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PRECISE LARGE DEVIATION RESULTS FOR PRODUCTS OF RANDOM
MATRICES

DARIUSZ BURACZEWSKI, SEBASTIAN MENTEMEIER

ABSTRACT. The theorem of Furstenberg and Kesten provides a strong law of large numbers for the
norm of a product of random matrices. This can be extended under various assumptions, covering
nonnegative as well as invertible matrices, to a law of large numbers for the norm of a vector on
which the matrices act. We prove corresponding precise large deviation results, generalizing the
Bahadur-Rao theorem to this situation. Therefore, we obtain a third-order Edgeworth expansion
for the cumulative distribution function of the vector norm. This result in turn relies on an
application of the Nagaev-Guivarch method. Our result is then used to study matrix recursions,
arising e.g. in financial time series, and to provide precise large deviation estimates there.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let d > 1, |-| be any norm on R? and |[-|| be the corresponding operator norm. Let (A,,),en be
a sequence of independent identically distributed d x d-matrices such that Elog™ ||A;| < co. The
Furstenberg-Kesten theorem [I5, Theorem 2] provides us with a strong law of large numbers for the
norm of the products I, := A,, --- A, namely

1
lim —log|[IL,[| =~  P-as,
n—,oo N

with v = inf,,enm 'Elog ||TL,,|| being called the (top) Lyapunov exponent of (A,),en. Under
different sets of additional assumptions (to be detailed below) on the law p of Ay, the convergence
result has been strengthened towards a SLLN for the norm of a vector under the action of the
random matrices: For example, following [12] [19] 23] [24], assume that the support of u consists of
nonnegative matrices and contains a matrix with all entries positive. Then it holds for all nonnegative
vectors x that

(1.1) lim lSﬁ = lim l10g|1_Ingc| = P-a.s.

n—,oo M

n—,oo N
Under a second moment assumption, Hennion [19] proved a CLT, namely that

1
— (Sy—n
7 S =)
converges to a normal law. For related limit theorems for invertible matrices, see [3| 27].
Observe that in both cases, the SLLN and the CLT, the limit does not depend on the starting
vector . In contrast therewith is the result of Kesten [23] about the behavior of the maximum of
S¥. Assuming in essence that the action of A; is both expanding and contracting with positive
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probability, that is v < 0 but P (ST > 0) > 0, Kesten showed that there is @ > 0 and a continuous
function r on the unit sphere S, which is strictly positive on nonnegative vectors, such that

(1.2) lim e P (max Sy > t) =r(x).

t—o00

Here the behavior in the limit depends on the initial value.

We are going to provide a third-order Edgeworth expansion, which gives a rate of convergence
for the CLT. We also provide a formula for the asymptotic variance o2 and show that it is positive
under a natural nonlattice assumption. The Edgeworth expansion will as well be the main tool in
describing the convergence in the law of large numbers, i.e. the Furstenberg-Kesten theorem, in more
details. In particular, we will discover how fluctuations depend on the starting vector = as well as
on the action of (A, )nen on the unit sphere, which is given by the Markov chain

X .= 1L,z .

What we will prove is a large deviation result similar to the Bahadur-Rao theorem, i.e. for (suitable)
q > 7, there is an explicitly given sequence J,(¢) tending to infinity at an exponential rate, such
that

(1.3) lim J,(q)E (rq(X3)1{sr>nqy) = rq(2)

n—oo

for a positive continuous function r, which depends on ¢, and generalizes the function r(x) of
Kesten’s result. This result is in the scope of large deviation principles for Markov additive processes,
see [22, 26 [31] for related results, where stronger conditions on X7 have to be imposed than those
who are satisfied for the chain generated by matrices. The very recent paper of Guivarc’h [16]
provides a local limit theorem, which is proved along similar lines as our Edgeworth expansion.

As an application of our result, we will shed new light on the classical result of Kesten about
random difference equations: Let M be a random d x d-matrix and B a random vector in R%. Under
weak assumptions on (M, B), there is a unique solution (in law) to the equation

(1.4) RZMR + B,

where £ means same law. In the case of nonnegative M, B, R, Kesten [23] proved, assuming that
M is both contracting and expanding with positive probability, that for the same o > 0 and 7 as in

@),
(1.5) lim t*P ((R,z) > 1) = Kr(z),

t—o0

for some K > 0. This result has been extended to the case of invertible matrices in [1I [7} [T'7] 25] 28],
where it has always been an involved question to prove that K is actually positive. In both cases
(nonnegative resp. invertible matrices), our result will be applied to give an rather elementary proof
of the fact that K > 0. Here, the law of the matrix A := M will be relevant.

This approach can also be extended to the study of branching equations, i.e.

N
(1.6) RLN"MR; + B,
i=1
where now N > 2 is a fixed integer, (Mjy,...,My) are random matrices and B a random vector,

independent of R;, which are i.i.d. copies of R. For random variables R satisfying such an equation,
the heavy tail property (L)) has been shown to hold in [9] [0, B0], but the positivity of K remained
a partially open question in the latter two articles. Due to the branching structure of Eq. (LG,
the combinatorial part of the approach becomes more involved (it has been worked out in the one-
dimensional case in [I1]), this is why we decided to postpone it to the separate work [5] and focus
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on the application of the large deviations result here, which can be seen more directly in the case
of Eq. (L4).

Having thus described the scope of the paper, we are now going to introduce some notations and
concepts in order to state the main results in full detail. Since we want to solve questions concerned
with nonnegative matrices as well as with invertible matrices, we are led to introduce several sets of
assumptions (namely those of Kesten [23], Guivarc’h and Le Page [I7] and Alsmeyer and Mentemeier
[1]) on the law p of the random matrix A, with all of them being sufficient for the announced results
to hold. The main focus will be on nonnegative matrices, for which we will provide details of proofs,
while for invertible matrices, we will mainly highlight the differences and refer to the works cited
above.

2. NOTATIONS AND PRELIMINARIES

We start by introducing three sets of assumptions for random matrices. Let d > 1. Given a
probability law p on the set of d x d-matrices M (d x d,R), let (A, )nen be a sequence of i.i.d. random
matrices with law p and write IT,, := A,, - -- A for the n-fold product. Equip R? with any norm |-,

write ||al| := sup,cg |az| for the operator norm of a matrix a and denote the unit sphere in R? by
S. We write
ar
a-r:=—, r €S
|az|

for the action of a matrix a on S (as soon as this is well defined). If S is invariant under the action
of Ay, we introduce a Markov chain on S by

Xr.=11, -z, x €S.

n

2.1. Nonnegative Matrices: Condition (C). Denote the cone of vectors with nonnegative entries
by R‘é and write

SZZ{:Z?ER% Dz =1}
for its intersection with unit sphere. The set of d x d-matrices with nonnegative entries is denoted
by M4 and we write

intM4)={ae M(dxd,R):a,,; >0V1<ij<d}

for its interior, which consists of matrices that have all entries positive. A matrix a € M is called
allowable (see [19]), if every row and every column has a positive entry.
If a is an allowable matrix, then its action on S is well defined, and moreover, the quantity

v(a) := mén lax| > 0.
TES>

Consider now a probability distribution g on M. Write [supp u] for the subsemigroup generated

by its support. We say that p satisfies condition (C), if:

(1) Every a € [supp ] is allowable.

