γw2qn´2rn´1A

εpγw2qn´2rn
¨ ¨ ¨ γn´1q

or rn ě qn. Note that the conditional distribution of the sequence γw0 , γ
w
1 , . . . , γ

w
2qn´1, γw2qn

¨ ¨ ¨ γn´1

relatively to qn is 1
4
-ping-pong for all values of qn. Hence, we may assume that rn „ G 1

4

for all n, by

Lemma 4.11.
The distribution L˚κ̃i has finite exponential moment and is supported on Ně1 for all i. By Corollary

A.6, the random sequence pw2m ´w0qm satisfies large deviations inequalities around the speed EpL˚κ̃q P
p0,`8q. Then by (1) in Lemma A.10, the random sequence pw2mqm also does. By (6) in Lemma A.10,
the random sequence pqnqn satisfies large deviations inequalities around the speed EpL˚κ̃q´1 and by (1)
in Lemma A.10, pqn ´ rn ´ 1q also does. Then by Lemma 5.1, and by composition (5) in Lemma A.10),
the sequence psqzpγw1 ¨ ¨ ¨ γw2qn´2rn´2qqn satisfies large deviations inequalities below the speed σ.

Now by (4) in Theorem 1.10, we have γw0 A
ε
4 γw1 ¨ ¨ ¨ γw2qn´2rn´2, so by (23) in Lemma 2.8, the sequence

psqzpγw0 ¨ ¨ ¨ γw2qn´2rn´2qqn satisfies large deviations inequalities below the speed σ. Moreover, we have:

γw0 ¨ ¨ ¨ γw2qn´2rn´2A
ε
4 γw2qn´2rn´1A

εpγw2qn´2rn
¨ ¨ ¨ γn´1q

and sqzpγw2qn´2rn´1q ě K| logpεq| `K logp2q ě 2| logpε{2q| ` 3 logp2q so by the transpose of Lemma 2.10,
we have:

γw0 ¨ ¨ ¨ γw2qn´2rn´1A
ε
4 pγw2qn´2rn

¨ ¨ ¨ γn´1q.
Hence psqzpγnqqn satisfies large deviations inequalities below the speed σ �

Note that in Theorem 5.2, we do not claim that sqzpγnq
n

Ñ σ almost surely. We do however claim
that in Theorem 1.6. The remaining part of this paragraph is dedicated to the proof of that claim. The
usual proof using Lyapunov coefficients does not work in our case because σ may be finite even when
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ν has infinite first moment. Kingman’s theorem can not be used either because sqz is not sub-additive
nor super-additive. In fact, we will really use the strong irreducibility of ν to prove it with the following
trick.

Lemma 5.3. Let E be a Euclidean vector space and let ν be a strongly irreducible and proximal probability
distribution on EndpEq. Let pγnq „ νbN. Let ε be as in Theorem 1.10 for ρ “ 1

4
and K “ 10. There

exist l0 P N and 0 ă β ă 1 such that:

(74) @g P Γ, P
`
@n ě l0, gA

ε
4 γn

˘
ą β.

Proof. We use the notations of the proof of Theorem 5.2. Let 0 ă ε ď 1 and κ̃0, κ̃1, κ̃2 be as in Theorem
1.10 for ρ “ 1

4
and K “ 10. Let prγwk q „ κ̃0 b pκ̃1 b κ̃2q. For all n P N, let qn “: maxtq P N |w2q ď nu and

let rn be the smallest integer such that γw2qn´2rn´1A
εpγw2qn´2rn

¨ ¨ ¨ γn´1q or rn ě qn. By Lemma 4.11,
rn has a bounded exponential moment that does not depend on n. Note that if rn ă qn ´ 1, then by (4)
in Theorem 1.10, we have:

γ0γ1A
ε
4 γw2 ¨ ¨ ¨ γw2qn´2rn´2A

ε
4 γw2qn´2rn´1A

εγw2qn´2rn
¨ ¨ ¨ γn´1

so we have γ0γ1A
ε
8 γw2

¨ ¨ ¨ γn´1 by Lemma 2.10. By Lemma 4.11, we may assume that pqn ´ rnq satisfies
large deviations inequalities below the speed EpL˚κ̃q´1 ą 0. Let l10 be such that Pp@n ě l10, rn ă qnq ě 1

2
.

Now let m P N and α ą 0 be as in Corollary 3.19 for ρ “ 1
4

and K “ 10. Let γ´m, . . . , γ´1 „ νbm be
independent of prγwk q. Then we have:

(75) P pgAεγ´m ¨ ¨ ¨ γ´1A
ε pγw0 γw1 q X sqz pγ´m ¨ ¨ ¨ γ´1q ě K| logpεq| `K logp2qq ě αp1 ´ 2ρq ě α

3
.

Now if we assume that:
gAεγ´m ¨ ¨ ¨ γ´1A

εγw0 γ
w
1 A

ε
8 γw2

¨ ¨ ¨ γn´1

Then by Lemma 2.10, we have gA
ε
4 γ´m ¨ ¨ ¨ γn´1. Now note that (75) holds for the conditional distribution

relatively to pγnqně0. Hence, we have:

(76) P
`
@n ě l10, gA

ε
4 γ´m ¨ ¨ ¨ γn´1

˘
ě α

6
.

Moreover pγk´mqkě0 „ νbN, therefore, we have (74) for l0 “ l10 `m. �

Now we will use Lemma 5.3 to deduce the almost sure convergence result in Theorem 1.6 from the
almost sure convergence result in Lemma 5.1.

Lemma 5.4 (Almost sure convergence). Let E be a Euclidean vector space, let Γ “ EndpEq, let ν be a
strongly irreducible and proximal probability distribution on Γ. Let 0 ă ε ă 1 and let κ̃0, κ̃1, κ̃2 be as in
Theorem 1.10 for ρ “ 1

4
and K “ 10. Let κ̃ :“ κ̃1 d κ̃2 and let κ :“ Π˚κ̃. Let σ :“ σpκq{EpL˚κ̃q. Let

pγnq „ νbN. Then sqzpγnq
n

Ñ σ almost surely and σ ą 0.

Proof. Let prγwk q „ κ̃0 b pκ̃1 b κ̃2qbN
. Then pγnq „ νbN by (1) in Theorem 1.10. By Theorem 5.2,

psqzpγnqqnPN satisfies large deviations inequalities, below the speed σ. Hence lim inf
sqzpγnq

n
ě σ almost

surely. Therefore, we only need to show that lim sup
sqzpγnq

n
ď σ almost surely. Note that σ ą 0 by

Lemma 5.1.

Assume by contradiction that σ ă `8 and P

´
lim sup

sqzpγnq
n

ą σ
¯

ą 0. Let δ ą 0 be such that

P

´
lim sup

sqzpγnq
n

ě p1 ` 2δqσ
¯

ě δ. Then for all integer n0 P N, we have:

(77) P pDn ě n0, sqzpγnq ě np1 ` δqσq ě δ.

Let l0 P N and 0 ă β ă 1 be as in Lemma 5.3 Assume that they also satisfy (74) for the transpose of ν
(which is strongly irreducible and proximal). Then, for all g P EndpEq, and for all n P N, we have:

(78) P
`
@l0 ď l ď n, γn´l ¨ ¨ ¨ γn´1A

ε
4 g
˘

ě β.

Note that (78) also works when g is a random endomorphism which is independent of the word pγ0, . . . , γn´1q.
Let a0 P N be the smallest integer such that Ppw0 ą a0q ď β2δ

4
and let a1 :“ a0 ` l0. We use the con-

vention minH “ `8. Let m0 P N. Let n0 be the smallest integer such that P pw2m0`1 ě n0 ` a1 ` l0q ď
β2δ
3

. We define:
n1 :“ min tn ě n0 | sqzpγa1

¨ ¨ ¨ γa1`nq ě np1 ` δqσu .
Then Ppn1 ‰ `8q ě δ. Moreover, n1 is a stopping time so the random word pγa1

, . . . , γa1`n1
q is inde-

pendent of the random sequence pγa1`n1`k`1qkPN. Both are also independent of the word pγ0, . . . , γa1´1q
by construction. Let pγnqnă0 „ νbZ´ be independent of pγnqně0. Then by Lemma 5.3 applied to
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g “ γa1
¨ ¨ ¨ γa1`n1

and to the random sequence pγa1`n1`k`1qkPN on the right (k ě a1 ` n1 ` l0) and by
(78) on the left (j ď a0), we have the following:

P
`
n1 ă `8 X @j ď a0,@k ě a1 ` n1 ` l0, γj ¨ ¨ ¨ γa1´1A

ε
4 γa1

¨ ¨ ¨ γa1`n1´1A
ε
4 γa1`n1

¨ ¨ ¨ γk´1

˘
ě β2δ.

Let D :“ 4| logpεq| ` 10 logp2q. Then by Lemma 2.9, we have:

(79) P pn1 ă `8 X @j ď a1,@k ě a1 ` n1 ` l0, sqzpγj ¨ ¨ ¨ γk´1q ě n1p1 ` δqσ ´Dq ě β2δ.

Now we define the random integer:

m1 :“ min tk P N |w2k`1 ą a1 ` n1 ` l0u .
Then by (79) with k “ w2m1`1 ´ 1 ě a1 ` n1 ` l0 we have:

P
`
m1 ă `8 X @j ď a1, sqzpγj ¨ ¨ ¨ γw2m1`1´1q ě n1p1 ` δqσ ´D

˘
ě β2δ.

Note also that with probability at least 1 ´ β2δ
3

, we have w0 ď a1, therefore:

P
`
m1 ă `8 X sqzpγw0

¨ ¨ ¨ γw2m1`1´1q ě n1p1 ` δqσ ´D
˘

ě β2δ.

Note also that by minimality of m1, we have w2m1´1 ´ a1 ´ l0 ď n1. Moreover, with our notations, we
have γw0

¨ ¨ ¨ γw2m1`1´1 “ γw1 ¨ ¨ ¨ γw2m1
. Hence, we have:

P
`
m1 ă `8 X sqzpγw0

¨ ¨ ¨ γw2m1`1´1q ě pw2m1´1 ´ a1 ´ l0qp1 ` δqσ ´D
˘

ě β2δ ´ β2δ

3
.

