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LIMIT THEOREMS FOR A STRONGLY IRREDUCIBLE PRODUCT OF
INDEPENDENT RANDOM MATRICES UNDER OPTIMAL MOMENT
ASSUMPTIONS

AXEL PENEAU

ABSTRACT. Let v be a probability distribution over the semi-group of square matrices of size d > 2.
We assume that v is proximal, strongly irreducible and that v*™{0} = 0 for all integers n € N. We
consider the sequence %,, := 70 -+ -Yn—1 for (yx)ren independent of distribution law v. We denote by
sqz(¥,,) the logarithm of the ratio of the two top singular values of 7,,. We show that (sqz(%¥,,))nen
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 7,, as well as its eigenspace of its maximal eigenvalue
both converge to the same random line [*° at an exponential speed. This is an extension of results by
Guivarc’h and Raugi.

If we moreover assume that the push-forward distribution Nyv is LP for N : g — log (|glllg=*])
and for some p > 1, then we show that —logd(I®°, H) is uniformly LP for all proper subspace H c R4,
Moreover the logarithm of each coefficient of 7,, 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 > 2 be an integer. Let End(K?) ~ Matgy4(K) be the set of square matrices which we identify with
the semi-group of linear maps from K% to itself. Let v be a probability distribution on End(K?) and let
(Yn)nen ~ v®N be a random i.i.d} sequence of matrices. We will denote by (F,,)nen := (70 * Yn—1)neN
the random walk of step v.

Given g a square d x d matrix, let pi(g) = pa(g) = -+ = pa(g) be the moduli of its eigenvalues. If g
is not nilpotent, we define the spectral gap or quantitative proximality of g as:

(1) prox(g) := log (Z:—Eg) :

If g is nilpotent, we define sqz(g) = 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 v be a probability distribution on End(E).
We say that v is proximal if both of the following conditions are satisfied:

(2) n e N, v*"{v € End(F) | prox(y) > 0} > 0.
(3) VneN, v**{0} = 0.

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

(4) Vfe E*\{0}, Vv e E\{0}, In e N, v*" {v € End(E) | fyv # 0} > 0.
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IThe abbreviation "i.i.d" is short for "independent and identically distributed" but we will prefer to write ~ v®N as it
allows us to specify the distribution in question as well as the set of indices of the sequence.
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We say that v is strongly irreducible if:

VN eN, Y(fi,...,fn) e (EX\{O)"N, Vv e E\{0}, Ine N, v*" {7 € End(E)

N

[[fivo# 0} >0,
i=1

N

Hf’yvj # 0} > 0.

j=1

and VN e N, Vfe E¥\{0}, Y(v1,...,on) € (E\{OD)Y, Ine N, v*" {7 € End(F)

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 [7,,]
for all n € N and not only asymptotically.

All the following results are corollaries of Theorem [[LT0, which is the main theorem of this article. In
fact Theorem [[LI0 follows from Lemma and Theorem (1]

1.2. Regularity results with optimal moment assumptions. Let K = R. Given two Euclidean
spaces (E, | -|) and (F,| - ||), we write Hom(E, F') for the vector space of linear maps from F to F', we
endow it with the operator norm h — ||h| := maxgep (o} % Given E a Euclidean space, we define
E* := Hom(FE, K) to be the dual space of E. Given a matrix h € Hom(FE, F), we write h* € Hom(F*, E*)
for the composition by & on the right. Let i € End(E) := Hom(E, E). Denote by p; (h) the limit of |h"| %,
we call p;(h) the spectral radius of h. Note that it is the modulus of the maximal eigenvalue of h. We
denote by GL(FE) the group of isomorphisms of E. Given g € GL(E), we write N(g) := log ||g| +log|g~*|.

Let v be a probability measure on GL(E) and let (7,,) ~ v®N.

A long standing question is whether the sequence of rescaled entries <| (Fn)ijl %) converges almost
surely for all 1 < 4,5 < d. We know from [FK60] that if E(log |vo|) < +00, and without any other as-
sumptions, then the sequence of norms <|Wn | n _y converges almost surely to a finite non-random limit
that we denote by p1 (). Furstenberg and Kesten also show that p;(v) > 1 when v is strongly irreducible
and supported on the group SL(E). With the above assumptions and when moreover E(N (79)?) < +0
Xiao, Grama and Liu prove in [XGL21| that the random sequence of rescaled entries (|(7n)”|%)

neN
converges almost surely to p; (v) for all 4, j. The following theorem allows ut to get rid of the assumption

E(N(70)?) < +o.
Theorem 1.3 (Strong law of large numbers for the coefficients and for the spectral radius). Let E be
a Euclidean vector space. Let v be a strongly irreducible and prozimal probability measure on GL(E).

There exist constants C, § > 0 such that for all f € E*\{0}, allv € E\{0}, for alln € N and for 7, ~ v*",
we have for all t € Rxg:

_ +0
t
(5) P (mM > t) < Cexp(—fn) + Y Cexp(—Bk)Nyv <—, +oo> .
|/l = k
Moreover:
(6) Vi=0, P (10gm = t) < _io Cexp(_ﬁk)N v (E +OO)
= U, — = < * 5 .
pl(f}/n) k=1 k

We prove this result in Section Note that (&) implies that for all non-random sequence a,, — 0

and for all 1 <4, j < dim(FE), the sequence (M) converges weakly in distribution to the Dirac
neN

n)igl
[7x

measure at 1, without any moment assumption.
Given C, 3 > 0 and v a probability measure on GL(E), we denote by ¢¢*? the probability distribution
on R characterized by:

+oo
(7) Vt =0, CSP(t, +o0) := min {1, Z Cexp(—Bk)Nyv (%, +OO>} )
k=1
Corollary 1.4 (Almost sure convergence of the coefficients). Let E be a Fuclidean space and let v
be a strongly irreducible and proximal probability measure on GL(E). Let (v,) ~ v®. Assume that
E(log [yo0]) and E(log |vo t||) are both finite. Then for all f € E*\{0} and all v e E\{0}, we have almost
surely:
o og ] ol
im = lim —>

n—o0 n n— oo

~ log(p1(1)).



PIVOTING TECHNIQUE FOR PRODUCTS OF RANDOM MATRICES 3

Proof. By Lemmal[A20, for all p € (0, +o0), there exist a constant D,, such that M, (¢CS**) < D, M,(N.v),
where M, is the p-th moment of a measure. Therefore, if we assume that M;(Nyv) =< +0o0, then
M;(¢S#) < 40. Then by Theorem [[3 for all £ > 0, we have:

> P oI £ 117 ll0]) = log(1f7,0]) = ne) < 7 Cexp(=pn) + Y (7 (ne, +o0)

neN neN neN
C
<z+ e My (¢EP) < +o0.

vl

Then by Borel-Cantelli’s Lemma, we have n~! log % — 0 almost surely. Then we can apply [FKG60,
Theorem 1| which tells us that n=!log ||, | — log(p1(v)). O

The following Corollary is about the regularity of the stationary measure. The formulation () is anal-
ogous to the regularity result for the stationary measure on hyperbolic groups [BQ16d, Proposition 5.1].
This is also an improvement of [BQ16b|, Proposition 4.5].

Let E be a Euclidean space and V < E be a proper subspace and let 0 < r < 1. We define
N, (V) :={l e P(E)|3v e V\{0}, d([v],I) < r}. The weak and strong polynomial moments are defined
in Definition

Corollary 1.5 (Regularity of the measure). Let E be a Euclidean vector space. Let v be a strongly
irreducible and prozimal probability measure on GL(E). Let C, 3 be as in Theorem[I.3 and let £F be the
v-stationary measure as in Theorem [5.6. Then we have:

(®) ¥V e Gr(E)\{E}, Y0 <7 <1, £F(N(V)) < ¢§F(| log(r)], +0)

Let p > 0. If we assume that Nyv has finite strong LP moment, then there exists a constant C' such that:
9) vV e Gr(E)\{E}, [log d(P(V),)[Pde; (1) < C".
leP(E)

If we assume that Nyv has finite weak LP moment, then there exists a constant C' such that:
(10) VYV e Gr(E)\{E}L, V0 <r <1, £P(N.(V)) < C'|log(r)|P.

Note that by Lemma [A20, the probability distribution (¢ is in the same integrability class as Nyv.
Inequalities (@) and (I0) follow directly from that observation and from (8). We prove Theorem [[3] and
@®) from Corollary [LH in Section

1.3. Contraction results without moment assumptions. Let E be a Euclidean vector space, and
let 1 < k < dim(E) be an integer. We denote by /\kE 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 E* — A" E;(vy,...,v5) — v1 A -+ A vz. We endow A" E with the canonical
Euclidean metric, which is characterized by the fact that for all family (vi,...,vx) € E¥, one has
[r A Avg| < lor] -+ - |k, with equality when the family (v1,...,vg) is orthogonal.

Let £ and F be Euclidean spaces and let h € Hom(FE, F). We define the squeeze coefficient or
logarithmic singular gap of h as follows:

o st = s (215 ).

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 A which is not nilpotent, we have
sqz(h™)
n

— prox(h).

Theorem 1.6 (Quantitative estimate of the escape speed). Let E be a Euclidean space and let v be
a prozimal and strongly irreducible probability distribution on End(E). Let (v,) ~ v®N. Write 5, =
Yo+ Yn—1 for all n. Then there exists a positive constant o(v) € (0,+00] such that almost surely
59z (¥,,)

—=dnl — g(v). Moreover, we have the following large deviations inequalities:

(12) Va < o(v), 3C,8 >0, Vn e N, P(sqz(7,,) < an u prox(¥,,) < an) < Cexp(—pAn).

Let v be a probability measure on GL(E). Let (v,) ~ v®Y. Assume that E(log[yo|]) < +oo.
Then we know from sub-additivity [FKG60]| that % — log(p1(v)). Let log(pa(v)) be the sec-
ond Lyapunov exponent of v. Again by sub-additivity, M — log(p1(v)) + log(p2(v)). Hence
sa2(¥a) _, log(p1(v)) — log(p2(v)), which is therefore equal to o(r) from Theorem A celebrated re-

n

sult by Guivarc’h and Raugi [GR86] asserts that this difference is positive when v is strongly irreducible
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and proximal. Without the first moment assumption, the Lyapunov coefficients p; (v) and p2(v) do not
make sense and in general, the sequence HVHH% does not converge almost surely. Still Theorem [l above
shows that the limit o(r) = lim quEZAV') 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 (I2) are new even in the setting
of [GR&6]. In fact they are key to our approach. We deduce the qualitative convergence from the strong
quantitative estimates.

We denote by P(FE) the projective space associated to F i.e., the set of vector lines in E. Write
[[]: E\{0} - P(E) for the projection map. We endow P(F) with the metric:

|z Ayl
lz[lly]

Let h be a square matrix such that prox(h) > 0. Then the top eigenvalue of h is simple and real. We
write Et(h) for the associated eigenspace which is a real line.

(13) d: ([«], [y]) —

Theorem 1.7 (Quantitative convergence of the image). Let v be a strongly irreducible and prozimal
probability distribution on End(E). Let (v,) ~ v®N. There exists a random line | € P(E) such that for
all « < o(v), there exist constants C, 8 > 0, such that:

(14) Vv e E\{0}, Vn e N, P(d([7,v],I*) = exp(—an) |7,v # 0) < C exp(—fBn),
(15) Vn e N, P (prox(¥,) = 0u d(ET(¥,),1”) = exp(—an)) < Cexp(—Sn)

We moreover show in Proposition [37 that the set of vectors v € E such that sup,.yP(F,v =0) > 0
is a countable union of proper subspaces of E. We denote this set by ker(v). In this proposition, we also
show that P(¥,,v = 0) is bounded away from 1, uniformly in n € N and v € E\{0}.

Note that if two random lines [* and I'* satisfy (4] then we have [® = [’ almost surely. We define
&X to be the distribution of [*. Then £¥ is the only v-stationary measure on P(E) in the sense that
v &P = &P, Moreover, we have the following exponential mixing property.

Corollary 1.8 (Proximality implies exponential mixing). Let v be any strongly irreducible and proximal
distribution on End(E). There is a unique v-stationary probability distribution £ on P(E). Moreover,
there exist constants C, 8 such that for all probability distribution & on P(E)\ker(v) and for all Lipschitz
function f: P(E) — R with Lipschitz constant \(f), we have:

/. RS /. IRt

Note that saying that £ is supported on P(E)\ker(v) is not very restrictive because any measure that
gives measure 0 to all hyperplanes would satisfy that condition. However, £° itself may give positive
measure to some hyperplanes. For example if v is the barycentre of the Haar measure on the group of
isometries and a Dirac mass d, at a projection endomorphism 7, then £ is the average of the isometry-
invariant measure and of the Dirac mass on the image of m. In particular £ gives positive measure to
any hyperplane that contains the image of 7.

Note that if v is supported on GL(E), then ker(v) = {0}. 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 € (0, +00) and let n be a probability measure on Rxo. We say that 7 is strongly L? if M,(n) :=

;OOO P~ 1n(t, +00)dt < +00 and we say that 7 is weakly L? if Wy (n) := sup;= tP7(t, +00) < +00.

Given FE a vector space and k < dim(E), we denote by Gri(E) the set of k-dimensional subspaces of

E.

(16) VneN, < A(f)Cexp(—pn).

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 < e < 1, we say that g is e-coarsely aligned to h and we write gA®h if we have:

(17) lghl = elgll|nl-
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An important observation is that () (together with the sub-multiplicativity of the norm on A* E)
implies that sqz(gh) = sqz(g) + sqz(h) — 2|log(e)| (see Lemma 2.8).

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

Let ' = GL(E) or T = End(E). We will write T" for the semi-group of words with letters in I" i.e., the
set of all tuples | |,y IV, (where I'' is identified with T1*+!=1} and endowed with the product o-algebra
for all I € N) that we endow with the concatenation product

o: I'xI' — T
((705' .. a’ykfl)?(’yé?" '571/71)) € Fk X Fl I (705' '-7/7]67157(/)7" '77[/71) € FkJrl'

We also define the length functor:

~

L: F‘)Na (705"'57]671)’—)]{:7
and the product functor:
I: T —T5 (Yo, Wk-1) ¥ 0 Va1

Moreover, for all 0 < k < [, we define Xéc : ! — T to be the k-th coordinate projection.

Let I be a countable set, let ((;)ier be a family of probability distributions on R>q. Let 1 be a
probability distribution on Rxq. We say that 7 dominates the family ({;)es if there exists a constant C'
such that ;(t, +o0) < Cn(t/C — C,+w) for all t € Ry and all i € I.

Let (;)ier be a family of probability distribution on Rso. We say that (;) has a bounded exponential
moment if there exist constants C, 8 > 0 such that n;(¢, +o0) < Cexp(—pt) for all t € R and all i € I.
Note that saying that a family (n;):c; has a bounded exponential moment is not the same as saying that
each 7; has a finite exponential moment because the exponent 8 and the constant C' may depend on the
index i € 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 14 for the
indicator function of A, it is the measurable function that takes value 1 on A and value 0 on X\ A.

Theorem 1.10 (Pivotal extraction). Let E be a Euclidean vector space. Let T' € {End(FE), GL(E)}
and let N be a continuous map defined on I'. Let v be a strongly irreducible and proximal probability
distribution over I'. Let p < 1 and let K € N. There exist 0 < £ < 1 and three probability distributions
(Ro, k1, Ra) supported on T that satisfy conditions () to [@). For all i € {0,1,2}, we write k; := [14&;.

(1) We have ko ® (F1 © k)N = v®N we say that ko ® (k1 @ k2)®N is an extraction of vON.

(2) The push-forward measures LyRo and Lyko have a bounded exponential moment and LyR1 = O
is the Dirac mass at a positive integer denoted by m.

(3) The measure &y has compact support in T and k1{y € T'|sqz(y) = K|log(e)| + K log(2)} = 1.

(4) Given (gn)nen ~ ko ® (k1 ® ko)®N, and 0 < i < j < k € N, we have gi~~~gj,1A%gj gk
almost surely.

(5) For all geT, we have k1{y e T |gA*y} =1 —p and ki {ye T |yA%g} =1 —p.

(6) Let i €{0,2} and let k <1 be integers such that Lyk;{l} > 0. Let:

11-)R;
7 = N, l 7(
Gike,l (X1 )% Loinll]
be the push-forward by N of the conditional distribution of the k-th marginal of k; relatively to
the event L(g) = 1. Then the family (k1) is dominated by the push-forward measure Nyv.

Only points () to (B)) are used in the proofs of Theorems and [[.7 and point (6]) is more technical
and is only used in the proof of Theorem [[.3]

Note that if we moreover assume that N is sub-additive, then points (@) and (2) imply that for
1 € {0,2} the distribution Nyk; is virtually dominated by N,v, in the sense that there exist constants
C,B > 0 such that Nyk;(t, +0) < 375 Cexp(—Bk)Nyv(t/(Ck) — C,+0) for all t € Rsp. This is a
consequence of Lemmas [A.T8 and Lemma Then by Lemma [A-20] it means that if N,v has finite
p-th moment, then Nyx; also has.

Note also that if N, has a finite exponential moment, then Ny; also has for all ¢ € {0,1,2}. However,
this is not a consequence of ([B) 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 L! moment condition
for log | - ||. For matrices that have positive entries and under an L% moment condition, they show that
moreover, we have a law of large numbers for the coefficients (entries) and under an additional L2+°
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 [GR8&6], Guivarc’h and Raugi show a qualitative version of Theorem in the case when v 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 v is proximal and totally
strongly irreducible when the support of v generates a Zariski-dense sub-group of SL(E).

In [BQ164] Yves Benoist and Jean-Frangois 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 [BQI6b] 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 L? 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 [Aoull] 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 [CDMI17], Cuny, Dedecker, Jan and Merlevéde give
KMT estimates for the behaviour of (log|7¥,|),,cy under LP moment assumptions for p > 2.

The main difference between these previous works and this paper is that the measure v has to be
supported on the General Linear group GL(F) for the above methods to work. Indeed, they rely of the
existence of the stationary measure X on P(FE), which is a consequence of the fact that GL(FE) acts
continuously on P(FE), 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 L*° 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 Merlevede in [CDM23)].

In [LP82], Le Page shows the exponential mixing property by exhibiting a spectral gap for the action
of v on the projective space under some moments assumptions on v. 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 [Ser1§)].

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 = {a,b,cla® = b?> = ¢* = 1) be the free right angle Coxeter group with 3 generators. One can
see the elements of G as reduced words in {a, b, c}, i.e., finite sequences of letters of type (x1,...,2,)
without double letters in the sense that x; # x;4 for all 1 < i < n. We write ¥ := {a,b,c}™) for the
set of words in the alphabet {a,b,c}. We write 1y for the empty word, which is the identity element of
.. We write ® for the concatenation product on X and IT : ¥ — 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 (1, )nen € {a,b,c}Y. Then for every n € N, write
gn = lo-+-lp—1 € G for the position of the random walk at step n and g, := (lo,...,l,—1) the word
encoding the trajectory of the random walk up to step n. Then we know that (g,,) almost surely escapes
to a point in 0G, the set of infinite simple words. To prove it, we can show, using Markov’s inequality,

that P(g, = 1¢) < (g)n/2. Indeed, given n € N, if |g,| > 1, then |gn+1]| = |gn| + 1 with probability %

and |gn41] = |gn| — 1 with probability + and if |g,| = 0, then |gn+1| = |gn| + 1 with probability 1. It
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implies that:

gn il _ 2V2 (ool ol _ (8"
(18)  vneN, E(v2 )gTE(\fz ). Hemce VneN, E(v2 )<<§> .
Therefore (g,) visits 1¢ only finitely many times. After that it gets trapped in a branch (the set of
simple words starting with a given letter z; € {a,b,c}). Then using the same argument, (g, ) visits the
first node of this branch only finitely many times and then escapes along the branch starting with x;xo

for some x5 # x1 and by induction, one can show that (g,) escapes along a branch (z1,z2,...) (i.e., an
infinite reduced word).
By symmetry, one can show that for all £ > 1, the distribution of the letter x; knowing x1,...,Tx_1

is the uniform distribution on {a,b,c}\{zx—1}. For all k > 1, we define the k-th pivotal time of the
sequence (I,) as ¢ := min{t e N|Vj > ¢, |g;| = k}. For example ¢ty = 0 and ¢; is the first time after the
last visit in 1g. Then for k > 2, the time t; follows the time of last visit in the closed ball of radius
k — 1. An interesting observation is that for all k > 1, we have xp = I, 1 = I, Ly 141 lep—1-

Then instead of drawing the sequence (I, )nen of letters, we can draw the limit (2, )pen first and then
the letters (1, )nen as follows.

Write X = {a,b, ¢, s}, (s like "start") and endow X with a transition kernel p such that p(i,j) =
for all i # j € {a,b,c} and p(s,i) = % for i € {a,b,c}.

1
2

Wl

1

<25

a
IIJ
2

1

C 2

Let 29 = s and draw a Markov chain (2, )nen in (X, p). It means that we have:
VneNVie X, P(zpt1 =1|20,...,2n) = p(xp,1).

Then the sequence (zx)r>1 has the same distribution as the sequence Iy, 1 defined above. Moreover,
the distribution of the word (I, ,...,l;,,,~1) only depends on z;, and xj41 and not on the time k > 1.
Write 7,4, for the distribution of (ly,, ..., ,—1) knowing that l;, 1 = a and l;, ,—1 = b and write 7, ,
for the distribution of the word (lo, ..., I, —1) knowing that I, 1 = a. Both are probability distributions
on Y. In the same fashion, we define the whole decoration:

Then instead of drawing the (I,,) ’s uniformly and independently, one can simply draw a random sequence
of words (wy) with distribution ) 74, 4, ., relatively to (z,). Then for every k € N, the random word
Wy has the distribution of (s, ...,l,,—1) and the infinite word W = (O,_,wx € {a,b,c}" has the
distribution of the infinite word L = (lo,l1,l2,...). Note also that for all k € N, one has Wy = zr1
and W, has no prefix whose product is xy.

Now, we consider a filtration (Fy)g>o such that z; and wg_1 are Fp-measurable for all k¥ > 1, the
distribution of x4 knowing Fj, is p(xy, ) and the distribution of @y knowing F and &y41 1S Vs 0y, -
Now the fact that a time t is pivotal or not is decided as soon as wg ® - -+ ® Wi_1 has length at least
t. In particular the event (¢ is a pivotal time) is Fi-measurable. However, given (C,,)nen the cylinder
filtration associated to the random sequence (1, )nen, the event (¢ is a pivotal time) is never C,,-measurable
whatever the choice of n,t € N.

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

(19) Jdo >0, Ve >0, 3C,8>0, Vn e N,P(||gn| — no| = en) < Cexp(—Fn).
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Proof. Let (lo,l1,1l2,...) = Wo @ w1 Qw2 ® -+ be as above. We associate to every integer n € N a pair
of indices k e N, r € {0, ..., |wg| — 1} such that n = |wg| + - - - + |Wk—_1| + r. This means that [,,_; is the
r-th letter of @y, and then by triangular inequality, we have k — r < |g,| < k + r because k = |21 - - - x|
and r = |l—p - lp—1]-

Then note that the lengths (W |)x>1 are independent, identically distributed random variables that
are independent of |wWy|. Moreover, they all have a finite exponential moment by (I8). By Lemma [AT]
r also has an exponential moment which is uniformly bounded in n.

Let 0 := =+~ = 1 and let ¢ > 0. Then by the classical large deviations inequalities (see Lemma
E(d1]) 3

and Lemma [AT0] (@), we have: P(|k — no| = ne/2) < Cexp(—3'n) for some C, 8’ > 0 and for all n.
Now note that ||gn| — no| < |k — no| + r so we have (I9) by Lemma [A10 (). O

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 Gouézel 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 Gouézel’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 Gouézel
for the mapping class group of an hyperbolic surface. In [CFET22|, 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

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 dl Theorem EJl we state an abstract version of the construction of
the pivoting extraction using the pivoting technique as in [Gou22 section 2] and prove Theorem [0
as a corollary of that statement. Then in Section [Bl we give complete proofs of Theorems [LL6], [[L7] and
[E.13 using the pivoting technique and Theorem Section [Alis 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 T' := End(F) 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 FE a K-vector space, we will identify E with Hom(K, E). 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 [Canl, 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 ||z A y|| =
Hh(z]yl\\l\\) I \‘\‘h(y)H )
[y

Definition 2.1 (Singular gap). Let E, F' be Euclidean vector spaces and h € Hom(E, F)\{0}. We define
the first (logarithmic) singular gap, or squeeze coefficient of h as:

sqz(h) = log <|h|}j\|h|> e [0, +o0].

