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RANDOM WALKS IN THE GROUP OF EUCLIDEAN
ISOMETRIES AND SELF-SIMILAR MEASURES

ELON LINDENSTRAUSS AND PETER P. VARJU

ABSTRACT. We study products of random isometries acting on
Fuclidean space. Building on previous work of the second author,
we prove a local limit theorem for balls of shrinking radius with
exponential speed under the assumption that a Markov operator
associated to the rotation component of the isometries has spec-
tral gap. We also prove that certain self-similar measures are ab-
solutely continuous with smooth densities. These families of self-
similar measures give higher dimensional analogues of Bernoulli
convolutions on which absolute continuity can be established for
contraction ratios in an open set.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Random walks in Euclidean space. We consider two prob-
lems in this paper. The first one concerns random walks in Euclidean
space, where the steps are isometries. Let X1, Xs,... € Isom(R?) be a
sequence of i.i.d. random orientation preserving isometries with an ar-
bitrary probability law. Fix a point 2o € R? and consider the sequence
of random points Y; = X;--- Xy(x¢). This is called the random walk.
Our aim is to understand the distribution of the point Y;.

The hypothesis in our result will be formulated in terms of spectral
properties of an operator associated to the law of X;. We denote the
canonical projection from the group of isometries to the group of ro-
tations by 6 : Isom(R%) — SO(d). For a function ¢ € L*(SO(d)), we
write

Tp(0) = Elp(0(X1)o)]. (1)
This defines an operator on the space L*(SO(d)). Denote by L2(SO(d))
the 1 codimensional subspace of functions orthogonal to the constants.
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We say that T" has spectral gap if there is an integer [ > 0 such that
1T z2s0@y < 1-

Our main result on random walks stated below will show that Y; can
be approximated by Gaussian random variables on scales between e~

and /1.

Theorem 1.1. With notation as above, suppose that T has spectral
gap, d > 3, E[|Y1|%] < oo for some 2 < a < 4 and there is no point
r € R? such that X,(x) = x almost surely. Then there is a point
yo € R, a centrally symmetric Gaussian random variable Z and a
number ¢ > 0 all depending only on the law of X1 such that the following
holds. Let f be a compactly supported smooth function on R?. Then
d+a—2 d+2
E[f(Y)] = ELf(VIZ + y0)] + O 5 + |1~ %) |1
+ O™ f w2

The implied constants depend only on the law of X;.

By centrally symmetric Gaussian variable, we mean one with 0 mean
and covariance matrix o - Id. The L?-Sobolev norm in the second error
term is defined by

112 arye = / FOPRA + [e)* de.

To illustrate the quality of our estimate, we formulate the follow-
ing immediate corollary, which we will prove in Section . Denote by
B(r, z) the ball of radius r around the point z € R%.

Corollary 1.2. Under the assumptions of Theorem [I.1, there is a point
Yo € R? and numbers A,o,c > 0 all depending only on the law of X,
such that

d+2

P(Y, € B(r, z)) = Arll=42el2=wl?/20% L o(pd+2]=57)

+ O 4 17 |xo]?) + O(e~ 1),

Observe that the error terms are of lower order of magnitude than
the main term as long as r + |yo — 2| < VI and r > Ce~® . When
X is finitely supported, this is optimal up to the constants, since the
number of points Y; can attain grows exponentially.

A theorem similar to Theorem [[.1] has been given in [Var12, Theorem
3]. That result holds in greater generality but provides weaker error
terms. In particular, when d > 3, and we replace the spectral gap
condition by requiring merely that the support of (X;) generates a

dense subgroup of SO(d), one can get the same conclusion with the
—cl1/4)

second error term replaced by O(e
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There are no examples known to the authors when supp 6(X;) gen-
erates a dense subgroup of SO(d), and the operator 7" does not have
spectral gap. In fact, it is possible that the above condition about
denseness implies the spectral gap condition, but this is not known in
general. However, Bourgain and Gamburd proved this in the following
important special case.

Theorem A ([BGOY)). Let X be a random element of SO(3) and sup-
pose that supp X is finite and consists of matrices with algebraic en-
tries. Suppose further that supp X generates a dense subgroup. Then
the operator

Tf(g) = E(f(Xg))
acting on L*(SO(3)) has spectral gap.

This theorem has been generalized to SU(d), d > 2 in a subsequent
paper [BGIZ], and has been extended very recently by Benoist and
Saxcé to general simple compact Lie groups and in particular for SO(d),
d > 3 [BdSI4,dS14]. The condition on algebraicty seems essential for
the argument and its removal would probably require significant new
ideas.

The problem of studying random walks on Isom(R¢) can be traced
back to a paper of Arnold and Krylov [AKG]]. A central limit theorem
(describing the behaviour of Y; on scale v/1) was given by Tutubalin
[Tut67] in the d = 3 case and has been subsequently generalized by
several authors. A ratio limit theorem (describing the behaviour of Y,
on scale 1) was given by Kazhdan [Kaz6 and Guivarc’h [Gui7q] in
the d = 2 case. For further details about the history of the problem we
refer to [Varld| and its references.

1.2. Self-similar measures. The second problem studied in this pa-
per is the smoothness of self-similar measures. Let 1 be a probability
measure supported on contractive similarities of R?. A contractive
similarity is a map of the form = — X - o(z) + v, where 0 < A < 1,
o € SO(d) and v € RY. Let v be a probability measure on R? and
let X be a random similarity with law n and Y be an independent
random point Y € R? with law v. Suppose that E(]X(0)|) < co. We
say that v is n-stationary, if the law of X (Y) is also v. It is easily
seen that for every n supported on contractive similarities, there is a
unique 7-stationary measure. A measure v is called self-similar if it is
n-stationary for some probability measure n supported on contractive
similarities. For general properties of self-similar measures we refer to

[Fut31]
O .
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An extensively studied class of self-similar measures are the Bernoulli
convolutions introduced by Jessen and Wintner [JW3§] in the 30’s. Let
0 < A < 1 be anumber and let v, be the law of the random power series
Yoo o Ap A", where A, are independent Bernoulli random variables such
that P(4, = 1) = P(A, = —1) = 1/2 for all n. It is easily seen that
v, is self-similar: Take 7, to be the probability measure supported on
the two similarities = — Az £ 1 putting 1/2 mass on each. Then v, is
na-stationary.

It is easily seen that v, is a singular measure supported on a Cantor
set if A < 1/2. Moreover, 14/, is the normalized Lebesgue measure
restricted to the interval [—2,2]. This follows from the fact that almost
all numbers in that interval have a unique binary expansion. When
A > 1/2, vy is more mysterious. Erdés [Erd39], [Erd4(] studied the
regularity properties of vy. He showed that there is a number \g < 1
such that for almost all A > Ay, v, is absolutely continuous. This was
extended to almost all A > 1/2 by Solomyak [Sol93]. A remarkable
recent advance was made by Hochman and Shmerkin [HocT4, ShmT4];
specifically Shmerkin shows (based on the result of Hochman) that the
set of parameters 1/2 < A < 1, for which v, is not absolutely continuous
with respect to Lebesgue measure is of Hausdorff dimension 0. On the
other hand, Erdds observed that vy is singular if A~! is a Pisot number,
e.g. A= (v/5—1)/2. It is a long standing open problem whether there
is a number A < 1 such that vy is absolutely continuous for all A > .
Moreover, it is not known whether in the interesting range 1/2 < A < 1
there are any examples for singular vy apart from those when A7! is
Pisot. For more on Bernoulli convolution we refer to [PS300].

Unfortunately, Bernoulli convolutions are not amenable to our meth-
ods. However, we can answer some analogues of this question in di-
mension 3 and above. If kK : x — X\ - o(z) + v, then we write A\(k) = A
and 6(k) = o, and g(k) denote the isometry z — o(z) +v. We note
that g(k) is not a homomorphism and depend on our choice of origin.

Theorem 1.3. Let n be a probability measure supported on finitely
many contracting similarities of R? without a common fized point for
some d > 3. Let X be a random similarity with law n and suppose that
the operator

Tf(o) =E(f(0(X) o))

on L*(SO(d)) has spectral gap. Let n be an integer. Then there is a
number X < 1 such that the unique n-stationary measure is absolutely
continuous with n times differentiable density, if A\(X) > X almost
surely. The number X depends on d, n, the spectral gap for T, the



RANDOM WALKS AND SELF-SIMILAR MEASURES 5

cardinality of suppn and the minimal value of the probabilities P(X =
g) for g € suppn.

There is an analogy between self-similar measures and Furstenberg
measures associated to random walks on non-compact semisimple Lie
groups. Bourgain proved results about the absolute continuity of Fursten-
berg measures, which are related to Theorem [[.3. We refer the reader

to the papers [Bould,[Bould| for more details.

1.3. Some ideas of the proofs. We outline the main ideas in the
paper. We define a family of operators S, for » > 0 acting on the
space L?(S971) that provide a natural link between the two problems
explained above. These operators were introduced by Kazhdan [Kaz63]
and Guivarc’h [[Gui7q in their works of studying random walks on
Isom(R?).

Let X € Isom(R%) be a random element and write v(X) € R? for
its translation part and 6(X) € SO(d) for its rotation part. Let ¢ €
L?(S%1). Then we write

Srp(§) = e P (971 (X)E).

This defines the operator S,., which depends on the law of X. We defer
the more detailed discussion of these operators and their relation to
random walks and self-similar measures to Section . In the context of
self-similar measures, we use the “projection” g.n of n to the isometry
group in place of the law of X.

In this paper we will prove (see Theorem .1 in Section ) the norm
estimates

1S,]| <1 — cmin{1,r?} (2)
with some constant ¢ depending only on the law of X in the notation

of Section [ Both Theorems [[.1] and .3 can be deduced from (g).
Guivarc’h [[Gui7d] proved in the d = 2 case the estimates

1S,| <1 —cr? forr<land |[S.|<1—¢ forr>1 (3)

with a number ¢, depending also on r. However, this argument de-
pends on the special feature of the two dimensional case that SO(2) is
commutative.

In a more recent paper Conze and Guivarc’h [[CGIJ, Theorem 4.6]
proved the estimates (B) in higher dimension under the assumption
that the operator T as defined in () has spectral gap. This is the same
assumption as ours in Theorem .1, however, we obtain the uniform
estimate (f]), which is needed for both of our applications.

The paper [VarlJ] also studies the operators S,. In that paper no
spectral gap assumption is posed, instead, it is based on a weaker
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property that can be verified in great generality. On the other hand, the
estimates obtained there are much weaker than (). In fact that paper
only provides bounds for ||S,¢|2 which depend also on the Lipschitz
norm of . To avoid technicalities we do not give the details here, just
refer to the paper [VarlZ]. We also note that the method in [VarIlg]
does not seem to be strong enough to give (B]) even under the spectral
gap assumption. To indicate the improvement achieved by the methods
of the current paper, we note that the methods of [VarIg| can prove
Theorem [[.1] only with the second error term replaced by O(e_dl/z).
The operators S, are related to the operator T' defined in () and
they are amenable to the method of Bourgain and Gamburd [BG0g],
[BGIZ]. We adapt this method to the problem we consider. This will
be discussed in more detail later. Now we mention only the most crucial
new ingredient in our proof, which is an estimate of the following type:

P(Y, € B(r,y)) < Cre. (4)

Here Y is the random walk as defined in Section [[.T], 7 > 0 is a number,
B(r,y) is the ball of radius 7 around a point y € R, [ > C'log(r~!) is
an integer, C' is a number depending on the law of X; and ¢; > 0 is a
number depending on the dimension. In words, this means that after
log(r~1) steps, the probability that the random walk is in a given ball
of radius 7 is bounded by a polynomial of r.

If we assumed that the support of X; is concentrated on isome-
tries which have both rotation and translation parts algebraic, then
(@) would follow from simple Diophantine considerations. In fact, this
is very related to how algebraicity is used by Bourgain and Gamburd
in their proof of Theorem [A. Without Diophantine assumptions (f) is
more difficult, and requires new ideas.

To establish (fl), we estimate the Fourier transform of the law of Y7,
that is the function E(e=27&Y0) The required estimate on the Fourier
transform would follow immediately from the norm estimates (g); but
our argument works in the opposite direction, and uses (f]) to prove
(R) and so this does not help us. What does help us is the following
weaker statement for which there is a relatively simple direct proof: If
Ry > Ry > 0 are two numbers such that |R; — Rs| < ¢, where ¢ is a
number depending only on the law of X7, then ||Sg,|| < 1 —c|R; — Ra|?
for i =1 or i = 2. That is, we are able to establish (f) for at least one
of two nearby values of the parameter.

This statement allows us to estimate E(e=27¢Y)) on one of two
nearby spheres. Then we use a simple fact which holds for all probabil-
ity measures on R?: if the L2-average of the Fourier transform is small
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on a sphere then it is also small on nearby spheres. This can be veri-
fied by decomposing the measure into two parts, one which has Fourier
transform of small Lipschitz norm and one whose average Fourier trans-
form on spheres decays fast. This will conclude the proof of ({).