Moreover, Ppm1 ă m0q ď β2δ
3

by construction, so we have:

P
`
m0 ď m1 ă `8 X sqzpγw0

¨ ¨ ¨ γw2m1`1´1q ě pw2m´1 ´ a1 ´ l0qp1 ` δqσ ´D
˘

ě β2δ ´ 2
β2δ

3
.

Hence, by taking k “ m1, we have:

P
`
Dk ě m0, sqzpγw0

¨ ¨ ¨ γw2k`1´1q ě pw2k´1 ´ a1 ´ l0qp1 ` δqσ ´D
˘

ě β2δ

3
.

The above is true for all m0, therefore:

P

ˆ
lim sup
kÑ`8

sqz pγw1 ¨ ¨ ¨ γw2kq `D

w2k´1 ´ a´ 1 ´ l0
ě p1 ` δqσ

˙
ě β2δ

3
.

Moreover w2k´1 ě 2k ´ 1 for all k so we can get rid of the constants in the lim sup and we have:

(80) P

ˆ
lim sup
kÑ`8

sqz pγw1 ¨ ¨ ¨ γw2kq
w2k´1

ě p1 ` δqσ
˙

ě β2δ

3
.

Now it remains to show that (80) is in contradiction with Lemma 5.1. We know that
sqzpγw

1
¨¨¨γw

2kq
k

Ñ
σpκq ą 0 almost surely by Lemma 5.1. Moreover w1`¨¨¨`w2k´2

k´1
Ñ EpL˚κ̃q ą 0 almost surely by the law

of large numbers, hence w2k´1

k
“ w0`¨¨¨`w2k´2

k
Ñ EpL˚κ̃q.

(81) lim
kÑ`8

sqz pγw1 ¨ ¨ ¨ γw2kq
w2k´1

“ σpκq
EpL˚κ̃q “ σ.

which contradicts (80). Hence lim sup
sqzpγnq

n
ď σ almost surely, which concludes the proof. �

5.2. Contraction property. In this paragraph, we prove the following theorem. Given ν a strongly
irreducible and proximal probability measure, we write σpνq for the quantity σ defined in Lemma 5.4.

Definition 5.5. Let E be a Euclidean vector space, let Γ “ EndpEq. We define the set of contracting
sequences:

Ω1pEq :“

$
’’’&
’’’%

pγnq P ΓN

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

@n P N, γn ‰ t0u and

@k P N, @ε P p0, 1q,
lim sup
m,nÑ`8

max
uPUεpγk¨¨¨γnqzt0u,
u1PUεpγk¨¨¨γmqzt0u

dprus, ru1sq “ 0

,
///.
///-
.

We define T :“ ΓN Ñ ΓN to be the Bernoulli shift and we define l8 : Ω1pEq Ñ PpEq to be the only map
such that:

@pγnq P ΩpEq, lim sup
m,nÑ`8

max
uPUεpγ0¨¨¨γn´1qzt0u

dprus, l8pγqq “ 0.

Let:
Ω1pEq :“

 
γ P ΩpEq

ˇ̌
@k P N, γkl

8pT k`1γq “ l8pT kγq
(
.



36 AXEL PÉNEAU

Note that given E a Euclidean vector space, the space ΩpEq defined in Definition 5.5 is measurable
and T -invariant. Moreover l8 is T -equivariant on ΩpEq in the sense that l8pγq “ γ0l

8pTγq.
Note also that Ω1pEq ‰ ΩpEq. For example let E “ R2, and let π1 and π2 be the orthogonal projections

onto the first and second coordinates. If γ0 “ π1 and γk “ π1 ` 2π2 for all k ě 1, then γn “ π1 for
all n ě 1 and rγk ¨ ¨ ¨ γns ÝÑ

mÑ8
rπ2s for all k ě 1. So l8pγq is the first coordinate axis and 8pTγq is the

second coordinate axis. Hence γ0l
8pTγq “ r0s ‰ l8pγq so γ P Ω1pEqzΩpEq.

Theorem 5.6. Let E be a Euclidean vector space, let Γ “ EndpEq, let ν be a strongly irreducible and
proximal probability distribution on Γ. Let γ “ pγnqnPN „ νbN. Then γ P ΩpEq almost surely. Let
α ă σpνq. There exist constants C, β ą 0 such that:

(82) P
`
Du P U1pγnqzt0u, dprus, l8pγqq ě expp´αnq

˘
ď C expp´βnq.

Moreover, for all v P E, we have:

(83) P pdprγnvs, l8pγqq ě expp´αnq | γnv ‰ 0q ď C expp´βnq.
Proof. Let ε P p0, 1q and let κ̃0, κ̃1, κ̃2 be as in Theorem 1.10 for ρ “ 1

4
and K “ 10. Let prγwk q „

κ̃0 b pκ̃1 b κ̃2qbN
. By Corollary 2.14, there is a limit line l8 such that:

@m P N,@u P U1 pγwmq zt0u, dprus, l8q ď 4

ε
expp´sqz pγwmqq.

Then we necessarily have l8 “ l8pγq whenever γ P ΩpEq. To all integer n P N, we associate qn “:

maxtq P N |w2q ď nu and a random integer rn „ Gρ such that γw2qn´2rn´1A
εpγw2qn´2rn

¨ ¨ ¨ γn´1q or
rn ě qn. Then by Lemma 2.10, if we assume that rn ă qn, then γw2qn´2rn

Aεpγw2qn´2rn
¨ ¨ ¨ γn´1q, hence

by Lemma 2.8, we have:

@u P U1 pγnq zt0u, @u1 P U1
`
γw2qn´2rn

˘
zt0u, dprus, ru1sq ď 4

ε
exp

`
´sqz

`
γw2qn´2rn

˘˘
.

In this case, by triangular inequality:

@u P U1 pγnq zt0u, dprus, l8q ď 8

ε
exp

`
´sqz

`
γw2qn´2rn

˘˘
.

By Corollary A.2, and by Lemma A.3 applied to the sequence pwkq, the random variable pwqn´rn ´nq have
a bounded exponential moment that does not depend on n. Therefore, by (1) Lemma A.10, the random
sequence pwqn´rnq satisfies large deviation inequalities around the speed 1. Then

`
sqz

`
γw2qn´2rn

˘˘
n

satisfies large deviations inequalities below the speed σpνq by Theorem 5.2 and by (5) in Lemma A.10.
Hence we have (82). The above reasoning also works for T kγ for all k therefore γ P Ω1pEq almost surely.

Now to show (83), we use the same reasoning. We identify E with HompK, Eq. Let v P Ezt0u. Note
that U1 pγnvq “ γnvK. For all n P N, we define a random integer rvn such that γw2qn´2rvn´1A

εpγw2qn´2rvn
¨ ¨ ¨ γn´1vq

or rvn ě qn. Then by the same reasoning as for the proof of (82), for all n such that rvn ă qn and γnv ‰ 0,
we have:

dprγnvs, l8q ď 8

ε
exp

´
´sqz

´
γw2qn´2rvn

¯¯
.

Note moreover that pPpγnv “ 0qqnPN,v‰0 is bounded above by a constant by Lemma 3.6. Hence we have

(83).
Let v P Ezkerpνq. The above reasoning implies that l8 “ limrγnvs almost surely so l8pγq “ γ0l

8pTγq
almost surely. Moreover, for all k P N, the random sequence T kγ has distribution νbN, so we also have
l8pT kγq “ γkl

8pT k`1γq. Therefore γ P ΩpEq almost surely. �

Given g P EndpEq and v P E, we write grvs or rgsrvs for rgvs, this is an element of PpEq \ tr0su. That
way we have a measurable (but not everywhere continuous) semi-group action EndpEq ñ PpEq \ tr0su,
and a convolution product ProbpEndpEqq ˆProbpPpEq \ tr0suq Ñ ProbpPpEq \ tr0suq. Note that given
g P EndpEqzt0u and v P Ezt0u, such that gv ‰ 0, the map prhs, rxsq ÞÑ rhxs is continuous at prgs, rvsq.

Let un now prove Corollary 1.8, which says that given E a Euclidean vector space and ν a strongly
irreducible and proximal probability distribution on EndpEq, we have a unique ν-stationary probability
measure ξ8

ν on PpEq. Moreover, for all probability measure ξ on PpEqzkerpνq, the sequence pν˚n ˚ ξqnPN

converges exponentially fast to ξ8
ν for the dual of the Lipschitz norm.

Proof of Corollary 1.8. Let ν be any strongly irreducible and proximal distribution on EndpEq. Let ξ8
ν

be the distribution of l8˚ pνbNq. Let pγnq „ νbN. Let l :“ l8pγq and let l1 :“ l8 ˝ T pγq. Then by (83) in
Theorem 5.6 applied to a vector v P Ezkerpνq, we have l “ γ0l

1 almost surely. Moreover, l and l1 both
have distribution ξ8

ν and γ0 and l1 are independent so ξ8
ν is ν-stationary.
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Let ξ be a probability measure on PpEq that is supported on PpEqzkerpνq, let λ ě 0 and let f :

PpEq Ñ R be λ-Lipschitz. Let pl, pγnqq „ ξ b νbN and let l8 :“ l8pγq. Let 0 ă α ă σpνq and let
C, β ą 0 be as in Theorem 5.6. Note also that such β,C do not depend on ξ. Then note that PpEq has
diameter 1. Therefore, for all δ P p0, 1q and for all n P N, we have:

(84) |Epfpl8qq ´ Epfpγnlqq| ď E p|fpl8q ´ fpγnlq|q ď λEpdpl8, γnlq ď λPpdpl8, γnlq ě δq ` λδ.