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

by:

“ e B0, ale) b = [t = mip el

mingex | — yal|y|. Therefore, given h € Hom(E, F), we have ||h A h| = max, , mingex
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Lemma 2.3 (Lipschitz property for the norm cocycle). Let E and F be Euclidean spaces and let f €
Hom(E, F)\{0}. Let z,y € E\{0}, we have:

[fz] £yl )
HIE R .-

Proof. Let f € Hom(E, F) and let x,y € FE be unit d.e., |f|| = |z| = |ly| = 1. We show that |fz| <
[ fyl + d([z],[y]) and conclude by homogeneity and by symmetry. Let ¢ € K be such that ||z — yc| =
mingek ||« — ya|. Then by Definition [2:2] we have d([z], [y]) = ||= — yc|. Moreover |¢| < 1 by property of
the orthogonal projection. By triangular inequality and by definition of the norm, we have:

| fx| < | fyel + £ (@ —yo)l < [fyllel + [ fllz = yel < [yl + d([z], [y])- O

We remind that given g and h two matrices such that the product gh is well defined and given
0 < e < 1, we write gA°h when ||gh|| = €|g]|||h]|. We also remind that given h € Hom(E, F), we write
h* € Hom(F*, E*) for the map f — fh, we call it the transpose of h.

(21)

Definition 2.4. Let E,F be Euclidean spaces and h € Hom(E, F)\{0}. Let 0 < ¢ < 1. We define
Ve(h) := {x € E;|hx| = ¢||h|||z]|} and U=(h) := h(VE(h)) and WE(h) := Us(h*).

Note that the families (V(h))o_.<;» (US(h))goo<; and (W(h))o.<,, are decreasing for the inclusion
order.

Note also that for h an endomorphism of rank one, and for all 0 < € < 1, the cone U¢(h) 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 U¢(h) will have a
small diameter in the following sense.

Lemma 2.5. Let E, F be Euclidean spaces, let h € Hom(E, F)\{0} and let 0 <& < 1. Let u € U'(h)\{0}
and let v’ € U¢(h)\{0}. Then we have:

(22) Al ) < 20,

Proof. Let v € V1(h) and let v’ € V¢(h) be such that u = hv and u' = hv' Then we have u A v/ =
A h(v A V') so:

Jun| <[ AR o a v
Now saying that v € V1(h) and v’ € V(h), means that |ul| = |h]|v] and |u’| = €|h]]v’|. Hence:
lulll’| = elR?olv"]-
Then by taking the quotient, we have:

funa) _ A ooy [AH]

lullw] = elnl? ollvl = eln]?

By definition, the term on the left is d([u], [u]) and the term on the right is M. O

Lemma tells us that the projective image of U®(h) has diameter at most € as long as sqz(h) >
2| log(e)| + log(2). With the toy model analogy, the condition sqz(h) > 2|log(e)| + log(2) 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 < e < 1.
We have gA®h if and only if h*A®g*. Moreover sqz(h*) = sqz(h).

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:

|f

max .
rer¥\(oy [ flllv]
veE\{0}

VE, VF, Vh € Hom(E, F), || =

The second fact is that (gh)* = h*g*. It implies that for all non trivial g, h, we have % = %.

The third fact is that h* A h* = (h A h)*. Tt implies that sqz(h*) = sqz(h). O



10 AXEL PENEAU

Lemma 2.7. Let g and h be non-zero matrices such that the product gh is well defined and let 0 < e < 1.

If there exist u € UY(h)\{0} and w € W1(g)\{0} such that Hmf‘ [ =€, then gASh. If gA®h, then there
eist u e US(W)\{0} and w e We(g)\{0} such that L% > ¢ and \l‘]HHJH > e and HL‘UHmH >e€.

Tl =
Proof. Let ue U*(h)\{0} and w e W(g)\{0}. Assume that Lol > c. Let f € V1(g*) and let v e V(h)
be such that w = fg and u = hv. We have \\J“fﬂ\l\l’?‘ i > ¢, therefore W > €, S0 HL‘JHH’!H > ¢, which
means that gA®h. This proves the first implication of Lemma
Now assume that gAh. Let f € E*\{0} and let v € E\{0} be such that |fghv| = ||f||llgh[l]|v]. Then

Lfahvl > ¢ Let u := hv and let w := fg. Then we have:

17 Mgl
e Afotol _ fwul |fg] Mhol __Ifgul o] _ lfgll _ Jwhol
1A WglAtlol— Tl 17Tl MRITol 1S Mgl Wllel — 1 Tlgl oAl
: [wul loul Ifgul [whl] [whol
All factors are in [0,1] so ;> € and iy > qygnay > € 20d [Ty > Al > & Moreover
HDL]‘T‘THH > e sov € VE(h) and therefore u € U¢(h). We also have H%HEH > e so w e We(g). This proves the
second implication of Lemma [2.7] O

Lemma 2.8. Let g and h be non-zero matrices such that the product gh is well defined and let 0 < e < 1.
Assume that gA®h. Then one has:

(23) sqz(gh) = sqz(g) + sqz(h) — 2[log(e)|.

Moreover, for every non-zero vectors u € U'(g)\{0}, and v’ € U'(gh)\{0}, we have:

1
(24) d([ul, [w]) < Z exp(—saz(g)).
Proof. Note that the norm of the A product is sub-multiplicative because it is a norm so:
(25) lgh A gh| < llg ~ gll[h A R].

So if we do 2log (I7)) — log 23] we find (23).
Now to prove (24)), we only need to show that U'(gh) = U¢(g) and use 22) from Lemma[25l Indeed,

consider v € V1(gh), then one has |ghv| = €|gl|h||v] = €] g||hv| which means that hv € V#(g), therefore
ghv € U%(g) and we can apply Lemma 25 O

Lemma 2.9. Let f, g and h be non-zero matrices such that the product fgh is well defined and let
0 <e < 1. Assume that fA°gAh and that sqz(g) = 2|log(e)| + 21og(2). Then sqz(fgh) = sqz(g) —

4|1og(e)| — 2log(2).

Proof. Let u € U%(g)\{0}, let u' € U'(gh)\{0} and let u” € Ul( )\{0} be non-trivial vectors. By Lemma
25, we have d([u], [u"]) < §. By Lemma 2.8, we have d([u"], [«/]) < £. So by triangular inequality, we
have d([u], []) < §
Let v € VI(f g)\{o} We have | fgv| = [fgllv] = ] fl]gllv]. Hence v e V=(g)\{0} therefore gv €
U¢(9)\{0}. Let v' € V1(gh)\{0}. Assume that u = gv and that v’ = ghv’. Then by Lemma 2.3 we have

b > Ul — d([ul, [w]) > 5. Therefore, we have | fghv'| > | fllghllv'|5 so [fghl] = 5]f]lghl-

Moreover, we have gA®h, therefore | fgh| > %Hf“ lgllln]l. Now using the formula sqz(y) = log (HM"ZVH)’

we get:
sqz(fgh) = sqz(f) + sqz(g) + sqz(h) — 4] log(e)| — 2log(2). O

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 < ¢ < 1. Assume that sqz(g) > 2|log(e)| + 3log(2) and that fASgAsh. Then
fAzgh.

Proof. Let u € U'(gh)\{0}, let v € U?(g)\{0} and let u” € U'(g)\{0}. By Lemma 25 we have
d([u'], [u"]) < § and by Lemma 8 we have d([u],[u"]) < §. Then by triangular inequality, we
have d([u], [«']) <
v

Now let v € )\{0} Then we have | fgv| = ||f||glllv]e so gv € U%(¢g)\{0} and by the above

[u],[gv]) < §. Then by Lemma 23] we have % > % — 5. Moreover

1£1lgvll < I£gllol < [ £gvl/e, therefore s > 5 and u e U'(gh) hence fA%gh. O

/\QQ

argument, we have d
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Remark 2.11 (The ultra-metric case is easier). Let 0 < & < 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 fA°gA=h, and that sqz(g) > 2|log(e)|, then fA®gh. Therefore, in the ultra-metric case, we get rid
of all the +klog(2) constants.

Lemma 2.12 (Contraction property for aligned chains). Let E be a Fuclidean vector space, let 0 < e < 1
letn e N. Let gg, ..., gn be non-zero matrices such that the product go - - - gp, is well defined. Assume that
for all ke {0,...,n — 1}, we have sqz(gr) = 2|log(e)| + 3log(2) and grA°gr11. Then one has:

(26) lgo-+9a1 = (5) T lasl
=0

(27) saz(go -+~ gn) = Y sqz(g;) — 2n(|log(e)| + log(2)).
=0

Moreover, for every non-zero vectors u € U'(go)\{0}, and u' € U (go - - - gn)\{0}, we have:

(25) ([, 1)) < 2 expl(—sa(go).

Proof. The lemma is trivial when n = 0. Assume n > 1. We claim that for all 0 < k < n, we have
GrAEgrit - gn. For k = n — 1, we assumed ¢,_1A%g, s0 gn_1AZg,. Let 0 < k < n and assume
that gxAZgpi1---gn. Then by Lemma with f = gx_1, g := gr and h := gg41 - gn, We have
gr_1A3 gy, - - - g,,. Hence, we have goA3 gy --- g, so by 24) in Lemma 28, we have (28).

For all 0 < k < n, we have gk - gn| = £|gk||gk+1- - gn| by definition of A2. Then by induction on

n—~k
K, we have g+ gall > (5)" " lgullgual - Ign, for k = 0, we have (@)
Now by (), we have sa(gk - gn) > 502(gk) +502(ghs1 - gn) —2(| log()| +log(2)) for all 0 < & < n.
Then by induction, we have sqz(gx - - - gn) = Z?:k sqz(g;) — 2(n —k)(|log(e)| +log(2)) for all 0 < k < n,
therefore we have ([27)). O

Lemma 2.13 (Alignment of partial products). Let go,. .., gn be non-zero matrices such that the product
9o+ gn is well defined. Let 0 < & < 1. Assume that for every k € {1,...,n — 1} we have sqz(g;) =
2|1log(e)|+41og(2). Assume also that goA®g1A® ---A%g, i.e., for allk € {0,...,n—1}, we have grA®gr1.
Then for all k € {1,...,n}, we have (go--- gr—1)A2(gr -+ - Gn)-

Proof. Let ke {2,...,n—1}. Let ue U (g - gn)\{0}, let u’ € U (gx)\{0}, let w e W(go---gr_1)\{0}
and let w' € W¢(gx—1)\{0}. By Lemma applied to the sequence gy, ..., gn, and by Lemma
applied to gx and by triangular inequality, we have d([u], [v']) < § + 15 < . By Lemma T2 applied to
the sequence g;_,,...,gq and by the above argument, we have d([w], [w']) < §.

Now since g—1A°gy and by Lemma 2.7 there exist w’ € W¢(gx—1)\{0} and «’ € U¢(gx)\{0} such that

m > e. Assume that m > e. Then by Lemma [2.3], we have m > 2 and by duality, we
have % > £, hence (90 gr_1)AZ (g -~ gn)- O

Corollary 2.14. Let 0 < e < 1, let E be a Euclidean space and let (Vn)nen be a sequence in End(E).
Assume that for all n € N, one has A yn41 and sqz(yn+1) = 2|log(e)| + 31og(2). Then there is a limit
line I° € P(E) such that:

(29) VneN, Yu, € Ul (0 ym-1)\{0}, d([un],1”) < gexp(*SqZ(% Yn—1))-

Proof. Let m < n be integers and let u,, € U (70 - - vn—1)\{0} and w,, € U (70 - - Ym—1)\{0}. By Lemma
213, we have (Yo ¥n_1)AZ (Y0 - Ym_1), then by Lemma 28 we have:

(30) A([unl. [um]) < = exp(-sa0+3n-1).

By Lemma [Z12] we have sqz(y1 -+ yn—1) = (n — 1) log(2) + 2|log(e)| + 3log(2) and by Lemma [Z8 we
have sqz(71 - - - Yn—1) = nlog(2). So for any sequence (uy)nen € [ 175 (U (70 - - Yn—1)\{0}), the sequence
([un]) is a Cauchy sequence in P(E), therefore it has a limit. Moreover, the diameter of PU (g - - - y5,—1)
goes to 0 by the above argument so the limit {* does not depend on the choice of the u,’s.

Now we take the limit of ([B0) for m — +00 and we get ([29). O

Lemma 2.15. Let 0 < e < 1 and let n € N. Let h and go,...,gn be matrices such that the product
hgo - - gn is well defined. Assume that for all i € {0,...,n}, we have sqz(g;) = 2|log(e)| + 4log(2).
Assume also that we have hA®gy and that g;A2 g; 1 for alli e {0,...,n—1}. Then we have hAz (go - - gn).
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Proof. By Lemma @17, we have sqz(go - - - gn) = sqz(go) + Z?Zl(sqz(gj) —2|log(e)| — 21og(2))

saz(go). Let u € U'(go)\{0} and let u' € U'(go - - - g»)\{0}. By @8)) in Lemma T2 we have d([u], [«'])

2. Let v € VE(h) n U%(go)\{0}, which is not empty by Lemma 27 Then by Lemma 5, we have

d([v], [u]) < &. Hence d([v'],[v]) < 32 so by Lemma 23, we have % > L& > £, Hence, we have

hA%(go -+ gn)- .

=
<

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

Lemma 2.16. Let 0 <e <1 and let n € Ny. Let v_1,%,71, - --,Y2n be non-zero matrices and assume
that the product y_1 -+ o, is well defined. Assume that for all i € {0,1,3,5,...,2n — 1}, we have
sqz(y:) = 4|log(e)| + Tlog(2) and that for all 0 <4 < n, we have:

(31) (Y0 - - - Y2i) A Y25 1A Y2442
and that y_1A%yy. Then v_1A% (Y0 -+ Yan).

Proof. Let i € {0,...,n}. By Lemma [ZI0 applied to f = o -Y2i, § = Y2i+1 and h = 72,12, we have
(Y0 - - Y2i ) A% (Y254172i42) and by ([23) in Lemma 28 we have sqz(vgingiw) > 2|log(e)| + 7log(2). We
moreover claim that for all ¢ € {1,...,n — 1}, we have (y2;—172:)A1(Y2i4172i+2). Let i € {2,...,n —
1}, let w € Wl(’YQi,l’YQi)\{O} and let w' € W%(’}/O o ’}/21)\{0} and let w” € Wl(’)/o" ’}/21)\{0} We

have sqz(v2i4172i+2) = 2|log(e)| + Tlog(2) so by Lemma L3 we have d([w'], [w"]) < g. Moreover,

Yo - Y2im2 A% (v2i—172:) so by Z8, we have d([w], [w”]) < &. Then by triangular inequality, we have
d([w], [w']) < § so by Lemma 23, we have:

|wy2is172i42] < [w'v2i 41721 12| €

lw][v2i+172i42] - |w![|[|v2i+1v2i+2] 4

Moreover, we have (7o - - - 72:)A% (y2i1172i12) S0 there exists a linear form w’ € W2 (g - - - ¥2;)\{0} such

LV, . . . . .
that Lwrzeeivzieal 5 e Fopce we have Le2zetziezl 5 e which proves the claim.
[wllv2i+1v2i+2] 2 lwllv2i+1v2i+2] 4

Now we have YA (y172)AT -+ AT (y2i_n7y2n). Let ue UN(yo---v2,)\{0} and let u’ € U%(y9)\{0} and
let u” € Ul(y0)\{0}. By Lemma 212 applied to go = 70 and g; = v2;_172; for all i € {1,...,n} and

¢’ = %, we have d([u], [u"]) < §5. Moreover, by Lemma [Z5] we have d([u’], [u"]) < 15—238. Then by
triangular inequality, we have d([u], [u]) < 5. Now we may assume that % > ¢ because v_1A%v.
Then by Lemma 2.3 we have Hlﬁ\l\m\ > €50 7 1A% (Y0 Yan). O

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 prox(g) > 0. We write
E™*(g) for the eigenspace associated to the maximal eigenvalue of g, it is a line because prox(g) > 0.
A basic fact is that g(E*(g)) = E*(g) and there is a g-stable supplementary E~(g) i.e., such that
9(E=(9)) © E~(g) and E = E*(g9) ® E~ (9).

Lemma 2.17. Let E be a Fuclidean space and let 0 < € < 1. Let g be an endomorphism such that
sqz(g) = 2|log(e)| + 41og(2) and gA®g. Then g is proximal and we have the following:

(32) pr(9) > S|h|
(33) prox(g) = sqz(g) — 2|log(e)| — 21og(2)
(34) Yu e U'(g), d([ul, B¥(9)) < = exp(~sar(9))

Proof. Consider (gx)r=0 to be the sequence of copies of g. First, we apply Lemma [Z13] and we get that
sqz(g™) = n(sqz(g) — 2|log(e)| — 2log(2)), then going to the limit n — 400, we get that lim inf %ngn) >
sqz(g) — 2| log(e)| — 21og(2). Moreover, we know that this inferior limit is in fact an honest limit and it
is prox(g), which proves ([B3). The proof of ([32)) goes the same but using (28). Note that (B3] implies
that prox(g) > 0 so E*(g) is a line.

To get ([B4), we apply Corollary T4l We get a line [* such that for any u,, € U'(g™)\{0}, we have
[un] — I®°. Moreover, we have d([u],I®) < M. Now we only need to show that [* = E*(g).
Let e € E*(g). Then we have |ge| = pi(g)]e| so by @), e € V3(g). Moreover, e is an eigenvector
associated to a simple eigenvalue so e € Kge and as a consequence e € U3 (g). Now this reasoning holds
for all positive power of g so we have e € U2 (g"). Moreover, sqz(g") — -+ by(33) so by Lemma 2.5
the projective diameter of U3 (g™) goes to zero so [u,] — [e], so [*° = [e]. O
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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[l.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 T i.e., an ArQAr measurable
subset of I' x I'. We say that A is finitely described if there exist an integer M € Nx1 and two families
of measurable subsets (L;)1<i<m € AM and (R; )1<3<M € .AlM such that:

= |_|Li = |_| R;
i=1 j=1

and a subset A < {1,..., M}? such that:

Lemma 2.19 (Discrete descriptions of alignment relations). Let E be an Euclidean vector space and
0 < e1 < ey < 1. There exists a discrete binary relation A on End(E) that satisfies the inclusions
A2 ¢ A c A® d.e., for any given g,h € End(FE), we have gA®2h = gAh = gA®*h.

Proof. Let e := 2255 Let N := |1|. Let k€ Noand let (u1,...ux) < E\{0} be such that:
Vv e E\{0}, Jie{1,....k}, d([v], [w]) <e.
Such a family exists because P(E) is compact. Now let (w1, ... wy) < E*\{0} be such that:
Vfe E*\{0}, Jie{l,....k}, d([f], [w:]) <e.

Such a family exists because E* is isometric to E. Now let h € End(E)\{0} and let n € {1,..., N}, we
define:

(35) dn(h) :={ie{l,....k}|w; e W™ (h)} and ¢,(h):={ie{l,... .k} |u, e U™ (h)}.
Now let:

A= {(g,h) e End(E)\{0} |In1,n2 € {1,...,N},3i € dn, (), 35 € tny (h), %mnﬁ > 51}
Wy ||| U
u ((End(E)\{0}) x {0}) u ({0} x (End(E)\{0})) b ({0} x {0}).
First we claim that A ¢ A®t. Let gAh. If g = 0 or h = 0, then we have gA®!h trivially. Assume that g # 0
and h # 0. Let ny,ne € {1,..., N}, let i € ¢, (g) and let j € ¥, (h) be such that il nae? > e,

llws [ ews |
Let f € V™#(g*) be such that fg = w; and let v € V™2¢(h) be such that hv = u;. Such f,v exist because

w; € W™e(g) and u; € U™(h), moreover, they are not trivial. Then, we have H]‘f;ﬂﬂﬂ}“ =

Hﬂ”HHs‘J‘H nie and H‘}LHHﬂH > noe. Hence, we have m €1 50 |gh| = e1l|g[| R, which proves the

claim.
Now we claim that A2 c A. Let gA®2h. Assume that g # 0 and h # 0. Let f € E*\{0} and v € E\{0}

be such that |fghv| = || |ghlv] > cal fllgllrlle]- let m = | H| and let g := | plitho | Then

and

iugl
Twill Ty

I£lgle
we have nje > H%H\JH — ¢ and nge = % —e. Let 4,5 € {1,...,k} be such that d([w;],[fg]) < € and
d([u;], [hv]) < e. Then by Lemma 23, we have HEH Hul = HJL];H HhJJH 2e. Hence:

|wiu] 2 < | fghv| > ( If9ll > < ||| >
—————NN9E” = | ————— — 2¢ —€ —€
lwi [ | Ifglllhv] 119l I lvl

Moreover all three factors are in [0, 1] so if we develop, we get:

|wiw,| ( |fghvl ) ( Ifgl ) ( || )
77117126 = —€ —e| —2¢
w1y Lfgllrol /X f gl IR [v]

S ( |fghv] ) ( |£9l ) ( [ )—45
[£gllpoll ) XUl ) N Rl ]

|fghvl
11 gll2] o]

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 (¢1(g),...,¢n(g)) and (1 (h),...,¥n(h)), which take only
finitely many values. O

—4e > g9 —4de = €.
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Note that the same proof may be used to construct discrete alignment relations on Hom(E, F') x
Hom(H, E) 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 I' an abstract measur-
able semi-group 1.e., a second countable measurable space endowed with an associative and measurable
composition map - : I' x I' > I'. We will assume that I" has an identity element that we denote by 1r.
The measurable semi-group I' can be (N, +), End(E) 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[.4l We write T for the semi-group of words with
letters in I" i.e., the set of all tuples | |,y I, (where I'" is identified with T{%-!=1} and endowed with
the product o-algebra for all [ € N) that we endow with the concatenation product

o: I'xI' — T
((705' .. afykfl)?(Vé?" '5’}/[/71)) € Fk X Fl i (705' '-7/7]6715767" '77[,71) € FkJrl'

We also define the length functor:

~

LZ F—>N, (’70,...,’}/k_1)'—>k,
and the product functor:
I: T —T5 (Yo, Wk-1) ¥ 0 Va1

Given (9 )nen € f‘N, we write @:ioo An € I'N for the left to right concatenation of all the 4,’s and we
write (O : N — N, (An) — @:ioo An. In other words, for all n € N and all 0 < k& < L(%,), and for
m:=L({ O - ©Fn-1) + k, the m-th element, i.e., the projection on the m-indexed coordinate, of the
sequence @:fo n is the k-th letter of 4, i.e., the projection on the k-indexed coordinate. Note that all
the above defined maps ®, L, II and @OO are measurable.

Definition 3.1 (Grouping of factors). Let I' be a semi-group. Let v := (Y )neny € I'N and let w :=
(Wn)nen € NN be non-random sequences. For all n € N, define w,, := wg + --- + wp_1. We denote by
3w e TN the sequence of w-groups of v which we define by:

VneN, 37 = (Yo, +k)o<k<wn = (V@ns- - Vdpi1—1)-

We denote by v the sequence of w-products of v defined as ¥ :=oF¥ e TN j.e., 7% = g, -- Via1—1
for all n e N.

We denote by 5 € TN the left to right product associated to vy, defined as ¥, := Yo+ Yn—1 for alln e N
and we denote by ¥ € TN the left to-right product associated to v defined as §% 1= A& ---yY_ | = Y,
for all n e N.

Let (gn) € I bea sequence which is not stationary to the trivial word, note that the map (@OO, L®N),
that sends (g,,) to the pair (@:fo Jn, (L(gn))neN) e TN x NN_ is one-to-one. Indeed, to get back to the

sequence §, write v := @:fo Jn and wy, := (L(Gn))nen, then g = F*. Given [i a probability distribution
on IV, we will write (%) ~ fi to introduce a random sequence (7,) € I'V and a random sequence
(wy) € N, defined on the same probability space and such that (%) ~ fi.