Finally, we mention that in the paper [LVI4] we prove an analogue
of the results of this paper in the group SL,(F,) x F,. That paper
follows a similar scheme and exhibits some of the ideas of this paper in
a technically easier setting.

1.4. Organization of the paper. In Section f], we introduce some
notation that will be used throughout the paper, in particular, we
explain the operators S, in more details. We will also state there
a technical result, Theorem P.T, which will be used later to deduce
both Theorems [.1] and [[.3. Sections B-] are devoted to the proof
of Theorem R.1. Section f provides some preliminary norm estimates
that we mentioned above, that is, we bound the norm of S, for one
of two nearby values of the parameter. In Section f] we prove the
non-concentration estimate (fl). We provide some background material
on sets and measures of “large dimension” in Section . This is not
very new, but it is unavailable in the literature in the form we need
it. In Sections ] and [ we recall the Bourgain-Gamburd method and
finish the proof of Theorem P.I. As we will see in the next section,
Theorem P.1] is stated under some convenient simplifying assumptions.
We reduce the general situation to this special setting in Section
where we formulate and prove Corollary B.1. Finally in Sections [] and
[J we deduce Theorems [[.] and [[.3 respectively. Deducing Theorem
from our spectral gap estimate (f]) is much simpler in the case when
all the contraction factors equal. We first give the proof of this case,
and we also give an estimate on ), see Theorem [[0.1l Then we turn to
the general case, where we also use a result of Abért [[AbET4].

Acknowledgement. We thank Miklés Abért for helpful discussions
and for making his paper [[Abé14| available to us before its publica-
tion. His result enabled us to treat self-similar measures with varying
contraction ratios. We are also grateful to the referees for their careful
reading of our paper.
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Institute for Advanced Studies. E.L. would like to thank the Institute
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2. NOTATION

We identify the group of orientation preserving isometries of the d-
dimensional Euclidean space with the semidirect product Isom(R%) =
R? x SO(d). For g = (v,0) € R? x SO(d) and a point z € R? we write

g(x) =v+ 0z,
and we define the product of two isometries by
(v1,01)(v2, 02) = (v1 + 6102, 0103).

If g is an isometry, we write v(g) for the translation component and 6(g)
for the rotation component of g in the above semidirect decomposition.
With this notation, the inverse of g is given by the formula

g7 (@) = —0(g) " v(g) +0(g)'x
Let i € M(Isom(R%)), that is a probability measure on Isom(R?).
Define the convolution p * p in the usual way by

/ £(9) dyu % p(g) = / / F(9192) dp(gr)dpu(g).
Isom(R4) Isom(R4) JIsom(R4)

for f € C(Isom(R%)) and write

(1)

M :M*.*M

—_——
l—fold

for the I-fold convolution. With this notation, x*® is the distribution
of the product of I independent random element of Isom(R?) with law
. We define the measure ji by the formula

/ £(g) diilg) = / F(g™) dulg), (5)
Isom(R%) Isom(R4)

for f € C(Isom(R%)) and say that u is symmetric if i = . The measure
p also acts on measures on R? in the following way: If v € M(R?), we
can define another measure p. on R? by:

@i = [ [ o) dugyia), o

for feC (]Rd).
We write ¢,, for the Dirac delta measure concentrated at the point
9. With this notation, the law of the [th step of the random walk is

TSN .
It a simple calculation to check that
U*(l—l—l)'dl‘o = :u'(:u*(l)'éxo)'
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Hence our main goal is to understand the operation v +— p.v.
This is achieved by studying the Fourier transform, which is given
by the formula

5(€) = / (€, 2)) dv(x),

where e(z) := e ?™*. For the Fourier transform of p.v we get

(€)= [ el gle)) dulg)dv(e)
_ / e((€,0(g) + 6(g)(x))) du(g)dv(x)
= [ ette v@7ete) ) dito). @)

This formula shows that the action of u on the Fourier transform of v
can be disintegrated with respect to spheres centered at the origin. For

every 7 > 0, we define a unitary representation of the group Isom(R?)
on the space L%(S471). Let

pr(9)e(€) = e(r(€,v(9)))p(0(g9)~'€) (8)
for g € Isom(R?), p € L?(S47!) and € € S¢~!. We denote the character
appearing in the definition of p,(g) by w,(g) : St — C,

wr(9)(€) = e(r(&, v(g)))-

We also define the operator

$.(p) = / pr(9)(9) dulg). (9)

For a function ¢ € C(R?) and r > 0, we denote by Res, ¢ its re-
striction to the sphere of radius r. Le. Res, : C(R?) — C(S471) is an
operator defined by [Res, ¢](§) = ¢(r€) for |{| = 1. With this notation,
we can write ([]) as

Res, (1.v)(§) = Sr(Res, 1)(S). (10)

We denote by R the (left) regular representation of SO(d), that is
we write

R(O)¢(o) = p(07'0)
for a function ¢ € L?(SO(d)). In addition, we denote by Ry the re-
striction of R to L2(SO(d)).
We recall from Section [[.]] that T" is an operator acting on the space
L*(SO(d)) defined by

To(o) = / o(0(9) o) dpu(g).
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More generally, if 7 is a representation of a group G and u is a proba-
bility measure on it, then we write

(1) = / w(9) dyu(g), (11)

which is an operator on the representation space of 7. With this nota-
tion, we have S, = p,(u) and 7' = R(6(u)).

Now we formulate the main technical result of the paper. We will use
this to deduce the theorems stated in the introduction. We make some
simplifying assumptions, which make our statements and calculations
easier. These are not serious restrictions of generality, and the general
case can be reduced to the special case when these conditions hold. The
following assumptions are assumed to hold throughout Sections Bi:

= flo * fo (12)

for some pg € M(Isom(R%)),
lell2
5
/ v(g)du(g) =0, (14)
[ 100)Pdntg) =1, (15)

M= / o(g)Pdulg) < oo. (16)

We note that ([4) and ([J) amounts to a suitable choice of origin
and normalization. The conditions ([[J) and ([J) can be satisfied, if p
is such that T has spectral gap, and we replace it by j*(!0) x ;*(0) for
a suitably large integer ly. Finally, ([8) can be satisfied by restricting
p to any large ball in Isom(R?). Details of these ideas will be given in
Section B

I7]l2 < for all € L3(SO(d))  (13)

Theorem 2.1. Let p € M(Isom(R%)) and suppose that the assump-
tions (1)) hold.

Then there is a number c, which depends only on d such that
1S,]] <1 — emin{r*, M2},
We comment on the role of the third moment M. Consider the
following case. Suppose that
p(g:v(g)=0)=1-M* and pu(g:|v(g)|=M)=M"2

Then both conditions ([J) and ([[) hold. If ¢ = 1 is a constant
function, then it is easily seen that (S,p,¢) > 1 — 2M? for all . This
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example shows that it is not possible to bound ||.S,| using only the
conditions ([2)—([[J), but one needs to control the probability that a
random isometry with law p fixes or approximately fixes a given point.
The role of M is to control this degeneracy in a quantitative way. The
example also show that the dependence on M is optimal up to the
constant.

Throughout the paper the letters ¢, C' and various subscripted ver-
sions refer to constants and parameters. They are allowed to depend
on d but not on other parameters, unless the contrary is stated. The
same symbol occurring in different places need not have the same value
unless the contrary is explicitly stated. For convenience, we use lower
case for constants which are best thought of to be small and upper case
for those which are best thought of to be large.

3. PRELIMINARY SPECTRAL GAP ESTIMATES

In this section, we prove that for any number r > 0, there is at most
one eigenvalue of S, close to 1, and we estimate the norm of S, on the
orthogonal complement of the corresponding eigenfunction. Moreover,
if such an eigenvalue exists for some r = r; then it can not exist for
r = ry if r9 is not too close to and not too far from r;. We make
this precise below in a proposition. This result is related to the paper
[CG13].

Proposition 3.1. Suppose that the assumptions ([)—(LG) hold. Let
r >0, and let o1, ps € L3S 1) be orthonormal functions. Then

||ST’()07,||2 <1- C,

fori=1 ori=2, where c > 0 is an absolute constant.

In addition, there is a number ¢ > 0 depending only on the dimension
d such that the following holds: Let r1,r9 > 0 such that |r; — rs| <
cM~L. Then

1Sl < 1= clri = raf?
holds fori =1 ori= 2.

We say that a function ¢ € L?(S971) of unit norm is e-invariant
for S, if ||S,¢|l2 > 1 — 2. The following lemma explains the terminol-

ogy.

Lemma 3.2. Let ¢ € L*(S% 1Y) be a function of unit norm that is
e-invariant for S,.. Then

(o= Srp, ) <267 and o — Spplls < 2e.
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Before giving the proof of the lemma, we explain the organization of
the rest of the section. The proof of Proposition B.1]is based on the ob-
servation that if ¢); and 1y are e-invariant for S,, and S,,, respectively,
then 1,1, is Ce-invariant for S,,_,,. This will be proved in Section B.2.
Since the product of two L? functions are not in L? in general, it will
be convenient to approximate the e-invariant functions with bounded
functions. The relevant estimates are given in Section B.1. In Section
B.3, we bound the norm of S, for small values of r. Finally, we put
together the proof of the proposition from the above three components
in Section B.4.

Since all irreducible representations of SO(d) are contained in its
regular representation, assumption ([[3) implies the following spectral
gap estimate on Sp:

1So]]2 < HS02H2, for all p € L2(S47h). (17)
We only need, in fact, this weaker assumption in this section.

Proof of Lemma [3.3. By assumption ([2) it follows that S, is a non-
negative selfadjoint operator, hence it has a square root X, that is
S, = X2. Then

1 Xpll2 > [ X2l >1— &
and
(S0, 0) = (X, Xo) > (1 —£2)? >1— 22,

which proves the first claim.
For the second claim, we write

(0= Srp, 0 = Srp) = (@ — Spp, 0) — (@, Sprp) + (Sre, Sr).

Since S, is non-negative of norm at most 1,

(Srip, Srp) = (0, S20) < {p, Srp).
Thus

o — Srplls = (0 — Srp, 0 — Srp) < {p — Srip, ) < 262,
0

3.1. Reducing to the case of constant modulus. We prove in this
section that any e-invariant function ¢ for S, can be approximated by
one which has constant modulus. The key idea is an application of the
spectral gap estimate ([[7]) to the function |¢|.
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Lemma 3.3. Let ;7 > 0 and let ¢ € L*(S%71) be a function of unit
norm, which is e-invariant for S,.. Then

=

M
is Ce-invariant for S, and ||¢ — ¥||a < Ce, where C' is an absolute
constant.

Proof. Since |w,| = 1, we have

wawbz'/l%@ypawwdmm

2

< |/ matelanta)| =1siiell (18)
We can write |p| = A+ (|| — A), where
A= [l de
Sd—1
Since
[ el -ads=o
Sd—1
we can use assumption ([[7) to get
1 34%+1
ISolell < 4%+ Zllel — A3 = 2211

We compare this with ([§) and use that ¢ is e-invariant. We get

342 +1
1-22<(1-£¥)2< 4+
and hence g
A>A2>1-— 552.

In addition, we have

8
Al = (- Az < YEL
gl = Allo= (1 - 42 < *2

Then we write

%
le —ll2 =

|l 2

For the last inequality, we used €2 < e.
For e-invariance, we will prove

1Sz = (Sih, ) = (¥, Spp) > 1 — Ce2.

= lllel = 12 < [lle] = Al + (1 — 4) < Ce.
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Only the last inequality is non-trivial. For that, we write

<¢7 Sr30> = <7vb7 SO> - <7vb 2 2 Sr@) - <307 (2 Sr@)
We have

/ ol p(€)de =A>1—Ce%.
By the Cauchy-Schwartz mequahty and using Lemma B.9:

(¥ — @, — Sp)| < Ce2.
Then we use Lemma again:
(o, — Spp) < Ce.
Combining these inequalities, we get
(¥, Srp) = 1 - C¢?,
as required. O

3.2. An e-invariant function for S,,_,,. We fix r; > 75 > 0 and
functions 11,1, € L*(S?1) which are e-invariant for S,, and S,, re-
spectively. This is possible only, if p,.(g)w; is very close to ; for most
g in the support of y. (See Lemma B.3 below.) Then p,, ., (g)11; is
very close to ¥11,. Hence 111y is e’-invariant for S,, _,.,. We can get
¢’ = Ce as the following lemma shows.

Lemma 3.4. Let 71 > ro > 0 and 11,1, € L2(S?1) be two functions
such that |11 = |¢o| = 1. Suppose that ¢y and e are e-invariant for
Sy, and Sy, respectively, where € > 0 is a number. Then the function
Y1y is Ce-invariant for Sy —rg -

We record a useful identity in the next lemma.