Moreover, since l is independent of γ, we know that Ppdpl8, γnlq ě expp´αnqq ď C expp´βnq for all n
by (83) in Theorem 5.6. So by (84) applied to all n P N, with δ “ expp´αnq, we have:

@n P N, |Epfpl8qq ´ Epfpγnlqq| ď λC expp´βnq ` λ expp´αnq ď λpC ` 1q expp´mintα, βunq.
To conclude, note that for all n P N, the random variable γnl has distribution law ν˚n ˚ ξ. �

5.3. Asymptotic estimates for the spectral gap and dominant eigenspace. We use exactly the
same strategy as for the proofs of Theorems 5.2 and 5.6 but we use Lemma 4.12 instead of Lemma 4.11.
Note that given E a vector space and g, h P EndpEq, then proxpghq “ proxphgq so gh is proximal if and
only if hg is and in this case, E`pghq “ gE`phgq.

Note that given g P EndpEq a proximal matrix, the constant sequence γ : n ÞÑ g is in ΩpEq and
l8pγq “ E`pgq. In this section we use Lemma 4.12 applied to the extraction constructed in Theorem
4.1. We could use the extraction constructed in Theorem 1.10 because we do not care about moments or
independence. However need the notion of inductive alignment rAS as defined in the beginning of Section
4 to be able to use Lemma 4.12 as we explained in Remark 4.13.

Theorem 5.7. Let ν be a strongly irreducible and proximal probability distribution over EndpEq. Let
pγnq „ νbN and let l8 :“ l8pγq. Then we have:

@α ă σpνq, DC, β ą 0, @n P N, P pproxpγnq ď αnq ď C expp´βnq,(85)

@α ă σpνq, DC, β ą 0, @n P N, P
`
dpE`pγnq, l8q ě expp´αnq

˘
ď C expp´βnq.(86)

Proof. Let 0 ď ε ď 1 and ν̃s be as in Corollary 3.19 applied to ν with ρ “ 1
4

and K “ 10. Let µ̃ be as
in Theorem 4.1 applied to ν and ν̃s with S “ supppΠ˚ν̃sq and A “ A

ε. Let prγwk q „ µ̃. To all integer
n P N, we associate qn “: maxtq P N |w2q ď nu and cn the smallest integer such that:

γw2qn´2cn´1A
`
γw2qn´2cn

¨ ¨ ¨ γn´1γ0 ¨ ¨ ¨ γw2cn

˘
and

`
rγw2qn´2cn´2

¨ ¨ ¨ γn´1γ0 ¨ ¨ ¨ γw2cn

˘
Aγw2cn

or 2cn ě qn. By Lemma 4.12, cn has a bounded exponential moment that does not depend on n.

Moreover γw2qn´2cn´3
rASrγw2qn´2cn´2 and γw2qn´2cn´2Aγ

w
2qn´2cn´1. Therefore, we have

γw2qn´2cn´3
rAS

`
rγw2qn´2cn´2

, . . . , γn´1, γ0, . . . , γw2cn

˘

By Proposition 4.3, we have:

γw2qn´2cn´3A
ε
2

`
rγw2qn´2cn´2

¨ ¨ ¨ γn´1γ0 ¨ ¨ ¨ γw2cn

˘
.

By definition of cn and by Theorem 4.1 and Proposition 4.3 applied to pγwk q2cnăkă2qn´2cn , which satisfies
(1) in Theorem 4.1, we also have:

`
rγw2qn´2cn´2

¨ ¨ ¨ γn´1γ0 ¨ ¨ ¨ γw2cn

˘
A

εγw2cn`1A
ε
2 γw2cn`2A

ε ¨ ¨ ¨A ε
2 γw2qn´2cn´4A

εγw2qn´2cn´3

Moreover, each of these matrices have a squeeze coefficient larger than 4| logpεq|`7| logp2q| by Proposition
4.3 again. Let an :“ w2qn´2cn´3 and let hn :“ γan

¨ ¨ ¨ γn´1γ0 ¨ ¨ ¨ γan´1. Then by Lemma 2.13 we have
hnA

ε
4hn and γan

A
ε
4hn when 2cn ` 2 ď qn. Hence by Lemma 2.17, we have:

(87) proxphnq ě sqzphnq ´ 2| logpεq| ´ 6 logp2q
Moreover, we have

`
γw2cn`1 ¨ ¨ ¨ γw2qn´2cn´3

˘
A

ε
4

`
γw2qn´2cn´2

¨ ¨ ¨ γn´1γ
w
0 ¨ ¨ ¨ γw2cn

˘
, so by (23) in Lemma 2.8,

we have:

(88) sqzphnq ě sqz
`
γw2cn`1 ¨ ¨ ¨ γw2qn´2cn´3

˘
´ 2| logpεq| ´ 4 logp2q.

Now we claim that
`
sqz

`
γw2cn`1 ¨ ¨ ¨ γw2qn´2cn´3

˘˘
nPN

satisfies large deviations inequalities below the

speed σpνq. Note that this implies that we have (85) because proxphnq “ proxpγnq by conjugation. Let
α ă σ and let 0 ă δ ă 1{2 be such that α

1´2δ
ă σ. By Theorem 5.2, there are constants C, β ą 0 such

that:

@i ă j, P

ˆ
sqzpγi ¨ ¨ ¨ γj´1q ď pj ´ iq α

1 ´ 2δ

˙
ď C expp´βpj ´ iqq.
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Write C 1 :“ Cp1 ´ expp´βqq´2 and β1 :“ βp1 ´ 2δq ą 0, then we have:

P

ˆ
Di ď δn, Dj ě n´ δn, sqzpγi ¨ ¨ ¨ γj´1q ď pj ´ iq α

1 ´ 2δ

˙
ď

tδnuÿ

i“0

nÿ

j“rn´δns

C expp´βpj ´ iqq

ď
tδnuÿ

i“´8

`8ÿ

j“rn´δns

C expp´βpj ´ iqq

ď C 1 expp´β1nq.
Note that, if we take i “ w2cn`1 and j “ w2qn´2cn´2, then γi ¨ ¨ ¨ γj´1 “ γw2cn`1 ¨ ¨ ¨ γw2qn´2cn´3. Hence we
have:

(89) P
`
sqz

`
γw2cn`1 ¨ ¨ ¨ γw2qn´2cn´3

˘
ď αn

˘
ď P pδn ă w2cn`1q ` P pw2qn´2cn´2 ă p1 ´ δqnq

` P

ˆ
Di ď δn, Dj ě n´ δn, sqzpγi ¨ ¨ ¨ γj´1q ď pj ´ iq α

1 ´ 2δ

˙

Moreover w2cn`1 has finite exponential moment so pP pδn ă w2cn`1qqnPN decreases exponentially fast
Moreover, by (5) applied to pwmq and pqnq and (1) applied to pcnq in Lemma A.10, the random sequence
pw2qn´2cn´3q

nPN satisfies large deviations inequalities below the speed 1 so pP pw2qn´2cn´2 ă p1 ´ δqnqq
nPN

decreases exponentially fast. Hence, by (89), the sequence
`
P
`
sqz

`
γw2cn`1 ¨ ¨ ¨ γw2qn´2cn´3

˘
ď αn

˘˘
nPN

de-

creases exponentially fast in n, which proves the claim so we have (85).
Now we prove (86). By Lemma 2.17 applied to hnA

εhn, we have:

(90) @u P U ε
4 phnqzt0u, d

`
E`phnq, rus

˘
ď 16

ε
expp´sqzphnqq.

Let en be a random non-zero vector such that en P E`phnq when 2cn ` 2 ď qn. By (88) and by the
above reasoning, psqzphnqqn satisfies large deviations inequalities below the speed σpνq ą 0. Hence there
exist constants C, β ą 0 such that:

(91) 1 ´ C expp´βnq ď P

´
@u P U ε

4 phnqzt0u, d
`
E`phnq, rus

˘
ď ε

8

¯
ď P

`
γan

A
ε
8 en

˘
.

Moreover, By Lemma 2.10 and by the above reasoning, we have γan
A

ε
4hn. Hence by lemma 2.3, we

have:

P

´
@u P U ε

4 phnqzt0u, d
`
E`phnq, rus

˘
ď ε

8

¯
ď P

`
γan

A
ε
8 en

˘

Moreover, when γan
A

ε
8 en, then by Lemma 2.8, we have:

@u P U1pγan
qzt0u, d

`
rγan

ens, rus
˘

ď 8

ε
expp´sqzpγan

qq.

Then by Corollary 2.14 and by triangular inequality, we have:

d
`
rγan

ens, l8pγq
˘

ď 12

ε
expp´sqzpγan

qq.

By conjugacy, we have γan
enK “ E`pγnq. Moreover, the random sequence panq satisfies large deviations

inequalities below the speed 1 so by Theorem 5.2 and by (5) in Lemma A.10, the random sequence`
sqzpγan

q
˘
n

satisfies large deviations inequalities below the speed σpνq. This proves (86). �

Proof of Theorems 1.6 and 1.7. Let E be a Euclidean space. Let ν be a strongly irreducible and proximal

probability distribution over EndpEq. Let pγnq „ νbN. Let σpνq :“ lim
sqzpγnq

n
be as in Lemma 5.4. Then

σpνq ą 0 by Theorem 5.2. Then (12) in Theorem 1.6 is a direct consequence of (73) in Theorem 5.2
and (85) in Theorem 5.7. The above proves Theorem 1.6. Moreover (14) is (83) and (15) is (86) which
proves Theorem 1.7. �

5.4. Limit flag for totally strongly irreducible distributions. Now we can give the following
corollary which is a reformulation of the former results, written in a way that should remind of Oseledets’
multiplicative ergodic Theorem.

Let E be a Euclidean vector space and let ν be a probability distribution on EndpEq. We say that ν

is totally strongly irreducible if for all k P t1, . . . , dimpEq ´ 1u the measure
Źk

˚ ν is strongly irreducible.