Given 77 and K two probability measures on f, we write 7 © & := O«(7 ® k) for the convolution of
7 and & i.e., the push-forward by © of the product measure 7 ® £. Then n ® K is the distribution of
the concatenation of two independent random words of respective distribution 7 and &. Given (7, )nen

a sequence of probability measures, we write @:fo 7, for the push forward of @f (@:fo ﬁn). Given
7 a probability measure on f‘, we write 7OV for @:fo 7.
Definition 3.2 (Extraction). Let I' be a semi-group, let i be a probability measure on TN and let fi be a

probability measure on N, We say that @i is an extraction of p if p = @io [ and if there exist constants
C, 3 > 0 such that for (gn)neny ~ [i and for all n € N, we have almost surely:

E (eXp(ﬁL(gn)) | (gk)k<n) <C.



PIVOTING TECHNIQUE FOR PRODUCTS OF RANDOM MATRICES 15

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 rk(h) the rank of h i.e., the dimension of the image of h. We say that a
probability measure v is supported on a set S if v(S) = 1, it is weaker than saying that S is the support
of v because we do not assume that S is closed nor minimal. Note that given F a vector space a measure
v may be supported on GL(E)

Definition 3.3 (Rank of a distribution). Let E be a vector space and let v be a step distribution on
End(E). We define the eventual rank of v as the largest integer rk(v) such that:

(36) Vn =0, v*" {y € End(F) | rk(v) < rk(v)} = 0.

Lemma 3.4 (Eventual rank of a distribution). Let E be a Euclidean space and let T := End(FE). Let v
be a probability measure on T'. There is a probability measure & on I such that &®N is an extraction of
vON and T14& is supported on the set of endomorphisms of rank rk(v).

Proof. Given a non-random sequence v = (Y, )nen, the sequence (rk(7,,))nen s a non-increasing sequence
of non-negative integers so it is stationary. Write ., for the limit of (rk(%,,))nen. Then there is an integer
n’ = 1 such that rk(%,) = ry for all n > n/. Write n, for the minimal such n’. Note that v — 7, and
¥ — n., are measurable maps.

Now let (v )nen ~ v®N be a random sequence. We define % to be the distribution of (Y0, - - - ,wnw_l).
Note that n, is a stopping time for (7, )nen so the conditional distribution of (7, 4n. )nen relatively to
(Y05 -y Yny—1) 18 v®N. Hence, we have & ©® v® = 1®N, so i © v® = 1N for all k € N and by
construction # is non-trivial so KON = v®N. Therefore, the measure Z®N is an extraction of v®Y,

Moreover I14 % is the distribution of n., which has rank ., and Lk is the distribution of n.,. Therefore,
we only need to show that 7, is almost surely constant and that n. has finite exponential moment.

Let 79 be the essential lower bound of r, i.e., the largest integer such that P(ry > 7r9) = 1. Let
no € N be such that P(rk(¥,,,) = ro) > 0 and write a := P(rk(¥,,) = ro). We claim that such an
integer ng exists. Indeed, by minimality, we have P(r, > 1) < 1 so P(ry, = r9) > 0, which means that
P(rk(¥,,) = ro) > 0. Let ng to be such that P(ny < no nry =ro) > 0. Such an ng exists, otherwise ng
would be almost surely infinite, which is absurd.

Now since the sequence (7v,) is ii.d, we have P(rk(Yrny - Y(k+1)no—1) = 7o) > 0 for all k € N.
Moreover these events are independents so for all k € N, we have:

P(VE" <k, rk(Yrrmg - Yk +1)no—1) > 10) = (1 — a)k.
Now note that the rank of a product is bounded above by the rank on each of its factor so:
Vk e N, P(rk(F4,,) > r0) < (1 —a)F
vneN, P (rk(Fjua,) > 70) < (1—a) 7!

Now note that for all n € N, we have |=| > 7t — 1 and |;-|no < n so:
VneN, P(rk(¥,) > 7o) < (1—a)™0 .

Let C = X and 8 = %{3—&) > 0. Then we have P (rk(7,,) > 79) < Cexp(—08n) for all n € N and

B > 0. Note that for all n € N, we have P (rk(7,,) > r9) = P(r, > o) so P(r, > 79) = 0, which means

that 7o = r,. Hence P (rk(7,,) > ro) = P(n < n,) for all n € N, so P(n, > n) < Cexp(—pn), which

means that n, has finite exponential moment.

O
Definition 3.5 (Essential kernel). Let E be a Euclidean space of dimension d > 2 and let v be a
probability distribution on End(FE). We define the essential kernel of v as:
(37) ker(v) :={ve E|Ine N,v*"{h € End(E) | hv = 0} > 0}.
Lemma 3.6. Let E be a Fuclidean space of dimension d = 2 and let v be a probability distribution on

End(FE). There is a probability distribution k on End(E) which is supported on the set of rank rk(v)
endomorphisms and such that:

(38) ker(v) = ker(k) = {ve E|k{h € End(E) | hv = 0} > 0}
(39) Voe B, lim v*"{h|hv=0}=supv**{h|hv=0}=r{h|hv=0}
n——+ao neN
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Moreover, there exists a constant o < 1 such that:

(40) Vv € E, supv*™{h € End(F) | hv = 0} € [0, ] U {1}.

neN

Moreover, the set:

(41) ker(v) := {v eE

sup v*"{h € End(E) | hv = 0} = 1}

neN

is a subspace of E which is v-almost surely invariant.
Proof. Let (v,) ~ v®Y. We define the random integer:
ng :=min{n € N|rk(y,-1---7) =rk(v)}.
Let g := vn,—1 -0 and let k be the distribution of g. Then by Lemma [34] applied to the transpose of
v, the random integer ng has finite exponential moment. Now let v € E, and let n € N, one has:
(42) v*™"{h € End(E) | hv = 0} = P(yp—1 - yov = 0) < P(gv = 0)
Indeed if n < ng and v,—1 -7 = 0, then gv = 0 and if n = ng then rk(v,—1---v) = rk(g) therefore
ker(Ypn—1-+*Yny) Nim(g) = {0}. S0 Yp—1--+70 = 0 = gv = 0. The inequality ([@2) is true for all n, this
implies that:
(43) ker(v) € {ve E|x{h e End(F)|hv =0} > 0}.
Now let v be such that P(gv = 0) > 0, then for all n € N, we have:
P(yp—1---7ov = 0) = P(gv = 0) — P(no > n).

Moreover P(ng > n) — 0, so we have (39) by (#2) and [@3). Therefore, there exists an integer n € N
such that P(y,_1---yov = 0) > 0. This proves [B8]) by double inclusion.

Let us prove {0). Let V be the largest subspace of F such that g(V) = {0} almost surely. Let
(44) a:= sup v*"{heEnd(E)|hv =0}

neN,ve E\V

Assume by contradiction that & = 1. Let (v,,) be a non-random sequence in E\V such that P(gv, =
0) = 1 —2"". Then we have Z:fO]P’(gvn #0) < +0o0. Therefore, by Borel-Cantelli’s Lemma, the
set {n € N|gv, # 0} is almost surely finite. Let V' := (), . {(vn)n=m). Then since E is finite
dimensional, there is an integer m € N such that v, € V' for all n = m. Moreover g(V') = {0} almost
surely, so V/ < V| which is absurd. This proves ({@Q) by contradiction.

Let us prove {I). Assume by contradiction that P(yo(V) = V) # 1. Let v € V be such that
P(yov ¢ V) > 0. Then for all n € N, we have:

P(yn =700 # 0) =2 P(yov ¢ V)P(yn 11700 # 0 y0v ¢ V) = P(yov ¢ V)(1 — a) > 0,
which is absurd because P(v,, - - - yov # 0) — 0. O

Proposition 3.7. Let v be a probability distribution on End(E). The set ker(v) is a countable union of
subspaces of E that each have dimension at most dim(E) — rk(v).

Proof. Let d' := dim(E) —rk(v). For all k € {0,...,dim(E)}, we denote by Gry(FE) the set of subspaces
of E of dimension k. Let s be as in Lemma First we show that ker(v) is included in a countable
union of subspaces of dimension exactly d’. Given n € N and a > 0, we define:

K,:={re E|xk{heEnd(E)|hx =0} > a}
Note that we have:

@(V) = U K2—m,
meN
so we only need to show that K, is included in a countable union of subspaces for all m € N. Let

m € N, we claim that Ky-m is included in a union of at most (d,Qm) subspaces of E of dimension d’. Let

g ~ K, write a := 27™ and assume that K, # {0}. !
Let N be an integer and let (z1,...,zx5) € K,. Assume that for all 1 < i3 < -+ < 4 < N with
k < d'+1, the space {z;,, ..., z;, » has dimension exactly k. In this case, we say that the family (z;)1<i<n
is in general position up to d’. We claim that in this case:
d/
(45) N < -
To all index ¢ € {1,..., N}, we associate a random integer variable a; := 1 44,0 € {0, 1} i.e., such that

a; = 1 when g(z;) = 0 and a; = 0 otherwise. Note that ker(g) has dimension at most d’ almost surely.
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As a consequence, for all <i; < -+ <igy1 < N, we have dim{x;; )1<j<a+1 > dim(ker(g)) almost surely.
Hence P (<x1]> c ker(g)) = 0 so gr;; # 0 for at least one index j. This means that, with probability 1,
the random set of indices {1 < i < N | gx; = 0} does not admit any subset of size d’ + 1 so it has cardinal
at most d’. In other words, sz\il a; < d' almost surely. Now, note that by definition of K., we have
E(a;) = P(gz; = 0) = a for all i € {1,...,N}. Hence Na < 3.~ | E(a;) < d’, which proves (@5).

Now we want to construct a family (z1,...,2n5) € K, that is in general position up to d’ and such
that:
(46) Ko < U @insi<a

I<i < <igy <N

We do it by induction. Since we assumed that K, # {0}, there is a non-zero vector x; € K,. Now let
j € N31. Assume that we have constructed a sequence (z1,...,x;) € K, that is in general position up
to d’. If we have:

K, < U @<

1<y < <i g <j

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

$j+1EKa\ U <£Ci1,...,l'id,>
1<y < <i g <j
Then we have constructed a family (x1,...,z,41) € K, that is in general position up to d’. This process

terminates after at most [%J steps by ([@H)). Then we conclude by noting that for all N € N; the set of

multi-indices {1 <4y < -+ < iy < N} has cardinality (2{)
d’z/m)
,11 Vm,n

J

Now for all m we choose a family <V1m, cen (’j},w)> € Grd/(E)( @) such that Ky-m < U](:
d’

ker(v) c U 71
meN,jeN,
1<j<(¥2™)

and we have:

This proves that ker(v) is included in a countable union of subspaces of dimension exactly d'.

Now we will show that ker(v) is in fact equal to a countable union of subspaces. Let g ~ k and
let K := ker(v). Let (Vi)ren € Gra(E)Y be such that K < |JVi. We will construct a family
(Vkoyook;)  o<j<ar,  such that (Vi )keen = (Vi)ken, and such that for all j € {1,...,d’}, we have:

(ko,...,k;)eNIT1

(47) Ke  |J Vi
(ko,...,kj)ENj+1

and for all multi-index (ko,...,k;) € N/*1 we have Vio,ooik; © Vio,....k;—1» With equality if and only if
Vko,...,kj,l c K. Then we have:
(48) K = U Viosooskigr s 1 -

(ko,..- kg )EN +1

Indeed, for all (ko,...,ks) € Nié+1 we ecither have Vioyooiky € Koor Vg 2 Vi gy 2+ 2 Vi, k- In
the second case, we have dim(Vi,,.. x,) < dim(Vy,) —d’" so Vi, .. &, = {0}, which is a contradiction
because 0 € K by definition.
We do it by induction. Let 0 < ¢ < d’. Assume that we have constructed a family (ng,...,kj) 0<j<e, ,
(kv )N
such that for all j € {0,...,c}, we have:

(49) Kc | Vi,
(kos....k;)ENI

and such that for all j € {1,c} and all (ko,...,k;) € NNT1 we have Vio,oik; © Vio,...k;_1» With equality
if and only if Vi, .. x;_, © K.

Let (ko,...,ke) € N¢t!l bhe a multi-index such that Vir,..k. & K. Then we have almost surely
9(Vio....k.) # {0} so the restriction of h to Vi, .. k. has rank at least 1 almost surely. By the previous

argument, the set:
K 0 Vig,.ohe = {2 € Vag.. ke | P(hx = 0) > 0}
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is included in the union of a countable family of subspaces of V.. . that have dimension dim (V.. x.)—

1. For all multi-index (ko, ..., k.) € Net! such that Vier,...k. € K, we define (Vko,...,kc+1)k e to be

such a family. For every other multi-index (ko,...,k.) € N1 we define Viorokorr := Vio,...,k. for all
k. € N. O

Remark 3.8. Let v be a probability distribution over End(E) and () be a random sequence of distri-
bution v®N. Then for every x € E, the sequence P(y,x = 0) is non-decreasing and its limit is positive if
and only if x € ker(v).

3.3. Rank one boundary of a semi-group. Given a subset A of a topological space X, we denote
by clx(A) 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 v on a topological space X, we denote by supp y (v) or simply supp(v)
the smallest closed subset of X on which v is supported. Then supp(v) is characterized by the fact that
it is closed and for all open U = X, we have v(U) > 0 if and ounly if U n supp(v) # &.

We remind that given E a vector space and u € E\{0}, we denote by [u] the projective class of u and
we denote by P(F) the projective space of E. Given X < P(E), we will write "Let [u] € X" for "Let u
be a non-zero vector such that [u] € X".

Definition 3.9 (Rank one boundary). Let E be a Euclidean space and let T' < End(E) be a sub-semi-
group. Let T := clgnacp) (KT'). We denote by oI the rank-one boundary of T', defined as:

(50) T == {[y]lveT, rk(y) =1}

We define the left and right boundaries of I' as:
OuI' = {[hv] |[h] € OT, v € E\ker(h)} c P(E)
0wl :={[fh]|[h] € OT, f € E*\ker(h*)} c P(E™).

Definition 3.10 (Range and boundary of a distribution). Let E be a Fuclidean space and let v be a
probability measure on End(E). We denote by T, the range of v defined as the smallest closed sub-semi-
group of End(E) that has measure 1 for v. We define ov := 0T, and 0,v := 3,y and Oyv := 0Ly

Lemma 3.11 (Invariant subspaces and irreducibility). Let E be a Euclidean space. Let v be a probability
measure on End(E). Let S := supp(v). Let V < E be a proper non-trivial subspace. If SV <V then v
is mot irreducible.

Let N =1 and let V1,--- ,V,, € E be proper non-trivial subspaces. If vazl SV, c vazl V; then I is
not strongly irreducible.

Proof. Let T' = |J,,cn S = U,.en II(S™) be the semi-group generated by S. Note that for all n € N, one
has v**(T") = 1. Let V < E be a proper non-trivial subspace such that SV < V. The fact that V is a
proper subspace implies that there is a linear form f € E*\{0} such that V' < ker(f). The fact that V is
not trivial implies that there is a vector v € V\{0}. Let f and v be as above. We have I" - v < V| hence
fyv =0 for all v €T so v is not irreducible.

Let N > 1andlet Vi,--- | V,, € E be a family of proper non-trivial subspaces such that Ui\il SV, c
Uij\il V. Let f1,..., fn € E*\{0} be such that V; < ker(f;) for all i € {1,..., N}. Let v € V1\{0}. Then
one has I - v < |J V4, hence sz\il fiyv =0 for all v € T so v is not strongly irreducible. O

We call irreducible semi-group a semi-group I' © End(E) such that for all v € E\{0} and all f € E*\{0},
there is an element ~ € I' such that fyv # 0.

Lemma 3.12. Let FE be a Euclidean space and let T' < End(E) be an irreducible semi-group. Then we
have a factorization:

(51) ol = {[uw] | [u] € 8,T, [w] € 0, T'}.

Proof. Note that the space P(End(E)) is metrizable so the closure is characterized by sequences. Let
7 be a rank one endomorphism. Saying that [7] € 0" is equivalent to saying that there is a sequence
(yn) € (T\{0})" such that [y,] — [x]. Note also that the product map is continuous so I is a semi-group.
Therefore, for all [m], [m2] € JT', and for all v € " such that myms # 0, we have [myms] € oT.

Let v1 € 0,I" and let fy € 0,I. Let vy € E and fi € E* be such that [vyf1] € 0T and [vaf2] € OT. By
definition of the irreducibility, there is an element v € I' such that fiyvy # 0. Let v be such an element.
Then we have vy f1yva fa # 0 hence [vy f1yv2 f2] € OT. Moreover [vy fiyvafa] = [v1 f2] because fiyvs is a
scalar, therefore [vy f2] € JT. O
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Lemma 3.13 (Characterisation of proximality). Let E be a Euclidean space and let v be a probability
measure on End(E). Let (y,) ~ v®. Assume that v is irreducible and that vk(v) > 1. Then the
following assertions are equivalent:

(1) v is not proximal (in the sense of Definition [1.1]).
(2) There is a constant B such that sqz(7¥,,) < B almost surely and for all n € N.
(3) ov=g.

Proof. We assume (2]) and we claim that we have [B)). Note that sqz is a continuous map over End(E)\{0}
and it only depends on the projective class so for B as in (), we have sqz(h) < B for all h e T,\{0}. It
implies that there is no rank one endomorphism in I',,. Therefore dv = (.

Now we prove the converse by contraposition. Assume that (sqz(7¥,,))nen is not almost surely bounded.
It means that for all B, there is an integer n such that P(sqz(¥,) > B) > 0 or equivalently, there
is a matrix h € supp(v*") such that sqz(h) > B. Then there is a sequence (h;) € T such that
sqz(hr) — +o0. The space P(End(FE)) is compact so the sequence [hi] has a limit point. Let [7] be
such a limit point, then we have sqz(m) = + so 7 has rank one, hence [7] € ov.

We assume that v is proximal and show that (2) is false. The map prox is not continuous on
End(E)\{0} but it is on the set of proximal matrices. That means that given a matrix h such that
prox(h) > 0, there is a neighbourhood N of h such that prox(h’) > iprox(h) for all K’ € N. Let
n be an integer such that P(prox(7,) > 0) > 0, then there is a matrix h € supp(v*") such that
prox(h) > 0, it means that sqz(h™) > oo Moreover, for all m € N, we have h"™ € supp(v*™"),
hence P(sqz(7,,,,) = sqz(h™) — 1) > 0, which contradicts (2)).

Now we assume that dv # & and show that v is proximal. First we prove that there is [7] € dv
such that prox(m) = 400, which simply means that 72 # 0. Let [w] € d,v. Let [u] € d,v be such
that wu # 0. Such a u exists because T, is invariant by left multiplication by I',. Therefore the set
{0} u {u € E|[u] € dyv} is invariant by the action of T',, which is irreducible, hence it is not included in
ker(w) by Lemma [BIIl Then by Lemma 312} we have [uw] € dv and since wu # 0, we have (uw)? # 0.
Let N be an open neighbourhood of uw such that prox(h’) > 1 for all »’ € N. This neighbourhood
intersects I', so KA intersects supp(v*™) for some n, which means that v is proximal. (I

3.4. Construction of the Schottky measure. Remind that a measurable binary relation over a
measurable space I' is a subset A < I' x I that is measurable for the product o-algebra. Given g,h € T,
we write gAh to say that (g,h) € A. Given S,T < T', we write SAT to say that S x T' < A. Given n € N
and (go, - .-, gn) € I, we write goA ... Ag, to say that g;Ag;41 for allie {0,...,n —1}.

Definition 3.14. Let I' be a measurable space, let A be a measurable binary relation on T' and let
0<p<1. Let vg be a probability measure on I'. We say that vs is p-Schottky for A if:

Vhel,v{yeTl |hAy}=1—p and vs{yeT|~vAh}=1—-p

Remark 3.15. Let I' be a measurable space, let A < A’ be measurable binary relation on T' and let
0<p<yp <1. Let v be a probability measure on T that is p-Schottky for A. Then vy is also p’-Schottky
for A.

We recall that the alignment A® has been defined in Definition [L9l Given 0 < & < 1 and g, h two
matrices, we write gA®h when |gh| = €| g|/|h|-

Lemma 3.16. Let E be a Fuclidean space, let T' < End(FE) be a strongly irreducible semi-group and let
0 < p < 1. There exist an integer N € N, a constant ¢ > 0 and a family ([71],...,[7n]) € TV such
that:

Vh e End(E)\{0}, #{k|mcAh} > (1 — p)N and #{k | hA°m} > (1 — p)N.

Proof. Let d := dim(F). Let m € N. Assume that we have constructed a family ([u1], ..., [um]) € 0, I™
that is in general position in the sense that for all k¥ < d, and for all 1 < i; < --- < i < M, we have
dim (Cugyy - . -, gy, ) = k. Let:

U1 € {ue E[u] € 0,T}\ U Cwsisn
k<d-1,
1<iy <--<ir<m
Such a w41 exists because {u € E | [u] € 0,'} u{0} is I-invariant and it is not {0} by Lemma[3.13] Hence
{u € E[u] € 0,I'} can not be included in | J;, ... _; {wi;)1<j<k, which is a finite union of hyperplanes.
Then [um+1] € 0T and we can easily check that ([u1],...,[um+1]) is in general position.
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let M := [ ] Let ([u1],. .., [ua]) € 6.'™ be in general position. We can construct such a family

by induction using the above argument. Let ([wi],...,[war]) € 0, be in general position. By the
above argument applied to I'* := {v* |y € I'} < End(E*), which is also strongly irreducible, we can
construct such a family.

Let N := M?. Given i,j € {1,..., M}, we define mps;+; := wsw;. Then ([m],...,[rn]) € TN by

Lemma[3T2 Note also that given g, h € End(E), saying that gA®h is equivalent to saying that % >e

Let h € End(E)\{0}. Let I" := {i|u; € ker(h)}. Since the family ([u1], ..., [uas]) is in general position
and (u;Ye; < ker(h), he have #I < d — 1. Let J" := {j|w; € ker(h*)}. By the same argument, we have
#JM < d—1. Now let:

h h
P(h) = max min {mm [P min ;] }
LISl M), il Al g¢7 |lws A
#T<d—1,47<

By the previous argument, one has ¥ (h) > 0 for all h. Moreover the maps h — Hmm and H!‘m’!\\ are

continuous for all v € E\{0} and all f € E*\{0}. Hence ¢ is continuous. Moreover, ¢ is invariant by
scalar multiplication so there is a continuous map ¢ : P(End(E)) — (0, 1] such that ¢([h]) = ¢ (h) for
all h € End(E)\{0}. The projective space P(End(FE)) is compact so ¢(P(End(FE))) is compact. Let & be
its lower bound.

Now let h € End(E)\{0}. The set of indices {k|mtA®h} is {Mi+j|i,je {1,..., M}, wjA°h}, which
has cardinality at least M (M — d + 1). Indeed, since ¢¥(h) > ¢, a sufficient condition to have w;A%h is
for j not to be included in a set J that realises the maximum in the definition of t(h). Moreover we
have Mp>d—1so M(M —d+1) > (1 — p)N. By the same argument #{k | hA°m,} = (1—p)N. O

Corollary 3.17. Let E be a Fuclidean space, let v be a strongly irreducible and pro:z:z'mal probability
measure on End(E), let 0 < p < 1 and let K > 8. There exist an integer N, two constants o, e € (0,1),
a family (ng)1<k<n € NV and a family (S})1<k<n of measurable subsets of I' such that u*”k (S;) = o
for all 1 < k < N and such that:

(52) Vh e End(E), #{k|S,A*h} = (1 — p)N and #{k|hA%*S,} = (1 — p)N,

(53) Vie{l,...,N}, #{k|S.AS;} = (1 — p)N and #{k|S;A°S}} = (1 — p)N,
N

(54) Vh e U Sy, sqz(h) = K|log(e)| + K log(2).