(2) [supp p] Nint(M4) # 0.
In the following, I" := [supp p]. Observe that condition (C') holds for I' if and only if it holds for
I'". Refering to the Perron-Frobenius theorem, every a € int(M, ) possesses a unique dominant
eigenvalue Aa, (i.e. [Aa| > |\;| for any other eigenvalue A; of a) which is positive and algebraically
simple, and a corresponding eigenvector v, € int(S>). For a subsemigroup I' of allowable matrices,
we define the collection of all such (normalized) dominant eigenvectors by

V(I) :={va : ac T Nint(My)}.

It can be shown (see [9, Lemma 4.3]) that V(T") is the unique minimal T-invariant subset of S,
i.e. every closed I'-invariant subset of S> contains V(T'). It is worth mentioning already now, that
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the Markov chain X¥ possesses a unique stationary probability measure, the support of which is
given by V(T).

2.2. Invertible Matrices: Condition (i-p). In order to highlight connections, we decided to use
the same symbols for objects which play the same role in the context of invertible matrices as they
did for nonnegative matrices. The condition (i-p)(irreducible and proximal), described below, is due
to Guivarc’h, Le Page and Raugi and was studied in detail in several articles by these authors, the
most comprehensive one of which is [I7].

Let now p be a probability measure on the group GL(d,R) of invertible d x d matrices and I
be the closed semigroup of GL(d,R) generated by supp u. A matrix a with an algebraic simple
dominant A, is called proximal. This replaces the notion of a matrix with strictly positive entries,
which is always proximal by the Perron-Frobenius theorem. Then the measure p is said to satisfy
condition (i-p), if

(1) There is no finite union W = |J;'_, W; of subspaces 0 # W; ¢ R? which is I-invariant, i.e.

W = W. (irreducibility)

(2) T contains a proximal matrix. (prozimality)
We will consider invertible matrices acting on the projective space P4~1 which is obtained from S
by identifying = with —z, i.e.

Pl ~ S/ 4.

Studying the action of the matrices on P4~! rather than on S has several technical advantages, for
example, the definition

V(D) := {va € P4=1 : a €T is proximal },

becomes unambiguous. Note that the norm |az| for x € P?~! is well defined, since it does not depend
on the choice of a representant of x in S.
For the case of invertible matrices, we have that
~1
a) = inf |az| = |la”! .
@) = inf Jarl = [

2.3. Invertible Matrices: Condition (id). The third set of assumptions, called (id) for irre-
ducible and density, appears first at the end of Kesten’s work [23] and was elaborated by Alsmeyer
and Mentemeier in [I]. In fact, it can be shown to imply condition (i-p). Due to the stronger as-
sumption that p is absolutely continuous, it often allows for simpler proofs, this is why we include
it as an extra set of assumptions.
Let u be a probability measure on GL(d,R) and (A, )nen be an i.i.d. sequence with law p and

write IT,, := A,, --- A;. Then p is said to satisfy condition (id) if

(1) for all open U C S and all € S, there is n € N such that P (I,, - z € U) > 0, and

(2) there are a matrix ag € GL(d,R), d,¢ > 0 and ng € N such that

P (IL,, € da) > clp,(a,)(a)l(da),

where [ denotes the Lebesgue measure on R ~ M(d x d,R).

The classical example is p having a density about the identity matrix.

It is shown in [I, Lemma 5.5] that X7 is a Doeblin chain under condition (id). The support
of its stationary probability measure is S by [10, Proposition 4.3], therefore we are led to identify
V(T') := S in the case of (id).
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2.4. Basic properties for all cases. Below, we identify S = S> in the case of nonnegative
matrices, S = P?! in the case of (i-p)-matrices and S = S in the case of (id)-matrices. Given
a measure /4 on matrices, set

I,={s>0: ﬁ|a||s u(da) < oo}

Then, for s € I,,, we define an operator in the set C (S) of continuous functions on S by

(2.1) P*f(@)i= [l f(a- ) p(da),
and the 'transposed’ operator by
(2.2) Pif(z) := /yaTx\S f(a - z) pu(da).

Properties of both operators, which will be given in a moment, will be important in our results.
Beforehand, we introduce a function that will turn out to describe the spectral radius of these
operators.

On I,,, define the log-convex function

1
1 S\E o1 T T S)W
(2.3) K(s) = lim (E[|A, ... Adf)" = lim (EHAn AT
Here the second identity holds since ||a|| = ||a”|| and the (A;);en are i.i.d. We have the following
result:

Proposition 2.1. Assume that p satisfies (C), (i-p) or (id) and let s € 1,,.

(1) Then the spectral radii o(P®) and o(P?) both equal k(s).
(2) There is a unique normalized functionrs € C (S) and a unique probability measure vy € P(S)

satisfying
P’ry =k(s)rs and P’vs = k(s)vs.
(3) The function rs is strictly positive and 5 := min{s, 1}-Hélder continuous and supp vs =
V().

(4) If v¥ is a probability measure satisfying PfvY = k(s)v¥, then there is ¢ > 0 such that
n@) = e [ Il )

(5) The function s — k(s) is log-convex on I,, hence continuous on int(I,) with left- and right
derivatives.
(6) The function s — k(s) is analytic on int(I,).

Source: Claims ([Il)—(B) were proved in [9, Proposition 3.1] for nonnegative matrices, in [I7, Theorem
2.6 and Theorem 2.17] for invertible matrices under condition (i-p) and in [29, Theorem 17.1] under
condition (id). The analycity of k(s) in assertion (6] is proved by using perturbation theory, and was
proved first under condition (4-p) in [I7, Corollary 3.20], and subsequently, using the same methods,
in [I0, Corollary 4.12] under condition (id) and is proved below in Corollary for nonnegative
matrices. O

Remark 2.2. Given only finiteness of

E((l +IIA[*) (llog [ A[]| + [log (A)] )),
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the mapping s — k(s) is still differentiable on the closed interval [0, sg], this has been proved in [I7],
Theorem 3.10] under condition (3-p) and in [9 Theorem 6.1] for nonnegative matrices.

Proposition 2] is crucial in order to define an exponential change of the measure u: Let Q =
M(d x d,R)N and (A,,)nen : Q — € the fibered identity. Now introducing for each n the kernel

laz]® re(a- x)

kn(s) rs(z)

(2.4) q,(z,a) =
we see that for each x € S and n € N,

/QZ(ZE, a, --a;)u®"(dai,...,da,) =1
and the relation

(25) qi(x,a)q;(ax,b) = qu-l—m(x)ba)'

Moreover, for each z € S the sequence ¢ (z,-)u®™ of probability measures is projective, hence by
the Kolmogorov extension theorem, it gives rise to a probability measure Q2 on €2, which we call the
s-shifted measure. The corresponding expectation symbol is denoted by Eq:. Note that (A )nen
are i.i.d. with law u for s = 0. We use the symbol Q, for Q.

With the conventions Q3 ({Xo = x}) = 1, we have the Markov chain X,, and the Markov additive
process Sy:

Aan—l
Xn . An Xn—l |Aan,1| )
Sp = log|A, A1 Xo| = log|A, Xpn—1]| + Sn_1-
The second identity shows that (X,,,S,) carries the structure of a Markov Random Walk, i.e. the
law of the increments S,, — S,,—1 depends on the past only via X,,_1.
Writing as before I, := A, --- Ay, we have the following fundamental identities, valid for any
bounded measurable function f and n € N:

(2.6) mﬂi (F( A, An)ra(X2) [TLaal*) =g, (F(Xo, A, An))
QN ey (S0 (060 ML) =g (£ S0ino)) -

The transition operator of (X,,)nen is given by

(2.8) Q*f(x) := PA(f - rs)(x).