Let ν be a strongly irreducible probability distribution and let pγnq „ νbN. If ν is not proximal, we

define σpνq :“ 0, note that then by 3.13, we have sqzpγnq
n

Ñ 0 almost surely. If ν is proximal, we define
σpνq as in Theorem 5.2.
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Definition 5.8. Let ν be a distribution on EndpEq that is totally strongly irreducible. For all 1 ď j ď
rkpνq, we define σjpνq :“ σ

´Źj
˚ ν

¯
. We define:

(92) Θpνq :“ t1 ď j ď rkpνq | σjpνq ‰ 0u

Given h a matrix and j ď rkphq, we define sqzjphq :“ log
´

}
Źj h}2

}
Ź

j´1 h}}
Ź

j`1 h}

¯
“ sqzpŹj

hq, for j ą

rkphq, we use the convention sqzjphq “ 0 and for all j ě 1, we define: proxjphq :“ prox
´Źj

h
¯

“
limnÑ`8

sqzjphnq

n
.

Theorem 5.9 (Convergence of the Cartan projection with large deviations). Let E be a Euclidean spaces
and let ν be a totally strongly irreducible probability distribution on EndpEq of rank at least dimpEq ´ 1.

Let pγnq „ νbN. For all 1 ď j ď d´1 we have almost surely
sqzjpγnq

n
Ñ σjpνq. Moreover, for all j P Θpνq

and for all αj ă σjpνq, there exist constants C, β ą 0 such that:

@n P N, P
`
sqzjpγnq ď αjn

˘
ď C expp´βnq.(93)

@n P N, P
`
proxjpγnq ď αjn

˘
ď C expp´βnq.(94)

Proof. If we assume that j P Θpνq, then (93) is a reformulation of Theorem 5.2 for
Źj

˚ ν and 94 is a
reformulation of Theorem 5.7. Otherwise σjpνq “ 0. We know from Lemma 3.12 that there is a constant

B such that sqzjpγnq ď B almost surely and for all n so
sqzjpγnq

n
Ñ 0 “ σjpνq. �

Let E be a Euclidean space of dimension d ě 2. We denote by GrpEq the set of vector subspaces
of E. Given 0 ď k ď d, we denote by GrkpEq the set of subspaces of E that have dimension k

i.e., pGrkpEqq1ďkďd are the level sets of the function dim : GrpEq Ñ t0, . . . , du. Note that for all k, the

set GrkpEq naturally embeds into Pp
Źk

Eq by the map V ÞÑ rv1 ^ ¨ ¨ ¨ ^ vks for v1 ^ ¨ ¨ ¨ ^ vk any basis
of V . Note that the image of GrkpEq by this embedding is a compact subset, we will abusively denote

by GrkpEq the image of GrkpEq in PpŹk
Eq. We write d for the distance map on GrkpEq pulled back

from the distance on Pp
Źk

Eq associated to the Euclidean metric on
Źk

E.
We call flag in E a totally ordered set of subspaces of E i.e., for all V,W P F , we have V Ă W or

W Ă V . We write FlpEq for the space of flags in E. Given Θ Ă t1, . . . , d´ 1u, we denote by FlΘpEq the
space of flags F P FlpEq such that dimpF q “ Θ. Given k P Θ Ă t1, . . . , d ´ 1u and given F P FlpEq, we
write Fk for the single element of the set F X GrkpEq.

Note that EndpEq naturally acts on the left on FlpEq. Moreover, for all Θ Ă t1, . . . , d´ 1u, the group
GLpEq acts continuously on FlΘpEq. We remind that we denote by T the Bernoulli shift.

Definition 5.10. Let E be a Euclidean vector space and let Θ Ă t1, . . . , dimpEqu We define:

Ω1
ΘpEq :“

č

kPΘzt0u

ˆ´Źk
¯bN

˙´1

Ω
´Źk

E
¯
,

ΩΘpEq :“
"
γ P Ω1

ΘpEq
ˇ̌
ˇ̌@k P Θ, l8 ˝

´Źk
¯bN

pγq P GrkpEq
*
.

We also define the T -equivariant measurable map:

F8
Θ “ pF8

k qkPΘ : ΩΘpEq ÝÑ FlΘpEq,
with F8

k “ l8 ˝ pŹkqbN for all k.

Using the Cartan decomposition on the exterior product, we can show that in fact Ω1
ΘpEq “ ΩΘpEq

but that is not the purpose of this article.

Theorem 5.11 (Convergence to the limit flag). Let E be a Euclidean vector space. Let d :“ dimpEq,
assume that d ě 2. Let ν be a totally strongly irreducible probability distribution on GLpEq. Let Θ :“ Θpνq
and let γ „ νbN. Then γ P ΩΘpEq almost surely. Let pαkqkPΘ P ś

kPΘp0, σkpνqq be a non-random family
of real numbers. Then there exist constants C, β ą 0 such that for all non-random flag F P FlΘ, we have:

(95) P pDk P Θ, d pF8
k pγq, γnFkq ě expp´αknqq ď C expp´βnq.

Proof. This is a reformulation of Theorem 5.6 in terms of flags. Let ν be a totally strongly irreducible

probability measure on GLpEq and let k P Θpνq. Then
Źk

˚ ν is strongly irreducible and proximal. Let

pγnq „ νbN. By Theorem 5.6 applied to pŹk
γnqnPN, we have pŹkqbNpγq P Ω

´Źk
E
¯
. Then we claim

that l8 ˝ p
ŹkqbNpγq P GrkpEq almost surely. Hence γ P Ω1

ΘpEq almost surely.
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Let pv1, . . . , vkq P Ek be a non-random free family. By Theorem 5.6, we have :
Źk

γnpv1, . . . , vkq ÝÑ
nÑ`8

l8˝pŹkqbNpγq almost surely. Moreover, for all n P N, we have
Źk

γnrv1^¨ ¨ ¨^vks “ rγnv1^¨ ¨ ¨^γnvks P
GrkpEq, and GrkpEq is closed in PpŹk

Eq. Hence l8 ˝ pŹkqbNpγq P GrkpEq. Hence γ P ΩΘpEq almost

surely. To conclude, note that (95) is simply the reformulation of (83) for all the measures
Źk

˚ ν with
k P Θ. �

Note that in the case of ν an totally strongly irreducible probability distribution on SLpEq, one can
actually take the pivotal extraction to be aligned in all Cartan projections. With a correct adaptation
of the works of [CFFT22], one should be able to prove the following.

Conjecture 5.12 (Poisson boundary). Let E be a Euclidean space od dimension d ě 3. Let ν be an
totally strongly irreducible probability distribution supported on a discrete subgroup of SLpEq. Assume
that ν has finite entropy then the Poisson boundary of ν is isomorphic to FlΘpνqpEq endowed with the

ν-stationary probability distribution F8
˚ νbN.

It follows directly from [CFFT22] when E “ R
2 because any discrete subgroup in SLpR2q is either

non-elementary hyperbolic and therefore we can apply [CFFT22], or virtually cyclic and therefore not
strongly irreducible or finite.

5.5. Law of large numbers for the coefficients and for the spectral radius. We remind that in
Corollary 3.19, we have shown that given ν a strongly irreducible and proximal probability distribution
on GLpEq and given 0 ă ρ ă 1

5
, there is an integer m P N, a constant 0 ă ε ă 1 and a probability

distribution ν̃s that is absolutely continuous with respect to νbm, has compact support and whose
product is ρ-Schottky for Aε.

We use the notations of Definitions A.13 and A.15 for the trunking r¨s and the coarse convolution ¨Òk.
We formulate Theorems 5.13 and 5.14 in the following technical way to explicit the dependency of the
constants C and β in Theorem 1.3 in terms of ν. In particular, we can note that the lower bound of all β,
so that Theorem 1.3 is satisfied (for C “ β´1), is given by a function of ν that is lower semi-continuous
for the weak-˚ topology on the space of strongly irreducible and proximal probability distributions on
GLpEq.

Theorem 5.13 (Strong law of large numbers for the coefficients). Let E be a Euclidean vector space
and let ν be a probability measure on GLpEq. Let pγnq „ νbN. Let α, ε P p0, 1q, let ρ P p0, 1{5q and let
ν̃s be a compactly supported probability distribution on GLpEqm such that Π˚ν̃s is ρ-Schottky for Aε and
supported on the set tsqz ě 10| logpε{2q|u and αν̃s ď νbm. Let B :“ maxk maxN ˝χm

k psupppν̃sqq. Then
there exist constants C, β ą 0 that depend only on α, ρ,m and such that:

(96) @f P E˚zt0u, @v P Ezt0u, @n P N, @t ě 0, P

ˆ
log

}f}}γn}}v}
|fγnv| ą t

˙

ď C expp´βnq `
8ÿ

k“1

C exp p´βkq
R
B _N˚ν

1 ´ α

VÒk

pt´ 2| logpεq| ´ 3 logp2q,`8q .

Proof. Let 0 ă ε ď 1 and ν̃s be as in Corollary 3.19 for K “ 10 and ρ “ 1
4
. Let µ̃ be as in Theorem 4.1

for Γ :“ GLpEq, for A “ Aε and S “ tsqz ě 10| logpε{2q|u. Let prγwq „ µ̃. By Proposition 4.3, we have
γw2kA

εγw2k`1A
ε
2 γw2k`2 for all k P N.

Let n P N be fixed. Let qn :“ maxtq P N |w2q ď nu. Then by (57) in Theorem 4.1, the sequence
fγw0 , γ

w
1 , . . . , γ

w
2qn´1, γw2qn

¨ ¨ ¨ γn´1v is ρ-ping-pong. By Lemma 4.11 applied to that sequence, we con-
struct a random integer rn „ Gρ that is independent of prγw2kq

kPN and such that rn ě qn or:

γw2qn´2rn´1A
ε
`
γw2qn´2rn

¨ ¨ ¨ γn´1v
˘
.

By the transpose of Lemma 4.11, we construct a random integer l „ Gρ that is independent of prγw2kq
kPN

and such that :

pfγw0 ¨ ¨ ¨ γw2lqAεγw2l`1.

Note that if l ` rn ă qn, then:

pfγw0 ¨ ¨ ¨ γw2lqAεγw2l`1A
ε
2 ¨ ¨ ¨Aεγw2qn´2r´1A

ε
`
γw2qn´2rn

¨ ¨ ¨ γn´1v
˘
.