Proof. Let N e N, let e > 0 and let ([m1],...,[7n]) € vV be such that:
Vh e End(E)\{0}, #{k|mxA%h} > (1 — p)N and #{k|hA%*m.} > (1 — p)N.
Such a family exists by Lemma BI6l To all k € {1,..., N}, we associate the open set:
Sp = {h e End(E)\{0} ’|—h| - ﬁ . sqz (h) > K|log(e)| + Klog(2)} .
k

Now let k € {1,..., N} and h € End(E)\{0}. Assume that hA3ry, then we claim that for all A’ € 5},
we have hA2 h’ Note that the right multiplication by k' is |A/|-Lipschitz so < e||h/|. We

>

Trkh/
HhH Il

assumed hA3*my, which means that HWH > 3¢|h/|, hence by triangular inequality, we have

Al >
IR H =
2¢||l’|. The same reasoning works the same for the left alignment and we have:
Vh e End(E)\{0}, #{k|S,A**h} > (1 — p)N and #{k|hA*S}} > (1 — p)N.
Now let j, k € {1,...,N} be such that ;A% m; and let h € S and h' € S;. Then by the above
argument, we have hA2?7;, and by the same argument, we have hA°h/. Hence:

Vie{l,...,N}, #{k|S;A°S)} = (1—p)N and #{k|SA°S;} = (1—p)N.

Let k € {1,...,N}. The interior of S} contain 7. It means that the interior of Sj, intersects I', =
cl (Uf:o Ksupp( )) Hence, there is an integer ny such that the interior of S}, intersects Rsupp(v*"*)
and then Sj intersects supp(u*”’“) because it is a cone and v (S},) > 0 by characterization of the
support. Let (ng) € NV be such that v*"+(S;) > 0 for all k€ {1,...,N}. Let o := miny v*"*(S;). O

Lemma 3.18. Let E be a Euclidean space, let v be a strongly irreducible and proximal probability measure
on End(E), let 0 < p <1 and let K = 8. There exist an integer N, two constants o, e € (0,1), an integer
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m and a family (Sk)1<k<n of measurable subsets of End(E) such that v*™(Sg) = « for all1 <k < N
and such that:

(55) Vh e End(E), #{k|SkA%h} = (1 — p)N and #{k|hA°Sy} = (1 — p)N,
N

(56) Vhe | Sk, saz(h) = K|log(e)| + K log(2).
k=1

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume that p < % Let N e N, let o/,e € (0,1), let (ng) and let
(S1.) be as in CorollaryBI7 To allindex k € {1,..., N}, we associate two indices index iz, ji € {1,..., N}
such that S} A®S] and S; A®S’ and S A®S). By (53), such indices i, ji exist because:

#{(i,7) | S;A°SLA°S]A®SIA®S; A®S)} = (1 —2p)N(1—3p)N > 0.
Hence the set of all possible values for i, j; is non-empty. Now let m’ be the smallest common multiple
of {nr +n;, |1 < k < N}, let m” be the smallest common multiple of {n;€ +nj, |1 <k < N} and let

m=m'+m". Let ke {l,..., N}. We define pj, := nk:’f;} and g 1= ;- +n and:
ik
S = (Sg - Si)PF - (S5, - S1) % =TL((S), x S, )% x (Sj, x Sp)%™) .
Then we have v*™(S;) = (v (S},) v (S{k))pk (Vi (] Jv"n (S]’C))qk > q2Pe 20 > of2m .

Now let h € End(F)\{0} and let k € {1,..., N}. Assume that hA?*S}, then by Lemma m we have
hA®Sy,. If we instead assume that Sj,A*h, then by the same argument apphed to the transpose, we have
SkA®h. Lemma [ZT5] also implies that min sqz(Sk) > minsqz(S),) for all k. O

Corollary 3.19. Let E be a Euclidean space, let T € {End(F), GL(E)} and let v be a strongly irreducible
and proximal probability measure on I', let 0 < p < 1 and let K > 8. There exist an integer m, two
constants a, e € (0,1) and a probability measure s on T™ such that:

(1) The measure 11,0y is p-Schottky for A®.

(2) The measure U5 is absolutely continuous with respect to v®™ in the sense that avs < vO™.

(3) We have sqz, 11,05 [K|log(e)| + K log(2), +0] = 1 i.e., for all (hy,...,hn) in the support of Us,

we have sqz(hy - - - hy) = Kllog(e)| + K log(2).
(4) The support of s is compact in T™.

Proof. Let m, N € N, a,e € (0,1) and (Sk)1<k<n be as in Lemma BI8 Define f : I'™ — Ry as:
N

]15 oll
e 3 Aol
= ()
Then f < & because we assumed that v*™(Sy) > « for all k. Moreover, we can check that [, fdv/®™" =
N and for all k € {1,..., N} we have fH, Se) fdy > 1. Let:
Xm

~ v ~

Vg 1= fijW and Vg 1= H*Vs.
Then $vs, < v*™ by definition. Moreover, for all I < {1,..., N}, we have v ({J,c; Si) = # Hence v,

is p-Schottky by (B3). Moreover vy is supported on [ J Sk and sqz(Sk) < [K|log(e)| + Klog(2), +0] for
all k so sqz,vs [K|log(e)| + Klog(2), +o0] = 1.

Now we only need to show that we can moreover assume that 7, has compact support. Let Be(0,1).
There is a compact C < I'™ such that 7,(C) > 1 — 3. Let 7€ := ;10([”(3). Let vC := I1,#€. Then
vC (Uer Si) =+ —Bforall I < {1,...,N}. Hence vC is (p+ f3)- Schottky Moreover o (1 — 3)7s < v®™.

This is true for all 0 < § < %fp SO p+ﬂ can take any value in (0, 1) and we always have (1 — 8) > 0. O

4. PIVOTING TECHNIQUE

4.1. Statement of the result and motivation. In this section, we denote by I' a measurable semi-
group that we endow with a binary relation A and a subset S < I'. The idea is to think of I' as
End(E) or GL(E), think of A as A® and think of S as a compact subset of I" such that minsqz(S) >
K| log(e |+Klog( ).

We denote by [ the associated sem1 group of words. We define the semi-binary relation AScT xT
recursively. Let g € I" and let 4 € I'. We write gAS 7 if g € S and one of the following conditions holds:

e There exist words o, §1, J2 € I such that 7 ¥ = go®qOge, and I1(g1) € S and TI(go)ATI(g1 ) ATI(g2)
and gAIIL(7).
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e There exist words go, §1,g2 € [ such that ¥ = 3o ® g1 ® g2, and II(g1) € S and g&sgo and
I1(go)AIL(g1)ALL(G2).
Given 0 < k < n € N, we write x} : r{0-n=1} . (Y0, - -+ s Yn—1) +— 7 for the k-th coordinate
projection, in the same way, we define x}° : I'N — 7. We sometimes omit the total length [ € N U {c0}
and write Y, instead of x}. Given v € I, and k < L(%), we call (%) the k-th character of 7.

Theorem 4.1 (Pivotal extraction). Let I be a measurable semi-group, let A be a binary relation on T
and let S < T' be measurable. Let v be a probability measure on I', let 0 < aa < 1, let 0 < p < % and
let m € N. Let s be a probability measure on I'™ such that ais < v®™ and let ve := Il.0s. Assume
that vs is supported on S and p-Schottky for A. Then there exist constants C, 8 > 0 that only depend
on (a, p,m) and an extraction i of v® such that for (gi)ken ~ fi, for (vn) = O _o gk ~ V&N, all the

following conditions hold:
(1) For all k € N, we have 11 (ggk)AH(g%H)&SgQHQ almost surely.
(2) For all k € N, we have L(gak+1) = m almost surely and the conditional distribution of Gok+1
relatively to (G;)j-2k+1 5 almost surely bounded above by 25— i.e., for all measurable A < T'™,

1-2p
we have almost surely:
. N Us(A

(57) P (gar+1 € A (95)220+1) < ] _( 2)p

(3) For all k € N, we have almost surely:
(58) VieN, P(L(gr) > 1](g;)j#k) < Cexp(=pl).

(4) For all n € N, and for all measurable A < T'\ UZ:Ol X1 (supp(7s)), we have:

B v(A

(59) (3 © A (L0 ien) < 2

Sections @2 and £33 are devoted to the proof of Theorem .1l In section[d2] we construct a preliminary
extraction that gives us a sequence of independent random matrices alternating between an unknown
distribution and the Schottky distribution v, of Theorem [l 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 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 Us-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 ([B7)) which holds all over the inductive construction to show that the probability of backtracking each

p

step is at most =3 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 AS. Indeed the
selected pivotal time that guarantees us the alignment satisfies three alignment conditions, hence (BT
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 &S—aligned with the concatenation of all the words we have just
concatenated together. Hence the inductive and non-symmetric definition of AS.

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

Remark 4.2 (Rigidity of the alignment in the toy model). Let ' = {a,b,c|a® = b* = ¢ = 1). Let
A:={(g,h); |g-h| = |g| + |h|} and let S :=T\{1}. Let yA®§ and let g = 11(§). Then we have yAg and
ges.

Proposition 4.3 (Rigidity of the alignment of matrices). Let E be a FEuclidean vector space. Let
I =End(E), lete € (0,1). Let A < A® and let S = {y € T'|sqz(vy) = 8| log(e)| + 101log(2)} be measurable.
Let (Yn)nen € TN and let (Vo) nen := ((Yn))nen. Assume that for all n € N, we have:

Yont1 €S and vgnAvgnH&S%nw-
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Then we have Yon 1A% Y2, 12 and sqz(Yany2) = 4] log(e)|+7log(2) for alln e N and ~; - - ~'yj,1A%’yj Ce YR
forall0<i<j<keN.

Proof. Let n € N. We want to show that Ya,414A2799,42 and sqz(yant2) = 4|log(e)| + 7log(2). Let
Go, 31,32 € I be such that 35 = o ® §1 ® §» and for all i € {0,1,2}, let g; = TI(g;). Assume that
goAg1Age and g1 € S. Then by Lemma 29 we have sqz(yar+2) = 4|log(e)| + 7log(2). If we assume that
Yon+1A(g0g1g2), then trivially va,. 1427, 9. Otherwise, we assume that 72n+11§3§0.

We claim that for all 7&55, there is an integer | < L(g) and a family hg,...,hy € End(E) such
that ho---hgy = g, and yAhy and sqz(hg) = 4|log(e)| + Tlog(2) and for all 0 < ¢ < I, we have
ho - hoiAho; i 1Aho;ro and ho;11 € S. We prove the claim by induction on the length of g. Con-
sider a decomposition § = go ® g1 ® g2 with g; € S. Since g; € S, the word g; has positive length,
therefore L(go) < L(g). If vAg, then we simply set [ := 0 and h := g. Note that if L(g) = 1, then
vAg. If we do not have yAg, then we are in the second case of the definition of AS and therefore we
assume that 77&5 Jo- By induction hypothesis there is an integer I’ < L(go) and a family hy,. .., hoy
such that hg---har = go, and vAhg and sqz(ho) = 4|log(e)| + 7log(2) and for all 0 < i < I’, we have
ho - hoiAhoi1Aho; 1o and hojy1 € S. Let [ := U'+1< L(g), let hoj—1 := g1 and let hg; := go. Then the
family (ho, ..., ho) satisfies the claim.

We have constructed a family hq, ..., hg such that hg- - ha = Yont2, and y2,11A%hg and sqz(hg) =
4|log(e)| + 5]log(2)| and for all 0 <4 < I, we have hg - - - hoiAhg;+1A%hoi1o and sqz(hgi1) = 4]log(e)| +
7log(2). Then by lemma 26, we have Yo, 1A% Y2, 2.

Let 0 <i<j<keN, wehave 1;A5 ... A3y, and sqz(v,) = 4]|log(e)| + Tlog(2) = 2|log(e/2)| +
31og(2) so by Lemma [ZT3, we have ;- - yj_1 ATy - - - yp_1. O

4.2. Construction of the ping-pong extraction. Let 0 < a < 1. We write G, for the geometric
probability measure of scale factor a defined by G,{k} := a*(1 — a) for all k € N. Note that G, has a
finite exponential moment. We write B, for the Bernoulli measure of parameter «, i.e., the probability
measure which gives mass o« to 1 and mass 1 — a to 0.

Given v a probability distribution over a measurable semi-group, given 7 a probability distribution
on N and given (w, (v£)) ~ n® v®, we write v*" for the distribution of 7y ---7,_1 and v®" for the
distribution of (o, ...,%w_1). When # is defined on a semi-group of words, we write 7" instead of 7*".

Given n be a probability distribution on Z, given m € Z and given w ~ n, we write m +, 7 for
the distribution of m + w, and we write m x, 7 for the distribution of m x w. Given K a probability
distribution on I, we write #®N for the distribution @f #®N which is defined on I'N. The distribution
7®N is defined on TN and #®V is defined on I'N.

The following lemma comes from basic probability theory, we give a complete proof as a warm up.

Lemma 4.4. Let T be a measurable semi-group. Let v be a probability measure on I', let 0 < o < 1,
)@gl—a

v®™M _ap,

and let m € N. Let U, be a probability measure on T'™ such that av, < v®™. Let & := ( —

Then (7 @ 05)®N is an extraction of v®N. Moreover, for all A = T, and for § ~ K, we have:
v(4)

1—a’

(60) ViemN,YO<k <I, P(x4L(9) e A|L@G) =1) <

Proof. Let (z,,) ~ (aé?m + (1 —a)é?m)GN i.€., Thmmar = Thm for all k € N and all 0 < r < m and
(zmnen ~ BEY. Let (ga) ~ 7 and let (hn) ~ (255

Let (Yn)nen := (gﬁ"h}fz")neN i..,Vn = gn for all n € N such that z, = 1 and ~, = h, for all

—alsg
-«

ON
) . Assume that x, g, h are independent.

n € N such that x, = 0. Then the sequence ((Yem.,---,V(k+1)m—1))ken is i.i.d. because the random
sequence ((ka, e T D=1 Gkms - - s Ikt 1)ym—1s Pkms - - - h(kﬂ)m,l))keN is. Moreover, for all k € N,
the distribution of (Y, . .., Y(k+1)m—1) is as + (1 — a)”®71n_7_;"35 = v®". Hence (vy,) ~ vV

Now let (w; )jen be a random sequence of integers such that for all j € N>, the integer E; is almost
surely the j-th smallest element of {k > 1|zpm—1 = 1}. With that definition, (wj, — 1)ren is the
sequence of number of failures between consecutive successes of a Bernoulli process of parameter «

SO w; ~ (1 +4 G1_o)®N. Let (wg) be the random sequence of integers such that wor,; = m and

wop, = m/(wy, — 1) for all k € N. Then for all k£ € N, we have 73, , ; = 93} ,, and 73} = E;Uk Moreover, the
sequences w, g and h are independent so ¥3;, is independent of 75, for all & and (33,75, ) is i.i.d.
Given j,k € N the event (j = w)_,), implies that 33, .1 = (gmj—m,--->gmj—1). Moreover, the
value of (gmj—m,---,9gmj—1) is independent of (x,) so it is independent of wj_ . Therefore, we have
Yay+1 ~ Us conditionally to the event (j = W), ;) so ¥, ~ Us. Given k € N and given j := w),, we
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have 735, = (hjm, - - ., h(jer;Cfl)mfl) and wj, — 1 ~ G1_, and it is independent of the random sequence h
LOm_ )@glfa

so g ~ (=

We have shown that the distribution of () is (# ® 75)®N. We also proved in the previous paragraph
that () ~ v®. We also note that the wy’s all have a bounded exponential moment. Therefore
(k@ 75)®N is an extraction of #®N in the sense of Definition

Now we show (60). Note that % < ”?Z so for all j < m, we have (x7")« (M)

N
<

1 -«
Moreover, given g ~ &, given [ € N and given k < Im, the distribution of § conditioned to (L(g) = Im) is

m ~ ®l m ~
(M) . Therefore, the conditional distribution of x! (g) is (X’lrcnfmlﬁj) (M) < L 0
md/ %

1—a 1—a S l-a”

Lemma 4.5. Let T' be a measurable semi-group, let A be a binary relation on I' and let S < T' be
1

measurable. Let v be a probability measure on I', let 0 < a <1, let 0 < p < 5 and let m € N. Let U5 be
a probability measure on T'™ such that avs < v®™ and let vy := .0,. Assume that v, is supported on
S and p-Schottky for A. Then there exists a distribution £ on T such that (kR ®@ 75)®N is an extraction
of v and Lyi{k} = m 45 m x4 (144 G(1 — ))*A+920)  Moreover, for & almost all § €T, there exist
G1,G2,33 € I such that § = §1 ® §2 © §3 and II(g2) € S and I1(g1)ATI(g2)AII(gs) and for all measurable

AcT\ UZ:()I X7 (supp(7s)), we have almost surely:
v(4)

1—a

(61) ViemNz1,VO<n <1, P(x,(3) e A|L(g) =1) <

VO i,

11—

OF1-a
) ™ be as in Lemma A4 Let (v,) ~ v®Y and let (wy,)nen be a random

Proof. Let kg := (

sequence of integers on the same probability space such that (3}) ~ (Ko ®DS)®N. Let Ujp,1) be the
uniform probability measure on the interval [0,1] and let (7;)jen ~ Z/l[%l\i]. Assume that the random

sequences ¥ and 7 are independent. We define the penalty function:

Lragan

N . —
P, : T [071]? (fvgvh’) V5{7€F|fA7Ah}

s

(1=2p).

We check that P,, < 1 because v, is p-Schottky for A. Note also that for v ~ v, and for all non
random g, h € T', one has E(P,_(f,v,h)) = 1 — 2p. Hence, for all k € N, for all random f,h € I that are
independent of (7,73;,,), we have P (Tk <P, (f, Voot h)) = 1 — 2p by definition of P,,. Moreover
T < Py, (f, 7841, h) = fAYY, . Ah. Now we define:

Kk’ , = min {k/’ eN|m, <P, (72”k+1a7§}7c+1a7§7c+2)} .

Then for all k € N, we have:

P (k;w = k’ (%Uk’)k'el\!a k?'Ty,w = k) =E (Pus (712Uk+1’7$c+1”7$c+2) ‘ (%}Z/)k’el\!) =1-2p.

Therefore k7, ~ G2y and k7, is independent of (V5 )ren . Let j7 ., := Wak, ,+3. Then j7 , ~
m 45 m Xy (144 G(1 — @))*3F%920) 50 47 has finite exponential moment by Lemma [A3l Let & be
2k

the distribution law of g7 , := (y0," -+ ,7j7 ,—1)- It follows from the definition that g7 ,, = ((0;2, %) ©
~ ~ 2% ~ ~ ~ ~ ~
Vo1 OV 40 and I(®;-, 'y;“)AH('ygjc_H)AH('yngQ) fork = k7 .- Moreover H(’ygjﬁ_l) ~ Vg SO H(’ygjﬁ_l) €
S almost surely.

Note also that k7 ,, is constructed as a stopping time for the sequence (Tk, V341 ) ken and it is indepen-

dent of (73}, )ken, so the conditional distribution of the random sequence ('Ny,jjr%7 . +3) knowing g,

is (75 ® 1%0)®N. Hence, we have K © s © (ko © DS)GN = (fo © DS)QN so (R O® DS)QN = (ko ©® DS)QN = 8N,

Now let A < T'\ UZ:Ol X7 (supp(7s)) be measurable and let | € mNx;. Let ¢ € Nand let o, ..., zq41 €
mN be such that gm + g:ol x; = l. Now we work on the sub-probability space (,P), (where P’ is
short for P(:¢:(#)), defined as Q' := (57, = 1) n (K], = @) n(V{Zg (w2; = 2;) and P’ := sy Letn <.
We claim that P'(v, € A) < ﬁl/(A). If there exists an integer k& < ¢ such that Wopy1 < N < Wokyo,
then P’ (v, € A) = 0. Otherwise, let k¥ < ¢ + 1 be such that Wa < n < Wak+1, then we have P’ almost
surely vn, = X" ,, (51) and k. ,, is independent of (5)jen, so the distribution of -, for P’ is bounded
by 1% by (60) in Lemma[Z4l Then we have P (v, € A|j§7w =1) < max, () P'(A) < ——v(A) and this
is true for all I € mNs;. Therefore, we have (61]). O
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4.3. Construction of the aligned extraction. The following definition describes the pivot algorithm.
Starting from an already merged sequence (¥*), we will merge some words recursively. At each step
j, we only look at (v¢,7%, ... ,75’3) and merge some of them together. We will denote by (pf)keN the
sequence of waiting times (or lengths) at step j, starting with p® = w. We will denote by 2m; + 1

the number of words left after merging (v¢’,71’,...,75;). At each step, we make sure that (’751)

k<m;
satisfies Theorem [£Jl 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 I' be a measurable semi-group endowed with a mea-
surable relation A. Let vs be a probability distribution on I' that is p-Schottky for A. We define the v
penalty functions.

Lragan
P, T3 —0,1]; h) —> TAg 1-2
s [ ) ]a (faga ) V5{7€F|fA’yAh}( p),
1 raganlgan
Plis :F4 [051]7 (fagahah/) — fAg g (1 —Sp)

vs{y e T'| fAYAh and vAR'}

Let (y,) € TN, let (wy) € N, and let () € [0,1]N be non-random sequences. Let (pfc) ke © N§21-
jeN,ke
Assume that for all j € N, there is an even integer m; such that ﬁlgij = Zizg) pj. = Woj+1 and let

(mj)jen be such a sequence. Given j,k € N, we write I := max {I < j |m; < k}. For all k € N, we write
l :=sup{l € N|my <k} for the time of the last visit in k. We say that (pj,) is the family of length of
the pivotal blocks associated to the sequence (V') with weights (1) if:
(1) For all j € N, we have (pi”mf*l)keN = (Wg+2j+1)ken and {ﬁfjl ‘ ke N} c {ﬁfc
that it implies that mo = 0 and that pg = wy, for all ke N.
(2) For all j € N, we have (pi“)kEN = (pi)kEN and m;1 = m; + 1 if and only if:

kzeN}. Note

_ p P p’
Tj < By, (72mj772mj+1a72mj+2 ‘

3) ForalljeN htht(j“) (J) , we h (J’“) =(J’) d
(8) For all j suel Bhat \ Py keN?é Pl ) e 16 1AYE P 0<k<2mji1 P 0<k<2mji1 an

J J J J
62 myan = max ({k<my|my < P (e e o e Vo e U 0}).

If pi converges to a limit py for all k, as j — +00, then we say that (py)ren is the sequence of pivotal
times associated to ¥ with weights T.

Let us illustrate the first steps of the algorithm on an example. Initially, the letters are grouped into
blocks of length p§ = wg,p) = w1,p3 = wa,.... For simplicity, we will take all wy equal to 1 in our
example. With our previous construction, this happens when v, = v, 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 < k < j, we have pJ, ., = 2I] + 1. We will describe the construction for j € {0,1,2,3,4}. 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):

(70); [1]s (72), [v3]s (7a), [5]5 (96, [77], (48)5 [9], (10)-

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 m; of
them. At step j = 0, we will add v; and 5. We check whether 79 < P,, (70, 71,72), which is a proxy for
YoAvy1 Avys but with a controlled conditional probability, constant and equal to 1 — 2p.