1
rs(x)k(s)
It follows from Proposition [Z1] that Q* has a unique stationary probability measure

re®

VS(TS)

o=

with support V(I"). We set

@ = [Qirn)
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2.5. On S;. Each of the assumptions introduced above is sufficient for the announced extension of
the Furstenberg-Kesten theorem to hold:

Proposition 2.3. Assume that p satisfies (C') or (i-p) or (id). Let s € {0} Uint(I,) and assume
there is 0 < € < 1 such that

(2.9) E|A|*" (A)¢ < co.
Then it holds that q := Eg:S1 = K'(s)/k(s) € R, and
1 n
lim —log||IL,|| = lim S =q Q3-a.s.
n—o0o N n—oo N
forall x € S.

This is proved in [9, Theorem 6.1] under condition (C), in [T, Theorem 3.10] under condition
(i-p) and in [29, Proposition 20.2] under condition (id). In the last reference, the first identity is not
proved, but it follows from the corresponding result for (i-p).

Remark 2.4. Recall from Proposition 2] that k(s) is log-convex. Therefore,
A(s) := logk(s)

is convex, and

N(s) > AN(0) = = 7.

L)
I
>
—~
V)
~—
I

The function

A*(q) = sq—A(s)
is the Fenchel-Legendre transform of A and nondecreasing on I,,, see [13] Lemma 2.2.5]. In particular,
it is nonnegative on I,.

When studying random walks, an important distinction is between so-called lattice types, i.e.
whether or not the random walk takes values only in some lattice ¢Z for ¢ > 0 . A similar concept
applies for Markov random walks, which are introduced below. The lattice type of S, only depends
on the support of p, thus we give first a measure-free definition, which implies the more frequently
used subsequent definition, which is relative to the measure Q°.

Definition 2.5. (1) We say that ' resp. u is arithmetic, if there is ¢ > 0 together with 6 €
[0,27) and a function ¥ : S> — R such that

(A) VaeTl, Vze V(D) : exp(it log [az| — i+ i(¥(a - z) — 19(;17))) ~ 1

If no such ¢ exists, then I is said to be non-arithmetic.
(2) The Markov random walk (X,,S,) is said to be arithmetic under Q¢ if there is t > 0
together with 6 € [0,27) and a function ¥ : S — R such that

(2.10) Eg: exp (itSl — 0 +i(9(X1) — 0(X0))) =1,
and non-arithmetic otherwise.
We have the following implications.

Lemma 2.6. IfT' = [suppy| is arithmetic, then (X,,Sy) is arithmetic under each Q° with the
same t,0,9. Conversely, if (X,,Sy) is arithmetic under some Q° and the function ¥ is continuous
on S, then T is arithmetic as well with the same t,0,1.
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Proof. Recalling that supp 7® = V(T"), we observe that Eq. (ZI0) is equivalent to
exp(it logar —i0 +i(¥(a- ) — 19(96))) =1 for p-a.e. a € supp p and 7°-a.e. x € V(I') |
i.e. for dense subsets of supp p resp. V(I'), which gives the asserted implications. O

It is shown in [I8, Proposition 4.6] that under condition (i-p), I' = [supp | is non-arithmetic,
while it is shown in [I, Lemma 5.8], that (X, S,,) is non-arithmetic under each Q® under condition

(id).
A simple sufficient condition (due to Kesten [23]) for T' to be non-arithmetic under condition (C')
is the following. Set

S(T) :={logha : ac T Nint(M4)}.

Lemma 2.7. Assume that the (additive) subgroup of R generated by S(T') is dense. Then p is
non-arithmetic.

Proof. Supposing that Eq. ([A]) holds for some ¢,60 and 9, then we have for any a € T' N int(M )
that v, € V(T'), hence

exp (z [tlog |ava| — 0+ (W(a - va) — ﬂ(va))” — ¢i(t1ogAa=0)
Consequently, for any a,h € T’ Nint(M.),
log A\a —log A\, € ?Z.
But by our assumption, S(I') is not contained in 2%7 for any ¢ > 0; this gives a contradiction. [

Corollary 2.8. If there are a,b € T' Nint(M ) with igg i: ¢ Q, then p is non-arithmetic.

Now we have enough notation to state our main results.

3. STATEMENT OF MAIN RESULTS

We will prove the following analogue of the Bahadur-Rao theorem for products of random ma-
trices. The role of the cumulant generating function is played here by A(s) = logk(s).

Theorem 3.1. Assume that p satisfies (C') and is non-arithmetic, or that u satisfies (i-p) or (id).
If ¢ =EqgsS1 = N (s) for some s € int(I,) and there is 0 < e < 1 such that [2Z9) holds, then

lim sup |v/ne™™ (@ J(s)E (Ts(Xﬁ)l{ngnq}) — 7“5(95)‘ = 0,

n—00 reS

where

J(s) = soV2m, with 0> = A'(s) = lim lIEE(QQS(S’n—an > 0.

n—oo N

Since the function ry is strictly positive and continuous on the compact set S, hence bounded,
this gives in particular uniform bounds for the large deviation probabilities:

Corollary 3.2. There are 0 < ¢ < C' < oo such that for all x € S,
¢ < liminf n(e*)"P(S* >nq) < limsup vn (e®?)"P(SZ >nq) < C.
n—oo

n—oo
These large deviations results will be used to prove the following result about random difference
equations, which gives an elementary proof that the tail estimates derived e.g. in [23] 25| [I] [I7] are
precise:
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Theorem 3.3. Let M be a random matriz and let B be a random vector in RY. Write A := M T
and denote by p the law of A. Assume that k'(0) < 0 and that there is « € int(I,) with k(o) =1
and

(3.1) E||A[|*“" 0(A) ¢ < oo, 0<E|B|*"™ <0

for some € > 0. There is a random variable R, unique in distribution, satisfying R < MR + B.

(1) Let A be nonnegative, satisfying condition (C) and being non-arithmetic. Assume that
supp RN R‘é is unbounded. Then there is 6 > 0 such that for all x € S>,

hggggf t*P ((z, R) > t) > 0.

(2) Let A € GL(d,R), satisfying (id). Assume that P (Ar+ B =1) < 1 for all r € R. Then
there is § > 0 such that for all x € S,

h&},@f t“P ({x,R) > 1) > 0.

(3) Let A € GL(d,R), satisfying (i-p). Assume that T'* does not leave invariant any proper
closed convex cone in RY, and that P (Ar + B =r) < 1 for all r € R%. Then there is § > 0
such that for all x € S,

hggf t*P ((z,R) > t) > 0.

In this theorems, we impose the assumptions on the law of A = M rather than on the law of
M (note nevertheless, that (C) or (i-p) hold for M " as soon as they hold for M). The reason is as
follows: Let (M, Br)ren be a sequence of i.i.d. copies of (M, B). Then, upon iterating Eq. (T4,

we obtain R 4 M, ---M,R+ Zkgn M;j - - - Mg_1 By, which leads to the study of

<$7R> g <$7M1MHR+ZM1Mk71Bk> = <M7—LFM1T$5R>+7
k<n

and we are going to show that the first term dominates in order to use Theorem [B] to derive
estimates.

Remark 3.4. Let us stress that in () we do not assume that B is nonnegative and that the condition
supp RN R‘é being unbounded is obviously also necessary for the heavy tail property. Thereby, we

generalize the result of Kesten, namely [23] Theorem 3]. A sufficient condition for supp RﬂR‘é being
unbounded is B being nonnegative, or M, B being independent and P (B € Ri) > 0.