Hence, by lemma 2.15, we have:

pfγw0 ¨ ¨ ¨ γw2lqA
ε
2

`
γw2l`1 ¨ ¨ ¨ γw2qn´2r´1

˘
A

ε
2

`
γw2qn´2r

¨ ¨ ¨ γn´1v
˘
.
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Hence by Lemma 2.9:

|fγnv| ě ε2

8
}fγw0 ¨ ¨ ¨ γw2l}

››γw2l`1 ¨ ¨ ¨ γw2qn´2rn´1

›› ››γw2qn´2rn
¨ ¨ ¨ γn´1v

›› .

Moreover by sub-multiplicativity:

}γn} ď }γw0 ¨ ¨ ¨ γw2l}
››γw2l`1 ¨ ¨ ¨ γw2qn´2rn´1

›› ››γw2qn´2rn
¨ ¨ ¨ γn´1

›› .
By definition of N , and by sub-additivity, we have:

log }γw0 ¨ ¨ ¨ γw2l} ` log }f} ´ log }fγw0 ¨ ¨ ¨ γw2l} ď log p}γw0 } ¨ ¨ ¨ }γw2l}q ´ log
´›››γw0 ´1

››› ¨ ¨ ¨
›››γw2l´1

›››
¯

ď Npγw0 ¨ ¨ ¨ γw2lq ď
w2l`1´1ÿ

k“0

Npγkq

and by the same argument:

log
››γw2qn´2rn

¨ ¨ ¨ γn´1

›› ` log }v} ´ log
››γw2qn´2rn

¨ ¨ ¨ γn´1v
›› ď

n´1ÿ

k“w2qn´2rn

Npγkq.

Therefore:

log }γn} ´ log |fγnv| ď
w2l`1´1ÿ

k“0

Npγkq `
n´1ÿ

k“w2qn´rn

Npγkq ` 2| logpεq| ` 3 logp2q.

Moreover, for all t ě B, and for all k P N, by (59) in Theorem 4.1 with A “ tN ą tu, one has:

PpNpγkq ą t | pwjqjPNq ď N˚νpt,`8q
1 ´ α

.

Note that, qn only depends on pwjqjPN, moreover l and rn are independent of
`
rγw2j

˘
jPN

. Note also that

when the sequence pwjqjPN is so that the index k appears in an oddly indexed group (i.e., there exists
j P N such that w2j`1 ď k ă w2j`2), then Npγkq ď B so PpNpγkq ą t | pwjqjPNq “ 0 on that set
and trivially, we also have PpNpγkq ą t | pwjqjPN, l, rnq “ 0 on that set and for all values of l and rn.
Therefore, we have:

PpNpγkq ą t | l, qn, rnq ď N˚νpt,`8q
1 ´ α

.

By Corollary A.2, n ´ w2qn has a bounded exponential moment, with a bound that depends only on
pα, ρ,mq and not on n. By Lemma A.3, the random variables n´w2qn´rn and w2l`1 both have bounded
exponential moment, with a bound that depends only on pα, ρ,mq. In other words, there are constants
C, β ą 0 that only depend on pα, ρ,mq by construction and such that:

@k P N, P pn´ w2qn´2rn ` w2l`1 “ k X rn ď qnq ď C expp´βkq.
Moreover by Lemma A.3, the random variable w2l`2rn also has bounded exponential moment so we may
also assume that:

Ppl ` rn ě qnq “ P pn ď w2l`2rnq ď C expp´βnq.
Hence, by Lemma A.18, we have for all t ě 0:

P

ˆ
log

}f}}γn}}v}
|fγnv| ą t

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ l ` rn ă qn

˙
ď

nÿ

k“1

C exp p´βkq
R
B _N˚ν

1 ´ α

VÒk

pt ´ 2| logpεq| ´ 3 logp2q,`8q .

This proves (96). �

Theorem 5.14 (Strong law of large numbers for the spectral gap). Let E be a Euclidean vector space
and let ν be a probability measure on GLpEq. Let pγnq „ νbN. Let α, ε P p0, 1q, let ρ P p0, 1{5q and let
ν̃s be a compactly supported probability distribution on GLpEqm such that Π˚ν̃s is ρ-Schottky for Aε and
supported on the set tsqz ě 10| logpε{2q|u and αν̃s ď νbm. Let B :“ maxk maxN ˝χm

k psupppν̃sqq. Then
there exist constants C, β ą 0 that depend only on α, ρ,m and such that:

(97) @n P N, @t ě 0, P

ˆ
log

}γn}
ρ1pγnq ą t

˙

ď
8ÿ

k“1

C exp p´βkq
R
B _N˚ν

1 ´ α

VÒk

pt´ 2| logpεq| ´ 5 logp2q,`8q .
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Proof. Let 0 ă ε ď 1 and ν̃s be as in Corollary 3.19 for K “ 10 and ρ “ 1
4
. Let µ̃ be as in The-

orem 4.1 for Γ :“ GLpEq, for A “ Aε and S “ tsqz ě 10| logpε{2q|u. Let prγwq „ µ̃. Let n P N.
Let qn :“ maxtk P N |w2k ď nu. Let cn be as in Lemma 4.12 applied to the pivotal sequence
pγw0 , γw1 , . . . , γw2qn´1, γw2qn

¨ ¨ ¨ γn´1q. Then cn has a finite exponential moment and is independent of
pγw0 , γw2 , . . . , γw2qn´2, γw2qn

¨ ¨ ¨ γn´1q. By the same argument as in the proof of Theorem 5.7, using (32) in
Lemma 2.17, we have:

(98) ρ1pγnq ě }γw2qn´2cn´2
¨ ¨ ¨ γn´1γ0γw2cn`1 ´ 1}}γw2cn`1 ¨ ¨ ¨ γw2qn´2cn´3} ε

2

32

Hence, with the same reasoning as in the proof of Theorem 5.13, we have:

(99) log }γn} ´ logpρ1pγnqq ď
n´1ÿ

k“w2qn´2cn´2

Npγkq `
w2c`1´1ÿ

k“0

Npγkq ` 2| logpεq| ` 5 logp2q

However (99) holds without conditions on cn (with the convention w´k “ 0 for all k P N), because:

(100) log }γn} ´ logpρ1pγnqq ď
n´1ÿ

k“0

Npγkq.

Moreover, for all t ě B, and for all k P N, one has:

PpNpγkq ą t | cn, qnq ď N˚νpt,`8q
1 ´ α

.

Moreover by Lemma A.3 and Theorem 4.1; w2cn`1 `n´w2qn´2cn´2 has a bounded exponential moment
with a bound that depends only on pα, ρ,mq. �

Theorems 5.13 and 5.14

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Let E be a Euclidean vector space, let ν be a strongly irreducible and proximal
probability measure on GLpEq and let pγnq „ νbN. Let ρ “ 1

4
and K “ 10 and let α, ε P p0, 1q and

m P N be as in Corollary 3.19. Let B,C, β ą 0 be as in Theorem 5.13. Up to taking the minimal
β and the maximal C, we may assume that B,C, β ą 0 also satisfy the conclusions of 5.13. Let
D :“ 2| logpεq| ` 5 logp2q. Note that if N˚ν “ δ0, then N˚ν

˚m “ δ0 for all k by sub-additivity of N .
Moreover prox ď N on GLpEq so N˚ν ‰ δ0 by proximality of ν. Let C0, β0 be as in Lemma A.19 for
η “ N˚ν. Then for all t ě 0, we have:

8ÿ

k“1

C exp p´βkq
R
B _N˚ν

1 ´ α

VÒk

pt´ 2| logpεq| ´ 5 logp2q,`8q ď
8ÿ

k“1

C0 exp p´β0kqN˚νpt,`8q

Therefore (96) implies (5) and (97) implies (6). �

Proof of Corollary 1.5. Let V be a proper subspace of E, let 0 ă r ď 1. Let v P Ezt0u and let f P E˚zt0u
be such that fpV q “ t0u. Let pγnq „ νbN and let l8 “ l8pγq. We claim that:

(101) Ppl8 P NrpV qq ď lim inf
nÑ`8

P p|fγnv| ă r}f}}γn}}v}q

Indeed, if l8 P NrpV q, then by Theorem 5.6, we construct a random integer n0 which has finite expo-
nential moment and such that rγnvs P NrpV q for all n ě n0. Note also that if rγnvs P NrpV q, then by
Lemma 2.3 |fγnv| ă r}f}}γn}}v}. Hence, for all n P N, we have:

P p|fγnv| ă r}f}}γn}}v}q ě Ppl8 P NrpV qq ´ Ppn ď n0q.
Moreover Ppn ď n0q ÝÑ

nÑ`8
0, hence we have (101). So by Theorem 5.13, we have (8). �

We said in the introduction that 1.5 is an amelioration of a result by Benoist and Quint in [BQ16b,
Proposition 4.5]. We show that the polynomial regularity of the invariant measure in Corollary 1.5 is
actually optimal. Let E “ Rd and let ν :“ νA ˚ νK where νK is the Haar measure on the (compact)
group of isometries OpEq and A is the distribution of the matrix

M :“

¨
˚̊
˚̊
˝

exppT q 0 ¨ ¨ ¨ 0

0 1
. . .

...
...

. . .
. . . 0

0 ¨ ¨ ¨ 0 1

˛
‹‹‹‹‚
,

Where T is any non-negative, real valued random variable. Then ν is strongly irreducible and proximal
and it actually has full support in PGLpEq. Then write ξ8

ν for the invariant distribution on PpEq and
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write e1 for the first base vector. Then we have ξ8 :“ νA ˚ ξK for ξK the Lebesgue measure on PpEq.
Indeed νK ˚ ξ “ ξK for all ξ, by property of the Haar measure. As a consequence, we have for all r ě 0:

(102)
1

d
PpT ě logpdq ´ logprqq ď ξ8

ν pBpe1, rqq.