Lemma 3.5. Let r > 0 and let v € L*(S?1) be a function of L3-
norm 1. Then

[ lloetg)e = 01 dutg) = 200 — 5.6,

Proof. We note the identity
lpr(9)0 =013 = 2 = {pr(9)0, ) — (&, pr(9)0)
=2~ (p(9)¥, ¥) — (pr (g7 ), 9).
By assumption ([J), x is symmetric, hence
2 2(8,6.0) = [ 2= 2000(0)0.0)) dutg) = [ llog)e — v13 duls).
[
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Proof of Lemma [3.]. We can write

STl—Tz (¢1@> = /pTl (9)1?1 " Pry (9)1?2 dﬂ(Q)

= wl% (19)
+ / (oo, (9)01 — 1) - T dia() (20)
4 / b1 - (ora(9)03 = ¥a) dpu(g) (21)

s [(narin = 00)- ol — ) dulg). - (22)
To show the claim, we prove that
(S0 (1T2), 1T 2 1 422
Since (), 1) = 1, it suffices to show that
(D) + (1) + @), v:7)] < 5%

We deal with the contributions of (20)-(P2) separately. To estimate
the contribution of (R0), we write

(@037 = | [ (0 0)01(6) = 02(6) - T8 dti
= [(Srthr = 91, ¢n)| < 262

The last inequality follows from e-invariance and Lemma B.3. An anal-
ogous inequality for the contribution of (BI) follows from a similar
argument.

To estimate (R3), we use the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality two times
and Lemma B.3:

IBD < / lor (9)t1 = nllz - lprs(9)82 = Wall2 du(g)

1/2
< ([ 1@ = vt dnta)- [ ontorse - valf auto))
< 4e’.
Using ||¢193]|so = 1, this yields
(D, 01T < 4e”

Combining our estimates, we get the lemma. O
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3.3. Estimating ||S,|| near r = 0. In this section, we estimate the
norm of S, for small values of . This is done using the spectral gap
property of Sy and Taylor expansion.

Lemma 3.6. For every r < cM™', we have ||S,|| < 1 —cr?, where c is
a number depending only on the dimension d.

In the proof we will need some estimates for the function

F.=51= /wr(g) du(g). (23)
Lemma 3.7. There is an absolute constant C', such that
11— F.||; < Cr2.

In addition, there is a constant ¢ depending only on the dimension d
such that for every 0 < r < ecM~' we have

|Ele <1— cr?.

Proof. By Taylor’s theorem,
11— 27ir(v(g), &) — wr(9)(€)] < 4m*r?|u(g)|*.

We integrate this and use assumptions ([[4) and ([3):
1= R = | [ 1= 2rirlo(0).) - . (@)(€) dute)| < a2,

this proves the first claim.
For the second claim, we use one more term in the Taylor expansion
of w, and integrate it as above. We get

L= a2 [(0(0),67 duto) - ﬂ(&)) <sPMP. ()
We consider the function
Gole) = 1= 47 [(ul9).€)" dnto)

If r <1/(27) (that we may assume), then

4 / (v(9),€)% du(g) < 1,

hence

||Gr||1:/ Gre) ) = 1= 1w [ [(0(9).¢) deduly)

—1—47T7"cd/|v )Pdu(g) = 1 — 4nrcy,

where ¢4 is a number depending only on d.
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Then we can write
I1G:ll2 < (IG Il Gr )2 < 1 = 202y,
Combining with (4), we get
| Flle <1 —27%r%cy + 8m3 M.
If r <cq/(87M) (that we may assume), then the second claim follows.

O

Proof of Lemma [7.0. Let ¢ € L*(S%"!) be an arbitrary function of unit
norm. Write A = [ ¢(§)d¢ and p = A+ (for notational convenience,
we assume as we may that A > 0, in particular real). Then by ([[7),
we have

[1Sooll2 < lloll2/2.
By Taylor’s theorem,

1Srp0 — Sogoll2 < / lwr(9) = Llocllpo(g)poll2 di(g) < Crllollz.

We can assume without loss of generality, that r is sufficiently small so

that [|S,oll2 < [l@olla/v/2.
We can write

150115 = |AF, + Sr0ll3 = A?||Fr]I5 + [|1Sroll3 + 2 Re(AF,, Sy0).
We write
<FT’aST’900> = <ST’FT>Q00> = <5317900> = _<1 - 531>§00>'

Similarly to Lemma B.7, we can get analogous estimates for the function
S21. Thus |(Fr, Srpo)| < Cr?|l o2

We plug this into the previous identity and use the inequality be-
tween the arithmetic and geometric means:

1S, 0|5 < A%(1 — er?) + (1 — A%)/2 + Cr*AV1 — A?

< A1 — er?/2) + (1 — A?) (1 + 027"2) .

2 2c
It is easy to see that the right hand side takes its maximum for A =1
if r is sufficiently small. This proves the lemma. U

3.4. Proof of Proposition B.1. Suppose that ¢; and ¢, are two
orthonormal e-invariant functions for S, for some ¢, > 0. Write ¢; =
©i/|¢i]- By Lemma B.3, these satisfy the assumptions in Lemma B.4
with r; = ry = r. Thus

190 (¢13n)]]2 > 1 — Ce. (25)
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Write
A= [, wiome
<| [, oA @paE) de| + s — vl + e — vl
< (Ce

using Lemma B-3. Therefore, by assumption ([[7), we have

[So(n )l < 4+ 11— 4) < 1 + C<°
This combined with (P3) yields that ¢ > ¢ for some absolute constant
¢ > 0. This proves the first part of the proposition.
For the second part, let 7 > ry > 0 such that r —ry < cM~! with
the constant ¢ from Lemma B.6. Let ¢y, oo € L?(S%7!) be of unit norm
and e-invariant for S,, and S,,, respectively. Then by Lemmata B.3

and B4,
1S = (1102)[|l2 > 1 — Ce>.

On the other hand by Lemma B.g, we have ||S,, .|| <1 — c(r; — r2)?,
hence we must have £ > ¢(r; —r3), which proves the second part of the
proposition.

4. NON-CONCENTRATION ON SUBGROUPS

Fix an arbitrary point xy € R?. Write v, = p*¥.6,,. This is the
probability law of the [th step of the random walk starting from the
point xy. In this section, we estimate the probability that the [th step
is in a fixed small ball. This implies an estimate on the p*®)-measure of
a neighborhood of a subgroup of Isom(R?) conjugate to SO(d). Denote
by B(r,z) C R? the ball of radius 7 around a point x € R<.

Proposition 4.1. Suppose that ([J)—([[6) hold. Then there is a con-
stant C' depending only on the dimension d, such that the following
holds. Let L > CM? be a number. Then for every 1/2>r >0 and
[ > Llog(r=') and yo € R%, we have

d—1
VZ(B(L1/27“, Yo)) < Crzarn,

This proposition follows easily from the following estimate on the
Fourier transform.

Proposition 4.2. Suppose that ([3)—([G) hold. Then there is a con-
stant C' depending only on the dimension d, such that the following
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holds. Let L > CM?* be a number. Then for every R > 2 and
Il > Llog R, we have

@y [ pPag < or L
E|=L~1/2R

The proof is based on the following simple lemma, which provides
a decomposition of an arbitrary probability measure into two parts,
one whose Fourier transform has small Lipschitz norm and one whose
Fourier transform has small averages on large balls. This implies that if
the Fourier transform has large average on a sphere then it must have
large averages on spheres nearby, as well. We will apply this to the
measure v * I/, to get a similar statement about L? averages of 7;. We
will compare this with the results of Section ], and conclude that the
L? averages of 7; on spheres must decay fast, as stated in Proposition

4.2

Lemma 4.3. Let n be a probability measure on R?. Then, for any
r > 0, there are measures 1, and 1ns such that n = ny + s,

R\ (-1/2
1M ||lLip < Cr  and ‘/ df‘ <C ( ) )
I€|= r
Proof. Write n1 = n|p B(o,~- Then for any unit vector v € R?, we have
Lnl(g) S/ 786«1’,5)) dn(z) < 27r.
v Box | OV

This immediately implies the first claim.
For the second claim, we write

A2 dé = e({z, dn(x)d
I GESY B RO

— Rd—1 . Rx’ el
/|$|>r/|§|:1 (< €>) 577( )

It is well-known (see e.g. [Bte93, Chapter VIIIL.6], in particular formula
(26) in that chapter) that

' ) df‘ < O|Ra|- -2
|€]=1

with a number C' depending only on d. This yields

Joames

which was to be proved. O

< CRd 1 (R,r)—(d—l)/2’
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Proof of Proposition [[.3. Let ¢y be the constant ¢ from Proposition B1].
Write Ry = L™Y2R — (¢oL/10)""/? and Ry = L™'/?R. Since R > 1, we
have Rl Z R2/2

By the assumption L > CM?, we have Ry — Ry < coM ™1, if the
constant C' is sufficiently large. We apply Proposition B.I with r = R;
and ry = Ry. If ||Sg,]| < 1 — 10L™', then the proposition follows

immediately from the identity Resg,(7;) = Sk, (Resg, (gxo)) If this is
not the case, then we have ||Sg,|| <1 — 10L~! by Proposition B.1.
Now we fix [ > Llog R. Then

/M IO e < ORI 101 S ORETAT ()
Recall that Rs/2 < Ry < Rs.

Consider the measure 7 = v, * 1, (where as before v is obtained from
v, by reflection as in ([§)). Notice that (Bf) turns into

[ d@de<cri . (21)
|§|=R1
We apply Lemma, [I.3 for n with r = LY/2R=(4=D/(@+1)  Then we have

‘/ R1 dg' ‘/ R1 dg' ' 1€l= R1A<£) dg‘

IL-12R (d—1)/2
L1/2 R—(d—1)/(d+1) )
< CRS—IR—(d—l)/(d-i-l) )

<CR{'RY 4+ C (

Using the Lipschitz norm bound on 7; in the lemma, we get

Rd 1
€)d M d
‘/ﬂ Rz g‘ /|§|=R1 nl(g) 5‘

+ C(Ry — Ry)LV2R @1 - i1
d—1
< CRI'R @,

Finally, using the bound on 7, in the lemma again, we get

a6 = foo 0] | 0

< CR'R i,

This yields the claim upon substituting 7 = |7|%. O
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Proof of Proposition [[1. Fix some [ > Llog(r=!). Let F : R? - R
be a non-negative radially-symmetric function such that F'(x) > 1 for
|| < 1 and F is supported in the ball B(1,0). For r > 0, write
F,y(x) = F((z —yo)/r). Then

u(B(LY2r, yo)) < /FLI/%,yo(J;) dy(z) = /ﬁLl/znyo(g)gl(g) dé
= L7 ) F 1/2 %
g /0 /|§|=L1/2R Fprary, (§)1(€) d€dR

< LV Fpapey |l / / 21(¢)] dedR.
o Jig=r-12R

Note that F\L1/2T’y0 is supported in B(L™'2r71,0).
By the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality and Proposition .3, we have

(LV2R) / 21(6)] de

€l=L—1/2R

<C [(L—1/2R)—<d—1> /
3

Strictly speaking, we proved this inequality only for R > 2, however,
it follows from the trivial estimate |;(£)| < 1 for R < 2.
Notice that || F1/2 (LY27)||F||;. Combining these estimates,

1/2 i
Ws)wg] < CR,

|=L-1/2R

r,yoHl =

we get
Vl(B(Ll/zr’ yo)) < (L1/2T)d||F’|1 : CL_d/2r_(d_2gi;11))’
which was to be proved. O

5. SETS OF LARGE DIMENSION IN COMPACT LIE GROUPS

In this section, we examine sets and measures of “large dimension”
in compact groups. Here we use the word dimension somewhat loosely,
and only to illuminate the results by an informal interpretation. For our
purposes, a set of “large dimension” at scale r is a set which contains
at least r~¢ disjoint balls of radius r, where a is “large”, depending on
the situation. A measure of “large dimension” at scale r is one which
puts at most r* mass on a ball of radius r with a “large”.

We prove variants of results of Bourgain and Gamburd [BGIZ] and
Saxcé [ASI3]. We follow the treatment of Saxcé based on exploiting
high multiplicities of irreducible components in the regular represen-
tation. This idea goes back to Sarnak and Xue [EX9]]| in a different
setting. For alternative treatments, see [BGIJ] and [[GJS99 by Gam-
burd, Jakobson and Sarnak.
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Throughout the section, let G be a compact Hausdorff topological
group. We denote the Haar measure on G by m, normalized to have
total mass 1. Let m be a unitary representation of G. Recall ([), the
definition of 7(u). If f € L'(G), then we consider it as the density of
a measure on G and define the operator 7(f) similarly to ([1]). When
7 is a unitary representation of G, 7(f) is the analogue of the Fourier
coefficients in the theory of functions on R/Z.

We first present a corollary of Schur’s Lemma. Bourgain and Gam-
burd exploited a variant of this result in their method to estab-
lish norm estimates for operators related to random walks.

Proposition 5.1. With notation as above, let ™ be a unitary represen-
tation of G, and let D be a number such that all irreducible components
of m are of dimension at least D. Then for any vectors u,v in the rep-
resentation space of w, we have

l/\(W(g)u,v)Pdm(Q)} 2 - HQIL)HJ'/ZH.