Remark 3.5. The law of the random variable R is given by 220:1 Mj - - - My _1 By, from which we
immediately obtain the estimate (for s > 1)

s s = s\1/s s s > s 1/s s s
EIRIDY < 3 @M M, )Y @B = S (EMT M) (E]B)".
k=1 k=1
This shows that if k(s) < 1 and E|B|® < oo, then readily E|R|” < oo, which shows in particular
that under the assumptions of Theorem [B.3]

limsup t°P ((x, R) >t) =0

t—o0

foral0<s<aandall z€S.
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Remark 3.6. The moment conditions (BI)) are not optimal, precise tail estimates have been ob-
tained under the assumptions

E[A[" (log[|A]l + [logt(A)]) <00, 0<E|B[" <o,

see [I7, Remark after Theorem 5.2] in the case of (i-p) resp. [29, Theorem 13.2] for the case of
condition (id).

3.1. Structure of the paper and sketch of proofs. The proof of Theorem [B.I] will rest upon a
third-order Edgeworth expansion for the cdf

Fi(f) =Q {5" —ng t},

ov/n

which is given in Theorem K11

To prove this intermediate result, we will use the Nagaev-Guivarc’h spectral method as in Hennion
and Hervé [20] and Hervé and Pene [21]: The classical Edgeworth expansion for random walks can
be proved using the Fourier transform of S,,, in particular its behavior at zero. Upon introducing
(for suitable z € C) the operator Q(z) in C (S) by

1
Q1) f(x) = 7/ az|*t* f(a-z)ry(a- z) p(da
(@) = s [l fac a)ra- o) u(da)
we have the following fundamental identity for the Fourier transform ¢, , of Q3{S, € -}:

(3.2) bno(t) == Eqs (") = Egs (e 15(X,)) = Q(it)"1s(z).
This identity is a consequence of the following lemma.
s+Rz

Lemma 3.7. Let A be a random matriz with law p, and assume that E||All
0,z € C. Then the following identity holds for all f € C (S):

(3-3) Eg; (¢*f(Xa)) = Q(2)"f(x)

Proof. The assumption guarantees that Q(z) is well defined, and all integrals appearing below are
finite. We use induction. For n = 1, this is immediate from the definition of Q(z) and identity (27)).
Suppose ([B.2)) holds for n € N. Then, using again ([27) and the fact that the (A;) are i.i.d with law
w under P, we obtain

Q(2)" ' f(z) = Q=) (Q(2)"f)(@))

< oo for s >

Eq; , (65" f(Xn)) p(da)

s+z 1
rs(@)k(s)  rs(a-x)k(s)

B ([T (a- )"y (T, - (2 2)) f(TT, - (a-2))) p(da)

= W /FE (|Hna$|5+z rs(Il,a-x)f(Il,a- CL‘)) p(da)
= Wﬂi (|Hn+1x|s+z re(Mppy - ). f(Mpyy 'z)) 1(da)

EQ:SE (ezsn+lf(Xn+1)) .
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Observe that Q(0) = Q° and that, given s € int([,), the mapping z — Q(z) is holomorphic in
some domain. We are going to show that the operator @° is quasi-compact with a simple dominant
eigenvalue 6(0) = 1, and thereupon, using holomorphic perturbation theory, the decomposition

Q"(2) = 0(2)"M(z) + L(2)",

for a rank-one projection M and an operator L(z) with spectral radius o(L(2)) < o(Q(z)). From
this we will finally deduce that for n — oo,

n.x(t/ V) = Q" (it//n)Ls(x) = 0(it/n),

i.e. behavior at zero of the Fourier transforms is given by small perturbations of the dominant
eigenvalue of @Q°.

Therefore, we start our investigations by proving spectral properties of Q* and the family Q(z) (in
the case of nonnegative matrices). In Section ] we prove, continuing [9] and based on the approach
in [I7], that Q° is quasi-compact. This property is needed in order to apply a perturbation theorem
which proves the decomposition of the family Q(z) in Section[6l Then we are ready to prove a third-
order Edgeworth expansion for F? = in Section[8 which is used to prove Theorem B.Ilin Section
Sections [l and [7 study the implications of the non-arithmeticity condition, as well as formulas for
o2,

Section is concerned with Theorem We start by providing an example, namely the
ARCH(q)-process, to which our results apply and continue by giving an outline of the proof of

Theorem B3] while we postpone the technical details to the final Section [Tl

4. QUASI-COMPACTNESS OF Q°

4.1. Nonnegative matrices. In this section, which is based on the approach of Guivarc’h and Le
Page [I7] for (i-p), we are going to prove that for each s € I, the operator Q® is quasi-compact
(has a spectral gap) on a subspace of C (S>), namely the space of functions that are § := min{s, 1}-
Hélder continuous with respect to a particular metric d on S». At first, we will recall the Theorem
of Tonescu Tulcea and Marinescu, which will be used in order to prove the quasi-compactness. Then
we introduce the particular metric d which will be useful when finally checking the assumptions of
this theorem.

We write L(B, B) for the set of all bounded linear operators from B to B. An operator Q € L(B, B)
is said to be quasi-compact if B can be decomposed into two closed Q-invariant subspaces B = E® F
where the spectral radius o(Qr) < o(Q) while dim E' < oo and each eigenvalue of Q| z has modulus

0(Q).
Subsequently, a convenient way to prove the quasi-compactness of Q° will be to use the following
generalization of the Theorem of Ionescu-Tulcea and Marinescu:

Theorem 4.1 (|20, Theorem IL.5]). Let (B,[[-]]) be a Banach space and let || be a continuous
semi-norm on B. Assume that Q is a bounded operator in B such that

(1) Q{f : [[f]] £ 1} is conditionally compact in (B,[]).
(2) there exists a constant M such that for all f € B, [Qf] < M [f],
(3) there exist k € N and real numbers r and R with r < o(Q) and, for all f € B,

[[Q"f]] < RLA+r*[1A1].

Then Q is quasi-compact.
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Though we have not yet defined the metric d on S>, let us nevertheless state right now, which
Banach space and what norms we are going to consider. For f € C (S>), set

fl=swp f@)],  |fl, = sup LB =TWI

TES> T,yES> d(l‘,y)g

o =TI

We consider the Banach space
B:={feC(Ss) : |f|l, <oo}={f€C(Ss) : [[f]] < oo}
equipped with the norm [[-]]. Using Theorem [T we are going to prove the following:

Proposition 4.2. Assume that p satisfies (C) and let s € I,,. Then Q° € L(B,B), and there is an
operator N € L(B,B) with spectral radius o(N) < 1, such that

(4.1) (Q°)" =M+ N"

for alln € N, where M is a rank-one projection onto Rls. with M(f)(x) = w*(f) for all f € B and
HARS Sz. -

This will be done by a series of Lemmata, which will make use of the particular metric d on S,
which we are going to introduce next.

4.1.1. A metric on S>. Given x # y € S, consider the line L trough these points. Then L N IRY
consists of two points which we label by a and b in such a way that if we write x = uja + uzb and
y = vi1a + v2b uy, uz,v1,v2 > 0 as convex combinations of a and b, then u; > vy, i.e. z lies between
a and y. Then the cross-ratio of a,b and x,y is given as

U2v1

la,b;2,y] = :
U1V2

The formulae
d(z,y) = ¢([a, b; z,y])

for ¢(s) := ﬁ, s € ]0,1], defines a bounded distance on the unit sphere. Its properties are summa-

rized in the following Proposition.