Indeed a random variable of distribution law ξK has first coordinate larger than 1{d with probability at
least 1{d. Note also that T “ N˚ν and (102) implies that the distribution log˚ dpe1, ¨q˚ξ

ν
8 is at least in

the same polynomial integrability class as T .
Another interesting question that is asked in [BQ16a, p 231] is whether Corollary 1.4 still works if

we drop the proximality assumption and replace it by a total strong irreducibility assumption. Indeed
theorem 5.11 tells us that if we take a distribution ν and write ppνq its proximality rank i.e., ppνq :“
minΘpνq for Θpνq as in Definition 5.8, then we can construct a random limit space of dimension ppνq.
Then with the same trick as in the proof of 5.13, we can show that the coefficient wγnu is up to an
exponentially small error the product of a linear form w1 and a vector u1 whose norms are controlled in
law by the same ζC,β

ν . However, the fact that the kernel of w1 cuts orthogonally the ppνq-dimensional

limit space that contains u1 does not give a lower bound on the product |w1u1|
}w1}}u1} .

For example in dimension 2, we can take ν to be the law of a random rotation of angle 2´kπ with
probability expp´ exppexppkqqq for all k P N and the identity otherwise. Then the random walk pγnq is
recurrent so if we take w and u such that wu “ 0, then we almost surely have |wγnu| “ 0 for infinitely
many times n P N.

The question remains open if we consider the conditional distribution of log |wγnu|
}γn} with respect to the

event pwγnu ‰ 0q or simply assume that wγnu ‰ 0 almost surely and for all n P N.

Appendix A. Probabilistic tools

In this appendix, we will give the proofs of some classical results about sums of independent random
variables. We will use the following notations. By probability space, we mean a space Ω endowed with
a σ-algebra A, that is isomorphic to the Borel algebra of a compact metric space, and a probability
measure P that has no atoms. We call events or measurable subsets of Ω the elements of A.

Let pΩ,A,Pq be such a probability space. Given B a subalgebra of A, and φ an A-measurable, real
valued function such that Epφq is well defined (meaning that the positive part or the negative part of φ
has finite expectation), we define Epφ |Bq as the equivalence class of all B-measurable random variables
ψ taking values in R Y tEpφqu such that for all B P B, we have Ep1Bφq “ Ep1Bψq where 1B is the
indicator function of B. If B is the σ-algebra generated by a measurable map γ : Ω Ñ Γ, we also write
Epφ | γq for Epφ |Bq.

We call filtration over pΩ,Aq a nested sequence of sub-σ-algebras of A i.e., a sequence pFkqkPN such
that for all k, we have Fk Ă Fk`1.

We will write N :“ Ně0 for the set of non-negative integers and given a sequence pwmq P R
N, we define

the sequence of partial sums as pwmqmPN :“ pw0 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` wm´1qmPN.

A.1. About exponential large deviations inequalities. In this section, we show that all the proba-
bilistic constructions that we use in the main body of the article preserve the property of having a finite
exponential moment. Note however that a product of two random variables that have a finite exponential
moment may not have a finite exponential moment.

Lemma A.1 (Distribution of the current step). Let pΩ,Pq be a probability space and let pFkqkPN be a
filtration on Ω. Let pwkqkPN be a random sequence of positive integers such that wk is Fk`1-measurable
for all k. For all n ě 0, we define rn :“ maxtr P N |wrn ď nu. Let h : N Ñ Rě0 be a function. Assume
that:

@t P N, @k ě 0, P pwk “ t |Fkq ď hptq.

Then we have:

@t P N, @n P N, P pwrn “ tq ď thptq.
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Proof. Let t and n be two non-negative integers. We have

Ppwrn “ tq “
`8ÿ

r“0

Pppr “ rnq X pwr “ tqq

“
`8ÿ

r“0

Pppn ´ t ď wr ă nq X pwr “ tqq

“
`8ÿ

r“0

tÿ

u“0

Ppwr “ n´ uqPpwr “ t |wr “ n ´ uq.

Probabilities are non negative so the order of summation does not matter. hence:

Ppwrn “ tq “
tÿ

u“0

8ÿ

r“0

Ppwr “ n´ uqPpwr “ t |wr “ n´ uq

For all u P N and all r P N, the event pwr “ n´uq is in Fr. So by hypothesis, we have Ppwr “ t |wr “ n ´ uq ď
hptq for all t and all r, u P N such that Ppwr “ n´ uq ą 0. Moreover, for all u P N, we have:

8ÿ

r“0

Ppwr “ n´ uq “ Ep#tr P N |wr “ n ´ uuq ď 1,

because the map r ÞÑ wr is almost surely injective. Therefore, we have Ppwrn “ tq ď thptq, which proves
the claim. �

Corollary A.2. Let pwkqkPN be a random sequence of positive integers and pFkq be a filtration such that
wk is Fk`1-measurable for all k. Assume that for some C, β ą 0, we have:

@t P N,@k ě 0,P pwk ě t |Fkq ď C expp´βtq.
For all n P N, define the random integer rn :“ maxtr P N |wrn ď nu. Then:

@t ě 0, @n ě 0, P pwrn ě t |Fkq ď Cp1 ` tβq
β2

exp p´βtq.

Proof. Define hptq :“ C expp´βqt for all t P N. Then we have:

@t P N,@k ě 0,P pwk “ t |Fkq ď hptq.
So by Lemma A.1, for all t, u P N, we have P pwrn “ uq ď uhpuq. Now let n P N and t P N. We have :

P pwrn ě tq “
8ÿ

u“t

P pwrn “ uq ď
8ÿ

u“t

uhpuq

ď
8ÿ

u“t

uC exp p´βuq

ď C expp´βtq
˜

8ÿ

u“0

u exp p´βuq ` t

8ÿ

u“0

exp p´βuq
¸

ď C expp´βtq
˜ˆ

1

1 ´ expp´βq

˙2

` t

1 ´ expp´βq

¸
.

Moreover β ě 1 ´ expp´βq by convexity. So we have P pwrn ě tq ď Cp1`tβq
β2 exp p´βtq. �

We now give a nice formulation of standard large deviations inequalities for sums of random variables.

Lemma A.3 (Sum of random variables that have finite exponential moment). Let pΩ,Pq be a probability
space endowed with a filtration pFnqnPN. Let w be an N-valued random variable. Let pxnq be a random
sequence of non-negative real numbers. Assume that xn is pFn`1q-measurable for all n. Let C, β ą 0 be
non-random constants. Assume that:

Epexppβwqq ď C(103)

@n P N,Epexp pβxnq | Fnq ď C.(104)

Then the random variable xw :“ řw´1

k“0 xk has a finite exponential moment in the sense that:

(105) DC 1, β1 ą 0, @t ě 0, P pxw ě tq ď C 1 expp´β1tq.
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Proof. First note that without loss of generality, we may assume that C ą 1. Fix 0 ă ε ă β
logpCq . For

every j P N, write xj :“
řj´1

k“0 xk. Then for all non-random t ě 0, one has:

(106) Ppxw ě tq ď Ppw ě tεq ` P
`
xttεu ě t

˘
.

For all j P N, we define zj :“ exp pβxjq. We claim that Epzjq ď Cj . Indeed, z0 “ 1 and for all j ě 0, the
random variable zj is Fj measurable. Now by looking at the conditional expectation and using (104),
we have:

Epzj`1q “ EpEpzj`1|Fjqq
“ EpzjEpexp pβxjq|Fjqq
ď CEpzjq.

This proves the claim. By Markov’s inequality, we have Ppzj ě exp pβtqq ď Cj

exp pβtq for all j P N and for

all t ą 0. Let t ą 0. By the above argument and because the xn’s are non-negative, we have:

P
`
xttεu ě t

˘
ď Ctεtu expp´βtq ď Cεt expp´βtq “ expp´pβ ´ ε logpCqqtq.

By Markov’s inequality, applied to (103), we have Ppw ě tεq ď C exp p´βtq. So if we write β1 :“
β ´ ε log pCq ą 0 and C 1 :“ C ` 1, then we have PpY ě tq ď C 1 exp p´β1tq, which proves (105). �

Lemma A.4 (Exponential moments approximate the expectation). Let M,σ,C, β ą 0. For all α ă σ,
there is a constant βα ą 0, that depends on pM,σ,C, β, αq, such that for all random variable x, that
satisfies Epmintx,Muq ě σ and Epexpp´βxqq ď C, we have:

Epexp p´βαxqq ď exp p´βααq.
Proof. Let x be a random variable such that Epexpp´βxqq ď C. Then Ppx ď tq ď C exp pβtq for all
t P R. For all 0 ă β1 ă β and for all m P R we have:

Epexp p´β1xq1px ď mqq “
ˆ `8

exp p´β1mq

Ppexp p´β1xq ě tqdt

ď
ˆ `8

exp p´β1mq

Ct
´ β

β1 dt

ď C
β1

β ´ β1
exp ppβ ´ β1qmq “: F pm,β1q

To all 0 ă β ď β1

2
, we associate the number mβ1 :“ min

!
0, 2β´1 log

´
β1β
2C

¯)
. Note that for all 0 ă β ď β1

2
,

we have β1 ´ β ě β{2 and mβ ď 0, hence pβ ´ β1qmβ1 ď log
´

β1β
2C

¯
and C β1

β´β1 ď 2Cβ1

β
. Therefore

F pmβ1 , β1q ď β12 for all 0 ă β ď β1

2
, hence

F pmβ1 ,β
1q

β1 ÝÑ
β1Ñ0

0.

Now assume moreover that Epmintx,Muq ě σ and let m ď M . Write x1 :“ maxtm,mintx,Muu.
Then m ď x1 ď M . Moreover, by convexity, we have for all m ď y ď M :

exp p´β1yq ď y ´m

M ´m
exp p´β1Mq ` M ´ y

M ´m
exp p´β1mq

ď M exp p´β1mq ´m exp p´β1Mq
M ´m

´ expp´β1mq ´ expp´β1Mq
M ´m

y.