We illustrate the purpose of Proposition p.I| by sketching how it
can be used to estimate the norm of 7(u) for a measure of “large
dimension”. To this end, we can approximate p with a measure with
bounded density f and write

[(m(fu, v)| < / [fllse - [{m(g)u, v)| dm(g).

If i is of “large dimension” at some scale r, and 7 is “not sensitive”
to perturbations at this scale and D is “large” compared to r~!, then
the above bound combined with the proposition is non-trivial. The
proposition will be used to obtain similar results for the non-compact
group Isom(R?), see Propostion 4. Then we will execute an argument
similar to the above sketch (cf. Section [[-J).

The following result is due to Saxcé [ISI3, Proposition 4.5]. It al-
lows us to find a large open ball in the product set of three sets of
large dimension. This is an analogue of results of Gowers [Gow0§ and
Nikolov and Pyber [NPT])| in finite groups.

Proposition 5.2. Let G be a connected semisimple compact Lie group
endowed with a probability Haar measure m. There is a constant C' de-
pending on the group G such that the following holds. Let Ay, Ay, A3 C
G be Borel subsets. Then the set A1 AsAs contains an open ball of

radius at least

1 C
o (m(A)m(Az)m(45))".
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We note that Saxcé’s formulation of this result does not estimate the
radius of the ball, which is crucial for our application (on the other hand
Saxcé’s statement deals with sets of large Hausdorff dimension but zero
Haar measure), therefore we reproduce the result with essentially the
same proof.

The rest of this section is devoted to the proof of Propositions p.]]
and p.3. We denote the set of irreducible unitary representations of G
(up to isomorphism) by G. By the theorem of Peter and Weyl, these
are all finite dimensional, and if f € L*(G), we have the analogue of
Plancherel’s formula:

1715 =) dimm|(f)lzs, (28)

WE@

where || X||gg = Tr(X*X)"/? is the Hilbert-Schmidt norm of the opera-
tor X (c.f. [Kna8§, Sect. 1.5]). Moreover, we have the Fourier inversion
formula

fl9) =" dimn Tr(n(g)n(f))- (29)

e

Lemma 5.3. With notation as above, let f € L*(G) and 7 be an
irreducible unitary representation of G. Then

| £1l2
Vdim

|7 ()]s <

Proof. This follows from (B§), since all terms are non-negative on the
right hand side. [

Proof of Proposition [p.1. We first note that when  is irreducible then
the statement is contained in Schur’s lemma, see e.g. [Kna8@, Corollary
1.10 (b)].

If 7 is not irreducible, then we decompose it as the sum of irreducible
components w1 P. . .Pm,, and write u = u1+. . .+u, and v = v1+. . .4v,,
where u; and v; are the components of v and v in the space of ;.
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We can write using Minkowski’s inequality, the irreducible case and
the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality
Z<7Tz‘(9)ui, v;)

UI(W(g)u,dem(g)} v / 3
: g {/ [{mi(g)us, vi) dm(g)] v

n
(A
<2 i
i=1

o w2 0y el
D1/2

9 1/2

dm(g)

n

<

_ Jullflo]
T D12

U

We turn to the proof of Proposition p.2. This requires some basic
information about the representation theory of semisimple Lie groups.
The irreducible unitary representations of a semisimple compact Lie
group G can be parametrized by integer vectors v called highest weights.
We denote by 7, € G the irreducible representation with highest weight
v and note that by Weyl’s dimension formula [Kna8§, Thm. 4.48], we
have the bounds |v|* < dim 7, < |v|® with some constants a, b depend-
ing only on G.

We also need to bound the Lipschitz norm of a function contained
in representations of small highest weights. Let » > 0 be a number
and write H, < L?*(G) for the sum of the irreducible components with
highest weight |v| < r in the regular representation of G. We recall the
following simple estimate from [Varlg].

Lemma 5.4 ([Varl3, Lemma 20]). For any semisimple compact Lie
group, there is a constant C' such that || f||rip < CrC|| fll2 for any func-
tions f € H,

Proof of Proposition [p.3. We write f; for the indicator function of A;.
We estimate Tr(m(g)m(f1 * fo % f3)) in terms of the Hilbert-Schmidt
norm of the Fourier coefficients w(f;). If X = (X;;),Y = (Y;;) are any
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square matrices, then by the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, we have

Z Z Xk ZYk ,
1/2 1/2
< (Z IXim'I2> (Z IYk,il2> = [[ X s 1Y [ 1ss-

We use this with X = 7,(¢9)m,(f1) and Y = 7, (f2)m,(f3) and get
| Tr(mo(g)mo(f1 % f2 % f3))] < [lmo(9)mo (1) lmsl o (f2) 70 (f) s

< o (f) sl (f2) s (f3) |-

We fix a number r > 0 to be specified later, and write fi * fo x f3 =
o + 1, where g is the tail of the series (£9):

| Tr(X™Y)|

o1(g)] o= | Y _ dimm, Tr(m, ()7, (f1 * fo * f3))
[v|>r
<Y dimy || (1) a7 (f2) sl (f3) | as-
[v|>r

We use Lemma [.J together with the bound dimm, > r* to esti-
mate ||m,(f1)|lus and then use the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality and
Plancherel’s formula (B§):

1@l < > dimmyr 2| fullallmy (fo) s o (f5) s

[v]>r
1/2
<Al | 3 dimm (72
[v]>r
1/2

> dimm, |l (f) |

[v|>r
<2 s fllal ol (30)

Since m is a probability measure, there is a point gy € G such that

[fr% fax f3(g0)| = [ f1 # fox fully = m(Ar)m(A2)m(As).  (31)

We fix a number p > 0 to be specified later and prove that |f; % fo *
f3(g)| > 0 if dist(g, go) < p. By Lemma .4, we have

|f1 % fax f3(g0) — f1 % fax f3(9)] < |@o(9) — @olgo)| + |801( ) — ¢1(90)|
< J@1(9)] + le1(g0)| + Crpll f1 * fa = fslla.
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We combine this with (B0) and (BI) and use the trivial estimates
[ fill2 < 1:

|f1 % fax f3(g)] = m(Ar)m(A2)m(As) — or—/2 Crp.
We now take
r = (m(A;))m(Ay)m(A3)/10)7%% and p=r"9"%2/10C

and conclude the proof. O

6. THE BOURGAIN-GAMBURD METHOD: FLATTENING

In this and the next section, we recall the Bourgain-Gamburd meth-
od and adapt it to prove Theorem B.1. The method has been developed
in [BGO8Y], [BGOY] and several subsequent papers. In these sections,
we heavily rely on the ideas of Bourgain and Gamburd but there are a
few new ingredients, most notably Lemma [5.4)

We show in this section that if we convolve the distribution of the ran-
dom walk with itself (that is, we double the number of steps), then we
obtain a measure with better non-concentration properties. In the next
section, we iterate this and obtain nearly optimal non-concentration
bounds and use them to deduce the bounds on ||.S,|| claimed in Theo-
rem P.T].

To formalize this, we introduce some notation. Let 1 > o > 0
be a number and [ > 1 an integer. We associate a neighborhood of
1 € Isom(RY) to these parameters:

Bs; = {(v,0) € Tsom(R?) : dist(0,1) < ¢ and |v| < 6 -1/2}.

To obtain an approximation at scale § with L? density, we will convolve
the random walk with the function
— L if g c B5,l

P - m(Bs,1)
s1(9) { 0  otherwise.

This section is devoted to the proof of the following proposition.

Proposition 6.1. For any integer d > 3 and a > 0, there are a, Cy
such that the following holds. Let u be a probability measure on Isom(R?)
satisfying ([F)—([L6). Fiz a number1/2 > § > 0 and letly > CoM?logd—*
be an integer. Let n = Py, * u*(ll) * Ps;.. Then for each integer k > 1
we have either

Il < 6% [l @2 (32)

or
7" ® [l < Coo~a1, . (33)
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Upon iterating the proposition, we obtain
(Pagy ™5 Py, )@ | og < [ (P 7™ 5 Py, ) @[3 < Co200

for an arbitrarily small number a > 0 if k is suitably large. It is crucial
that &, the number of iterations we need to take, is independent of 4.
One can interpret this inequality as a very strong non-concentration of
the random walk on balls of radius §. Alternatively, we can also say
with the terminology of Section [ that (@) s of “large dimension”
at scale 9.

For the proof of the proposition, we can assume that § < o for any
constant 0y depending on d and a only. Indeed,

— dim Isom (R% _
| P51y |]2 < C6dim! ®%)/2- d/4’

hence conclusion (B3) holds for all k if § > 6y and Cjy is sufficiently
large.

6.1. Flattening. We recall a useful result related to the Balog Sze-
merédi Gowers theorem. Let G be a unimodular second countable lo-
cally compact Hausdorff topological group endowed with a bi-invariant
Haar measure m. Let f € L?(G) be the density of a probability mea-
sure and let A C G. Then the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality implies
that

2
I flla > m(A.A)‘1/2/AAf*fdm > m(A.A)7? (/Afdm) .

Suppose that for some number K, we have
[ gim > UK mA) < Km(a), 132/K < m(4) < KI5

that is f is concentrated on a set of small doubling of size comparable
to || f|l% Then the above inequality implies that ||f * f||2 > K~3|| f|
that is the L? norm is not decreased by convolution.

Luckily, there is a converse to this observation, which can be stated
informally as follows: If the L? norm is not decreased by convolution,
then the function must necessarily concentrate on a set of small tripling.
The exact formulation is contained in the next proposition. The reason
why we are looking for sets of small tripling as opposed to doubling is
that the quantity m(A.A.A)/m(A) can be used to control the size of
product sets of more factors, whereas m(A.A)/m(A) is not sufficient
in general in non-commutative groups.

Proposition 6.2. There is an absolute constant C' such that the fol-
lowing holds. Let fi, fo € L*(G) be densities of probability measures,

that is fi, fo > 0 and [ fi = [ fo = 1. Suppose that || fill2 > || f2ll2
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and || f1 * fall2 > || fill2/ K for some number K > 1. Then there is a

symmetric F, set A C G such that the following hold

CTUKCfillz? < m(A) < CKO filly? (34)
CIKCAIR < fux fulz) forall x € A, (35)
m(A.A.A) < CK%m(A). (36)

The idea of this proposition goes back to the papers [BG1Z], [BG08H|
and it is an application of the Balog Szemerédi Gowers theorem. A
discrete version of the present formulation can be found in [V H,
Lemma 15]. The proof given there can be adapted to the continu-
ous setting in a straightforward manner. The proof in the continuous

setting is given in the forthcoming book [LV].

6.2. Non-concentration on sets of small tripling. We prove in
this section a non-concentration estimate on sets of small tripling and
use Proposition .9 to prove Proposition [6.]. The key properties used
are the spectral gap of the projection to SO(d) and the fact established
in Sections [] and [ that the random walk does not concentrate on a
subgroup isomorphic to SO(d).

We suppose that the assumptions in Proposition [6.1] hold for some
a,d, i, 1,6 and yet both conclusions (Bg) and (B3) fail with certain num-
bers a, Cy. We derive a contradiction, if « is sufficiently small and Cj is
sufficiently large depending only on d and a. The letters ¢, C' appear-
ing below until the end of the section denote positive numbers that
depend on d only, in particular they are independent of a, « and . We
will prove an inequality, which can not hold if « is chosen sufficiently
small depending on d, a and the quantities denoted by ¢, C. The argu-
ment will be valid if ¢ is sufficiently small depending on a, d, & and the
quantities denoted by ¢, C'. After we specified the values of all other
parameters, we set Cj in the statement of Proposition to ensure
that it is vacuous when ¢ is not sufficiently small.

In what follows, we denote by m the Haar measures on both Isom(R%)
and SO(d). On the first group we take an arbitrary normalization, on
the second one we take it to be a probability measure.

We apply Proposition for K =6~ and f; = fo» = n*®). Then we
get an F,-set A C Isom(R?) such that

m(A.A.A) < CKm(A). (37)
Moreover, combining equations (B4) and (BY), we get that
7 ® w o ® () > eK~%m(A)7!
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for x € A. We integrate this on A and get
/ i ®) s ®) () dm(z) > K. (38)
A

Finally, we add that (B4) and the failure of (BJ), e.g. for Cy = 1,
yield
m(A) < CKC§2*1%”,
By [Tao0g, Lemma 3.4] we then have
m([ I A) < CKC62052, (39)

In order to get a contradiction, we proceed by a series of Lemmata

giving more and more information about larger and larger product sets
of A.

Lemma 6.3. Let A satisfy (B7)-(B9). Then the set 0(] [ A) contains
an open ball of radius at least cK=¢ around 1 € SO(d).