If this condition fails (which is always the case when the above alignment condition si not satisfied),
then we merge (79, v1,72) into a single word. Then, there is nothing more to check because there is no
candidate k < my for my to satisfy @)). In this case, m; = 0, so there are no candidate pivotal times left
of the semi-column and the newly merged sequence is the following:

(70, 71,72); [3]s (7a), [5]5 (96, [7], (48), [0l (710), - - -
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Then at step j = 1, we check whether 71 < P,_(v07v172,73,74). Assume that this condition holds. This
implies that we have the alignment ~yy;v2Av3Avy4. Then we do not merge any block and move to my = 1:
In this case, we have pg =3,p?=1,p3 = 1,p§ =1,p7 = 1,... and the new sequence is the following:

(Y0715 72)s [73]s (0a)5 [¥s]s (96) 5 [v7]s (98)5 [0 ] (10)5 - - -

Note that it is useless to specify that p? = 1 and p3 = 1 or that p%kﬂ = 1 for all £ € N, because the
oddly indexed blocks are the ones in brackets and they always have length 1. It is also useless to mention
that p? = 1, because it is the length of the block (), which we have not yet considered. At step j = 2,
we check whether 75 < P, (74, 75,76). Assume that this holds. Then mg = 2 and the new sequence is:

(Y0, 71,72), [3]s (a), [¥5]5 (96); [77], (48), [9], (710), - - -

By construction, we have y9y172Av3Av4Ay5Av. At step j = 3, we check whether 75 < P,_(v6,77,78)-
Assume that this time, that condition fails. Then we have to backtrack to the previous candidate

3
pivotal time: ~4,, _,, which is simply 5. In other words, we look at the definition of m;,; (62) with

k =3 and I] = 5. We check whether 75 < P (v4,75,76,¥6Y778), which is a proxy for y5Avs77ys but

with a controlled conditional probability constant and equal to %. Indeed, we already know that
T2 < P, (7V4,75,76) from the previous step of the construction. Assume that this holds. By (3]), this

means that my = 1 and the only candidate pivotal time left is [y3]. The newly merged sequence becomes:

(Y0, 715 72)s [3]s (04, 755 Y65 v7, 18)5 [Y0)s (10)), - - -

Note that y3A74Ay5876777s and v4 € S, 50 13A5(74) and v5 € S s0 v3A%(v4,75,76, 77, 78). Moreover,
we still have ygvy1v3A~ys.

At the next step (j = 4), we check whether 74 < P,_(v47v576777s, Y9, V10), which is a proxy for
YaY5Y6 Y7 Vs AY9Ay10. Assume that this holds. Then ms = 2 the newly merged sequence is

(Y0, 715 72)s [3]s (04, 755 Y65 v7, 18)s [Y0)s (10); - - -

It feels a bit frustrating to lose two pivotal times instead of only one, because we had the alignment
YaAy5Av6y77vs so why not keep [v5] as a pivotal time. The issue with that is that we do not have any
control over v5v7ys. For example, it may be the identity, which is aligned with everyone. In that case the
alignment condition v5Avysv77sA9 is trivial and does not tell us anything about the product v5v6v77s79,
which may again be the identity. Therefore, we really need to discard this pivotal time in order to be
able to use Proposition

The other issue is that even if we somehow get rid of that problem, then [y5] 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 (70,71, v2) has a particular status because
we do not have any informations on its structure and only know that its product is aligned with 3.

We need the index I3, in ([62)) because if we ever backtrack to [y3] = 47* for example, then the alignment
condition on 73 is not with the merged word (4, ¥s5,76, V7, ¥s) but only with the first sub-word, namely
(74), so we need to keep track of its index, this is the role of 21 + 2 = 4 and [§ = 1 is indeed the last
step at which we had m; = m; = 1.

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

Remark 4.7. Let (v,) € IV, let (wi) € NY, and let (1) € [0,1]Y be non-random sequences. Note
that, the family of lengths of the pivotal blocks (pfc) in the sense of Definition[{.0 is unique and we can
construct it by induction. Moreover that the map ((vn), (wk), (7)) — (pi) is measurable. Let (pfc) be

the family of lengths of the pivotal blocks, and let (m;) en and (l']i)je]\],ogkgmj be as in Definition[{-6 By
induction, we can easily check that the following facts hold:

(1) For all j < j' € N, we have lg/ = 7.
1 1 5
(2) For all j € N, and for all 0 < k < mj, we have ngkAvgkilAvngQ (because my
definition of 13,).

(3) gor ];z/ll j2]j Nl, and for all 0 < k < mj, we have ﬁg/] = 'Ny,fj for all li < 7 < j and all
S K < + 1.

41> my by

. P
(4) For all j € N, we have vgjnjw =75 . Hence, for all k < m;, we have 75,512 = 7;’;?;”.
(5) For all j €N, and for all 0 < k < mj, we have VS;AW%HAV;‘E{CH.
(6) The family (I1); 5 is determined by the data of the sequence (m;);.
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(7) The family (pi)Jk is determined by the data of the sequences (m;); and (wg)g.

Lemma 4.8. Let (v,) € IV, let (wy) € NY; and let () € [0,1]Y be non-random sequences. Let A be a
binary relation on T' and let S < T'. Assume that for all k € N, there exist three sub-words (go, g1, 92)

such that Y310 = §o © §1 © g2 and I1(go)AlL(g1)ALL(G2) and I1(g1) € S and v35,,4 € S. Let (pi)j k be

the family of lengths of the pivotal blocks in the sense of Deﬁmtzon@ and let (m;); be as in Definition

[£-6 For all j €N, and for all 0 < k < m;, we have 72k+1A 72k+2

Prgof We prove the claim by induction. Assume that for all j* < j, and for all 0 < k < m;/, we have

72k+1A 72k+2 Ifmjyy =m;+1, thent; < P, (72mja72inj+1a72m +2) Therefore 75:71 Aﬁ:n +1A7§7Jn +2
so we have 'me + 1A72m 4o For smaller values of k, we use the induction hypothesis. If 0 < m; 1< my

we have 72mj+1A72mj+1+1A72k+2 72m +2 and by 1nduct10n hypothesw we have 72m e 1A 72mj+1+1

pi+l oy Pt
and Tomjy1—1 = V2mjq1—1 and 7y, i+ 72mj+1 oK 72m]+1+1 okt 72k+2 72m +2- Moreover 72m a4l 18
~pitl
equal to one of the v3; . ; for some k € N, therefore 72m 4141 € S by assumption so 72m e 1A57§m“1
by definition of AS. O

Lemma 4.9. Let I' be a measurable semi-group endowed with a measurable relation A. Let vs be a
probability distribution on T' that is p-Schottky for A and let S := supp(vs). Let (YY), oy € I'Y, and let
(15)jen ~ L{[%Ri] be independent random sequences defined on the same probability space. Assume that

ne

(War41) ey @5 almost surely equal to a non-random constant. Assume also that the sequences (V3},) .oy
and (511) wen 07 independent. Assume that (yir, i )ken ~ V. Let (p},) be the random family of

lengths of the pivotal blocks associated to ¥ with weights T and let (li) and (mj) be as in Definition[].6]
Then for all j € N, and for all 0 < k < m; — 1, we have:

(63) P (mji1 =m; + 1] (Vak)gen » (Myr)jr<j) =1 = 2p,
k
~w p
(69 P (msen <5 = | Gidian - (mr <) = 2 (7255 )
Proof. First note that for all f,g,h,h', we have 0 < P, (f,g,h,h’") < P, (f,g,h) < 1. Moreover, given a

random v ~ v, and given g, h, h’ € I non-random or 1ndependent of v, we have E(P,,(f,v,h)) =1—2p
and E( Vs(f,"y,h h)) =1- 3[)
Let j € N and let k < m;. We have:

J J
(65) Tl{ﬂ < Plls (’75ka’7§k+1a7;zi+2) .

Indeed, by definition of li, we have My Ly > My - Therefore:
k

M M M
) pk _DFk Dk
Ty < P, (%k a72k+1a72k+2) -

P , ~p ~pth
Moreover, for all I, < j' < j, we have mj > k so (7]’;,) = (70 . Hence, we have
k'<2k+1 k' <2k+1

1 j 1% j 1%
pr _ 0 pk o _ P pk
Yor = Vo and Va1 = VYap,1- Moreover, we have v,, ;, = 72” for all i >

Now Let 7, w, 7 be random sequences as in Lemma .9 leen jeN,let PJ— be the o-algebra generated
b, ( j,) and (pr) . Then (P;)jen is a filtration.
VAP ) penire; Vo) (Pj) jen |
Let 7, j € N, we claim that the conditional distribution of 'ygjnj 1241 relatively to P; is almost surely v,.

! .
RN , and that (72wk+1)keN 18
independent of (73}, ) ke, now since (wa+1) is non-random, the sequence (%k)keN determlnes (#) = (),

We prove the claim by induction. For j = 0, we assumed that (75”,C +1)

+1
hence it generates Py which proves the claim. Given j € N, we have (72:7”“ 12igl)i = (727”] 42i43)ieN and

j+l)

the construction of (p from (pfc)k does not depend on ('ygjnj 42i+3)ieN. Therefore, by induction on

7, we have (%MJ_ 42i41)ieN ~ VN By the same argument, we show by induction on j that conditionally
to Pj, we have:

. J ®N
(66) VjeN, ((7§mj+2¢+1aT2j+2i+1))i€N ~ (Vs ®U[0,1])
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Taking ¢ = 0, we have P (72j+1 <P, (*yg;j,'yg;ﬁl,'yg;jﬂ) ‘77]-) = 1— 2p. Hence we have (G3)).

Now let j € N be fixed, and let ¢ : @ — {0,...,m; — 1} be a P;-measurable random variable. Then,

we have almost surely 75; Afygé 1147, ,, the conditional distribution of 75; 41 relatively to P; is exactly
q

the rescaled restriction of vy to {fy el ‘ ’ygéAfyAfy;‘sz}. It means that for all A : Q@ — Ap which is
q

‘Pj-measurable, we have:

J
Vs (A N {’y el ’yqu'yA'y;‘ngrQ})
Vs {’y el ‘ 7§;A7A72“22+2}

Let ' : Q — T, be a random variable which is independent of 75;‘ +1 relatively tf P;. Then by ([€7), and

(67) P (e € A|P;) =

because 1 ,; o » = 1 almost surely, we have:
724 5724+1 V2lg+2
/ J J ’ , (1 - 3p)ﬂy§j+1Ah’
p p w _ q
E(PUS (72q572q+157212+25h) ’,P]ah) -

Vg {’y el 7§;A’YA’Y§2§+2 and vAh’}
(1-3p)P <7§;+1Ah/ Pj, h’)

Vs {’y el 7§;A7A72“2g+2 and ’yAh’}

1-3p

2 {7 el WZAVAV;M}

1-3p p w
—1_ 2pPVs (72q’72q+1’72lg+2) :

Note that even though 75;‘ 41 Is not Pj measurable, its only role in the computation of P, (’yg;, 75;‘ +1 fy;’;g +2)
is trough a 0 — 1 indicator function that we know to be equal to 1. So P,, (*ygé,'ygéﬂ, 'y;‘ng) is indeed
a P; measurable quantity. Moreover, the conditional distribution of 75 With respect to Pj and 752 4118
almost surely uniform in [O, P, (752,752 +1’7;12§ +2)]. Indeed, for all I < 7 and for all constant k < I,

the conditions to have I] = [ are:
e have m; = k. Note that this event only depends on (V¥ )o<i’ <2 and (7y)o<ir <1, hence it is
1) We h k. Note that this event only depend w)ocwear and (7p)o<y<t, hence it i
independent of (V5. ,,71).
or all [ < j' < j, we have m; > k. Note that this event only depends on (V¥ )2142<k/<2j4+2 an
9) For all | < j' < j, we have m; > k. Note that this event only depend w <aj42 and
(71 )1<rr<j, hence it is independent of (73], ,,7).
1 1
(3) We have 7, < P,, (7§mp7§7+1a7§‘2+2)- In particular 0 < P,, (nglﬁé‘iﬂﬁé‘jﬂ), therefore, we
have ’ygliAfyg; +1A7;};i .- Moreover 7 and 73, are independent so the distribution of 73,

' ,

knowing 7, < P,, (’ygml,’yéulﬂ,'ygz”) is the restriction of v, to {'y el ‘ 'YSJLA'YA'Y;UV +2} and 7
k

and 73, are still independent.

The above argument implies moreover that the family ((Tli , 75,1 4 1)) . is independent with respect
o< <mgj

—_——

to Pj i.e., there is a P; measurable family of distribution (1x, £r)o<k<m,; € Prob(R) x Prob(R) such that:

. ’Injfl
[ i) ~ dP
((Tli ) 72k+1) o<h<m; 0 1@) (nk ® Hk) .
Therefore, for all j € N and for all £ < mj;, we have:
CR Y D J 1-3p
P (Tli <P, (VSk’7§k+1’7Zi+2,7212+2 " '72¥nj+2) ’Pj, ((Tz{/’ng’+1))k<k/<mj> ~1_-9, 2%
By induction on k, we have (&4). O

2We say that two events are independent relatively to a o-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 o-algebra is almost surely equal to its conditional distribution with respect to the o-algebra alone.
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Proof of Theorem[.1] Let v be a measurable semi-group, let A be a measurable binary relation I" and
let S < I' be measurable. Let 0 < a < 1,let 0 < p < % nd let m € N. Let U5 be a probability distribution
on I'" and let vs := Il v,. Assume that vg is p-Schottky for A and supported on S. Let & be as in

Lemma A3 let (2,P) be a probability space and let (%), , (Tw)x) ~ (F® 7))@ ®L[%N1] Let (pfc) .
7,

be the random family of lengths of the pivotal blocks associated to ¥* with weights 7 and let (m;) and
(Zf) be as in Definition
Let j € N. By Lemma [£.9] we have:

‘ - - mj—1 P
E (myo1 | (my)y<s) = my + (1= 29) 2’),;0 (+25)

—2p 1—2p p \™
- 1-2p) —2 2
(1 =2) pl 30 13p<12p>

1-5p 1-2p p i
=m (1 =2 )1—3p+2p1—3p (1—2/)

Note that (1 — 2p)% > 0. By Lemma [A.5] applied to (m;);en, there are constants C, 8 > 0 such that

P(m; < 0) < Cexp(—pj) for all j € N. Hence [ is almost surely finite and has finite exponential moment
because P(lp = j) < Cexp(—fj) for all j € N. Now let 0 < g <[ € N be fixed and let j > [. We claim
that:

(68) B (mj1 | (mg)jr<g,lg = 1) = E(mypa [ (myr) <) -

Indeed, if we assume the values of (m;);<; to be fixed and that 17 = I. Then I, = I if and only if there
is no j' > j such that m; = 0. We claim that:

(69) VE<K,P(lg=10](my)p<jmipzr =k) <P (g =] (mj)j<jmjpr = k).

Note that ([9) implies that P (m;11 = k| (my)ji<j,lqg = 1)
for all k, hence we have (G8). Now we prove (69)). Let 7

k—1
n{1} = 1 — 2p and n{—k} = 2pi=3L (—L) for all k& > 1. Let (r;) ~ n®Y. Let (r;) ~ n®N be a

=P (mjq1 = k| (mj),<;) almost surely and
be the probability measure on Z such that

1-2p \ 1-2p
random sequence defined on a probability space (£, P'). Define (m/) by induction taking mo = 0 and
myq = max{0,m + r;} for all j. With that construction, all the formerly defined random variables

are defined on the coupling of (2/,P’) and (22, P) relatively to m’ = m. From now on we work on that

coupling. Then for all ¢ < j € N, we have [; = lJ if and only if Zk k=1 +q my; for all j* > j. Hence,
for all 0 < k& < j € N, we have [, —l and m;1 = k if and OHIYIka J+1rk 1—Fkand mj1 = k.

Moreover, the events (Vj > 5+ 1, Zk:j+1 re=>1+q— k) and m;4; = k are independent so:

i1
P(ly =11 (mj)j<jimipr =k) =P |Vj'>j+1, > mw=1+q—k
k'=j+1

This makes (69) obvious. Then by lemma [A5 applied to (m;), there exist constants C, 8 > 0 such that
P(lg41 — lg = j) < Cexp(—pj) for all j and for all . Moreover, the distribution of l,41 — I, does not
depend on ¢ and the family (l;41 — Ig)gen is 1.i.d. and independent of ly. Now let vy := lp and for all
q €N, let vagi2 := 2(lg41 —lg) — 1 and let vo,11 = 1. Let p = w”. Then note that pY — p almost

Jj—+©

surely for the simple convergence topology. By Lemma [£.9, the random sequence (v,) is independent of
(wg) so the sequences (par+1) and (por+2) are i.i.d. and independent of each other and of pg. Moreover,
by Lemma [A3] each p; has finite exponential moment. Let fi be the distribution of #7. We have just
proven (G8)).

Let k € N, we want to show (B7) in Theorem [[.T0, which states that the conditional distribution of
Yopy1 relatively to (7)), Loy 1 Z_. Let j € N. Saying that [, = j is equivalent to
saying that 7; < P,, (’ygk,’ygujﬂ,fy;”jw), that m; = k and that m; > k for all 5/ > j. Once we assume

that 7, < P, (’ygk,’yﬁujﬂ,fyﬁ”jw), the conditions m; = k and mj > k for all 7/ > j can be expressed

in terms of (39) Moreover, once we assume that i, = j, the random sequence (3}, )i 22k+1 iS

K #£2j+1°

the image of the random sequence (%), by a measurable function (which is defined on the set

#2541
. N . ~ . . ~ o1
I, = j). Hence, the distribution of 35, ., knowing I, = j and (wy)ren and (3}, )p22r+1 s TVS for
= {g € T' |73, AgAvS ,»}. By the Schottky property, we have vs(A") = 1 — 2p. This proves (27).
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Let n € N. Let ¢ := max{k € N|w; < n} and let r := n — wW,. We claim that the conditional
distribution of 7, knowing (p},)x,; and knowing that ¢ is even is (X;Uq)* k. We prove by induction on

~

j’ € N that the conditional distribution of 7,, knowing (pfv) k,j<; and knowing that ¢ is even is (X;Uq)* K.
For j/ = 0, this comes from the definition of the random sequence v*. For larger j' € N, note that the
construction of (p])x j<ji+1 from (pl)y j<; only depends on events that are independent of (35 )xen and
therefore independent of 7, = i * (%’J) Hence the conditional distribution of v, knowing (pi)k,jgjxﬂ
and knowing that ¢ is even is the conditional distribution of 7, knowing (pi)kngj/ and knowing that ¢
is even.

Now let A < T'\ UZ:Ol X7 (supp(7s)). We have P(y,, € A|q € 2N) = 0 and knowing that ¢ is odd, the
conditional probability of (v, € A) is (Xr ) R(A), which is bounded above by 1(A) by (@I). This proves
(39) and concludes the proof of Theorem Im] O

4.4. Facts about ping-pong sequences. Given (2, Ag), and (T, Ar) two measurable spaces, and
v : Q — T a measurable map, we write (y), := v*Ar < Agq for the o-algebra generated by ~.

Definition 4.10 (Ping-pong sequence). Let I' be a semi-group, let A be a measurable binary relation
on T and let p € (0,1). Let N € Nu {+©} and let (yx)o<k<n be a random sequence. We say that
(k) is p-ping-pong for A if for all k € N such that 0 < 2k +1 < N, the conditional distribution of
Yak+1 relatively to (yi )i zok+1 18 almost surely p-Schottky for A. Then we say that the distribution of
(Yr)o<k<n is p-ping-pong for A.

Lemma 4.11 (Pivoting technique). Let T' be a semi-group, let A be a measurable binary relation on T
and let p € (0,1). Let n € N and let u be a probability distribution on 020} that s p-ping-pong for
A. There exists a probability space (2,P) a random sequence (Vi )o<k<on ~ p and and a random integer
r ~ G, such that Yon—2r—1A(Yan—2r - Y2n) or n <1 and v and (Yar Jo<k<n are independent.

Proof. Let ((7vk)o<k<2n, (Tj)o<j) ~ u@U[O - Given j > n, we define P; :=1— p. Given 0 < j < n, we
define:
pooe (= p)Lla(on—2j-1,%2n-2j " Y2n)
/ P (72n72j71A(72n72j ce ’YZn) | (7k)k#2n72j71)
Note that 0 < P; < 1 almost surely because () is p-ping pong. Moreover E(P; | (V& )kron—2j—1) = 1—p
almost surely and P; is independent of (7;/);.en. Therefore, we have:

VieN, P(1; < Pj| (Vk)kran—2j—1,(Tj)jrz5) = 1 = p.

Moreover, for all 7/ < j € N, the random variable Pj; is measurable for {(7x)r>2n—2j—2), hence it is
measurable for {(x)k-2n—2j—1). Therefore:

(70) VjeN, P(r; < Pj| (var)osken: Vi’ < j. 7y = Py) =1—p
Let r := min{j € N|7; < P;}. Assume that » < n, then P. > 0 50 Yan—2,—1A(Y2n—2r - - - ¥2n). Then by

, we have P (1 = j | (Yar)os<k<n) = 07, almost surely and for all j. Hence » ~ G, and r is independent
v <k< p p
of (Vak)o<ks<n- O

Given N € N| given I' a semi-group, given 7y, ...,y a finite sequence in I and given 0 < j <i < N,
we write ;- - -5 for v - ynv0 5

Lemma 4.12 (Cyclical pivoting technique). Let T be a semi-group, let A be a measurable binary relation
on T and let pe (0,1). Let n € N and let u be a probability distribution on {020} that is p-ping-pong
for A. There exist a probability space (2,P), a random sequence (i)o<k<on ~ i and an integer ¢ ~ Ga,

such that yan—2c—1A(Yon—2¢ - - V2¢) and (Yon—2e—2 - - - Y2¢)Ay2e41 01 < 2¢—1 and ¢ and (ya2x )o<k<n are
independent.

Proof. Let (Q,P) := <F2"+1 [0, 1]V H®U[0 1 ) Let ((vr)osk<2n, (T5)o<j) ~ u@Z/l |- Given j > n/2,
we define P; :=1—2p. Given 0 < j < n/2, we define:

P (1 =2p)1a(van—2j—1,V2n—25 - - V25)La(Yan—2j—2 - - - V25, V2j+1)
P (72n72j71A(72n72j e '72;‘) M (72n72j72 e '72;‘)A’Yzj+1 ‘ (7k)k¢{2n72j71,2j+1})

%
Note that 0 < P; < 1 and E(P; | (&)kg¢{2n—2j—1,2j+13) = 1 — 2p. Let ¢ := min{j € N|7; < P;}. Then
r ~ Ga, and ¢ is independent of (yar)o<k<n- O
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Remark 4.13. Let T be a semi-group, let A be a binary relation on T and let S < T'. Let (Y )o<k<2n €
I20+0 gnd let ~y, := T1(33) for all 0 < k < 2n. Assume for the sake of the argument that the identity of
T' is aligned with everyone and not in S. Assume that for all 0 < k < n, we have: 'ygkA'yng&S’yngrg.

In Lemma[£.13, we want to have Yapn—2c—2 - - YacAvyacr1 instead of just yon—ac - - - YacAyacq1 because
we have no control over the product Yon—oc -+ V2. (it may be the identity for example and the alignment
would be meaningless). We however have control over the product Yan—2c—2 - Yac. Indeed, if ¢ < n/2
s such that yon—20—1A(Yan—2c * Y2c), then ")/2”,26,3&5’72”,26,2 ® - O2. In concrete cases, we have
shown in Proposition [{.3) that this implies a genuine alignment.

4.5. Factorization of the pivotal extraction. In this section, we prove Theorem [[.LTOl Given X and
Y two measurable sets, we write xp : ¥ x X — Y and xx : ¥ x X — X for the first and second
coordinate projections.

Lemma 4.14 (Factorization of the pivotal extraction). Let I be a measurable semi-group and let S < T
be measurable. Let M € N and let (L;)1<ism and (Rj)1<j<m be two non-random families of disjoint
measurable subsets of T. Let A < {1,...,M}* and let A := |_|(Z.1j)€A L; x Rj. Let v be a probability
measure on I', let 0 <a < 1,let0 < p < % and let m € N. Let U be a probability measure on I'™ such
that avs < v®™ and let v, = I.0,. Assume that vs is supported on S and p-Schottky for A. Let i be
as in Theorem [L.I0 and let () ~ fi. Then there exists a Markov chain (x,,) on X < {0,...,2M}, with

- p's
zo =0, and a family (¥),),,.y € Prob (1" X X) such that:

(1) Foralln €N, the pair (3, xn11) has distribution law U], ~conditionally to (3} )k<n and (zx)r<n-
(2) For all ke N, one has xop+1 € {1,..., M} and xop+2 € {M +1,...,2M}.

(3) Forallie{l,....M}nX and all j € {M +1,...,2M} ~ X, one has i/ (fx {j}) > 0.

(4) Forallie{l,....M}nX and all je {M +1,...,2M} n X, the distribution:

1 _n
I (xx=3)"i
7 *(XF)* ((XX)*VQ{J})

is F%p -Schottky.