Proposition 4.3. For any norm ||, d is a metric on S> with

o sup{d(z,y) : z,y €S>} =1,
e There is C >0 s.t. d(z,y) > Clz —y|.

For a € My, there exists c(a) <1 such that:
(1) d(a-z,a-y) < c(a)d(z,y),
(2) c(a) <1 if and only if a € int(M),
(3) zfa € My, then c(aa’) < c(a)c(a’),
(4) c(a’) = c(a).

Source: This is [19, Proposition 3.1]. There, the results are stated relative to the 1-norm |z||, =
S, x| on R but they do in fact hold for any norm on R? the main reason being that the
cross-ratio is an projective invariant and thus independent of the shape of the unit sphere, and that
all norms on R?% are comparable. (Il

The crucial properties of the metric d are (1) and (2), saying that the action of nonnegative
(positive) matrices is a (strict) contraction with respect to d.
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4.1.2. Checking the assumptions of the Ionescu-Tulcea-Marinescu theorem. Let us first recall the
definition of @Q° in ([2.8]), from which we obtain the following formula for its iterates:

(4.2) (@) f(z) = Eqs (f(Xn)) = E(g(z, In) f (I - 2)) .

In order to prove Assumption (1) of Theorem[T] we are going to apply the Arzela-Ascoli theorem.
Therefore, we have to prove equicontinuity of the family {Q°f : [[f]] < oo}. This will follow from
the subsequent estimates for the kernels ¢, where it is shown in particular, that the mappings
q:(-,a) are 5-Holder on S for any a € M.

Lemma 4.4. Under the assumptions of Proposition[{.2, there is Cs < oo such that for all n € N,
z,y €S>, ae My

Jal”
k(s)"
On the other hand, there is cs such that for all allowable a,

i) = [ ah(e ) () > 22 el

|97, (z,2) = ¢;,(y,a)| < Cs

d(z,y)°.

Proof. Observe that by Proposition[43] any function that is Hélder-continuous on (S>, |-|) is as well
Holder-continuous on (S>, d). Using that thus 7 is s-Holder with constant d,, and bounded with
0<dy <rs(z) <ds < oo for all z €S>, as well as property (2) of Proposition 3] we estimate

rs(a-z) laz]”  ri(a-y) |ay|”

rs(@) k() rs(y) k(s)

1 1 |rs(a-z)laz|’ s s Ts(a-z) lay|®
— +llaz|” —jay| | ————— t|rs(a-x) —rs(a-y
rs(@)  rs(y)| o k(s)" laal” = las] |rs(y)k(s)" el reay) k(s)"rs(y)
1 d ||a]|” s s da s lall®
< = rs(@) — s + |lar|” — |a +dp, | —
< g7 Ire(@) = @) 5 + llaal” — layl"| e+ d o=yl S

Cdr d2 Cdr HaHs = dg s s
k] S d S _ .
(St S ) I oy o e ot

The last term has to be estimated differently for s <1 and s > 1. If s < 1, then
llaz|” — lay|"| < ||az| — |ay[|” < [la]|" |z — y|".
If s > 1, then
—1 —1 5 —1
laz|” — |ay|’| < [|az| — |ay|| - s - max{laz[*"", Jay|" "} < s [a] |z -y [la]]®
For the second part, recall K = inf{ry(x)/rs(y) : =,y € S>} > 0, hence

K s s
o) /|a:v| m°(dx).

It suffices to prove that g(a) := [|az|®7%(dz) > ¢, for all nonnegative a with [la]| = 1. On the
compact set |la]| =1, g attains its infimum. But if there is ag with [ |agz|” 7*(dz) = 0, then

qn(a) >

V() C suppwvs = supp® C ker(ap).
But since ag is a nonzero nonnegative matrix, ker(ag) Nint(S>) = 0, which gives a contradiction. O

Let us note the following, surprising Corollary to Lemma [£.4] which shows that the convergence
in (23)) is exponentially fast.
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Corollary 4.5. Under the assumptions of Proposition[{.2, there is cs > 0 (the same as in Lemma

44, such that

1
k(s)" <E|IL,||” < C—k(s)” for all n € N.

1/n 1/m

Proof. The first inequality holds since k(s) = lim, o0 (E[|TL,[* )" = infien (E[[IL,[°) 7" due
to submultiplicativity of the norm (see [15, Theorem 1] for details). The second inequality holds by
Lemma 4] since Eq? (z,II,) =1 for all z € S>. O

Now we are ready to prove the following estimate, from which the validity of assumptions (1)
and (3) will follow.

Lemma 4.6. Under the assumptions of Proposition [{.3, there is C > 0 and a sequence D(n) with
lim,, oo D(n) = 0, such that for alln € N and f € B,

(4.3) (@) fl, < CLf]+ D(n) |fl,
Proof. For all f € B, |f|, < oo. For such f, we compute
Q)" f(x) = (@°)"fW) = |Bosf(Xn) —Eq; f(Xn)

Eg: |f(I - 2) = f(TL - y)| + | (Bq; — Egy)/ (L, - y)
I+11I.

IN

Considering I,

I <|fl, Egyd(IL, - 2, I, - y)* < |f|, d(z,y)" Egyc(IL,)".
But due to Proposition [L3] c(a) < 1 for all a € My, and c(a) < 1 for a € int(M4). By (C), we
have that P (liminf,, o {II,, € int(M4)}) = 1 (see [I9] Lemma 3.1]), thus ¢(II,,) — 0 Q2-a.s. by

Proposition @3] (2) and (3) and the boundedness of ¢. Moreover, ¢ is continuous on M by [19,
Lemma 10.8]. Therefore, we can use the dominated convergence theorem to infer

lim D(n):= lim Egsc(I1,)* = 0.
n— 00 ®

n—r oo

Turning to I, we have, using Lemma [£.4]

11 < [7Elaa ) = g 18] < DGE g ) < (7Pt )0 1

Combining these estimates, we arrive at

@) 11, < S 1)+ 141, ().

S

O

Proof of Proposition [{.2 Now we are ready to show that Theorem ] applies for Q = Q*® with B
as defined above.
STEP 1: Assumption (2) is satisfied for M = 1, since Q* is a Markov operator on (C (S>), []).

STEP 2: Assumption () holds for Q%, i.e. Q*{f : [[f]] < 1} is conditionally compact in (B, []).
This is shown as follows. Since Q® is a Markov operator, and [[f]] > [f], we have that K := Q*{f :
[fll <1} Cc {f e B : [f] <1}, thus K is bounded. Using (@3] with n = 1, we deduce that the
family K is equicontinuous. Hence, applying the Arzela-Ascoli theorem, K is conditionally compact
in C (S>) with respect to the topology of uniform convergence, i.e. w.r.t. [-].



PRECISE LARGE DEVIATION RESULTS FOR PRODUCTS OF RANDOM MATRICES 15

STEP 3: Next we show that Assumption @] holds for @, i.e. there exist k € N and real numbers
r and R with r < o(Q?®) and, for all f € B,

(@) f]] < R[f] +r* [1F])-

In particular, Q* € L(B, B).
Observe, that it suffices to provide the estimate for one k € N, it is not necessary to prove a
geometric decay rate. Since the spectral radius r(Q®) = 1, it is enough to show that the inequality

holds for some 7/ < 1 in the place of ¥, because then r := /% < 1 satisfies the assumption. Using
([@3) and the fact that Q*® is a Markov operator, we deduce that for any n € N,

(4.4) (@)™ f = [(@)"f1+ Q)" [l

< I+ CUT+ D) [fl, < A+ C)[f]+Dn)(|fl, +[f])

(1+C)[f1+ D(n) [[f]]-

But D(n) tends to 0, thus we may choose k such that D(k) < 1, and consequently, Assumption (3]
is satisfied with R := 1 + C and r := D(k)'/* < 1. Thus Theorem E] applies and gives the quasi-
compactness of Q° ,i.e. B = E® F for Q°-invariant closed subspaces F and F with dim F < oo and

such that QfF has spectral radius strictly smaller than 1, while each eigenvalue of QISE has modulus
1.