Proof. Recall the operator T acting on L?*(SO(d)) by

7f(0) = [ 1(6(9)0) dng)
By assumption ([3),

1
711l < 511411

for every function f € L?*(SO(d)) that satisfy [ fdm =0.
Consider the functions F; € L*(SO(d)) for integers j > 0 given by

Fi(6) = /R 0 Py, (0,6) d().

i.e. F; is the density of the measure obtained by projecting w0
P51, (v,0) to SO(d). Observe that F; = T’ F,. We can write Fy = 1+ F’
such that [ F'(g) dm(g) = 0 and ||[F'|ls < C67C, where C > 0 is a
number depending only on d. Recall that [; > CyM?log(d~1), where
Cpy can be chosen suitably large depending on d, and hence

1 _
1Bl <14 5 - GO < 2.
This in turn yields

H ( / 70 s 6D 4 P (0.0) dm(v)) ‘ F
Rd

<2
2

hence

2
/ {/ ﬁ*(k) * n*(k) (v,0) dm(v)] dm(o) < 4.
so(@d) LJre
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By the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality:

/6 . { /R O 0,0 dm(v)] dm(o)

< (m(6(A)? ( L, [ s) dm<v>r dm<a>>

< 2(m(0(A)))">.
On the other hand

/9(A> [/Rd i ® s 7 ®) (4, 9) dm(v)] dm(o)

> /A i7" x W (g) dm(g) > K€,

Combining the last two inequalities, we get
m(0(A)) > cK°.
By Proposition 5.2, §(A- A- A) contains a ball of radius ¢K~¢. Since
A is symmetric, 6(] [ A) must contain such a ball centered at 1. O

Lemma 6.4. Let A satisfy (B7)-(B9). Then the set [[,, A contains a
Cda/dl}/?

1/2

pure translation of length at least cK~

This lemma depends on the results of Sections f and fl. The infor-
mation we need is contained in the next lemma.

Lemma 6.5. Let xg,yo € R? be two points, § < s < 1/4 and denote
by Q C Isom(R?) the set of isometries g which satisfy

g(xo) € B(1y?s,p).
Then
(k) pe() icEsy
e (g) dm(g) < CsTTD. (40)
Q
Proof. Let X1, X5, X5 € Isom(R?%) be independent random isometries

with laws 7*® sn*E=Dx Py, ¥ Ps) respectively. Then the quantity
on the left hand side of (EQ) is the probability of the event that

X1 X2 X370 € B(l}/zs, Yo)-
This is equivalent to
Xo(Xszo) € B(1 s, X7 yo).
The probability of this is bounded by
max P[Xyx € B(li/zs,y)].

x,yERY



RANDOM WALKS AND SELF-SIMILAR MEASURES 31

We apply Proposition . with » = (log s7!)/2s and L = I;/log(r™1).
We note that s <r < s'/2 (as s < 1) and

L
L> > CM?
~logd—t — ’

where C' can be any number if Cy in Proposition B.1] is sufficiently
large. In particular, we can ensure that C'is so large that Proposition
1] holds. We get from the proposition that

d—1 d—1
maXdIP’[ng € B(LY?r,y)] < Cr=@n < CsTain
z,yeR

To finish the proof, we observe that

1/2, ll 12 —1\1/2 1/2
Er=\iogeryy)  loes )2l
T

O

Proof of Lemma [6.4. Denote by © C SO(d) the cK~¢ neighborhood
of 1 € SO(d). By Lemma [.3, we have © C (][4 A), hence there is
a measurable function F' : © — [[4 A such that 0(F(0)) = o for all
o € O. Note that the set O is invariant under conjugation.

We look at isometries of the form

gF(0)g ' F(0(9)a0(g)~")~"

for g € A and o € ©. These are all pure translations, and we will see
that their lengths are not small for typical choices of g and o.

Denote by me the restriction of the Haar measure of SO(d) to ©
normalized to have total mass 1. Write

Uy = / v(F(0)) dmeg(o).
o

We choose an arbitrary g € A and recall that v(g~') = —0(g) 'v(g).
Then

/@ v(gF(0)g F(B(g)ob(g)")™") dme(o)

- / v(g) + 0(g)u(F(0)) — 6(g)ob(g) "v(g)
— o(F(8(g)00(g)"")) dme(0).

A simple computation shows that there is a number b such that

/avdm@(a) =b-v
o
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for any v € RY. Moreover, we have
1-CK“<b<1-cK“,

Thus

/@ v(gF(0)g F(B(g)ob(g)")™") dme(o)

=v(g) +0(g)ug — b-v(g) — ug
= (1=b)g((1=b)""up) — (1 —b)~" - ug].
We apply Lemma for 2g = yo = (1 —b)~' - up and s = 69, We

assume, as we may, that o and ¢ are sufficiently small (depending on
d,a and the C below), so that

(BY) > Csvle,
Then there is an isometry g € A such that
(1=0)|g((1=b)""ug) — (1= b)"" | > cKC644}/2.
Hence there is 0 € © such that
[v(gF (0)g™ F(0(9)o8(9)™) )] > ek~ 6/,
and this proves the lemma. U

Proof of Proposition [6.1]. By Lemma [.4], there is gy € [[,, A which is
a pure translation of length at least ¢cK~¢§% dl}/ ®. The set

{h'goh - he [T A} C [ A

consists of pure translations and its difference set, which is a subset of
A2 contains a ball of radius cK~¢§/41}/? in R? by Lemma 3. Using
Lemma f.J again, we get that there is a ball © C SO(d) of radius cK ¢
such that for all o € O,

0= (o) N (Il 4)
contains a ball of radius cK‘Céa/dl}/z on the fiber. Thus
m([ 55 A) = CK_CdaliWa

which contradicts (B9) if « and § are sufficiently small. O
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7. THE BOURGAIN-GAMBURD METHOD: NORM ESTIMATES FOR
MEASURES OF LARGE DIMENSION

Recall our standing assumptions ([2)—([[@). Fix a number 1/2 >

0 > 0. Recall from the previous section the definition of Pj,;, and that

n = Psy,*p*Wx Py, for some integer [; > C'M?log 6~*. In the previous

section, we proved that there is an integer K depending only on d such
that

e < com200 (41)

Indeed, by the definitions of Ps;, and n (cf. Section [.9)
nls < ||P6,ll||2 < Cé_dimlsom(Rd)ﬂll_d/‘l.

Repeated applications of Proposition .1 with a = 1/20 then gives:

||n*(2‘“) [P O 5ok —dim Isom(Rd)/2l1—d/4

so long as
Hn*(2k*1)”2 > 05_1/2011_d/4-

It follows then, that there is an integer K depending only on d such
that
@ < €570,

In this section we show how the estimate (1)) implies Theorem P.1].

In Section [7.9 we show how to convert this information into an es-
timate on ||p.(n)¢||s for ¢ € L?(S?1). However, the scale § that we
need to use depends on “how oscillatory” ¢ is. Therefore, we give a
Littlewood-Paley type decomposition of the space L*(S%"!) in Section
[ We show that the components in this decomposition are almost
invariant for the operator S, where Iy is a suitable integer. Then it
will be enough to obtain estimates for || S]], when ¢ belongs to one of
the components in the Littlewood—Paley decomposition. This is done
in Section [ using ([I]) and the result from section [(.3.

Numerous parameters will appear in the following sections. Unfor-
tunately, it is difficult to keep track of their interdependence, and this
feature makes the argument difficult to follow. However, when r is
large (i.e. > M), then the choice of these parameters is more trans-
parent. Therefore, we will comment on the values of the parameters in
this regime in the course of the proof.

7.1. A Littlewood—Paley decomposition. We fix some positive num-

bers r, L. Write
ny = [log(lOOr\/z)] ey

42
log 2 (42)



RANDOM WALKS AND SELF-SIMILAR MEASURES 34

We decompose the spaces L2(S971) as the orthogonal sum
Lz(Sd_1> - EO EB £1 EB ey

where
Lo=HoD...D Hamo
and
L; = Hoitng-111 D ... B Hoitng
and H; is the space of spherical harmonics of degree 7.

Proposition 7.1. Let ¢ € L*(S% 1Y) and write p = po+@1+. .., where
w; € L; for allv. Let lg < L be an integer. Then

ISl < llel3 +33 ISual
i=0

When r > M, we will set L = CM?logr and Iy = CM?, where C
is a constant depending only on d. Thus one may think of ny being
roughly proportional to log r and [y being constant. The reason why L
will be taken larger than [y is cosmetic: In Section [.3 we employ two
different methods to obtain norm estimates on the spaces £;. With the
above choice of L, we get matching bounds for the space Ly with the
first method and for the space £; with the second method.

The rest of the section is devoted to the proof of the proposition.
We begin with a lemma on the Taylor expansion of the characters w,.

Lemma 7.2. Let k > 0 be an integer. Then we can write w,(g) =
©1 + 2 such that

(27r|v(g)])*
k! '

Proof. If k < 47r|v(g)|, we can take ¢1 = 0 and ps = w,(g), and the
claim follows since

1 EHoD...DH1 and  ||gaoleo < 2-

2mr|v k
ol <1< 2. ETIUOIE
by Stirling’s approximation.
For the rest of the proof, we suppose that k > 4xr|v(g)|. By Taylor

expansion:

Write
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Then clearly ¢1 € Ho® ... D Hp_1 and

L (2nr|v(9))" = (27r|v(g)])* arlvla)
ea(e)] < 3 )" $H vt 2rrivlo))

for all £ € S%=! which was to be proved. O

The next Lemma shows that S, for ¢ € L£; may have large correla-
tions only with functions belonging to £; 1 & L; & L;11. In the course
of the proof we will need the following fact about the second moments
of convolutions of u:

{ / Iv(g)|2du*(”(g)] " <1 (43)
This can be proved easily by induction starting with ([). See Lemma
B3 below for details.
Lemma 7.3. Let i > 0 be an integer and let
Y1 €L; and Yo € Lio D Lii3D. ...
Then

2mer)? - 21
(520, S10v) | < ETT 20

Proof. By ([3), S, is selfadjoint, hence
(109, SPo4h) = (SF04br, o) = /(Pr(g)%,%) du*(2l°)(g).

Fix g, and apply Lemma [[-2 to get w,(g) = @1 + 2 such that

(2mr|u(g)))*""
(2no+z’)!

©1 6%0@-..@H2n0+i_1 and ||S02||oo S 2.

By Stirling’s approximation, we have

no+i\ 2"t
(2n0+i>! > 92 <2 ot ) 7

e

hence

2n0+i
lolloo < 2mer|v(g)|
P2lloc = Ano+1i ’

We can write

(Pr(9)01,102) = ((p1 + 2) - po(g)P1, U2).
Note that
@1 - PO(Q)wl EHoD... D %2i+no+2i+no_1a
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and hence it is orthogonal to ¥. Then the above estimate on ||¢s|s0
gives

2rer(o(g) \ >
prla)on, i) < (o) el
On the other hand, we have the trivial estimate

[{pr(9)t01, )| < [ lall 2],

which combined with the above gives

2
ortayin.vall < () el

Integrating ¢ and using (3), we get

. . (2mer)? - 21
|(Shohy, Sloapy)| < ngo Nl ll2ll2 ]2,

which was claimed. O

Proof of Proposition [7.1. For simplicity, assume that [|¢|2 = 1. For
integers ¢ > 0 write

Psitl] = Qit2 T+ Qigs + .. ..

By simple calculation

ISPells =D ISPl
1=0

+ Y (8901, S 0i) + Y (S0, S0 0;) (44)
i=0 =0

+ ) (SR, SPsirt) + D (Spsist, SPp).  (45)
i=0 1=0

To estimate ({4), we write

152 2ill3 + 1152 @isall3

[(SPp;, SPoi1)] < (1SP@illa - 152 i < 5

Summing up, we get
(@) <2- Y lI1SPells.
i=0

To estimate (), we use Lemma [(.3. We can write

(2mer)? - 2l
(S0, S pin)] < “—oarig—
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Summing up, this yields

(2mer)? - 2l

(2mer)?- 21y 8 (2mer)? -2l
M) =2 Z 1002r2L

< -

8
22 no+i) 3 22n0 < g

For the last mequahty, we used the definition of ng. Since [y < L and

8 (2me)?-2 < 1
3 1002 — 2’
this proves the proposition.
O

7.2. Measures of large dimension. As in Section [7.1, we fix some
positive numbers 7, L. Let ng and £; be the same as in that section.

We prove in this section that for any number ¢ and functions @1, @y €
L;, for most g € Isom(R?), p.(g)¢1 and ¢, are almost orthogonal,
that is |(p.(9)¢1, p2)| is small. In fact, the exceptional set, where
|{pr(g)p1, p2)| is large will be so small that the “strong non-concentra-
tion” estimate ([I]) implies that the above inner product is small for
n-typical g € Isom(R?), as well. This implies then an estimate for
pr(M @113 = (pr(n)%p1, @1). Recall the definition of 7 from the begin-
ning of the section, in particular observe that it is symmetric.

The purpose of this section is to prove the following proposition.

Proposition 7.4. Let R > 0, and denote by Bg the set of isometries ~y
in Isom(R?) for some d > 3 such that |v(v)| < R. Fiz some oy, 03 € L;.
If i =0, we have

m<}93>/3 [(pe(9)p1, 22| dmlg) < C(rR)™ 2 Lo ool

If1 > 0, we have

1
(B LR|<pr(9)¢1,wz>|dm(g) < C27 D2 ool ipa o

Here and in what follows, we denote by m the Haar measures on
both Isom(R¢) and SO(d). On the first group we take an arbitrary
normalization, on the second one we take it to be a probability measure.