Let (x,), (%) be as in Lemma T4 Note that items (2]) and (B]) imply that the supports of zaj42 and

Zop+3 do not depend on k. However, the support of x; may differ from the support of 3. With that in
mind, forallie {1,...,M}nX and all j e {M +1,...,2M} n X, the distribution v; ; is the distribution
of v} knowing that x, =i and x,11 = j for any k € {1,3,...} such that P(xy = i) > 0.
Proof. Let & be as in Lemma 8 Let (%), (7)) ~ (%@Ds)®N®M%ﬁ] and let (pg)ren be the associated
random sequence of pivotal times and let (Ix)ken be as in definition Let ¢r,¢r: T — {1,...,M} be
such that L; = ¢;'{i} and R; = ¢'{i} for all i € {1,..., M}.

We define z¢ := 0 and we write ) for the distribution of (3¢, ¢1(7f)). Given k € N, we define:

Topt1 = o1 (V5,)  and  @apio i= M + ¢r (72“2“1) :

Note that for all g € T, the set {h € T'|gAh} is determined by ¢ (y) and the set {h € T'|hAg} is
determined by ¢r (7).

Note also that by construction, for all integer k, the conditional distribution of (3%,) relatively

k' >2k+1
to 65/)1«@1@ and (Tl/)l,<lk only depends on zsx41 and not on k. However the distribution of o1
itself may depend on k. Given x € {1,..., M} a possible value for xj, write &, for the distribution of
(’Ny;’jcﬂ, x2k+2) knowing x2r+1 = x. Note that by construction ,this distribution does not depend on k.

For all integer k, the distribution of (77,),,5 4, relatively to (3;,),, _o,, and (7)<, only depends
on Zogyo and not on k. Given x € {M +1,...,2M} a possible value for xy, write 7/, for the distribution
of (%"HQ, x2k+3) knowing xoi+2 = x. Again this distribution does not depend on k.

Thenforallie {1,...,M}nX andall j € {M+1,...,2M} nX, the distribution v; ; is the distribution

of 75,1 knowing that ¢, (v4,) = ¢ and M + ¢p (Vg‘jkﬂ) = j. This distribution is bounded above by
Y~ by (B7) in Theorem 11 O

-«

Now we can prove [L.I0 by taking an extraction.

Proof of Theorem [L.I0 Let p € (0,1/3) and let p’ := ﬂ%p € (0,1/5). Let K € N and let K’ = 2K.

Without loss of generality, we assume that K > 8. Let m € N, let 0 < ¢/,a < 1 and let U, be
as in Corollary .19 applied to v,p’, K’ and let vy := IIy,. Then U, is compactly supported, and
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”®am. Moreover v, is p’-Schottky for A and 897, L. 7s [K'| log(e”)| + K'log(2)]. Let
e:= % and let A° A c A® be a finitely described binary relation. Then K'|log(e’)| + K'log(2) =
2K |log(e)| + Klog(2) = K|log(e)| + Klog(2) and v; is p’-Schottky for A.

Let M e N, X < {0,...,2M + 1}, i and (7)), be as in Lemma LI4 Let (37) ~ i and let (z,,)
be the underlying Markov cham. Let 4,5 € X be such that 0 < i < M < j < 2M. Let go := min{q €
N|(zq,24+1) = (4,7)}, and define by induction gar4+1 = 1 and:

Q2k+2 := min{q > Qor12 | (:Eq, $q+1) = (1,5)} — Qopy2

for all k. Let &g be the distribution of %Dq, let &1 be the distribution of ﬁf * and let &9 be the distribution
of %ﬂ. By the factorization property, we have (ﬁzq) ~Fo® (F1 ® R2)®N, which proves point (II). Then
each g has bounded exponential moment because it is the hitting time of a finite Markov chain.

Moreover each py, has finite exponential moment so p} has finite exponential moment for all ¢, therefore
L4R; has finite exponential moment for all i, this proves point (2)).

By Proposition B3] we have 'yfq v 1A4 'yj . ~’y£q_1 for all 0 <7 < j < k, which proves ().

Note also that 1 is the restriction of 75 to {y € I'| L;AyAR;}, which has measure at least 1 — 2p,
hence k1 is 755~ 5 -Schottky for A, hence it is p-Schottky for A°.

Leti,je X that do not satisfy 0 <i < M < j < 2M and such that (xx)«7;{j} > 0. The distribution

1:
U= (XT)% ,(;%{{”}) v} is absolutely continuous with respect to the distribution of (x3;.)«f for k € N such

that P(zgr = 9) > 0. Therefore, by (BJ)) there is a constant C' such that for all A < T'\ Uk:o XPrsupp(Vs),
we have:

(71) Yk <1,Vie {0,2}, & (L1} 0 (xh) 1 (A)) < Cv(A)Lyii{l}.

Now assume that I' = GL(E). The set Uk o Xi'supp(7s) is compact and N is a continuous function
on I'. Let B = max N(UZ:Ol X'supp(7s)). Then with the notations of Definitions [A.13] and [A14] the
distributions (¢; ;) defined in Theorem [[I0 are uniformly bounded by B A [CN,v|. When v is not
supported on GL(E), we have Nyv{+o} > 0, therefore N,v dominates any probability distribution and
point (@) is trivial. However C can not be expressed in terms of (¢, p,m) because we did not give an
explicit formula for the distribution of the sequence (gy). O

5. PROOF OF THE RESULTS

In this section, we use Theorem [£.I] and Theorem [[.I0] together with Lemmas 11| and to prove
the results stated in the introduction. Most of the proofs are straightforward application of Theorem
41 and Lemma [T}, for the probabilistic estimates on the coefficients, on the sqz coefficient and on the
speed of convergence to the invariant measure; and Lemma for the estimates on the spectral radius,
on the spectral gap and on the dominant eigenspace. UnexpectedlyE7 the trickiest part is to show the
almost sure convergence result in Theorem [[L6] namely that sqz(¥,,)/n — o(v). This is also the only
reason why we need Lemma L4l The question whether prox(7,,)/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 but not the
moment estimate (@). We will use usual ergodic theory but only for the proof of the almost sure
convergence. Given (z,) a random sequence of real numbers and o € R, we say that the sequence
() satisﬁes (exponential) large deviations inequalities below the speed o if for all o < o, we have
limsup + log(P(z,, < on)) < 0. Note that if the distribution of (z,) is a Dirac measure then it satisfies
large dev1at10ns inequalities below the speed o if and only if liminf #* > o. In Lemma[A.T10lin appendix,
we show that the notion of large deviations behaves well when taklng the sum () @), maximum (3]
or minimum (2] of finitely many random sequences and also when composing random sequences of

integers (@)).

Lemma 5.1 (Escape speed and large deviations inequalities for self-aligned measures). Let E be a
Euclidean vector space and let 0 < e < 1. Let k be a probability distribution on End( ) and let (gi) ~
KON Assume that almost surely and for all 0 < i < j < k, we have ¢; - - - gp— 1A4g] ~gr—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 € N, we have G,, # 0. Then there is a limit o(k) € [0, +0] such that

592(9,) _, o(k) almost surely and:
n

(72) Va < o(k), 3C, 5 >0, Yn e N, P (sqz(g,) < an) < Cexp(—Fn).
If we moreover assume that E (sqz,k) > 2|log(e)| + 41log(2), then o(k) > 0.

Proof. Let N € N. Let o := %E (sqz,x*V) = L E (sqz(gy)). Forallk € N, let z} := sqz (grn - grr1)n-1)-
Then (z2) is ii.d. and takes positive values and E(x)Y) = Noy for all n. Then by Corollary [A:6 the

n

sequence (Th )ren satisfies large deviations inequalities under the speed Noy. Moreover, by ([2Z3) in
n

Lemma 28 applied to g, xyATgry -- “gk+1)n—1 for all 0 < k < & and then to §N1%JA39N[%J 1,

we have:

_ 2|log(e)| + 41og(2
Vn e N, sqz(g,,) fo\%] —-n [ log( )|N ( )

Hence, by (@) applied to (zf\’lj) summed with (nW) and (B)) applied to (), composed
N1/ n n
with ([%J)n in Lemma[A.10] the sequence sqz(g,,) satisfies large deviations inequalities below the speed
2|log(e)|+4log(2)
N

ON — . This is true for all N € N so sqz(g,,) satisfies large deviations inequalities below
the speed o (k) := limsup ey ON-

Let T : TN — I'Y; (y)ren = (Vit1)ren. The transformation T is ergodic for the measure p := x®N.
For all n e N, let f,, : (vk)kew — 2|log(e)| + 41log(2) — sqz(7,,). Then f, is bounded above so E,(f,) <
2|log(e)| + 41og(2) for all n € N. Let m, n be integers, then by (23] in Lemma[2Z8 we have almost surely
for g ~ u:

Sqz(go * * Gntm—1) = $q2(go -+ gn—1) + $A2(gn * - * Gn+m—1) — 2| log(e)| — 41og(2)
Hence frnim(9) < fn(g) + fm o T™(g). So by Kingman’s sub-additive ergodic Theorem [Kin68§]|, the

sequence % converges p-almost everywhere to lim inf w = liminf W — o and this
inferior limit is actually a limit by classical sub-additivity. Therefore #ﬂ—) — o(k) and o(k) =

E (sqz,r) — 2|log(e)| — 4log(2) almost surely by sub-additivity.

Theorem 5.2 (Large deviations inequalities for the singular gap). Let E be a Fuclidean vector space
and let v be a strongly irreducible and proximal probability distribution on End(E). Let Rg, k1, k2 be as
in Theorem [LI0 for p = 1 and K = 10. Let & := &1 @ ke and let & := H4k. Let o := o(k)/E(LxF).
Let (7)) ~ v®N. Then the random sequence (saz(7,)) nen Satisfies large deviations inequalities below the
speed o in the sense of Definition [A 7 i.e.,

(73) Va <o, 3C, >0, Vne N, P(sqz(¥,,) < an) < Cexp(—pn).

Proof. Let 0 < £ < 1 be as in Theorem Let (3)) ~ Ro ® (k1 ® k). To all integer n € N, we
associate ¢, =: max{q € N|ws, < n} and a random integer 7, such that v, _o. 1A (Ym,, 5., " Yn-1)
or r, = ¢n. Note that the conditional distribution of the sequence v¢’, V", ..., V3, —1 Vwaq, =" Vn—1
relatively to g, is i—ping—pong for all values of g,. Hence, we may assume that r, ~ gi for all n, by
Lemma [4.171

The distribution Ly#; has finite exponential moment and is supported on N3 for all . By Corollary
[A6, the random sequence (Way, — wo ), satisfies large deviations inequalities around the speed E(Lyk&) €
(0,+00). Then by () in Lemma [AJ0, the random sequence (Way, )m also does. By (@) in Lemma [AT0]
the random sequence (q,),, satisfies large deviations inequalities around the speed E(L4%)~! and by (1)
in Lemma [A10] (g, — r, — 1) also does. Then by Lemma[5.I] and by composition (B in Lemma [A.10)),
the sequence (sqz(7{" - - - 73y, —2r, —2))n satisfies large deviations inequalities below the speed o.

Now by (@) in Theorem [0, we have v AT~ - - “V3g,, —2r,,—2> 50 by ([23) in Lemma 2.8 the sequence
(sqz(Y - - V34, —2r, —2) ) satisfies large deviations inequalities below the speed 0. Moreover, we have:

W Vg 22BN, —ar, 1A (Vg 1)
and sqz(73y, _o,, 1) = K|log(e)| + K'log(2) > 2|log(e/2)[ + 3log(2) so by the transpose of Lemma 2.10]
we have:
W Vag—2r 1 AT (Vaiag, —ar,  Yn1)-
Hence (sqz(7,,))n satisfies large deviations inequalities below the speed o ]

Note that in Theorem (.2, we do not claim that w — 0 almost surely. We do however claim
that in Theorem 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 ¢ may be finite even when
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v 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 v to prove it with the following
trick.

Lemma 5.3. Let E be a Fuclidean vector space and let v be a strongly irreducible and proximal probability
distribution on End(E). Let (y,) ~ v®. Let € be as in Theorem [LI0 for p = 1 and K = 10. There
exist lo € N and 0 < B < 1 such that:

(74) VgeT, P(Vn = lo, gA4'7n) > 8.

Proof. We use the notations of the proof of Theorem B2l Let 0 < & < 1 and Ko, k1, f2 be as in Theorem
LI for p = 1 and K = 10. Let (7)) ~ fo® (F1 ® R2). For all n e N, let g, =: max{q € N|wWa, < n} and
let r,, be the smallest integer such that 73, 5. 1A% (Ym,, . **~Yn—1) OF Ty = qn. By Lemma ETT]
r, has a bounded exponential moment that does not depend on n. Note that if r,, < ¢, — 1, then by (@)
in Theorem [[LI0, we have:
’YO’YlAi’yﬁu T ’Ygf;n—2rn—QA%’quf;n,—zrnqu'Yﬁzqn4% -1
so we have Y91 A5, - - - Yn_1 by Lemma IO By Lemma BTl we may assume that (g, — r,) satisfies
large deviations inequalities below the speed E(L4&)~% > 0. Let I{, be such that P(Vn = If), r, < qn) = %
Now let m € N and a > 0 be as in Corollary 319 for p = and K =10. Let y_pm,...,7—1 ~ V9™ be
independent of (%;). Then we have:
a
(75)  P(gA Y= - 7-1AT (1) N80z (Y= -~ 7-1) = K[log(e)| + Klog(2)) > a(1 = 2p) > 3.
Now if we assume that:
ATy 1 ATV AR g, Y
Then by Lemma 210, we have gATv_,, - - -v,_1. Now note that (73] holds for the conditional distribution
relatively to (yn)n=0. Hence, we have:

(76) P (vn = llOﬂ gAi’Yfm e "anl) =

SHRS

Moreover (Yg—m)k=0 ~ v®V, therefore, we have (T4) for lo = I}, + m. O

Now we will use Lemma [5.3] to deduce the almost sure convergence result in Theorem from the
almost sure convergence result in Lemma [5.11

Lemma 5.4 (Almost sure convergence). Let E be a Fuclidean vector space, let T' = End(E), let v be a
strongly irreducible and proximal probability distribution on I'. Let 0 < e < 1 and let Ko, k1, k2 be as in
Theorem [LI0 for p = + and K = 10. Let & := f1 @ ko and let k := Il &. Let 0 := o(k)/E(LyR). Let

(4n) ~ v®N. Then W — o almost surely and o > 0.

Proof. Let () ~ ko ® (K1 ®72)®". Then (v,) ~ v® by (@) in Theorem [I0 By Theorem 5.2

SqZ(%)

(saz(n)) ey satisfies large deviations inequalities, below the speed o. Hence lim inf > o almost

59z (’Yn

surely. Therefore, we only need to show that lim sup sazim) < &5 almost surely. Note that ¢ > 0 by

Lemma 5.1
Assume by contradiction that ¢ < +00 and P (lim sup W > 0) > 0. Let 6 > 0 be such that

P (Hm sup W > 1+ 26)0) = 0. Then for all integer ng € N, we have:

(77) P (3n = no, sqz(yn) = n(l+d)o) = 4.

Let lp e Nand 0 < 8 < 1 be as in Lemma [5.3] Assume that they also satisfy (4] for the transpose of v
(which is strongly irreducible and proximal). Then, for all g € End(E), and for all n € N, we have:

(78) P (Vg <1<y oot m_1ATg) = B.
Note that (78]) also works when ¢ is a random endomorphism which is independent of the word (7o, - . ., Yn—1)-
Let ap € N be the smallest integer such that P(wy > ag) < M and let a1 := ag + lp. We use the con-

vention min @ = +00. Let mq € N. Let ng be the smallest 1nteger such that P (Wamy+1 = no + a1 + lp) <
%25. We define:

ny :=min{n = ng |sqz(Yay -+ Yay+n) = n(l + §)o} .
Then P(ny # +o0) = 6. Moreover, n; is a stopping time so the random word (Ya,, .- -, Ya;+n,) is inde-
pendent of the random sequence (Vq,+n; +k+1)ken. Both are also independent of the word (o, ..., Ya;-1)
by construction. Let (v,)n<o ~ v®?- be independent of (7,)n>0. Then by Lemma [5.3] applied to
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9 = Yay " Yay+n, and to the random sequence (Ya,+n,+k+1)ken on the right (k = a1 + n1 + ly) and by
[@8) on the left (j < ap), we have the following:
P(ny < +00nVj < ao, Yk = a1 +n1 + 10,7  Yar— 18TV, Yaytm—1ATVay 4ny k1) = B4
Let D := 4]log(e)| + 101log(2). Then by Lemma 2.9, we have:
(79) P(ny < +0 N V) < ay, Yk = a1 +n1 +lo, sqz(y; - yk—1) = n1(1 +8)o — D) = B34,
Now we define the random integer:
my :=min {k € N|Wa41 > a1 + n1 + lo}.
Then by ([[9) with & = Wam,+1 — 1 = a1 + n1 + lp we have:
P(my < +0nVj<ay, sqz(’y- Ny 41—1) = n1(1 + 8)o — D) = 6.
Note also that with probability at least 1 — T’ we have wg < a1, therefore:
P (m1 < +0 N SAZ(Vawg **  Vam, 41 -1) = 11 (L + )0 — D) > 326.

Note also that by minimality of mi, we have Way,,—1 — a1 — lp < n1. Moreover, with our notations, we
— w w .
have Y, =+ Ywam, 11—1 = V1" Vam, - Hence, we have:

_ B2
P (m1 < +90 N $q2(Yuwo **  Vdamy 41-1) = (Wam,—1 — a1 — lo)(1 + §)o — D) = 326 — -
Moreover, P(m; < mg) < BTZ‘S by construction, so we have:
25
P (mo < m1 < 40 0 $qz(Yug * Vi, 11-1) = Wam—1 — a1 — lo)(1 + 8)o — D) = 526 — 2%-
Hence, by taking k = mq, we have:
_ R
P (Elk = mo, SAZ(Yuy 7ﬁ2k+1*1) > (War—1 — a1 = lo)(1 +6)o — D) = 3
The above is true for all mg, therefore:
2 D 25
P (hm sup az (O 93,) + = (1+d)o ) e
kot Wak—1 — 0 — 1 —1g 3
Moreover Wa—1 = 2k — 1 for all k so we can get rid of the constants in the lim sup and we have:
w o, AW 25
(80) P (hm sup ST 08 o (14 5y, ) e
k—+o0 Wok—1 3

Now it remains to show that (80) is in contradiction with Lemma [5.l1 We know that M —

Wi+ FWak—2

o(k) > 0 almost surely by Lemma [5.1l Moreover =) — E(L4R) > 0 almost surely by the law

of large numbers, hence 22k=1 — WotHtWak2 _, |(p 5

k %
_osqz (V) o(K)
81 1 =
( ) kiglw Wak—1 E(L*I%)
which contradicts (80). Hence lim sup qu('y") < o almost surely, which concludes the proof. O

5.2. Contraction property. In this paragraph, we prove the following theorem. Given v a strongly
irreducible and proximal probability measure, we write o(v) for the quantity o defined in Lemma (54

Definition 5.5. Let E be a Euclidean vector space, let T' = End(FE). We define the set of contracting
sequences:

VneN, 7, # {0} and
y|VEEN, Vee (0,1),

lim su max d(Ju], [«']) =0
mnﬁJ}o)o ueU*® (k- vn)\{0}, (lul. fD

u'€U* vk ym)\{0}
We define T := TN — TN to be the Bernoulli shift and we define 1 : Q' (E) — P(E) to be the only map
such that:
Yip) € QE), limsup  max  d([u],1°(7)) = 0.

m,n—+o u€U® (yo-yn—-1)\{0}
Let:
Q(E) = {3 € E) | Vh e Nyl “(T413) = 17(T)
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Note that given E a Euclidean vector space, the space Q(FE) defined in Definition is measurable
and T-invariant. Moreover [ is T-equivariant on (E) in the sense that [®(y) = vol®(T7).

Note also that Q' (E) # Q(E). For example let E = R?, and let 7 and 75 be the orthogonal projections
onto the first and second coordinates. If v = m; and v, = 7 + 2m2 for all k¥ > 1, then 5, = m for
all n =1 and [y - Vn] — [m2] for all &k = 1. So [®(v) is the first coordinate axis and co(Ty) is the

second coordinate axis. Hence ~ol®(Ty) = [0] # [P () so v € Q' (E)\Q(E).
Theorem 5.6. Let E be a Fuclidean vector space, let T' = End(E), let v be a strongly irreducible and

prozimal probability distribution on T'. Let v = (yn)nen ~ v®. Then v € Q(E) almost surely. Let
a < o(v). There exist constants C, 8 > 0 such that:

(82) P (Jue U'(7,)\{0}, d([u],1*(7)) = exp(—an)) < C exp(—fn).
Moreover, for all v e E, we have:
(83) P (d([7,v], 17 (7)) = exp(—an) |7,v # 0) < Cexp(—pn).

Proof. Let ¢ € (0,1) and let Ro,R1,%2 be as in Theorem for p = 1 and K = 10. Let (F*) ~
Fo® (R1® %2)®N. By Corollary 2.4 there is a limit line {*° such that:

Vi e N, Yu e U (75)\(0), d([ul, 1) < £ exp(—saz (72).

Then we necessarily have [* = [®(v) whenever v € Q(F). To all integer n € N, we associate ¢, =:
max{q € N|Wy; < n} and a random integer 7, ~ G, such that 75, 5. 1A (Y, _,. ***Vn-1) OT
Tn = qn- Then by Lemma 210, if we assume that 7, < g, then ¥y, 5. A®(yw,, _,. =~ 7Yn-1), hence
by Lemma 2.8 we have:

Vue U (7,)\O}, ' € U (38, o, ) \(O), d(ful, []) < = exp (—sa (78, -,)) -

In this case, by triangular inequality:

Ve U (7,)\(0), d([u], 1) < % exp (~saz (78, _ar,))

By Corollary[A.2] and by LemmalA 3 applied to the sequence (wy,), the random variable (w,, —r, —n) have
a bounded exponential moment that does not depend on n. Therefore, by (Il) Lemma [A.T0, the random
sequence (Wg,_r,) satisfies large deviation inequalities around the speed 1. Then (sqz (7’2"%_2”))”
satisfies large deviations inequalities below the speed o(v) by Theorem [5.21 and by (B) in Lemma [A10l
Hence we have (82). The above reasoning also works for 7% for all k therefore v € Q/(E) almost surely.

Now to show (B3], we use the same reasoning. We identify F with Hom(K, E). Let v € E\{0}. Note
that U (7,,v) = 7,,vK. For alln € N, we define a random integer r? such that Vg, —2r0 1A% (V50 20y ** " In—10)
or r¥ = ¢,. Then by the same reasoning as for the proof of (82), for all n such that rz < qn and ¥, v # 0,
we have:

_ 38 —w
7 < Lo (s (5522
Note moreover that (P(7,,v = 0))

@B3).
Let v € F\ker(v). The above reasoning implies that {* = lim[¥,v] almost surely so [®(vy) = vl®(T")
almost surely. Moreover, for all k£ € N, the random sequence 7%~ has distribution v®N, so we also have

1°(T*y) = 31 (T**15). Therefore v € Q(E) almost surely. d

neN.v-o 18 bounded above by a constant by Lemma Hence we have

Given g € End(E) and v € E, we write g[v] or [¢][v] for [gv], this is an element of P(E) L {[0]}. That
way we have a measurable (but not everywhere continuous) semi-group action End(E) —~ P(E) u {[0]},
and a convolution product Prob(End(E)) x Prob(P(E) u {[0]}) — Prob(P(E) u {[0]}). Note that given
g € End(E)\{0} and v € E\{0}, such that gv # 0, the map ([h], [x]) — [hz] is continuous at ([g], [v]).

Let un now prove Corollary [L8, which says that given E a Euclidean vector space and v a strongly
irreducible and proximal probability distribution on End(E), we have a unique v-stationary probability
measure £° on P(E). Moreover, for all probability measure £ on P(E)\ker(v), the sequence (v*™ # &) ,en
converges exponentially fast to £° for the dual of the Lipschitz norm.