Al

STEP 4: Next we prove that 1 is a simple eigenvalue, and the only one of modulus one, i.e.
dim E = 1. It is shown in [9, Theorem 4.13], that for every f € C (S>),

(4.5) lim (QY)"f =="().
If now Q®f = Af with |A| = 1, then necessarily lim, o A" f = 7*(Af), which implies A = 1 and
f = const.

STEP 5: We infer from Eq. (@4) that
ug;sogpg@srn( sup {[[(Q*)"]) « [/ =1}) < 1+C.

Therefore, Q° is quasi compact of diagonal type in the sense of [20, Prop. III.1]. Consequently, [20,
Lemma II1.3(v)] applies and gives the decomposition (4.I)) with M being the projection on ' = Rls_
with M(f) = 7°(f)1s. for all f € B, and N := Q° — M. O

4.2. Invertible matrices. As said before, the ideas of the proofs above were developed by Guiv-
arc’h and Le Page for condition (i-p), the result corresponding to Proposition [£.2]is [I7, Corollary
3.19]. There, the distance d(x,y) = |z — y| for z,y € P4~ is the minimal euclidean distance between
representants in S.

Under assumption (id), a corresponding decomposition, proved in [I0, Proposition 4.3 and Lemma
4.11] holds on the (larger) space C (S), for (X,,) is a Doeblin chain under each Q3.

5. NON-ARTIHMETICITY AND ITS CONSEQUENCES

Subsequently, fix s € I,,. We will now study implications of the non-arithmeticity and moment
assumptions (A resp. [2.9) for the family Q(it). Recall from Lemma [3.7 the identity

(5.1) Qit)" f(x) = Bgy ("5 (X)) = E (g5, L) Ml f(IT, - ) ).

This section is valid for all types of matrices. Recall that conditions (i-p) and (id) readily imply
non-arithmeticity.
Define B. := {f € C(S) : |f|. < oo}. Then we are going to prove the following result:
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Theorem 5.1. Assume that (X,,Sy) is non-arithmetic under Q° or that u is non-arithmetic.
Assume that 29) hold for some € > 0. Then Q(it) € L(Be,B:) for all t € R. Moreover, for all
t # 0, the spectral radius o(Q(it)) < 1 and thus 1 — Q(it) is invertible in L(Be, Be).

Considering the spectral radius, we have for all n € N and all f € C (S) that
(5.2) Qt)" f(x)] < Eqy e f(Xa)| = Eqs |f(Xa)| = (Q°)" | f] (2).

Since B. C C (8), this readily shows that o(Q(it)) < o(Q°) = 1 for all t € R. To arrive at p(Q(it)) <
1, the main burden of the proof will be indeed to show that Q(it) € L(B.,B.). This will be done
by proving an estimate similar to ([@3]). The first step in that direction is provided by the following
lemma.

Lemma 5.2. Let a either be an allowable nonnegative matrix or an invertible matriz. Then for all
teR, z,y €S and 0 < e < 1, the following estimate holds true:

g
5.3 itloglax| _ _itloglay| < DIt d € M
(53) ‘ e < Dl d o) (1
for some D > 0.

Recall that in the case of nonnegative matrices, the distance d on S was defined in ET.1] while
d(x,y) equals the minimum of the euclidean distance of representants of x,y from S in the case of
nonnegative matrices.

Proof. We start by noting the some useful inequalities:

(5.4) <min{1, |t —s|} < |t — s/

1 ’eit _ eis’ _ % ’1 _ ils—t)

2
for all t,s € R, 8 € ]0,1]. Next, for all a,b > 0,

b
1
/ —ds
0 S
Finally, if a is allowable or invertible, then for all z € S, |ax| < L(a)
together, we conclude, using Proposition 3] as well in the case of invertible matrices,

11
(5.5) [loga —logb| = < max{—,g}|a—b|.
a

Putting these inequalities

eitlog|ax| _ eitlog\ay\ < 2 |t|8 |10g|a:10| _ 10g|ay||€
1 1
< 2 max{ ., ) [far] — fayl* < 20t max{ L o e ol
laz| " [ay| laz]” Jay]
< 2 o) (supl2l) < ooy (L)
|az| (
g

Now we are going to prove an estimate similar to ([@3)):

Lemma 5.3. There is C > 0 and a sequence D(n) with lim,_,o D(n) = 0, such that for alln € N
and f € B,

(5.6) Q)" fl. < Cf]+ D(n) |f].
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Proof.
Q)" f(z) — Qit)" f ()]
= ‘]E@; (e f(Xn)) — Eqq (eitsnf(Xn))‘
< E(g)(x,IL,) [f(, - 2) — f(IL, -y)|) + ’E(qi(x, IL,) — g3y, IL)) €55 £(IL, - y)
+ [f1E(g5 (y, I, |57 — ™5n])
= I+II+IIL

Similar to the proof of Lemma [£.6] we obtain the bounds
I < |fl.d(z,y)°Eq; c(IL,)" =: D(n) ||, d(x, y)%,
IT < [f]Cd(z,y)°

with lim,, .o D(n) = 0.
Using Lemma [5.2] we deduce

IIT < DI[f][t]" d(z,y)" Eq, ( L”(rr[f;'))

< D[] d (@,y)" E ([T o(1L,) )
< D (f] 1t d () (BIAL (A7)

where the last expression is finite due to assumption (2Z.9]). (]

Proof of Theorem [il. Lemma B3] together with (2] proves that Q(it) is a self-map of B.. Since
0(Q(it)) < 1, it remains to exclude the possibility o(Q(it)) = 1, which we will do by contradiction.

Assuming that the spectral radius o(Q(it)) = 1, one can proceed as in Section [ in order to show
that the Tonescu-Tulcea-Marinescu theorem applies for @ = Q(it) with

[fl=sup|f(=)],  [[f]l.:=[T+Ifl

zeS

and the Banach space

Bo:={f€C(S) : |fl. <oo} ={f €C(S) : [[f]]. < o0}

equipped with the norm [[-]]_. The theorem yields that there has to be an eigenvalue with modulus
equal to the spectral radius of Q(it), i.e. with modulus equal to 1.
Hence, suppose there is an eigenfunction f such that Q(it)f = Af with |A\| = 1. Let zp € S»

be such that |f(xo)| = [f]. Then (&2) implies that |f|(z0) < ((Q%)™|f|)(z0) and hence by (@3,
|f| (z0) < 7*(|f])- But the right hand side is a convex combination of (| f| (z))zev () (see Proposition

21 @). Consequently, | f| has to be constant on V(T'). Thus, we can assume that f(z) = e*’(*) on
V(') for a continuous function ¥ : S — R. Consequently,

EQS e’it51+i19(X1) — eieJriﬁ(I)'
But this contradicts the non-arithmeticity of (X, S,) under Q%; and, since ¥ is continuous, as well
the nonarithmeticity of u, using Lemma O

Remark. Observe, that we only did prove the estimate

Q)" fl. < R[[f]] + D(n) [f].,
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with D(n) tending to 0. From this, property (B]) of the Ionescu-Tulcea-Marinescu theorem can be
deduced only if o(Q(it)) = 1, since otherwise, we do not know whether r := D(n)'/" < o(Q(it))
holds for some n, since we do not know the rate of convergence for D(n) — 0. So we do not know yet
whether Q(it) is quasi-compact for ¢ # 0. Nevertheless, for small ¢, quasi-compactness will follow
from the perturbation theorem below.