Note moreover that Epx1q ě σ and expp´β1mq´expp´β1Mq
M´m

ě 0. Hence:

Epexpp´βx1qq ď M exp p´β1mq ´m exp p´β1Mq
M ´m

´ expp´β1mq ´ expp´β1Mq
M ´m

σ “: Lpm,β1q.

Moreover, β1mβ1 ÝÑ
β1Ñ0

0 and β1M ÝÑ
β1Ñ0

0 so
M exp p´β1mβ1 q´mβ1 exp p´β1Mq

M´mβ1
ÝÑ
β1Ñ0

1. Moreover exp is derivable

at 0 so we have:
expp´β1mβ1 q ´ expp´β1Mq

β1pM ´mβ1 q ÝÑ
β1Ñ0

1.

Hence we have
Lpmβ1 ,β

1q´1

σβ1 ÝÑ
β1Ñ0

1.

By the previous arguments, we have
Lpmβ1 ,β

1q`F pmβ1 ,β
1q´1

β1σ
ÝÑ
β1Ñ0

1. Then for all α ă σ, there exists

0 ă β1 ď β
2

such that
Lpmβα ,βαq`F pmβα ,βαq´1

β1σ
ě α

σ
and therefore Lpmβ1 , β1q`F pmβ1 , β1q ě 1´αβ1, let βα
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be the maximal such β1. Then for all α ă σ, we have Lpmβα
, βαq `F pmβα

, βαq ě 1´αβα by continuity
of F , m, and L. Let α ă σ. Then for all random variable x that satisfies the hypothesis of Lemma A.4,
we get:

Epexp p´βαxqq ď Lpmβα
, β1q ` F pmβα

, βαq
ď 1 ´ βαα ď exp p´βααq. �

Lemma A.5 (Classical large deviations inequalities from below). Let pΩ,Pq be a probability space en-
dowed with a filtration pFnqnPN. Let pxnqnPN be a random sequence of real numbers such that xn is Fn`1-
measurable for all n P N. Let C, β ą 0. Assume that for all n P N, we have Epexp p´βxnq |Fnq ď C. Let
pσM qMPN be a non-random, real valued, non-decreasing sequence such that Epmintxn,Mu |Fnq ě σM for
all M,n P N. Write σ :“ limtÑ`8 σt. Then we have:

@α ă σ, Dβα ą 0, @n P N, Ppxn ď αnq ď exp p´βαnq.
Proof. Let α ă σ and let α ă α1 ă α2 ă σ. Let M P N be such that Epmintxn,Mu|Fnq ě α2 for all
n P N. Then by Lemma A.4, there is a constant β1 ą 0 such that for all n P N, we have:

Epexp p´β1xnq |Fnq ď expp´β1α1q.
Then by induction on n, we have Epexp p´β1xnqq ď exp p´nβ1α1q for all n P N. Then by Markov’s
inequality, we get Ppxn ď αnq ď exp p´nβ1pα1 ´ αqq, which proves the claim for βα :“ β1pα1 ´ αq. �

Note that the existence of the sequence pσM q such that Epmintxn,Mu |Fnq ě σM for all M,n P N is
satisfied when pxnq is i.i.d. and Epx0q ě σ. However, if we only assumed that Epxn |Fnq ě 1 for all n,
then we may assume that for all n, xn takes value n2 with probability n´2 and 0 otherwise and in this
case Pp@n P N, xn “ 0q “

ś8
n“1p1 ´ n´2q ą 0.

Corollary A.6. Let pxnqn be a random independent sequence of real numbers. Assume that there exists
β ą 0 such that Epexpp´βx0qq ă `8. Then the random sequence pxnqnPN satisfies large deviations
inequalities below the speed Epx0q.
Proof. Let β ą 0 be such that Epexpp´βx0qq ă `8 and let C “ Epexpp´βx0qq. For all M P N,
let σM :“ Epmintx0,Muq. Let pFnq be the cylinder filtration associated to pxnq. Then σM Ñ Epx0q
so by Lemma A.5, the random sequence pxnqnPN satisfies large deviations inequalities below the speed
Epx0q. �

Definition A.7 (Large deviations inequalities). Let pxnqnPN be a random sequence of real numbers and
let σ P R Y t`8u be a constant. We say that pxnqnPN satisfies large deviations inequalities below the
speed σ if we have:

@α ă σ, DC, β ą 0, @n P N, Ppxn ď αnq ď C exp p´βnq.
We say that pxnqnPN satisfies large deviations inequalities above the speed ´σ if p´xnqnPN satisfies large
deviations inequalities below the speed σ.

Remark A.8. Let pxnq be a random sequence of real numbers and let σ P RY t`8u. Assume that pxnq
satisfies large deviations inequalities below the speed σ. Then by Borel Cantelli’s Lemma, we have almost
surely lim inf xn

n
ě α for all α ă σ so lim inf xn

n
ě σ almost surely. If we moreover assume that σ is

finite and if pxnq satisfies large deviations inequalities above the same speed σ, then lim xn

n
“ σ almost

surely.

Remark A.9 (Convenient reformulation of Definition A.7). We call decreasing exponential function a
function of type n ÞÑ C expp´βnq with C ą 0 and β ą 0.

Note that saying that a random sequence pxnq satisfies large deviations inequalities below a speed σ

means that for all α ă σ, the function n ÞÑ Ppxn ă αnq is bounded above by a decreasing exponential
function. It is equivalent to saying that for all α ă σ, the function n ÞÑ PpDm ě n, xm ă αnq is bounded
above by a decreasing exponential function.

Note also that a sum of finitely many decreasing exponential functions is bounded above by a decreasing
exponential function.

Now we show that random sequences that satisfy large deviations inequalities behave well under some
compositions.

Lemma A.10. Let pΩ,Pq be a probability space. Let σ, σ1 P R Y t`8u. Let pxnqnPN and px1
nqnPN

be two random sequences of real numbers that satisfy large deviations inequalities below the speeds σ
and σ1 respectively. Let pynqnPN be a random sequence of real numbers. Let Cy, βy ą 0. Assume that
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Ppyn ď ´tq ď Cy expp´βytq for all n P N and all t ě 0. Let pknqnPN be a random non-decreasing sequence
of non-negative integers and let κ P p0,`8q. Then:

(1) The shifted sequence pxn ` ynqnPN satisfies large deviations inequalities below the speed σ.
(2) The minimum pmintxn, x1

nuqnPN satisfies large deviations inequalities below the speed mintσ, σ1u.
(3) The maximum pmaxtxn, x1

nuqnPN satisfies large deviations inequalities below the speed maxtσ, σ1u.
(4) For all λ, λ1 ě 0, the sum pλxn ` λ1x1

nqnPN satisfies large deviations inequalities below the speed
λσ ` λ1σ1.

(5) Assume that pknqnPN satisfies large deviations inequalities below the speed κ. Then the composi-
tion pxkn

qnPN satisfies large deviations inequalities below the speed κσ.
(6) Let prmqmPN be the reciprocal function of pknqnPN, defined by rm :“ maxtn P N | kn ď mu for

all m P N. Assume that pknqnPN satisfies large deviations inequalities below the speed κ. Then
prmqmPN satisfies large deviations inequalities above the speed κ´1.

Proof. We first prove (1). Let α ă α1 ă σ. By assumption, there are two constants Cx, βx ą 0 such that
Ppxn ď α1nq ď Cx expp´βxnq. Write β :“ mintβx, βypα1 ´ αqu and C :“ Cx ` Cy. Then we have:

@n P N, Ppxn ` yn ď αnq ď Ppxn ď α1nq ` Ppy ď pα ´ α1qnq
ď Cx exp p´βxnq ` Cy exp p´βypα1 ´ αqnq
ď C exp p´βnq .

In other words the function n ÞÑ Ppyn ` xn ď αnq is bounded by the sum of the functions n ÞÑ
Ppxn ď α1nq and n ÞÑ Ppy ď pα ´ α1qnq which are themselves bounded by decreasing exponential func-
tions so their sum also is by Remark A.9.

Now to prove (2) assume that σ ď σ1. This is not restrictive since pσ, pxnqnPNq and pσ1, px1
nqnPNq play

symmetric roles in Lemma A.10. Then for all α ă σ, we have:

@n P N, Ppmintxn, x1
nu ď αnq ď Ppxn ď αnq ` Ppx1

n ď αnq.

Both terms of the sum on the right are bounded above by decreasing exponential functions of n so
Ppmintxn, x1

nu ď αnq is bounded above by a decreasing exponential function of n.
To prove (3), we again assume that σ ď σ1. Then for all α ă σ1, we have Ppmaxtxn, x1

nu ď αnq ď
Ppx1

n ď αnq and by assumption Ppx1
n ď αnq is bounded above by a decreasing exponential function of n.

Now we prove (4), let α` ă λσ ` λ1σ1. Let α ă σ and α1 ă σ1 be such that α` “ λα ` λ1α1. Such
α, α1 always exist. Now note that:

Ppλxn ` λ1x1
n ď α`nq ď Ppxn ď αnq ` Ppx1

n ď α1nq

an both terms are bounded by decreasing exponential functions, which proves (4).
Now we prove (5). Let α ă κσ and let α1 ă σ and α2 ă κ be such that α “ α1α2. Now let

Cx, βx ą 0 be such that Ppxn ď α1nq ď Cx exp p´βxnq for all n P N and let Ck, βk be such that
Ppkn ď α2nq ď Ck exp p´βknq for all n P N. Such Cx, βx, Ck, βk exist by assumption. For all n P N, we
have:

Ppxkn
ď αnq ď Ppxkn

ď α1kn X kn ě α2nq ` Ppkn ď α2nq
ď

ÿ

kěα2n

Ppxk ď α1kq ` Ppkn ď α2nq

ď
ÿ

kěα2n

Cx exp p´βxkq ` Ck exp p´βknq

ď Cx

βx
exp p´βxα2nq ` Ck exp p´βknq

ď
ˆ
Cx

βx
` Ck

˙
exp

`
´mintβxα2, βkum0

˘
,

Which proves (5).
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To prove (6), we use a similar method. Let α ă κ and C, β ą 0 be such that Ppkn ď αnq ď C exp p´βnq
for all n P N. Such C, β exist for all α ă κ. Then for all m0 P N, we have:

Pprm0
ě α´1m0q ď PpDm ě m0, rm ě α´1mq

ď PpDm ě m0, Dn P N, pn ě α´1mq ^ pkn ď mqq
ď PpDn ě α´1m0, kn ď αnq

ď C

β
exp p´βα´1nq.