We use two different methods to establish these estimates depending
on ¢. If © > 0, we fix the translation component of g and deduce the
claim from the corresponding result for the rotation group SO(d), i.e.
Proposition p.1].

If ¢+ = 0, this method does not give a satisfactory result, since the
functions in H, are not oscillatory enough (equivalently, the dimen-
sion of the relevant irreducible representations of SO(d) are not big
enough). Instead, we fix the rotation component of g, and look at
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(wr(V)po(0) @1, p2) as a function of v. (Here and below, we abuse nota-
tion, and write w,(v) = w,(g) for any g with v(g) = v, which is permis-
sible as w,.(¢) depends only on v(g).) The function (w,(v)pe(8)e1, v2) is
easily seen to be the Fourier transform at rv of the measure supported
on S with density po(6)p;-Ps. We can estimate this via Plancherel’s
formula in terms of ||po(0)¢1 - @2|2- Finally we show that this L? norm
can be bounded on average (for 6) in terms of ||¢1||2 and ||@z]|2.
We begin with the case ¢ = 0.

Lemma 7.5. Let R > 1, and let @1, ps be continuous functions on
Sa=1. Then

R_d/ . [{wr(v) @1, 02)] dv < C(rR)™ V2l p1ga]l. (46)
v[<
Proof. Denote by A the measure on R? defined by

[rome = [ reaeme e

Observe that
(wr V)1, p2) = Alro).
Let F be a continuous compactly supported function on R? such that

~

F(z) > 1 for z < 1. Denote by r¢, the smallest number such that F' is
supported in the ball of radius ry centered at 0. Set

Fp(&) = Pd - F(ps)

for numbers p > 0. Then ﬁ{p*\)\(z) > X(x) for |z|] < p.

We estimate || Fg, * Al|2 and then use Plancherel’s formula to obtain
an estimate for the average size of its Fourier transform in the ball of
radius Rr, which is the left hand side of (ff6]). Denote by x,(£,() the
function on R?x S9! which is 1 if | —(| < p~!ry and 0 otherwise. Note
the identity x,(&,)F,(¢ — &) = F,(¢ —&). By the Cauchy-Schwartz
inequality,

1y Ay = /

R4

:/Rd

<o [ | Bl ea©ner du

< Cp_d+1HFP||2L?(]R‘1)H901902||2L?(Sd*1) < CP||<P1<P2H%2(Sd*1)-

2

dg

/ E,(C — €)p1(€)7(€) de

2

d¢

[ e ORI - Omem e
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Using the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality and then Plancherel’s formula,
we get

R w P1, P dv = (Rr)™® AIdl’
/USR|< T(U) b 2>| ! ( ) /x<R7‘)\( )
_( ) /|:(:|<Rr f ( )

- 1/2
< C(Rr)~%? [/ (Fry * M2))? do
|x|<Rr
< C(Rr)™ || Fry % M| 2y
< C(Rr)" V2| o105 12501
This proves the lemma. U

Proof of Proposition [T for i = 0. We can write

m(}BR)/ [(pr(9) 1, @2)| dm(g)

—d
<CR /O(d / @ @mlen el dvin(o). ()

Using Lemma [T for po(o)p1 and ¢y for each fixed o € SO(d), we get
@ <RV [ ()l dmio)

<cer e ([ [ Nt >sol>soz||2dm<o—>)l/2

1/2
(d-1)/ 2
=com ([ ] et e din)

= C(rR)™ 21 [lallp2])-
U
Proof of Proposition [T.4 for i > 0. We use Proposition [.1] for the group
G = SO(d) and for the restriction of the regular representation to the

space L;. The irreducible components of this representation are H; for
g=2rro=t 41 ..., 270 The dimension of H,; is

d+j5—1 B d+7-3 > i
d—1 d—1

(see [BWTI], Sect. IV.2]). Thus all irreducible components of £, are of
dimension at least c2(+n0)(d=2),
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Proposition p.I] then gives

1/2
L V@i sl dm®) < [ [ w0111 2 o
SO(d) SO(d)
[ full2]l f21l2
= 02(i+no)(d—2)/2'
We use this inequality with f; = ¢1 and fo = w,(g) - pa:
1
. : dm
m(Bn) /BR [(or(9)1, pa)| dm(g)
1 / / -
= po(0)p1, wr(v)p2)| dm(6)dv
(B Jyen SO(d)|< 0(0) o1, wr(v)p2)| dm(6)
[e1][2]l 2]l

= ¥ 5(itno)(d-2)/2°
L]

7.3. Completing the proof. As in the previous sections, we fix some
numbers 7, L and let ng and £; be as defined in Section [7.1]. In addition,
we fix some number ¢, and a function ¢; € L£;. Recall the definition
n = Ps;, * p*) % Ps;  from the beginning of the section.

Our aim in this section is to prove the following proposition.

Proposition 7.6. There is a number C' depending only on d > 3, and
an integer

lp < Cmax(M? r~?)

such that

1
10
We combine this with Proposition [7]] and get

1520312 < —@ill2.

3
1Seell < Zliel:

for all ¢ € L?(S%1). The bound on Iy now clearly implies Theorem
B-1. Recall that S, is selfadjoint.

Therefore, it remains to prove Proposition [.6. To simplify the no-
tation, we omit the subscript and write ¢ instead of ;. Moreover, we
assume that ||¢lls = 1.

We set § = 272"+ (Recall the definition of ng from Section [-1].)
We already mentioned that when r is large, we will put L = CM?logr
and this implies that ng is proportional to logr. In the same regime,
we will take I, = CM?(ng +1); I, is the parameter that appears in the
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definition of 1. However, in any case, we will choose /; in such a way
that the condition
I} > CM?*logé™! (48)
of Proposition is satisfied. In addition, we will stipulate two more
conditions on the parameters later. We will check at the end of the
proof that the conditions hold with a suitable choice of the parameters.
As we noted at the beginning of Section [[.9, Proposition [7.4 allows
us to convert ([]) into an upper bound on ||p,(n**%))pl|y with K as
in (E]) and hence into a bound on ||p,(7)¢||2. This is done in the next
lemma.

Lemma 7.7. Suppose that (A§) holds and
rly/?omo/12 > gno. (49)

Then '
s (n)plla < C27(notD/OK), (50)

Proof. We set R = 1}/?2(0+)/12 and estimate 17**)(g : v(g) > R). By
Markov’s inequality and the second moment bound (f3),
W ({g € Isom(RY) : v(g) > R/(2K) — 1}) < 2~ (o+d/6,

This in turn implies

) ({g € ITsom(R?) : v(g) > R}) < 27 (o +d/6, (51)
By the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality and ([[]), we then have
||77*(2K)||oo < Cjé‘—l/loll—d/2 _ 02(n0+i)/5ll—d/2' (52)

We take @1 = ¢ and o = p, (1" )p/||p (1" ))o||2 and use (FI)
and (B1)):

or ("N ol|a = [{pr (") ip1, 02)|
< / (o0 (9)1, 2)|dn ) (g)

<C | Uprlg)pr, @a)| - 20012 g (g) 4 C2~ (ot D/6,
Br

If i = 0 then rR > 2™ by assumption ([I9). Note also that m(Bg) <
CR? = C19/?2m0+)d4/12 Then Proposition [ yields:

Hpr<77*(2K))(P||2 S Cm(BR)Q_("OH)(d—?)/? . 2(n0+i)/5ll—d/2 + C2—(n0+i)/6
< 02(no+i)d/12—(no+i)(d—2)/2+(n0+i)/5 + 02_(n0+i)/6
< (92— (no+1)/20

This in turn gives the claim. U
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Recall that n = Psy, % ") % Psy,, hence p,.(n) = pr(Ps,) S pr(Psy,)-
We will use the next lemma to show that p,.(Pj,, )¢ is very close to ¢,
and turn (B() into an estimate on Si¢.

Lemma 7.8. Let g € Bs;,. Then
”/07“(9)90 - 80||2 < 057’[}/2 + 6 - Qnoti,
Proof. We can write

1or(g)e — @ll2 < |lwr(g)po(g)e — po(g)ell2 + [lpo(g)e — ©ll2-
The first term is bounded by

e (9)po(9) — po(@)ell2 < llwn(g) = oo < Crlu(g)| < COrly>.

Hence, it is left to estimate the second term.

Fix g € By, and let 7" be a maximal torus in SO(d) which contains
0(g), and denote by t its Lie algebra. We denote by A the kernel of the
exponential map on t, which is a lattice in t. We decompose L; as the
sum of weight spaces for 7', that is we write L =V,,, &...®V,,,, where
wy, ..., w, € A* are the weights of the representation py on £; and

po(o_)w — 627ri<loga,wk>w

for o € T and v € V. The highest weight is of length C2™* in L,
since these functions are restrictions of polynomials of degree at most
2m0% . Hence |wy| < C2m0t,

We decompose ¢ = 91 + ... + 9, where ¢y, € V,,,. Then

loo(g)p — pll3 =Y _ 1 — emillosf@humd 2 sy | 3
k=1

< C(2mt8)2,

This proves the lemma. U
Lemma 7.9. Suppose that (£]) and (£9) hold and
rliy/? < groti, (53)
Then
157 plla < G2 ot/ E0K), (54)

Proof. Recall that § = 272(0+)_ Then Lemma [.§ together with (53)
implies that

lpr(g)e = olla < C27707
for g € B,,, hence

lpr(Psay )¢ = ll < €277 (55)
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By the trinagle inequality,

[(Stre, 0 <I(Sypr(Psay )@, pr(Pisy ) @)
+ (S pr(Poi ) 0 = pr(Psa ) )| + (S (0 = pe(Psi) @), )]
<Kor(me, o) + 2ll¢ — pr (Psi,) o2
§C2—(no+i)/(40K).

For the last inequality, we used (B0) and (BJ).
We observe that S, is a positive self-adjoint operator of norm at most
1 owing to the assumption ([2). Thus

1S5 |3 = (Sie, St ) = (S, ) < (She, o),

which proves the claim. O

We show how to set the parameters /; and L in such a way that the
conditions imposed on these parameters, namely (A), (I9) and (B3)
hold. There are two cases depending on the size of r.

Lemma 7.10. Let A be a number and set

[ MPog(M) +log(r) +1) i M <,
T r—2 if r < ML,
and
I, == 10%(L + AYV2 M%),
If A is sufficiently large depending only on d, then the conditions (Ag),

(E9) and (B3) hold.
Proof. To establish (i9), we write
rly/?2m0/12 > 100 LY/ 2p2m0/12,
Recall the definition of ng in (f3), in particular that
100rLY? < 20 < 200r LY, (56)

We see that (f9) holds as long as ng > 12 that we can ensure by
choosing A large enough.

Inspecting the definition of L, we see that L > AM? > AY2M? for
all . Hence [; < 10*L(i + 1) < 10*L - 2% which yields

rly/? < 1007LY? . 21 < gt

which is precisely (B3).
It remains to verify ([§). Recall that § = 272"*) by definition.
Hence (f§) would follow from

Iy = 104(L + AYV2M?i) > CM?(ng + 1).
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We see that this condition holds for all 4, if it holds for i = 0 and A is
sufficiently large.

We verify the condition for ¢ = 0 and consider the two ranges for r
separately. First, we consider the case M~! < r. Then

1
no §C+log7’+§logL

< C +logr +log M +log A + log(log M + logr + 1)
< CAY?(log M +logr + 1),

which implies ({§) if A is sufficiently large.
Second, let r < M 1. Then

1
ny < C +logr + §1ogL < C+logr +logr~'+1logA < CAY?

Thus
M?ng < CAY?r72,

which implies (f§) if A is sufficiently large. O

Proof of Proposition [7.9. We take the definitions of L and [; from Lemma

[[-10, so in particular (F4) holds. We observe that if A is sufficiently
large (depending on d), then ny will be bigger than any number C
which depends only on d, (see (pq)). Then (B4) implies

157 gl < 27 (ot D/C00K), (57)
Now we fix a number B that will be chosen sufficiently large and set

I ABM?* ifr > eP /M,
71 L otherwise.
We claim that

1
lo <
ISl < (59)

if A is sufficiently large depending on d and B is sufficiently large
depending on d and A.
From (B7), we have

(np+i)lg

||S7{Og0||2 < 27 T00KT
Hence to prove the claim, we only need to show that

(n(] -+ Z)lo
h

can be arbitrarily large with a suitable choice of A and B.



RANDOM WALKS AND SELF-SIMILAR MEASURES 45

By (B6) and the definition of [;, we have
no +1 S logr 4+ (1/2)log L + i

I — 104L+ AY2M%)
S 1 min 2logr +log L 1
= 92.104 J7 A2z M2

We observe that L > AM? for all r, hence Iy > AM? as long as B > 1.

Hence
1

is as large as we wish. So it is left to show that
2logr +log L
7 .