6. THE PERTURBATION THEOREM

This section as well is valid for nonnegative and invertible matrices. Recall from Lemma B the
fundamental identity

¢ne(t) = Eqs (e“s") = Q(it)"1s(x).
In this section, we are going to apply an holomorphic perturbation theorem for ° in order to show
that (for small t)
Q)" = 0(it)" M (it) + N (it),
where M (it) is a rank one-projection, which commutes with N™(it), and o(N(it)) < o(Q(it)). Using
this decomposition, we will be — roughly speaking — able to replace

Pn.2(t/v/n) = 0(tv/n)

for large n in the proof of the Edgeworth expansion.

Fix the parameter s € int(/,) as well as € such that ([2.9) is satisfied. By what has been shown
above, Q° € L(B., B.) is quasi-compact with a simple dominant eigenvalue 1. This, and the holo-
morphicity of the mapping z — Q(z), shown below, will be the main ingredients for the application
of a perturbation theorem.

6.1. Perturbation theory for Q°.
Lemma 6.1. Choose § > 0 such that (s —9,s+0) C I, and s+ > €. Then for all z € Hs :={z €
C : Rz e (=4,0)}, the operator Q(z) on Be, which is given by
1

Q) @) = s [ el fla- ) (a-o) plda) = Boy [ ()],
is well defined. The mapping Q : Hs — L(B:,B:), z — Q(z) is holomorphic.
Proof. Recalling that r; is bounded from below and above, it follows that
(6.1) [Q(2)f) < KE[A*" < oo,

since s + Rz € I,. Together with Lemma [5.3] this proves that Q(z) € L£(B., B:).

Now we can show that z — Q(z) is weakly holomorphic, i.e. for any f € B, v € B. (the dual
space of B.), z — [ Q(z)fdv is holomorphic. This readily implies that z — Q(z) is (strongly)
holomorphic, see [33, Theorem V.3.1]. In order to show weak holomorphicity, consider arbitrary f, v
and a closed curve v C Bs(0) C C. Then

[ (feenean) o
- /S<W1k(s)/f(a~x)rs(a-x) {Le<S+Z>lnaw dz} ,u(da)> v(dz) =0,

for the innermost function is holomorphic in z. The change of the order of integration is guaranteed
by the estimate (G.1I). O

Now we can apply the following perturbation theorem [20, Theorem III.8].
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Theorem 6.2. Let Gy := Bs(0) C C and let (Q(2)).eq, be a collection of elements of L(Be,B:)
such that

(H1) z — Q(2) is holomorphic on Gy,
(H2) Q(0) has one dominating simple eigenvalue and o(Q(0)) = 1.

Then there exist Gy := Bs,(0) C C, G1 C Gy and holomorphic mappings
0:Gr—C, r:G =B, v:G =B, N:G — L(B.,B:)
such that for alln > 1, z € G4
Q"(z) =6(2)"M(2) + L(2)",

with Q(z)r(z) = 0(2)r(z) and v(2)Q(z) = 0(z)v(z). Moreover, for each ly € N there exist constants
m,n2 >0, ¢ >0 such that for all z € G,

0(2)] > 1—m1, and max{

H@L(z) : lglo} <c(l—mn —m)".

6.2. The operators R(t). For the Edgeworth expansion, we will consider a slightly different oper-
ator, namely such that S; becomes centered: Let ¢ := Eg,S7 denote the stationary drift of S; under
Qs, and define the family (R(t)).er of operators by

(6.2) R(1)f(2) i= e~"1Q(it) f(w) = Eg (579 f(X1)).
Upon defining
(6.3) A(t) == e~ "0(it), N(t) :=e ML(it),  T(t) = M(it),

we obtain the following corollary of Lemma and Theorem
Corollary 6.3. There is 61 > 0 such that for allt € G := (—=d1,01),
R(t)" = A(®)"TI(t) + N(B)",
with ILt)N(t) = N(t)II(t) = 0. For each ly € N there is n = n(lp) > 0 and ¢ = c(lp) < 0o such that

(6.4) max{Hdd—;N(t)" 1< zo} <e(l—n)"

The mappings A : G — C, 11 : G — L(B:,B:) and N : G — L(B., B.) are C*, the latter ones in the
strong operator sense.

For all purposes below, we can choose [y = 3, and may therefore consider n = 1(3), ¢ = ¢(3) fixed.
In order to prove the Edgeworth expansion, we will make as well use of the following result, which
is inspired by [6, Lemma 3.19].

Lemma 6.4. Let K C R\ {0} be compact. Then for each f € B., there is o < 1 such that for all
te K

(6.5) [R(t)" f] < o"[f]-
Proof. Fix f € B.. For each n € N, the mapping

1/n
0 1R 177 = (sup B (g3 )50 s} )

zeS

is continuous. Hence, o;(t) := limsup,,_, . [R(t)"f]}/™ is upper semicontinuous, thus it attains it

maximum on the compact set K, in ¢ty # 0, say. But g¢(to) < o(R(to)) = 0(Q(to)) < 1, hence the
assertion follows. O
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7. TAYLOR EXPANSION OF A(f) AND POSITIVITY OF THE ASYMPTOTIC VARIANCE

In this section, which is valid for all types of matrices, we are going to relate the first and second
order coefficients of the Taylor expansion of A with the expectation (which equals zero in fact) resp.
the asymptotic variance of S,, — ng under Q2. Moreover, we are able to prove that the asymptotic
variance is positive as soon as p is non-arithmetic.

Lemma 7.1. Assume that p satisfies (C), (i-p) or (id), and that s € int(I,). Then there is o > 0
and mg € R such that

M) =1-Z 2 —iZ2 3 4 o(s?),
2 6
and
(7.1) o? = lim lIE < (S, — ng)? m3 = lim lIE (S, —nq)?
’ n—00 7, Q2 \Pn 3 n—o00 1 Q2 \on '
For each x € S, the value
(7.2) b(z) = lim Eqs (S, —nq)
n—oo
is well defined, and the mapping b € B.. It holds that
(7.3) b(z) = Eq; ((S1 — ¢)+b(X1))
Moreover,
2 2 2
(7.4 7t = Bo- | (51— 0+ 00r0)” =061
and
(7.5) sup |no” — Eg« (S, — ng)?| < oc.

neN

To prove Lemma [Tl we reason as in [2I| Lemma 8.3 & Lemma 8.4 ].

Proof of Lemma[7.1} STEP 1. First we prove that \'(0) = 0.
Differentiating the equation R(¢)II(¢)1 = A\(¢)II(¢)1 in the operator sense and computing its value
at 0, we obtain

(7.6) R'(0)1 + R(0)II'(0)1 = N (0)1 + IT'(0)1.