Proof of Corollary[I8 Let v be any strongly irreducible and proximal distribution on End(E). Let £X
be the distribution of I2(v®Y). Let (v,) ~ v®N. Let [ := [®(v) and let I := [® o T(y). Then by (&3) in
Theorem applied to a vector v € E\ker(v), we have [ = ypl’ almost surely. Moreover, [ and I’ both
have distribution £° and 79 and I’ are independent so £2 is v-stationary.
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Let £ be a probability measure on P(FE) that is supported on P(E)\ker(v), let A\ > 0 and let f :
P(E) — R be A-Lipschitz. Let (I, (7)) ~ € ® v® and let [ := [®(y). Let 0 < a < o(v) and let
C, 3 > 0 be as in Theorem [5.6] Note also that such 8,C do not depend on &. Then note that P(F) has
diameter 1. Therefore, for all § € (0,1) and for all n € N, we have:

(84)  [E(fI7) —E(f D) < E (%) = fDI) < AB(AQ™,7,0) < AP(A(7,7,1) = 6) + Aé.

Moreover, since [ is independent of v, we know that P(d(I*,7,l) = exp(—an)) < Cexp(—£n) for all n
by ([B3) in Theorem So by (&) applied to all n € N, with § = exp(—an), we have:

vne N, [E(f(1)) — E(f(F,)| < AC exp(—Bn) + Aexp(—an) < A(C + 1) exp(— minfa, 8}n).
To conclude, note that for all n € N, the random variable 7,/ has distribution law v*" * €. [l

5.3. Asymptotic estimates for the spectral gap and dominant eigenspace. We use exactly the
same strategy as for the proofs of Theorems and but we use Lemma, instead of Lemma [£.17]
Note that given E a vector space and g, h € End(E), then prox(gh) = prox(hg) so gh is proximal if and
only if hg is and in this case, E*(gh) = gE™ (hg).

Note that given g € End(F) a proximal matrix, the constant sequence v : n — ¢ is in Q(F) and
[®(y) = E*(g). In this section we use Lemma applied to the extraction constructed in Theorem
[T} We could use the extraction constructed in Theorem [LT0] because we do not care about moments or
independence. However need the notion of inductive alignment A® as defined in the beginning of Section
M to be able to use Lemma as we explained in Remark A.13]

Theorem 5.7. Let v be a strongly irreducible and proximal probability distribution over End(FE). Let
(Yn) ~ v®N and let 1*° := 1®(y). Then we have:

(85) Va < o(v), 3C, 8> 0, Vne N, P (prox(7,,) < an) < Cexp(—f£n),
(86) Va <o(v), 3C, >0, ¥neN, P (d(E*(7,),1) = exp(—an)) < Cexp(—fBn).
Proof. Let 0 < e <1 and 75 be as in Corollary 319 applied to v with p = i and K = 10. Let i be as
in Theorem A1) applied to v and 7, with S = supp(Il.7,) and A = A®. Let (7)) ~ fi. To all integer
n € N, we associate g, =: max{q € N| W, < n} and ¢, the smallest integer such that:

Vo —2en 1A (Vag, —2e, ** V=170 Ve, ) ANA  (Fwny, aep 2 Vn—170" " Vivne, ) AVS%,

or 2¢, = q,. By Lemma 12l ¢, has a bounded exponential moment that does not depend on n.
Moreover V%n’_20n_3AS7waqn_20n_2 and v3; 9. A5, _o. 1. Therefore, we have

w XS (~
72qn—20n,—3A (752%,72@”72’ <oy Yn—1,705 - - 7/7@2@”)

By Proposition 13 we have:

~

w £
72qn—20n,—3A2 (7@2%,72@”—2 o Yn—170 " ’ymun) .

By definition of ¢,, and by Theorem [.1land Proposition 43 applied to (Y4)2¢, <k<2q, —2¢., » Which satisfies
(@) in Theorem AT}, we also have:

(V20,202 " V170" " Vawae, ) AV5 s 1 ATy (oA A2 Vogn —2en—aD V2, 00 3
Moreover, each of these matrices have a squeeze coeflicient larger than 4|log(e)|+7|log(2)| by Proposition

L3 again. Let a, := Waq,—2¢,—3 and let by = Y4, - - Yn-170 - * Yan—1. Then by Lemma T3 we have
hoATh, and VanAihn when 2¢, + 2 < ¢,. Hence by Lemma 2.T7 we have:

(87) prox(hn) = sqz(hy) — 2|log(e)| — 6log(2)

£ .
Moreover, we have (v, 1 Vs _9e.—3) AT (Vg 00y 2 17 -+ ¥5a, ), 50 by (23) in Lemma 2.8,
we have:

(88) sqz(hn) = 5az (Yae, 11 Vom —2¢, —3) — 2|log(e)| — 41og(2).

Now we claim that (sqz (72“2" 41 ~72“jln72cn73))n€N satisfies large deviations inequalities below the
speed o(v). Note that this implies that we have (8H) because prox(h,) = prox(¥,,) by conjugation. Let
a <o and let 0 < 0 < 1/2 be such that %5 < 0. By Theorem .2 there are constants C, 3 > 0 such
that:

e

1-26

i< B (st 2go0) < (= g5 ) < Cexp(=( = ).
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Write C" := C(1 — exp(—f3)) 72 and f’' := 3(1 — 2J) > 0, then we have:

|[on] n
. . . . (&% . .
P (az <bn,3j = m - on, sqzl ) < (- ) _25) <Y Y Con(—8( - )
=0 j=[n—¥n|

Note that, if we take ¢ = Wac, +1 and j = Waq, —2¢,,—2, then ;- - -1 = Voo, 417" ’Y%an—%n _3. Hence we
have:

(89) P (saz (3¢, +1 " Vg, —2¢,—3) < an) < P(0n < Wac,+1) + P (W2g,—2¢,-2 < (1 = 6)n)

+P (3@' <on,3j =n—dn, sqz(yi---vj—1) < (J —i)l;“%)

Moreover Ws, +1 has finite exponential moment so (P (0n < Wac,+1)),cn decreases exponentially fast
Moreover, by (B) applied to (w,,) and (q,,) and () applied to (c,) in Lemmal[A 10, the random sequence
(Waq, —2¢,—3),,cy Satisfies large deviations inequalities below the speed 1 so (P (Wag,, —2c, —2 < (1 —6)n)), oy
decreases exponentially fast. Hence, by (89), the sequence (]P’ (sqz ('y%”cn 11 -vé‘fh,gcn,g) < om))neN de-

creases exponentially fast in n, which proves the claim so we have (8H)).
Now we prove (88). By Lemma 217 applied to h,,A%h,,, we have:

(90) Yu € U5 (h)\[0}, d (B (i), []) < = exp(~sar(hn)).

Let e, be a random non-zero vector such that e, € E*(h,) when 2¢, + 2 < ¢,. By (88) and by the
above reasoning, (sqz(hy)),, satisfies large deviations inequalities below the speed () > 0. Hence there
exist constants C, 3 > 0 such that:

(91) 1— Cexp(—fn) <P (Vu e U (hy)\{0}, d (E* (hn), [u]) < %) <P (7, Afe,).

Moreover, By Lemma [2.10l and by the above reasoning, we have WanAihn. Hence by lemma 23] we

have:
B (Vue U (h)\[0), d (B* (). [u]) < 5) < B (7, Afe,)

Moreover, when VGHA§ en, then by Lemma 2.8 we have:

Vu e U 7, O}, d (o, en). [1) < exp(-sas(7,,)-

Then by Corollary 2. T4] and by triangular inequality, we have:

@ ([Ta en] P2(2) < = expl(—s502(7,,))

By conjugacy, we have 7, e,K = E*(%,). Moreover, the random sequence (a,,) satisfies large deviations
inequalities below the speed 1 so by Theorem and by (@) in Lemma [A10 the random sequence
(sqz(ﬁan))n satisfies large deviations inequalities below the speed o(v). This proves (6. O

Proof of Theorems[1.0 and[174. Let E be a Euclidean space. Let v be a strongly irreducible and proximal
probability distribution over End(E). Let (v,) ~ v®Y. Let o(v) := lim @ be as in Lemmal[5.4l Then
o(v) > 0 by Theorem Then ([I2)) in Theorem is a direct consequence of (73)) in Theorem
and (80 in Theorem 57 The above proves Theorem [LB Moreover ([I4) is [83) and (IH) is (86) which
proves Theorem [[7] O

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 v be a probability distribution on End(E). We say that v
is totally strongly irreducible if for all k € {1,...,dim(E) — 1} the measure /\/I:< v is strongly irreducible.

Let v be a strongly irreducible probability distribution and let (7,,) ~ v®Y. If v is not proximal, we
define o(v) := 0, note that then by B.I3] we have W — 0 almost surely. If v is proximal, we define
o(v) as in Theorem (52
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Definition 5.8. Let v be a distribution on End(E) that is totally strongly irreducible. For all 1 < j
rk(v), we define 0;(v) := 0o (/\fl< V). We define:

N

(92) (1) = {1 < j < rk(v) | o3(v) # 0}
, , , By N B2 _ i ,
Given h a matrix and j < rk(h), we define sqz;(h) := log (H AR /\thH) sqz( A\’ h), ff)r Jj >
rk(h), we use the convention sqz;(h) = 0 and for all j > 1, we define: prox;(h) := prox (/\J h) =
limpy oo <)

n

Theorem 5.9 (Convergence of the Cartan projection with large deviations). Let F be a Euclidean spaces
and let v be a totally strongly irreducible probability distribution on End(E) of rank at least dim(E) — 1.
Let (vn) ~ v®N. For all1 < j < d—1 we have almost surely w
and for all aj < 0;(v), there exist constants C, 8 > 0 such that:

(93) VneN, P (sqzj(in) < ajn) < Cexp(—p8n).
(94) VneN, P (proxj F,) < ajn) < Cexp(—p8n).

— 0j(v). Moreover, for all j € O(v)

Proof. If we assume that j € O(v), then (@3) is a reformulation of Theorem for /\fX< v and [04] is a
reformulation of Theorem 5.7l Otherwise o;(v) = 0. We know from Lemma 312 that there is a constant

B such that sqz;(¥,,) < B almost surely and for all n so 542 0n) _, () = oj(v). O

Let E be a Euclidean space of dimension d > 2. We denote by Gr(FE) the set of vector subspaces
of E. Given 0 < k < d, we denote by Gry(F) the set of subspaces of E that have dimension k
i.e., (Gri(E))1<k<d are the level sets of the function dim : Gr(E) — {0,...,d}. Note that for all k, the
set Gry(E) naturally embeds into P(A\" E) by the map V — [v1 A -+ A vi] for v1 A -+ A v, any basis
of V. Note that the image of Gry(E) by this embedding is a compact subset, we will abusively denote
by Gry(E) the image of Gri(E) in P(A* E). We write d for the distance map on Gry(E) pulled back
from the distance on P(A\" E) associated to the Euclidean metric on A" E.

We call flag in F a totally ordered set of subspaces of F i.e., for all VW € F, we have V < W or
W < V. We write FI(E) for the space of flags in E. Given © < {1,...,d — 1}, we denote by Flg(FE) the
space of flags F' € FI(E) such that dim(F) = ©. Given k€ © < {1,...,d — 1} and given F € FI(E), we
write Fy, for the single element of the set F' n Gry(E).

Note that End(E) naturally acts on the left on FI1(E). Moreover, for all © < {1,...,d — 1}, the group
GL(FE) acts continuously on Flg(FE). We remind that we denote by T' the Bernoulli shift.

Definition 5.10. Let E be a Euclidean vector space and let © < {1,...,dim(E)} We define:

o= ) (A7) o (ae).

ke©\{0}
k) O
Qo(E) = {~veQy(E)|VkeO, 1o (/\ ) (7) € Gri(E) ¢t .
We also define the T -equivariant measurable map:
Fg = (F)keo : Qo(E) — Flo(E),
with FP =1%o (N*)Y®N for all k.

Using the Cartan decomposition on the exterior product, we can show that in fact Qg (E) = Qe (E)
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 := dim(FE),
assume that d = 2. Let v be a totally strongly irreducible probability distribution on GL(E). Let © := ©(v)
and let v ~ v®N. Then v € Qo(E) almost surely. Let (ag)reo € [ 1ee(0; 0k (v)) be a non-random family
of real numbers. Then there exist constants C, 3 > 0 such that for all non-random flag F € Flg, we have:

(95) P(3ke O, d(FF(),7,Fr) = exp(—agn)) < Cexp(—pn).

Proof. This is a reformulation of Theorem in terms of flags. Let v be a totally strongly irreducible
probability measure on GL(E) and let k € ©(v). Then /\i v is strongly irreducible and proximal. Let
(7n) ~ v®N. By Theorem applied to (A" Yn)nen, we have (A")®V(y) € Q (/\k E) Then we claim

that {® o (/\k)®N (7) € Gri(E) almost surely. Hence v € Q¢ (F) almost surely.
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Let (v1,...,vx) € E* be a non-random free family. By Theorem[5.6, we have : /\k Yo (V1. vk) -
n——+0o0

10 ( \F)®N(y) almost surely. Moreover, for all n € N, we have A* 5, [v1 A+ Ave] = [T,01 A« - AT, 0%] €
Gri(E), and Gry(E) is closed in P(A" E). Hence I° o (A")®V(y) € Gri(E). Hence v € Qo(E) almost
surely. To conclude, note that (@5) is simply the reformulation of (83]) for all the measures /\f< v with
ke©. 0

Note that in the case of v an totally strongly irreducible probability distribution on SL(E), one can
actually take the pivotal extraction to be aligned in all Cartan projections. With a correct adaptation
of the works of [CEFT22|, one should be able to prove the following.

Conjecture 5.12 (Poisson boundary). Let E be a Euclidean space od dimension d = 3. Let v be an
totally strongly irreducible probability distribution supported on a discrete subgroup of SL(E). Assume
that v has finite entropy then the Poisson boundary of v is isomorphic to Flgq,)(E) endowed with the
v-stationary probability distribution FXv®N.

It follows directly from [CEET22] when E = R? because any discrete subgroup in SL(R?) is either
non-elementary hyperbolic and therefore we can apply [CEET22], 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 319, we have shown that given v a strongly irreducible and proximal probability distribution
on GL(FE) and given 0 < p < %, there is an integer m € N, a constant 0 < ¢ < 1 and a probability
distribution 7, that is absolutely continuous with respect to ¥®™, has compact support and whose
product is p-Schottky for A®.

We use the notations of Definitions [A.13] and [A15 for the trunking [-] and the coarse convolution -1%.
We formulate Theorems [5.13] and [£.14] in the following technical way to explicit the dependency of the
constants C' and S in Theorem [L3lin terms of v. In particular, we can note that the lower bound of all 3,
so that Theorem [[3 is satisfied (for C' = 371), is given by a function of v that is lower semi-continuous
for the weak-* topology on the space of strongly irreducible and proximal probability distributions on

GL(E).

Theorem 5.13 (Strong law of large numbers for the coefficients). Let E be a Euclidean vector space
and let v be a probability measure on GL(E). Let (v,) ~ v®N. Let a,e € (0,1), let p € (0,1/5) and let
Vs be a compactly supported probability distribution on GL(E)™ such that s is p-Schottky for A® and
supported on the set {sqz > 10|log(e/2)|} and avs < v®™. Let B := maxy max N o x7*(supp(¥s)). Then
there exist constants C, 8 > 0 that depend only on «, p, m and such that:

(96) Vfe E\{0}, Vv e E\{0}, ¥neN, Vi >0, P <log AL t)

[l
0 Tk

< Cexp(—pn) + Z Cexp (— k) [Mw (t — 2|1log(e)| — 3log(2),+0).
k=1

Proof. Let 0 < & <1 and 7, be as in Corollary BI9 for K = 10 and p = . Let 4 be as in Theorem E.]
for T := GL(E), for A = A® and S = {sqz > 10|log(e/2)|}. Let (") ~ fi. By Proposition 3] we have
'yﬁ’chE’yﬁ’jc_HA%'yﬁ’jHQ for all k e N.

Let n € N be fixed. Let ¢, := max{q € N|wWy, < n}. Then by (&) in Theorem BT the sequence
A s s Vo — 1 Ywag, ** Yn—1v is p-ping-pong. By Lemma [LTT] applied to that sequence, we con-
struct a random integer r,, ~ G, that is independent of (73} ), .y and such that r, > ¢, or:

w €
72qn72rn71A (’Yﬁzqnfzrn " "Ynflv) .

By the transpose of Lemma [.I1l we construct a random integer [ ~ G, that is independent of (73},)
and such that :

keN
(f70 - va1) A%var41-
Note that if | + 7, < ¢y, then:

(f7 31 AE%“jHA% T AEV;%—%—lAE (7@%,2% T ’Yn—lv) .
Hence, by lemma [ZT5] we have:

(f%)ﬂ e '7277)A% (72uf+1 e '72qu,—2r—1) A

o

(7@2%7% te 'Wn—lv) .
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Hence by Lemma 2.9t

2
P FAT Rt | o RRTIEANPRNY | LTt B
Moreover by sub-multiplicativity:
17l < 176" - V3l V31 W3 20 =1 | I ¥20m 20 =+ 1] -

By definition of N, and by sub-additivity, we have:

log ¢ -+ 73l + log L f] — og |17 -3l < Tog (1l -+ Iyssl) o (™| -+ s ™))

Wayy1—1
SN < > Nw)
k=0
and by the same argument:
n—1

108 [V2gy, sy, * Yt || + 108 V] =108 [ Vg, ovy - 1] < DT N()-

k=Wagqy —2ry,

Therefore:
Wary1—1 n—1
log |7, | —log /7,0l < >, N(w)+ Y, Nw)+2[log(e)| + 3log(2).
k=0 k=Waq,, —rp
Moreover, for all ¢ = B, and for all k € N, by (59)) in Theorem 1] with A = {N > ¢}, one has:
Nyv(t, +0)

P(N (k) > t] (wj)jen) < 1—a

Note that, g, only depends on (w;);en, moreover [ and r, are independent of (%’Jj)jeN. Note also that
when the sequence (wj)jen is so that the index k appears in an oddly indexed group (i.e., there exists
j € N such that Wej11 < k < Waj42), then N(vx) < B so P(N(yx) > t|(wj)jen) = 0 on that set
and trivially, we also have P(N(vx) > t| (w;)jen, !, ) = 0 on that set and for all values of [ and 7y,.
Therefore, we have:
Nyv(t, +o0)

l—a
By Corollary [A.2] n — Wa,, has a bounded exponential moment, with a bound that depends only on
(a, p,m) and not on n. By Lemma[A.3] the random variables n —wWaq, —r, and Wa4+1 both have bounded
exponential moment, with a bound that depends only on («, p,m). In other words, there are constants
C, 3 > 0 that only depend on (a, p, m) by construction and such that:

]P)(N(’Yk) >t | laqnarn) <

Vk e N, P(n —Waq,—2r, + W1 =k N1y < gn) < Cexp(—Pk).
Moreover by Lemmal[AZ3] the random variable g, 2., also has bounded exponential moment so we may
also assume that:
P+ ry = ¢n) = P(n < Wator,) < Cexp(—pn).
Hence, by Lemma [A 18 we have for all £ > 0:

— n 1k
B v N.
P <log % >t ’ 41y < qn> < Y Cexp(—Bk) [%W (t — 2|log(c)| — 31og(2), +o0).
n k=1
This proves ([@4)). O

Theorem 5.14 (Strong law of large numbers for the spectral gap). Let E be a Fuclidean vector space
and let v be a probability measure on GL(E). Let (v,) ~ v®N. Let a,e € (0,1), let p € (0,1/5) and let
Us be a compactly supported probability distribution on GL(E)™ such that s is p-Schottky for A® and
supported on the set {sqz > 10|log(e/2)|} and avs < v®™. Let B := maxy max N o x7*(supp(¥s)). Then
there exist constants C, 8 > 0 that depend only on «, p, m and such that:

(97) VneN, Vt>0, P <1Og|7_ﬁl N t)
p1(¥,)
0 "
< 2 Cexp (—Bk) [w} (t — 2|log(e)| — 5log(2), +0) .

k=1
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Proof. Let 0 < € < 1 and s be as in Corollary for K = 10 and p = Let fi be as in The-
orem ] for ' := GL(E), for A = A® and S = {sqz > 10|log(¢/2)|}. Let (%) ~ ji. Let n € N.
Let g, := max{k € N|wWy, < n}. Let ¢, be as in Lemma applied to the pivotal sequence
(V65 Y15 - -+ V3 —15 Vag, "+ Yn—1). Then ¢, has a finite exponential moment and is independent of
(VY. V2 —2 Vg, * “Yn—1). By the same argument as in the proof of Theorem (7] using ([82) in
Lemma 2.T7 we have:

=

2

(98) P17) 2 1024 -a0s 1107 T20r 41 = W84+ V20,3l 55
Hence, with the same reasoning as in the proof of Theorem B.13l we have:
n—1 Waeq1—1
(99) log 7, —log(p (7)) < >, N(w)+ D, N(w)+2|log(e)| +5log(2)
k=TWaqy, —20p 2 k=0

However ([@9) holds without conditions on ¢, (with the convention w_j, = 0 for all k£ € N), because:

n—1
(100) log |7, | —log(p1(7,)) < D} N()-

k=0
Moreover, for all t > B, and for all k € N, one has:

Nyv(t, +00
P(N(’Wv) > t|cnaQn) < %

Moreover by Lemma [A3]and Theorem ELT} Wae,, +1 + 1 — Wag,, —2¢,—2 has a bounded exponential moment
with a bound that depends only on («, p, m). O

Theorems and [5.14]

Proof of Theorem[L.3. Let E be a Euclidean vector space, let v be a strongly irreducible and proximal
probability measure on GL(E) and let (v,) ~ v®. Let p = 1 and K = 10 and let o, € (0,1) and
m € N be as in Corollary Let B,C,8 > 0 be as in Theorem Up to taking the minimal
£ and the maximal C, we may assume that B,C,8 > 0 also satisfy the conclusions of Let
D := 2|log(e)| + 5log(2). Note that if Nyv = Jp, then Nyv*m = g for all k by sub-additivity of N.
Moreover prox < N on GL(E) so Nyv # §p by proximality of v. Let Cp, 8o be as in Lemma [AT9 for

1 = Nyv. Then for all ¢t > 0, we have:
= B v Nyv 1k &
Z Cexp (—pk) [T*W (t — 2| log(e)| — 5log(2), +o) < Z Co exp (—Bok) Nyv(t, +0)
k=1 k=1
Therefore (@6]) implies (&) and (@7) implies (6. O
Proof of Corollary I3 Let V be a proper subspace of E, let 0 < r < 1. Let v € E\{0} and let f € E*\{0}
be such that f(V) = {0}. Let (v,) ~ v®" and let [* = [®(vy). We claim that:

(101) P(% € N (V) < liminf P (| /3, 0] < 7| fl[7nlv])

Indeed, if % € N,.(V), then by Theorem [5.6] we construct a random integer ny which has finite expo-
nential moment and such that [7,v] € N;.(V) for all n > ng. Note also that if [¥,v] € N,.(V), then by
Lemma 23] | f7,,v| < 7| fllI7,.[lv]. Hence, for all n € N, we have:

P (1m0l <l f[17allo]) = PU* € Ne(V)) = P(n < no).
Moreover P(n < ng) — 0, hence we have (I0I). So by Theorem (513, we have (). O

n——+0o0

We said in the introduction that 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 is
actually optimal. Let F = R? and let v := v4 * v where vk is the Haar measure on the (compact)
group of isometries O(FE) and A is the distribution of the matrix

exp(T) 0 -+ 0

Mo 0 1 ’
: . .0
0 001

Where T' is any non-negative, real valued random variable. Then v is strongly irreducible and proximal
and it actually has full support in PGL(E). Then write X for the invariant distribution on P(F) and
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write e; for the first base vector. Then we have £€* := v * {x for {x the Lebesgue measure on P(FE).
Indeed vi * £ = £ for all £, by property of the Haar measure. As a consequence, we have for all r > 0:

(102) ZB(T > log(d) ~ log(r)) < & (B(e1,7))

Indeed a random variable of distribution law {x has first coordinate larger than 1/d with probability at
least 1/d. Note also that T = N,v and (I02) implies that the distribution log, d(e1, )+, is at least in
the same polynomial integrability class as 7.