Ty > Al/2

lo

can be arbitrarily large, as well.
If [y = L this follows from the inequality 2logr + log L > log A. In
the opposite case r > 1/M, hence L = AM?*(log(M) +1log(r) + 1), and
log L > 2log M + 2. Then
2logr +log L > 2logr +2log M + 2
L O = AM2(log(M) + log(r) + 1)

which can be arbitrarily large. O

- ABM? > 2B,

8. A MORE GENERAL FORM

In this section we give a more general form of Theorem P.J], which
does not require the assumptions ([[2)—([[6]). This is the form that will
be used in the next two sections, and it is a rather straightforward
consequence of Theorem P.T]; its proof consists of a series of simple
observations, which reduces the general setting to ([3)—(Id).

Corollary 8.1. Let p1 be a probability measure on Isom(R?) for some
d >3, and let vi,vs € R? be points such that

N? ::/|g(U1) —U2‘2 dﬂ(Q)

s minimal. Suppose that N > 0 and

/MW—WWMQSMM

for some number M < oo. Then there is a number ¢ depending only
on d such that

. L= |7 L2(s0(ay)
15 < 1—cm1n{(Nr)2, M2O }
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Here T is the averaging operator on L2(SO(d)) given by ([l).

In the next lemma we record some simple facts about the growth
of the mth moments of the translation part of a product of [ indepen-
dent isometries. This follows easily from some general inequalities of
Burkholder on martingales. This lemma will be used only for m = 2, 3.

Lemma 8.2. Let Zy, Z,... € Isom(R?) be a sequence of independent
(not necessarily identically distributed) random isometries. Suppose
that E(Z;(0)) =0 for alli > 1. Then

l
B(|Z1-+- Zi(0)) = Y EIZ0)f (59)

and i
E(|Z, - - Z,(0)|™)¥™ < C,, Z m)y2/m (60)

for any m > 2 and integerl > 1, where C’m s a number depending only
on m and d.

The lemma is just a more explicit form of [Varld, Lemma 35], but
we give the proof for completeness.

Proof. For a vector v € R we write v[1], ..., v[d] for its d coordinates.

We consider the sequence of random vectors

Vi=2Z1--Z(0) =v(Z1) + 0(Z1)v(Zs) + ...+ 0(Zy) - - 0(Z1_1)v(Z)).

Since Z; is independent of Zy, ..., Z;_; and E[v(Z;)] = 0, it follows that
El0(Z:)---0(Z,_1)v(Z)| 24, ..., Z11]) = 0.

Thus E[V;|V,_1] = V1, and the coordinate functions V;[k] form mar-
tingales for all 1 < k < d.

For fixed k, the random variables Vi[k|, Valk] — Vilk], ..., Vi[k] —
Vi_1[k] are orthogonal in the L? space of the underlying probability
space. This implies the first claim (B9).

The second claim depends on Burkholder’s inequality [Bur73]. By

[Bur73, Theorem 3.2], we have

m/2
E[[Vi[k]|"] < CnE (ZW ]|> ,

where C,, is a constant depending only on m. By Minkowski’s inequal-
ity, we have

E(|ViIk]"*/™ < G Y EViIK] = Via k], (61)

i=1
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For any vector v € R? and numbers 0 < s < ¢, we have

d 1/t d 1/s d 1/t
(wa) S(Dvmv) < @t (wa) .

We sum the m/2th power of (B]]) for £ = 1,...,d and use the above
inequality several times:

d

d" PRV Z

=1

d m/2
< cme (Z B|VilK] - w_l[k:nm?/m)

k=1

~

(]

QL

! m/2
<cpl? <Z E[|Vi[k] — W-l[k‘ﬂm]z/m)

i=1 k=1

9
! m/

2/m
< e (3 (3 avi - vt

I m/2
< o (Z E[IV; - m_nm]”m>

Upon taking 2/mth power of both end, we get (60). O

Proof of Corollary 8.1. We write p; := fi* u. The Corollary is vacuous
if T" has no spectral gap; hence there are no two units vectors f1, fs such
that p-almost surely 6(g)fi1 = fo. It follows that Hf 0(g) d,ul(g)H <1
hence there is a unique point zo € R? such that [ g(zo) dui(g) = o;
cf. [Varl3, Lemma 20] for more details. Without loss of generality, we
can assume that xq = 0 by conjugating p by an isometry that maps z
to 0. Note this conjugation does not change the norm of p,(u) nor the
values of N and M in the assumptions.
We write

N? = / o(g)? dpa(g) / 19:(0) — g2(0)]? dyalgn)dpa(ga) = N,

In addition,
/\g v1)|? dpa(g /\91 v1) — go(v1)|® dpa(gr)dpa(go)

<8 / g1 (vr) — waf® dugr) < MNP,



RANDOM WALKS AND SELF-SIMILAR MEASURES 48

Moreover

/ o(g)* dyi®( / 192(0) — ga(O)[? djus (92)dpa(92)
<3 / 161(0) = v dyua(g1)
5 / 197 (01) — O djus (1) < 6AMN®.

We put I = [(1 = [Tl 2s0)) '] + 1 and po = pi®. We apply
Lemma R.3 and get

/ o(g)? dpis(g) = 2IN?

and
/ v(g)|? dua(g) < CPPPMN?® < CM (V2 N,)2.

We consider the map ® : Isom(R%) — Isom(R¢), which does not
change the rotation part of the isometry and dilates the translation

part in accordance with v(®(g)) = v(g)/(21)"/2N,. We define p3 to be
the pushforward of s via ®. Then

[ 10007 dia(9) = [ 1o(@() diat) = 1

/|v W dus(yg /|v 1> dus(g) < CM.

We see that assumptions ([J) and ([4)—([q) hold for us in place of
1. Moreover,

IRo(O(ks)) Il = Ro(B(p2))l = [IRo (@) II* = [Ro(B())[I" < 1/2

by the choice of [. (Recall that Ry denotes the regular representation
of SO(d) restricted to L3(SO(d)).) Thus ([3) also holds for ps.
Then we can apply Theorem R.1], and get

lpr(ua)ll < 1= cmin{r?, M=%},

and

Thus

lpr(k2)ll = llp@iy/zn (1)l < 1 — cmin{20(Nr)?, M2},
Finally, we note that

15,0l = llor ()l = Hlpr ()12 = llon () [
This proves the corollary by the choice of [. O
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9. RANDOM WALKS

The purpose of this section is to prove Theorem [[L1]. This is relatively
easy using Theorem R.]] and the results of the paper [Varlg].

We denote by j the law of X;. Then the law of Y; is vy := pu*®).4,,.
The proof is based on Plancherel’s formula:

o~

Elf(Y)] = Rdf(&)?z(ﬁ) dg.

In this section, the constants ¢, C' may also depend on u in addition to
d.

As we have already noted in Section P, we can understand 7 using
the operators S,. In particular, we have the identity

Res, () = S, (Res, 1j_1).

Using this and Theorem PR.7] iteratively, we can estimate 7; from above.
For high frequencies, this is sufficient and will yield the second error
term in the theorem.

For low frequencies, we need more precise information, and we obtain
this from [Var1d, Proposition 19]. We check that the conditions of that
proposition hold. First we note that by a suitable choice of the origin
(see [VarI3d, Lemma 20]), we can assume that condition ([4) holds,
which is denoted by (C) in the paper [Var1Z]. In that paper, K denotes
the closure of the group generated by supp(f(X;)), so K = SO(d)
in our setting. Otherwise, the operator 7" defined in ([[) would have
many eigenfunctions with eigenvalue 1 contradicting to the spectral
gap assumption. Then K is a semisimple group and its action fixes
only the origin in R%, hence the condition (SSR) is satisfied with the
notation of [VarIj]. The condition (E) of that paper is also verified
easily.

Write R

Ur(§) = e(r (¢, x0)) = Resy(0z)-
Then [Varld, Proposition 19] shows that there is a number ¢ > 0

depending on p such that
|SLap, — ey < O+ |mo[>r?) - (e + 1109), (62)
There is a centrally symmetric Gaussian random variable Z such
that
E(e((¢, 2))) = e
Then by Plancherel’s formula,

E[f(Y)] - E[f(VIZ)] = | F(&)@i(&) — e ) de.

Rd
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We estimate this integral first on the region |¢| < [7Y/3. We use |f(€)| <
| f1l1 and write the integral in polar coordinates:

[ Fo@e - i
le|<1=1/3

1—1/3

<Clflh- / P41 Res, (71) — ¢, dr
0
171/3
_ 2l
SCIIle-/ PNk, — ey dr
0

171/3
<C|fll / (rd+a_3 + ‘x0‘2rd+1) . (e—clr2 I TlOd) dr
0

_dta—2 d+2

<Ol (072 + ol 7).

We recognize the last expression as the first error term in Theorem []].
We note that

/s .y F(&)e™ 0 de < C||f|y - e
> —1/3

is bounded by the first error term, hence it remains to show that

d4+a—2

[y FOREId < Ol flhniaons + OS2 (63

To this end, we estimate ||S%|| using Theorem P.1].

Lemma 9.1. Suppose that the assumptions of Theorem[I.1 hold. Then
there is an integer l; depending only on the law of X, such that || S| <
1 — min{r?, 1/2}.

Proof of Lemma [9_]. First we choose an integer [, such that ||T% 2z <
1/4. This is possible by the assumption that 7" has spectral gap. Then
we fix a number R and denote by Bpg the set of isometries g with
lv(g)| < R. We choose R in such a way that p*)(Bg) > 3/4, which
holds if R is sufficiently large depending on p and l,. We write pqo for
the restriction of 11*() to Bp renormalized to be a probability measure,
that is W) 4
*(to
po(4) = 1o DT
W (lo) (BR)

for every Borel set A C Isom(R?). We assume that there is no point
r € R? which is fixed by pp-almost all g. Again, this holds if R is
sufficiently large.

Recall that Ry denotes the regular representation of SO(d) restricted
to L2(SO(d)). Then Ro(0(p)) = (3/4)Ro(0(0)) + (1/4) X, where X
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is an operator of norm at most 1. Hence ||Ro(0(10))|| < 2/3. Thus we
can apply Corollary B.T and get

lpr(1o)| <1 — cmin{r?, 1/2}.

with a constant ¢ depending only on u. (The condition N > 0 holds in
Corollary thanks to our assumption that there is no point x € RY
which is fixed by po-almost all g.)

Since S = (3/4)p,(po) + (1/4)Y, where Y is an operator of norm
at most 1, we have

|SP]| < 1 — emin{r? 1/2}.
This proves the lemma, if [, is a suitably large integer. O

We return to (b3) and write the left side in polar coordinates and
use the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality.

A~ b A~
/ Feme)de < c / / I Res, ()(€)S44 (€)| dédr
a<|€|<b a Sd-1
b

<c / P41 Res, (F)|2]| S e 2 dr.

We plug in Lemma P.1] and suppose that [ > 2[;:
|, Hemeiesc D | s, () dr
For [71/3 < r < 1, we have r@—le=(/20)min{r®,1/2} < o=cl'? 'hapce
Lo @@ < o

which is dominated by the first error term. So it is left to consider the
domain [£] > 1.

We use the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality and transform the integral
back to Cartesian coordinates.

e —cl 2d 112 . =2 dr
/Kg\f(i)w(ﬁ)\dﬁéCe [/ , ||Resr<f>||2dr} [/ d]

R 1/2
scre—d[/ \f\d+1|f<§>|2d§] ,
|§[>1

which is dominated by the second error term. This finishes the proof
of Theorem [L.].
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Proof of Corollary [.3. Let f, . be a nonnegative smooth function sup-
ported on B(r(1 + 1/1), z) such that f,.(x) = 1 for + € B(r,z) and
[ frzlli < Crd and ||f,.|lwz@enz < ClY2r712 where C is a number
that depends only on d. Then

E(fr(l—i—l/l)*l,z(yi)) S ]P)(Yi € B(Ta Z)) S E(fr,z(yi))
We note that

P(VIZ +yo € Br(1+1/)7",2))) < E(frasam-1 -(VIZ + 0))
< E(fr-(VIZ +y0)) < P(VIZ + yo € B(r(1+ 1/1),2))

and
e_‘y()_z‘z/maz
(27)Fo2d
O ) O,
where o is the variance of Z. The latter can be verified using Taylor’s
theorem for the density function of Z.

Then Theorem applied to the functions f,.. and f.(141/-1,. gives
the claim. O

P(VIZ 4 yo € B(r(1+ 1/D)*, 2) = rd=4/2

10. SELF-SIMILAR MEASURES

Let n be a probability measure supported on contractive similarities
of R?, and let v be the unique n-stationary measure. Throughout this
section, we assume that the set of contractions on which 7 is supported
has no common fixed point. Write p = g(n), where we recall that g is
the “projection”

Ao(x)+v—o(z)+o.
Recall the definition of the operator

Tf(o) = / F(6(x) ) du(r).