Now note that for all α1 ą κ´1, we have α´1 ă κ. The above reasoning tells us that for all α1 ą κ´1,
we have constants C 1, β1 ą 0 such that Pprm ě α1

mq ď C 1 expp´βm1q for all m (namely C 1 “ C
β

and

β1 “ βα´1 with C, β as above for α :“ α1´1). �

A.2. About moments. In this section, we prove useful results about sums of random variables that
have a finite polynomial moment.

Remark A.11. Note that a probability distribution η on Rě0 is characterized by the right-continuous
and non-increasing map t ÞÑ ηpt,`8q.
Definition A.12 (Lp-integrability). Let p P p0,`8q and let η be a probability distribution on Rě0. We
define the strong Lp moment of η as:

(strong-Lp) Mppηq :“
ˆ `8

0

tp´1ηpt,`8qdt.

We define the weak Lp moment of η as:

(weak-Lp) Wppηq :“ sup
tě0

tpη pt,`8q ă `8.

We say that η is strongly Lp if Mppηq ă `8 and we say that η is weakly Lp if Wppηq ă `8.

Definition A.13 (Trunking). Let η be a non-negative measure on Rě0 that has finite total mass i.e., a
non-negative multiple of a probability distribution. We call trunking of η the distribution rηs characterized
by:

@t ě 0, rηspt,`8q “ mint1, η1pt,`8qu.
Note that if η has total mass less that one, then rηs “ η ` p1 ´ ηpRě0qqδ0.
Definition A.14 (Push-up). Let η be a probability distribution on R ě 0 and let B ě 0 be a constant.
We define the push-up of η by B as the probability distribution B _ η on RěB characterized by:

(107) @t ě B, pB _ ηqpt,`8q “ ηpt,`8q.
In other words, for any random variable x „ η, we have maxtx,Bu „ B _ η.

Definition A.15 (Coarse convolution). Let η be a probability distribution on Rě0 and let k ě 1 be an
integer. We define the coarse convolution ηÒk as:

@t ě 0, ηÒkpt,`8q :“ min

"
1, kη

ˆ
t

k
,`8

˙*
.

Lemma A.16. Let k ě 1 be an integer, let η be a probability distribution on Rě0 and let x1, . . . , xk be
random variables such that:

(108) @t ě 0, @i P t1, . . . , ku, Ppxi ą tq ď ηpt,`8q.
Then we have:

(109) @t ě 0, Ppx1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` xk ą tq ď ηÒkpt,`8q.
Proof. Let t ě 0. We have:

Ppx1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` xk ą tq ď P

ˆ
Di P t1, . . . , ku, xi ą t

k

˙

ď kη

ˆ
t

k
,`8

˙
. �

Lemma A.17. Let η be a probability distribution on Rě0 and let k P Ně1. We have:

WppηÒkq ď kp`1Wppηq(110)

MppηÒkq ď kp`1Mppηq(111)
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Proof. For the weak moment, we have:

WppηÒkq “ max tpηÒkpt,`8q

ď max tpkη

ˆ
t

k
,`8

˙

ď maxpkt1qpkη
`
t1,`8

˘

ď kp`1Wppηq.

This proves (110). For the strong moment, by integration by parts, we have:

MppηÒkq “
ˆ `8

0

tp´1ηÒkpt,`8qdt

ď
ˆ `8

0

tp´1kη

ˆ
t

k
,`8

˙
dt.

Then by the linear change of integration variable t “ ku, we have:

ˆ

tp´1kη

ˆ
t

k
,`8

˙
dt “

ˆ

up´1kp`1η pu,`8qdu “ kp`1Mppηq.

This proves (111). �

Lemma A.18. Let n be a random integer and let x1, . . . , xn be non-negative real random variables. Let
B,C1 be such that:

(112) @t ě B, @k P N, @m ď k, Ppxm ě t |n “ kq ď C1ηptq.

Let C2, β ą 0 be such that:

(113) @k P N, Ppn “ kq ď C2 exp p´βkq.

Then for C :“ C1C2, we have:

@t ě 0, Ppx1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` xn ą tq ď
8ÿ

k“0

C exp p´βkqpB _ ηqÒk
.

Proof. First note that (112) with Definition A.14 and Lemma A.16 implies that for all k P N, we have:

@t ě 0, Ppx1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` xk ą t |n “ kq ď C1pB _ ηqÒkpt,`8q.

We do the computation, for all t ě 0:

Ppx1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` xn ą tq “
8ÿ

k“0

Ppn “ kqPpx1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` xk ą t |n “ kq

ď
8ÿ

k“0

C2 exp p´βkqC1pB _ ηqÒkpt,`8q. �

Lemma A.19. Let η be a non-trivial probability distribution on Rě0 i.e., η ‰ δ0. Then, for all
B,C,D, β ą 0, there are constants C0, β0 such that for all t ą 0, we have:

8ÿ

k“0

C exp p´βkqpB _ ηqÒkpt ´D,`8q ď
8ÿ

k“0

C0 exp p´β0kqηpt{k,`8q.

Proof. Note that pB _ ηqÒkpt ´D,`8q ď kηpt{k ´B ´D,`8q for all t, B,D and for all k ą 0. Let
B1 “ B ` D. Note that for all β2 ă β, we have limk k exp ppβ2 ´ βqkq “ 0 and exp ppβ ´ β2qkq ě 1 so
for C2 large enough, we have k exp p´βkq ď C2 exp p´β2kq for all k. Take such a β2 ą 0 and such a C2.
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Now we re-index the sum by taking k1 “ 2k and write β1 :“ β{2 and C 1 “ CC2, then we have:

8ÿ

k“0

C exp p´βkqpB _ ηqÒkpt ´D,`8q ď
8ÿ

k“0

CC2 exp p´β2kqηpt{k ´B1,`8q

ď
8ÿ

k1“0

C 1 exp p´β1k1qηp2t{k1 ´B1,`8q

ď
rt{B1s´1ÿ

k1“0

C 1 exp p´β1k1qηpt{k1,`8q `
8ÿ

k1“rt{B1s

C 1 exp p´β1k1q

ď
`8ÿ

k1“0

C 1 exp p´β1k1qηpt{k1,`8q ` C 1

β1
exp p´β1t{B1q.

Now we use the fact that η ‰ δ0 and take a ą 0 such that ηpa,`8q ą 0. Then for all t ą 0 and all
C0 ě 0 and all β0 ą 0, we have:

`8ÿ

k“0

C0 exp p´β0kqηpt{k,`8q ě C0 expp´β0rt{asqη
ˆ

t

rt{as
,`8

˙
ě C0 exp p´β0pt{a` 1qqηpa,`8q.

Let 0 ă β0 ď β1 be small enough, so that ´β0rt{as ď β1t{B1 ` logp2q for all t ě 0. Then for all C0 ą 0,
we have:

C 1

β1
exp p´β1t{B1q ď

ˆ
C 1

β1C0ηpa,`8q

˙ `8ÿ

k“0

C0 exp p´β0kqηpt{k,`8q

Let 0 ă C0 be large enough so that C1

C0

` C1

β1C0ηpa,`8q ď 1. Then we have:

`8ÿ

k1“0

C 1 exp p´β1k1qηpt{k1,`8q ` C 1

β1
exp p´β1t{B1q ď

ˆ
C 1

C0

` C 1

β1C0ηpa,`8q

˙ `8ÿ

k“0

C0 exp p´β0kqηpt{k,`8q

ď
`8ÿ

k“0

C0 exp p´β0kqηpt{k,`8q

Hence:

8ÿ

k“0

C exp p´βkqpB _ ηqÒkpt ´D,`8q ď
`8ÿ

k“0

C0 exp p´β0kqηpt{k,`8q.

�

Lemma A.20. Let η and κ be probability distributions on Rě0. Let C, β ą 0 be constants. Assume that
for all t ą 0, we have

κpt,`8q ď
8ÿ

k“0

C exp p´βkqηpt{k,`8q.

Let p P Rą0. Assume that η is strongly or weakly Lp, then κ also is and we have:

Mppκq ď Mppηq
8ÿ

k“0

C exp p´βkqkp

Wppκq ď Wppηq
8ÿ

k“0

C exp p´βkqkp.

Proof. Let p ą 0. We claim that Mppκq ď ř8
k“0 C exp p´βkqkpMppηq, which is finite when Mppηq is. To

prove that claim, we simply compute the moments, using the fact that all the quantities we look at are
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non-negative:

Mppκq “
ˆ 8

0

tp´1κpt,`8qdt

ď
ˆ 8

0

tp´1

8ÿ

k“0

C exp p´βkqηpt{k,`8qdt

ď
8ÿ

k“0

C exp p´βkq
ˆ 8

0

tp´1ηpt{k,`8qdt

ď
8ÿ

k“0

C exp p´βkq
ˆ 8

0

pkuqp´1ηpu,`8qkdu

ď
8ÿ

k“0

C exp p´βkqkpMppηq.

This proves the claim. We now claim that Wppκq ď ř8
k“0 C exp p´βkqkpWppηq. For that claim, we do

the same computation:

Wppκq “ sup
tą0

tpκpt,`8q

ď sup
tą0

˜
tp

8ÿ

k“0

C exp p´βkqηpt{k,`8q
¸

ď
8ÿ

k“0

C exp p´βkq sup
tą0

tpηpt{k,`8q

ď
8ÿ

k“0

C exp p´βkq sup
tą0

pkuqpηpu,`8q

ď
8ÿ

k“0

C exp p´βkqkpWppηq.

This proves the claim, which concludes the proof of Lemma A.20. �
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