Another interesting question that is asked in [BQ16a, p 231] is whether Corollary [[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 v and write p(v) its proximality rank i.e., p(v) :=
min O(v) for ©(v) as in Definition 5.8 then we can construct a random limit space of dimension p(v).
Then with the same trick as in the proof of BI3] we can show that the coefficient w¥,u is up to an
exponentially small error the product of a linear form w’ and a vector v’ whose norms are controlled in
law by the same ($*#. However, the fact that the kernel of w’ cuts orthogonally the p(v)-dimensional

limit space that contains u’ does not give a lower bound on the product m
For example in dimension 2, we can take v to be the law of a random rotation of angle 2~ %7 with
probability exp(— exp(exp(k))) for all k € N and the identity otherwise. Then the random walk (7,,) is
recurrent so if we take w and u such that wu = 0, then we almost surely have |w¥,u| = 0 for infinitely
many times n € N.
w

The question remains open if we consider the conditional distribution of log % with respect to the

event (w¥,u # 0) or simply assume that w¥,u # 0 almost surely and for all n € 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 ) endowed with
a o-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 €2 the elements of A.

Let (2, A,P) be such a probability space. Given B a subalgebra of A, and ¢ an A-measurable, real
valued function such that E(¢) is well defined (meaning that the positive part or the negative part of ¢
has finite expectation), we define E(¢ | B) as the equivalence class of all B-measurable random variables
1 taking values in R U {E(¢)} such that for all B € B, we have E(1p¢) = E(1pv¢) where 1 is the
indicator function of B. If B is the o-algebra generated by a measurable map v : Q2 — I', we also write
E(6|7) for E(¢| B).

We call filtration over (€2, .A) a nested sequence of sub-o-algebras of A i.e., a sequence (Fj)ren such
that for all k£, we have F © Fg11.

We will write N := N> for the set of non-negative integers and given a sequence (w,,) € R, we define
the sequence of partial sums as (W, )men := (Wo + * * + + Win—1)meN-

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 (2,P) be a probability space and let (Fi)ren be a
filtration on Q. Let (wy) oy be a random sequence of positive integers such that wy is Fj41-measurable
for all k. For all n = 0, we define ry, := max{r € N|w,, <n}. Let h: N — Rxq be a function. Assume
that:

Vie N, Vk >0, ]P’(wk = t|fk) < h(t)
Then we have:

VteN, VneN, P(w,, =t) <th(t).
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Proof. Let t and n be two non-negative integers. We have

oo ¢
= Z ZIP(ET=n—u)IP’(wT=t|ET=n—u).

Probabilities are non negative so the order of summation does not matter. hence:

o0

Pw,, =t) = Y. Y. P(@, = n—w)P(w, = t|T, = n—u)
u=07r=0

For alluw € Nand all » € N, the event (W, = n—u) is in F,.. So by hypothesis, we have P(w, = t|w, = n —u) <
h(t) for all t and all r,u € N such that P(w, = n — u) > 0. Moreover, for all u € N, we have:

ZP(ET=n—u)=E(#{TEN|ET=n—u})<1,
r=0

because the map r — w, is almost surely injective. Therefore, we have P(w,,, = t) < th(t), which proves
the claim. O
Corollary A.2. Let (wi),oy be a random sequence of positive integers and (Fy) be a filtration such that
wg 18 Frr1-measurable for all k. Assume that for some C, 5 > 0, we have:

Vie N,Vk = 0,P (wy, = t| Fr) < Cexp(—pt).
For all n € N, define the random integer ry, := max{r € N|w,_ < n}. Then:
C(1+1t5)

Vi=0,Vn=0, P(w,, =t|Fk) < 52

exp (—pt).
Proof. Define h(t) := C'exp(—p)t for all t € N. Then we have:
Vte N,Vk = 0,P (wy, =t | Fi) < h(t).
So by Lemma [AT] for all ¢,u € N, we have P (w,, = u) < uh(u). Now let n € N and ¢t € N. We have :

P (wy, >t) = > P(w, =u) < > uh(u)
u=t u=t
< Z uC exp (—fu)
u=t

< Cexp(—ft) <Z wexp (—Bu) +¢ ). exp (—ﬁu))
u=0 u=0

2
1 t
< Cexp(—pft ( ) + .
p(=F%) ( =8/ T T-en( D)
Moreover 8 = 1 — exp(—£3) by convexity. So we have P (w,, >t) < % exp (—pft). O

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 (Q,1P) be a probability
space endowed with a filtration (Fy,), .. Let w be an N-valued random variable. Let (x,) be a random
sequence of non-negative real numbers. Assume that x,, is (Fn+1)-measurable for all n. Let C, 5 > 0 be
non-random constants. Assume that:

(103) E(exp(fw)) < C
(104) Vn € N,E(exp (Bzy) | Fn) < C.
Then the random variable T, := ZZ:ol T has a finite exponential moment in the sense that:

(105) 3C", B >0, V¢ =0, P (%, > t) < C' exp(—B't).
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Proof. First note that without loss of generality, we may assume that C' > 1. Fix 0 < e < %. For
every j € N, write 7, := Z?;é zg. Then for all non-random ¢ > 0, one has:

(106) P(Tw = 1) <Plw > te) + P (Tpye > t) -

For all j € N, we define z; := exp (67;). We claim that E(z;) < C7. Indeed, 2o = 1 and for all j > 0, the

random variable z; is F; measurable. Now by looking at the conditional expectation and using (I04),
we have:

E(zj+1) = E(E(2+1|F;))
E(z;E(exp (Bz;)|F;))
CE(z;).

N

This proves the claim. By Markov’s inequality, we have P(z; > exp (5t)) < e ( D) for all j € N and for
all ¢t > 0. Let ¢t > 0. By the above argument and because the x,,’s are non-negative, we have:

P (T = ) < Cletl exp(—Bt) < C%t exp(—ft) = exp(—(8 — e log(C))t).
By Markov’s inequality, applied to ([I03]), we have P(w = te) < Cexp(—ft). So if we write ' :=
B —elog(C)>0and C':= C + 1, then we have P(Y > t) < C’ exp (—/'t), which proves (I05). O

Lemma A.4 (Exponential moments approximate the expectation). Let M,o,C,3 > 0. For all a < o,
there is a constant B, > 0, that depends on (M,o,C, 3, a), such that for all random wvariable x, that
satisfies E(min{z, M'}) = o and E(exp(—p5z)) < C, we have:

E(exp (=fax)) < exp (—faa).
Proof. Let x be a random variable such that E(exp(—fz)) < C. Then P(x <t) < Cexp (ft) for all
teR. For all 0 < 8/ < 8 and for all m € R we have:

Blexp (~80)1(a <m) = [ T Bep(<F) > Har

xp (—B'm)
+o0 5
< / Ct s dt
exp (—B'm)
g N\ /
C ;exp (8 — B')m) =: F(m, ')
p—p
To all 0 < 8 < 5, we associate the number mg := min {0 287t log (glc’?) } Note that for all 0 < 8 < %/,
we have 8/ — 8 > /2 and mg < 0, hence (8 — 8')mg < 1og(2,g) and Cﬁﬁﬁ, < Q%ﬁ,. Therefore
F(mg,3) < 2 for all 0 < f < &, hence Z72:%) 0
Now assume moreover that E(min{z, M}) > o and let m < M. Write 2’ := max{m, min{z, M }}.
Then m < 2’ < M. Moreover, by convexity, we have for all m < y < M:
—B'y) < y—m ot -y _
exp (—B'y) < r— exp (='M) + 57— exp (=f'm)
_ Mexp(=f'm) —mexp (=f'M)  exp(=f'm) — exp(=f'M)
= M—m M—-m v
Note moreover that E(z’) > o and eXp(_ﬂ/%iesz(_B/M) > 0. Hence:

Elexp(_pa’)) < MeD(B n;} - Zexp(—ﬁ M)  exp(=5 n]z& - e;p(—ﬁ M L),

, , M exp (7ﬁ’m5/)7m5/ exp (—B8'M)
Moreover, 3'mg ﬂ—> 0and 8'M ,6’——:0 0so M—mg ,6’—»0

—— 1. Moreover exp is derivable

at 0 so we have:
exp(—8'mg) — exp(—8' M) .

1.
p'(M —mpg) /=0
Hence we have L(m‘;'iw — 1.
B'—0
By the previous arguments, we have L(mg.B )Jr;;(mﬁ”ﬁ )~1 ,6’_)0 1. Then for all & < o, there exists

0 < B < & such that Heafe)t P Bl 5 o ang therefore L(mpg, ')+ F(mp, ') > 1—af, let Ba
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be the maximal such 4’. Then for all @ < o, we have L(mg,, Ba) + F(mg,, Ba) = 1 — af, by continuity
of F, m, and L. Let o < 0. Then for all random variable x that satisfies the hypothesis of Lemma [A4]
we get:

E(exp (—Bax)) < L(mg,, B') + F(mg,, Ba)
1-

Ba < exp (—faq). O
Lemma A.5 (Classical large deviations inequalities from below). Let (Q,P) be a probability space en-
dowed with a filtration (Fy,),cn- Let (2n)nen be a random sequence of real numbers such that x,, is Fy41-
measurable for alln € N. Let C, 8 > 0. Assume that for all n € N, we have E(exp (—fxzy,) | Fn) < C. Let

(o) pren be a non-random, real valued, non-decreasing sequence such that E(min{x,, M} | F,) = o for
all M,n € N. Write o :=lim;_, 1o 0¢. Then we have:

Va <o, 34 >0, Vne N, P(T,, < an) < exp (—Lan).

Proof. Let o < o and let @ < o/ < &” < 0. Let M € N be such that E(min{x,,, M}|F,) = o” for all
n € N. Then by Lemma [A4] there is a constant 3 > 0 such that for all n € N, we have:
E(exp (—f8'xy) | Fn) < exp(—8'd).

Then by induction on n, we have E(exp (—8'Z,)) < exp(—npf’'a’) for all n € N. Then by Markov’s
inequality, we get P(Z,, < an) < exp (—nf’'(¢’/ — a)), which proves the claim for 8, := '(¢/ — «). O

<
<

Note that the existence of the sequence (o) such that E(min{z,,, M} |F,) = op for all M,n e Nis
satisfied when (z,,) is i.i.d. and E(xg) = o. However, if we only assumed that E(z, | F,,) = 1 for all n,
then we may assume that for all n, z,, takes value n? with probability n~2 and 0 otherwise and in this
case P(VneN, 7, =0) = [[7_ 1(1—n ) >0.

Corollary A.6. Let (zy,), be a random independent sequence of real numbers. Assume that there exists
B > 0 such that E(exp(—fxo)) < +00. Then the random sequence (Tn)nen salisfies large deviations
inequalities below the speed E(xg).

Proof. Let 8 > 0 be such that E(exp(—pfz¢)) < + and let C = E(exp(—pfzo)). For all M € N,
let opr = E(min{xzg, M}). Let (F,) be the cylinder filtration associated to (). Then oy — E(xo)
so by Lemma [A5] the random sequence (T )nen satisfies large deviations inequalities below the speed

Definition A.7 (Large deviations inequalities). Let (2, )nen be a random sequence of real numbers and
let 0 € Ru {+w©} be a constant. We say that (x,)nen satisfies large deviations inequalities below the
speed o if we have:

Va <o, 3C,5 >0, Yne N, P(z, < an) < Cexp (—8n).
We say that (2, )nen satisfies large deviations inequalities above the speed —o if (—n)nen satisfies large
deviations inequalities below the speed o.

Remark A.8. Let (z,,) be a random sequence of real numbers and let o € R u {+0o0}. Assume that (x,,)
satisfies large deviations inequalities below the speed o. Then by Borel Cantelli’s Lemma, we have almost
surely liminf == > o for all « < o so liminf 2% > o almost surely. If we moreover assume that o is
finite and if (x,) satisfies large deviations inequalities above the same speed o, then lim 2= = o almost
surely.

Remark A.9 (Convenient reformulation of Definition [AT). We call decreasing exponential function a
function of type n — Cexp(—pfn) with C >0 and 8 > 0.

Note that saying that a random sequence (x,,) satisfies large deviations inequalities below a speed o
means that for all « < o, the function n — P(x,, < an) is bounded above by a decreasing exponential
function. It is equivalent to saying that for all o < o, the function n — P(Im = n, x, < an) 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 (,P) be a probability space. Let 0,0’ € R U {+©}. Let (xn),n and (x,),cx
be two random sequences of real numbers that satisfy large deviations inequalities below the speeds o
and o' respectively. Let (Yn)nen be a random sequence of real numbers. Let Cy, B, > 0. Assume that
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Py, < —t) < Cyexp(—pyt) for alln e N and allt > 0. Let (ky)nen be a random non-decreasing sequence
of non-negative integers and let k € (0, +00). Then:

(1) The shifted sequence (T + Yn),en Sotisfies large deviations inequalities below the speed o.

(2) The minimum (min{z,,, ) }), oy Satisfies large deviations inequalities below the speed min{o,o’}.

(3) The mazimum (max{z,,x]}),y satisfies large deviations inequalities below the speed max{o,o'}.

(4) For all \, N =0, the sum (Az,, + Nal,), .y satisfies large deviations inequalities below the speed
Ao+ No'.

(5) Assume that (kp), oy satisfies large deviations inequalities below the speed k. Then the composi-
tion (xk, ),y Satisfies large deviations inequalities below the speed ko.

(6) Let (rm), ey e the reciprocal function of (kn)nen, defined by rp, := max{n € N|k, < m} for
all m € N. Assume that (ky),oy satisfies large deviations inequalities below the speed k. Then
(Tm)men satisfies large deviations inequalities above the speed k™1

Proof. We first prove ([{J). Let o < o/ < 0. By assumption, there are two constants C,, 3, > 0 such that
P(z, < a'n) < Cpexp(—LByn). Write f := min{8,, B,(¢/ — a)} and C := C; + Cy. Then we have:

VneN, Pz, +y, < an) <Pz, < a'n) + Py < (o — a')n)
< Cpexp (—fzn) + Cyexp (—By (¢ —a)n)
< Cexp(—fn).

In other words the function n — P(y, + z, < an) is bounded by the sum of the functions n —
P(z, < o'n) and n — P(y < (a — o/)n) which are themselves bounded by decreasing exponential func-
tions so their sum also is by Remark [A.0]

Now to prove () assume that o < ¢’. This is not restrictive since (o, (z)nen) and (¢, (2], nen) play
symmetric roles in Lemma [A. 10l Then for all o < o, we have:

Vn e N, P(min{z,, 2} < an) < P(z, < an) + P(z], < an).

Both terms of the sum on the right are bounded above by decreasing exponential functions of n so
P(min{x,, z,} < an) is bounded above by a decreasing exponential function of n.
To prove (@), we again assume that ¢ < ¢’. Then for all & < ¢/, we have P(max{x,,z,} < an) <
P(2], < an) and by assumption P(z), < an) is bounded above by a decreasmg exponential function of n.
Now we prove ), let . < Ao + No'. Let @ < 0 and o/ < ¢’ be such that a; = Aa + Ma'. Such
a, o’ always exist. Now note that:

Pz, + Nz, < ayn) < P(z, < an) + P(z], < a'n)

an both terms are bounded by decreasing exponential functions, which proves ().

Now we prove ([@). Let @ < ko and let o/ < o and &” < k be such that « = o’a”. Now let
Cy, Bz > 0 be such that P(z, < a'n) < Crexp(—08yn) for all n € N and let Cy,fr be such that
P(k, < a"n) < Crexp (—Bgn) for all n € N. Such Cy, 8., Ck, Bi exist by assumption. For all n € N, we
have:

P(xy, < an) < P(zg, < 'k, N ky = a'n) + Pk, < a'n)
< P(xy < k) + Pk, < o)

< Cy exp (—B2k) + Cl exp (—fBkn)
< =Zexp (—fBya"n) + Crexp (—Bkn)

5
< (g + Ck) exp (—min{B.a”, Br}mo) ,

Which proves ({]).
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To prove ([]), we use a similar method. Let o < k and C, § > 0 be such that P(k,, < an) < Cexp (—fn)
for all n € N. Such C, 3 exist for all a < k. Then for all mg € N, we have:

P(rm, = o tmg) < PEm = mg, rm = a 'm)

N

m
Im =mg, IneN, (n=a'm) A (k, <m))

N

<

P(
P(
P(3n = o 'mg, k, < an)
c N
—exp (—fa”"n).
5 &P (=fa"n)

1 1 1

Now note that for all &/ > x~!, we have a=! < k. The above reasoning tells us that for all o/ > k71,
we have constants C’, 8 > 0 such that P(r,, > a,) < C"exp(—pm’) for all m (namely C’ = % and

g = ﬂa—l with C, 8 as above for o := 0/—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 n on Rsg is characterized by the right-continuous
and non-increasing map t — n(t, +00).

Definition A.12 (LP-integrability). Let p € (0,+0) and let n be a probability distribution on Rsqo. We
define the strong LP moment of n as:

+o0
(strong-LP) My(n) = / P~ (¢, +o0)dt.
0
We define the weak LP moment of n as:
(weak-LP) Wy (n) :=suptPn (¢, +0) < +o0.
=0

We say that n is strongly LP if My(n) < 400 and we say that n is weakly LP if Wp(n) < +c0.

Definition A.13 (Trunking). Let n be a non-negative measure on Rxq that has finite total mass i.e., a
non-negative multiple of a probability distribution. We call trunking of n the distribution [n] characterized
by:

¥t >0, [n](t, +00) = min{1, 7' (t, +-0)}.
Note that if n has total mass less that one, then [n] =n+ (1 — n(Rx0))do.
Definition A.14 (Push-up). Let n be a probability distribution on R = 0 and let B = 0 be a constant.
We define the push-up of n by B as the probability distribution B v 1 on R>p characterized by:
(107) YVt = B, (B v n)(t,+0) = n(t, +00).
In other words, for any random variable x ~ 1, we have max{x, B} ~ B v 1.

Definition A.15 (Coarse convolution). Let n be a probability distribution on Rso and let k = 1 be an
integer. We define the coarse convolution n'* as:

t
Vt =0, n'*(t, +00) := min {1,kn <—, +OO> } )

k
Lemma A.16. Let k > 1 be an integer, let n be a probability distribution on R and let x1,...,xy be
random variables such that:
(108) Vi=0, Vie{l,... k}, P(x; >t) <n(t +0).
Then we have:
(109) V=0, P(xy + - + x> t) <n'*(t, +00).

Proof. Let t = 0. We have:

t
P(x1+~~~+xk>t)<]P’<3ie{1,...,k}, zi>E>

t
<kn| -, . O
n (k: +oo>
Lemma A.17. Let n be a probability distribution on Rso and let k € N5;. We have:
(110) W, (') < KPTIW, ()

(111) My (n™*) < kP My (n)
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Proof. For the weak moment, we have:
W,(n™) = max ¢y (¢, +-o0)
< max tPkn <£, +OO)

< max(kt')Pkn (¢, +0)
< kPHWp(n)-

This proves (II0). For the strong moment, by integration by parts, we have:

+o0
M, (n1*) = / = (1, o)t
0

+00 t
< / P~ kn (—, +oo) dt.
O k:

Then by the linear change of integration variable t = ku, we have:

- t _
/tp Yin (E’ +OC> dt = /up YeP Ly (u, +00) du = kP M,(1).
This proves (I11)). O

Lemma A.18. Let n be a random integer and let x1,...,x, be non-negative real random variables. Let
B, be such that:

(112) Vt> B, VkeN, Ym <k, P(z,, >t|n=k) < Cin(t).
Let Cy, B > 0 be such that:
(113) Vk eN, P(n = k) < Cyexp (—pk).

Then for C := C1Cs, we have:

0
Vt=0, Py +---+a, >1t) < Z Cexp (—Bk)(B v ).
k=0

Proof. First note that (I12)) with Definition [A-14] and Lemma [A.16] implies that for all ¥ € N, we have:
VE=0, P+ +ap>t|n=k) <CL(Bvn) "t +0).

We do the computation, for all ¢t > O:

8

Plzy+ 4 ap>t)= Y Pln=k)P@ +-+ap>t|n=k)

T
o

Cyexp (=Bk)C1(B v )" (t, +0). O

8

<

kel
Il
o

Lemma A.19. Let n be a non-trivial probability distribution on Rsq i.e., n # 69. Then, for all
B,C,D, 3 > 0, there are constants Cy, By such that for all t > 0, we have:

Z Cexp (—Bk)(B v n)Tk(t — D, 4+o) < Z Coexp (—Bok)n(t/k, +o0).
k=0 k=0

Proof. Note that (B v )" (t — D, +0) < kn(t/k — B — D, +c0) for all t, B, D and for all k > 0. Let
B’ = B + D. Note that for all 8” < 8, we have limy kexp ((8” — 8)k) = 0 and exp ((8 — 8")k) = 1 so
for C” large enough, we have kexp (—f8k) < C” exp (—("k) for all k. Take such a ” > 0 and such a C”.
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Now we re-index the sum by taking &’ = 2k and write 8’ := /2 and C’ = CC”, then we have:

CC"exp (—B"k)n(t/k — B', +0)

8

Y Cexp (=Bk)(B v n)™(t — D, +o0) <
k=0

T
o

"exp (=B'K )n(2t/k' — B', +0)

N
D18
Q

= X
el
L O
=
|
T

C'exp (=B mt/K ,+o)+ . Cexp(—B'K)
k'=[t/B’]

)
]

X
Il
<

C"exp (=8’ K)n(t/k', +00) + g—: exp (—p't/B’).
k=0

A
D%

Now we use the fact that 7 # dp and take a > 0 such that n(a,+00) > 0. Then for all ¢ > 0 and all
Co = 0 and all By > 0, we have:

33 Coexp (~uk)ate/b +26) > Coexpl—alt/aln 777, +50) > Coesp (~falt/a+ D)ata, +20)

k=0

Let 0 < By < 8’ be small enough, so that —fg[t/a] < B't/B’ + log(2) for all t > 0. Then for all Cy > 0,
we have:

!

y +o0
% exp (—3't/B’) < (m) ;;0 Co exp (—Pok)n(t/k, +0)

Let 0 < Cy be large enough so that £ 1. Then we have:

To -+ ,6”0077(11 To) S

= c’ c’ c’ s
kZOC”eXp( Bk n(t/kK , +o0) + Eexp( B't/B') < ( + m) I;OC’O exp (—Bok)n(t/k, +0)
< kf Coesp (~Bokn(t/k. +0)
Hence:
i Cexp (—Bk)(B v )™t —D,+x) < +ZOO Co exp (—Bok)n(t/k, +0).
k=0 k=0

O

Lemma A.20. Letn and k be probability distributions on Rxg. Let C, 3 > 0 be constants. Assume that
for allt > 0, we have

K(t, +00) < Cexp (—Bk)n(t/k, +0).

8

k=0

Let p e Rog. Assume that n is strongly or weakly LP, then k also is and we have:

My (r) < Mp(n) Y, Cexp (=)
k=0

Wy (k) < Wy(n) Z Cexp (—pk)k?
k=0

Proof. Let p > 0. We claim that M, (k) < 3}~ Cexp (—Bk)kPM,(n), which is finite when M, (n) 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:

0
Mp(H)=/O P k(t, +00)dt

< [ 0SS o (=gt <)t
0 k=0

< 2 Cexp (— k) /000 P (t/k, +o0)dt

This proves the claim. We now claim that W, (k) < >;~, Cexp (—Bk)kPW,(n). For that claim, we do
the same computation:

W, (k) = sup tPk(t, +00)
t>0

[ee]
<sup [ P Z Cexp (—Bk)n(t/k, +0)
t>0 k=0

a0
< Z Cexp (— k) sup t"n(t/k, +o0)
= >0

/A
D18
Q
l©)
4
o]

(=Bk) sup(ku)Pn(u, +0)

t>0

B
|
=)

VA
s
Q
a
4
o]

(=BR)EP W ().

el
Il
=)

This proves the claim, which concludes the proof of Lemma [A.20 O
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