In this section, we apply our results to prove smoothness of v if the
contraction factors of the similarities in the support of n are sufficiently
close to 1. First we discuss the special case, when A(u) is supported on
a single number. In this case, we are able to give better quantitative
bounds:

Theorem 10.1. There is a number ¢ > 0 depending only on d such
that the following holds. Let vi,vy € R be points for which

N? ::/\H(Ul) — o) (k)
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1s minimal. Suppose that
/|/€(vl) — g du(r) < MN3.

for some number M < oco. Suppose further that there is a number A
such that A = \(k) for n-almost every k. Then v is absolutely contin-
uous with n times differentiable density if

1= Il 2 so(ay)
nM? )

Proof. Since v is n-stationary, we have 7. = v with a notation analo-
gous to (). If we take the Fourier transform of both sides in the above
identity, then we can derive the formula

Res, (V) = S, Resy, (V) (64)

similarly to ([[0). We can use this to express the Fourier transform of
v on the sphere of radius r in terms of itself on the sphere of radius Ar.
This is the basis of our argument.

We note that v is absolutely continuous with n times differentiable
density if, say,

A>1—c

/ |71+ [£])" dE < 0.
By simple computation, this will follow at once if we show that, say,
| Res, (D), < Cr~(@tntD), (65)
Note that

/|g Jor) — vl dn(s /| )~ ol dn(w)

and a similar relation holds for the third moments. Therefore, by
Corollary B.l, we have

— 1T 2 s0(ay)
M2
for sufficiently large r with ¢ depending only on d. We apply this

and (B4) logr/logA~! times for radii in the geometric progression
r, Ar, \?r, ... and conclude (Fg) and hence the theorem. O

1
1Si| <1 —¢

Now we turn to the more general case considered in Theorem [[.3,
when 7 = p1d,, + ... + pid,, and k; may have different contraction
ratios. Let ppi, = min; p;. Then similarly to (64) we can write

Res, (v szpr (9(k:)) Resy,»(V) (66)
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for the Fourier transform of the self-similar measure v.

We would like to apply Corollay B.I] to prove a norm estimate for
one of the operators p,(k;). This is bound to fail, unfortunately; we
need to take the average of several p,.(k;) to have such an estimate.
Note however, that v is also n*(0)-stationary for all integers l,. We
will consider an analogue of (B@) for a decomposition of 7*(!0) with
respect to contraction factors. Since (RT,-) is commutative, but the
group of similarities is not, we obtain many different similarities in the
support of n*(0) with the same contraction factors. This is exploited
in the following proposition, which extracts from a sufficiently high
convolution power n*%) a piece which has the same contraction ratio
and so that the corresponding measure on Isom(R?) has a spectral gap.

Proposition 10.2. There arely € N*, ¢ > 0 depending on ]|T||L3(So(d)),
d and k, and qo > 0 depending on these parameters and ppn, So that
n*W) can be written as qono + (1 — qo)m with no, n1 probability measures
on the semigroup of contracting similarities of R™, with all contractions
appearing in the support of ng having the same contraction ratio, and if
o = g(no) the corresponding measure on Isom(R?) the operator p, (o)
satisfies
lpr (1)l sa-1) < 1 — cmin(1, %),

The main ingredient in the proof of Proposition is a following
useful result of Miklés Abért:
Theorem B ([AbéI4, Corollary 3]). Let a be a probability measure on
SO(d). Let o = qoap + (1 — qo)as, where g and «y are probability
measures and 0 < gy < 1. Suppose that ||Ro(a)| < qo/2. Then

[Rolao)l 31—c( o )

log qo_1

where ¢ is an absolute constant.

Recall that R denotes the regular representation of SO(d), and Ry
is its restriction to the subspace orthogonal to the constants. Note
that T'=R(0(n)).

Using Theorem [B and comparing the exponential decay of the se-
quence ||Ro(8(n*Y))|| with the polynomial growth in the multiplica-
tive group (RT,:) it is quite straightforward to find a decomposition
n*0) = qmy + (1 — q1)n, as above so that 6(n;) (the projection of 7,
to SO(d)) has a spectral gap, i.e. such that [|[Ro(6(m1))|| < 1 and the
similarities in the support of n; have the same contraction factors.

We describe this decomposition in detail. Write

[::{Q:(al,...,ak)GZk:a1+...+ak:l0,aizO}.
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In addition, we write \* = A{* - - A7¥,
lo!
 _— 0y T
]_) pl pk aﬂ---ak!
fora € I. Let
Joi={b=(by,...,b,) €Z : #{j : b; =i} = a;, for all 1 <4 <k}

and write
ay! - ag!
#(@) _ M k
L NP DL
bEJa

With this notation, we have

77*(10) — Zpﬁ . 77*(2)

a€el
and (k) = A* for every r € supp*@. As |I| < (lp)* and since
T[] = IRo(0(w))I| <1
(where as before 1 = g(n)) once [y is large enough
117" > 2Ro (0" ™).
For such [ since de ;p* =1 there is a @ € I such that

Pt > 2Ro(6(u* ™))
hence writing 19 = n* and defining 7, by

1) = p + (1 — pY)m

we may apply Theorem B to conclude that 1o = g(ng) satisfies

1R (0(p0)) I < 1= e(lo) ™. (67)

Note that for all kK € supp 7, the contraction ratio A(k) = A%

At this point we would like to apply Corollary B.J] and conclude that
lor (ko) |l p(ga-1y < 1 — cmin(1,72); however, to do so, we need first to
establish that the isometries in the support of 14y do not have a common
fixed point (preferably in a quantifiable form).

The two measures on Isom(R?), g(n*!)) and p*‘) are in general
distinct (though their projection to SO(d) coincides) since ¢ is not a
homomorphism. The latter measure ;*‘0) has been studied extensively
above and one way to conclude that the isometries of supp po do not
have a common fixed point is by exploiting the relation between these
two measures. We give an alternative proof below in detail, but first
give a sketch of this argument.
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The support of the measure 7 is given by kiks ...k, for a set of
(K1, K2y ..., ki) of m X -+ x n measure p%. We can define a new mea-
sure pf on Isom(RY) distinct from pg by taking each such lo-tuple and
sending it to g(k1) ... g(ky,). It follows from Proposition [L.1, which has
been a key ingredient in our analysis of the spectral radius of p,(u),
that for any z,y € R? the set of isometries £ mapping « to y has p*®
measure which is exponentially small in [, hence if [j was large enough
there will be no common fixed point to all isometries in the support of
o, and neither can there be a point which is nearly fixed by all these
isometries. Therefore, if the contraction ratios A\(k) for k € suppn are
all sufficiently close to one (in a way that ultimately depends only on
the spectral gap for T, the cardinality k of suppn and p,;,,) the isome-
tries of py also have no common fixed point, and hence Corollary
applies establishing Proposition [[0.9.

By working with a larger convolution power we can employ the fol-
lowing alternative argument to give an explicit proof of Proposition
that (though we do not work out the details here) gives better bounds.

Instead of applying Corollary -] directly to n*@), we will show below
in a series of Lemmata that we can either apply the corollary to n*@ x
8., %1 @ or to n*(@ x5, .. x1n*(@ with a suitable choice of 1 < i < k. We
assume below that the \; are sufficiently close to one so that A* > 1/2.

First we record some simple but useful identities.

Lemma 10.3. Let U € R? be a random vector. Then
E[|U - v[’] = E[|U - E[U]*] + |[v - E[U]*
for all v € R% and
E[|U - E[U]’] = E[|U"] - |E[U].
Proof. For the first claim, we write
E[|U — o] = E{(U — E[U]) — (E[U] — v), (U —~ E[U]) — (E[U] — v))]
— E[|U — E[U]] + [E[U] - of? — 2 Re(E[(U — E[U], E[U] — v})).

Since the third term vanishes, this proves the claim.
For the second part we write

E[|U - E[U]]"] = E[JU[] + [E[U]]* — 2 Re(E[{U, E[U])])
=E[|U"] - [E[U]]*.

Lemma 10.4. Let vy, v, € RY be two vectors such that

[ 1) = waP? e
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1s minimal. Then
/ k() — wal? A @ (k) > clg™ (fon — wf? + [og — usf?)

for all uy,uy € RY

We note that the proof (only) uses the spectral gap property (B7)
about 6(n*@).

Proof. Write
B(w) = [ wwn) dy"® ()

By Lemma [[0.3, we have

/ () — wa? i@ () > / () — E(un)[? df@ (1) = Fuy).

Clearly, F'(uy) is a polynomial of degree at most two in uy, and it takes
its minimum at v;. Thus

F(t(u1 - ’Ul))
2 '
Recall that A\(k) = A% for n*(@-almost every x, and observe that the

translation parts of x is negligible, when we evaluate it on a long vector.
Then

F(ul) = F(’Ul) + tli{&

lim F(t(uy —v1))

t—00 12

:,\22/

=\ <|U1 — ] — ‘/Uz(ul — v1) d6(n"@) ()

2

do(n"@) ()

o1(uy —v1) — /az(ul — 1) d0(n" @) (oy)

< [Ro(O(* )| - [uy — w1

by the second part of Lemma [10.3.
Using the spectral gap property (67) we get

‘ / o2y — v1) dO(" @) (o)

<(1 —clo_gk)|u1 — 1.

Thus
hrn F(t(ul — Ul))
t—o0 t2

Here we used \* > 1/2.

Z cla?’k|u1 — ’01‘2.
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We proved that

/|/~€(u1) — Uuy? dﬁ*(g)(/ﬁ) > clg3*|uy — vy %

If we apply the same argument to

[ ta) = s @) = 3 [0 ) = P @ ),
we get
/ I(uar) — wsl? @ () > el ™y — v
This together with the previous bound proves the lemma. [l

Lemma 10.5. Let vy, vy be the same as in Lemma [[0.4. Then for
every uy, ug € R? and similarity ko, we have

/ k(uy) — ug)? dﬂ*@ k Oy * Q*@(fi) > cly kg (vg) — v1]?.

This lemma provides us with a bound on the second moment needed
to apply Corollary B.1] for the measure 7*@ x &, * n*@ (k) provided kg
does not map v, near v;. In the proof of Proposition [[0.3, we will find
such an element kg among ki, ..., Kg, K1K1, - - ., KiK.

Proof. Using Lemma twice we write
/ (ur) — wsf? @ # 6, % 77O ()
=2 Geal? [ () = s )Py )
> cl(j?’k / |vg — Kalﬁ_l(u2)|2 dﬂ*(g)(,‘i)

= cly ™ A(ro) 2(X%) ! / | (k0 (v2)) — uz)[* dip*@ ()
> cly ™| ro(v2) — v,
which was to be proved. 0

Proof of Proposition [[0.3. We assume without loss of generality that
max;—1__j|v(k;)| = 1, and for every z € R?, there is 1 < i < k such
that |k;(x) — x| > 1. Indeed, this will hold if we change the origin
and rescale the metric. Now let vy, v be as in Lemma [[0.4. If there is
1 < i < k such that |k;(v1) — va] > 1/2, then let kg = k4, qo = P*%p;
and [; = 2ly + 1. In the opposite case, let 1 < i < k be such that
|ki(k1(2)) — ki(z)] > 1, and we take kg = kiK1, qo = p*2p;p1 and
l1 = 2ly + 2. Observe that |ko(v1) — ve| > 1/2 in both cases.
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Take ny = Q*@ * Oy * Q*(Q). We apply Corollary to the measure
to = g(no). Clearly,

IRo(0(10))|l < [Ro(B(n*@))|| < 1 —clg".
Let uq,uy € R? be such that

[ ) = sl

is minimal. Observe that the above quantity is at most (2l + 2)? for
u; = us = 0 by our choice of the coordinate system. By the same
argument as in the proof of Lemma [[0.4, we can show that

[ 15(0) = O () =l (fus = OF + fuz  OF)
We conclude |u1|? + |ug|> < CI3*™ from these. Thus
/ I(ur) — us|? dno (k) < CUSFT2 41y +15F72)2 < Cigh.
By Lemma [[0.5, we have
/ |k (u1) — us|? dno(k) > clg .
Since A\(k) = A% - M(kg) =: Ao for ng-almost all x, the minimum of

/ lg(wn) — wsl? duolg)

is attained for w; = Agu; and wy = uy. Moreover,
/|g(w1) —wy*duo(g) > clg® =: N* and

/ |9(w1) — wsl® dpo(g) < Clg" = CIPFN?.
Therefore
e (o) || < 1 — cly®* min(1,?)
by Corollary B-J]. -

Given Proposition [[0.2, the proof of Theorem [[.3 for the general case
proceeds as in Theorem [[0.1]:

. o A
Proof of Theorem [I.3. By Proposition [[0.9 we can write n*) = >~ g
for some integer A, measures 7; and positive real numbers g; such that
A(n;) = \; is constant almost surely and ||p,(g(n0))|| < 1 —cmin(1,7?).
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We recall (pg):

A
Res (7) = Y _ qipe(9(m:)) Resy, ().

i=0
Since A(k;) > A for all 1 <i < k, we have

I Res; (D)l < (1= o + qoflor(o)ll) max {[| Resa ()2}

By induction, this implies that || Res,.(7)||, has arbitrarily fast polyno-
mial decay if A" is sufficiently close to 1. Note that {; and ¢y depends
only on k, p.in and the spectral gap of T'. This proves the theorem. [
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