Both sides of the above equation are bounded continuous functions, so computing their integral with
respect to the measure m we obtain

(R (0)1) + 7(I'(0)1) = N'(0) + =(IT'(0)1)
we have
N(0) =n(R'(0)1) = iEg:[S1 — q] = 0.
STEP 2. Now we justify, that the function b(x) is well defined as a function in B..
Observe first that by Lemma B with z = 0 and (23], we have

(@)"f(2) = Equlf(Xn)]

— Eq(.1L,) / ¢ (IL, - z,2) (log|a(IL, - z)| — g) u(da)

E / qz+1(;v,aﬂn)(log |aIl,z)| — log |IL, x| — q) p(da)
r
(7.7) = Eq: (Snt1 =82 —q) = Eq:[Snt1] — Eq: [Sn] — ¢.
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Next by ([Z8) for any k we have (recall R(0) = Q*)

(7.8) i(Q°) Eqs [S1 — ¢ + (@) T (0)1(2) = (Q°)*II'(0)1 ().
Hence summing over £ =0,1,...,n — 1 we obtain
i3 Q) Egy S — g+ S (Q)HIN0)1(@) = 3 (@) (0L (a).
k=0 k=0 k=0
Thus by (1)

By [Sn —ng] + (Q°)"II'(0)1(z) = II'(0)1 ().
Since II'(0)1 € B. C B, the limit (Q*)"II'(0)1(x) exists by Proposition and is equal to
7(II'(0)1). Deriving the equation IT?(t) = I1(¢) and computing the result at 0 we obtain

7(I'(0)1) = 0.
Thus, the limit lim Eqs [S,, — ng] exists, equals

(7.9) b(z) = %H’(O)l(m),

and thus b is well defined and is an element of B,, since II'(0) maps 1 into B.. The formula (T3]

follows from (Z.8) for k£ = 0.
STEP 3. Using the above, we obtain the following Taylor expansions, valid for small ¢:

t? t3
AE)" =1+ n/\”(o)? + nA<3>E + o(t%),

t? t3
= (II(t)1) =14 d15 + d2€ +o(t?);

as well as the classical expansion for the characteristic function, i.e.

. t2 t3
EQS €Zt(Sninq) = 1- EQS (Sn — nq)2 5 — Z]EQS (Sn — nq)?’ E + O(tg).

From the fundamental identity,
Ege et S5m0 = 75(R(£)"1) = \(t)"x* (11(t)1) + (N (t)"1),
using the bounds (6.4]) (with o = 3) for N as well, we deduce that
n\’(0) +dy + O((1 —n)") = —Eqs (S, — ng)?
and
nAE(0) + dy + O((1 — n)") = —i Egs (S, — ng)®.
Hence, the identification of 02 and ms as well as the boundedness assertion follow.

STEP 4: Finally, we provide the formula for o2. Differentiating R(#)IL(¢)1 = A(¢)I1(#)1 twice and
integrating against 7%, using 7*R(0) = 7°, we obtain

7*(R"(0)1) + 27°(R'(0)IT'(0)1) = \"(0),
hence recalling from above that ¢ b(z) = I1'(0)1(x),

—/E@;(logl\AwH —q)*m*(dz) -2 /E@; log([|Arz]| = q) b(A1 - x)] 7°(dz) = A"(0),

ie.
o = Eq- [(51 — q)* +2(51 — q)b(X1)]
and the result follows by quadratic extension inside the expectation. 0

Using the above formula for 02, one can show that non-arithmeticity readily implies that o2 > 0.
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Lemma 7.2. Assume that 02 =0, then
S1 = q— b(Xl) + b(XQ) Q%-a.s.,
in particular, (X, Sy) is arithmetic under Q° and p is arithmetic.

Proof. If 02 = 0, then it follows from (), that

/b(x)2 7 (dz) = / [ lim Eqs (S, — nq)} ’ 7% (dz) < /hm inf Eg: (S, — ng)*n*(dz)

n—oo n—roo

A

< lim inf/EQ; (S, —ng)*n*(dz) < sup Eqs (S, — nq)? < oo.

n—00 neN

Then we may rewrite the formula from Lemma [71] to read
2 2
(7.10) o2 = Eq. ((31 —q)+ b(Xl)) ~ Eg.b(X1)? = Eg. ((s1 —Q)+ b(Xl)) — Egeb(Xo)?.
Using (Z3]), we see that
Eo- ((($1— ) +b(X1))b(X0)) = / b(@)Eq; (81— @) +b(X0)) ) 7*(da) = / b() 2 (de),

which we use in (TI0) to obtain (through binomial formula) that
) 2 2
0=0"=Eg:- ((5’1 —q)—l—b(Xl)—b(Xo)) = / 7°(dx) / u(da) (log |ax|—q+b(a-:v)—b(ac)) .
V(L) supp p

This gives the assertion; and the arithmeticity of u follows, since the function b is continuous (see
Lemma 226]). O

Finally, we note some expressions for derivatives of k.
Corollary 7.3. The function k(s) is C> on int(I,), and

K'(s) o k(z)(s) 2 2
k(s) —Q—EQsSh .

Proof. Recalling the definition of P?, we see that for € € (=41, 1),

(P f(a) = ra@h(s)"Q(e) L

()

= k(s)"0(e)"rs(2)r(e) () : f(y)/rs(y)V(a)(dy)+Ts(w)k(8)"N(€)£

(z)

By Proposition Il P*T¢ has a unique strictly positive eigenfunction, which is then given by
rs(z)r(e)(x) and thus the corresponding eigenvalue equals
(7.11) k(s+¢e) = k(s)0(e).

By Theorem [6.2], the function 6 is holomorphic in a neighbourhood of 0, hence C* in 0 and so is
k, with k(") (s) = k(5)0(™(0). Recalling that \(t) = e~94(it), we obtain

LK) .
K(s) Rs) | K(s)

Since X' (0) = 0, the assertions follow. O

E(s) k3 (s)

X (0) —ig,  AP(0) = —¢* +2¢0'(0) — 6 (0) = —¢* +2¢
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8. THE EDGEWORTH EXPANSION

In this section we are going to prove a third-order Edgeworth expansion for S,, w.r.t. the measure
%, valid for all types of matrices. We fix real s € int(/,,), and denote by ¢ := Eq+5; the stationary
drift of (S, )nen. We will use the operator R(t)f(z) = Eqg: [e"(5179) f(X)].

Let g
n — Ng
=0 {2 <]

be the cumulative distribution function of the standardized version of S,, and write ® for the
cumulative distribution function of the standard normal distribution. Then we have the following
result.

Theorem 8.1. Assume that u satisfies (C) and is non-arithmetic, or that (i-p) or (id) holds.
Assume moreover that 23)) holds for some ¢ > 0. Then
b(x)

- M 2 L) —
e {7 s = et0+ et} =0
for quantities b(x) € R, 0? > 0, m3 € R as defined in (1) and ([T2).

Proof of Theorem [8l. We proceed as in [2]], i.e. we try to follow the standard proof as in the i.i.d.

case. Recall that, since we assume non-arithmeticity, 02 > 0 due to Corollary [.2
STEP 1. We define the function

_ m N C Dy ms )
Galw) = @)+ 5o (1 u?)olu) = 7 7Lo(n) = @) — g () —

Here ® denotes the cumulative distribution function, and ¢ the densitiy function of a standard
normal distribution. One can easily see that the derivative of G,

Ghw) = olu) oz)

Fhz(u) — @(u)

o(u), u € R.

~ GtV - T W)

has exponential decay both at +oco and —oo, uniformly in n. Let v, () := [e“* G/ (u) du be the
Fourier transform of G/, then

0= (1 " Ga?j/ﬁ(it)3> ema 4 <it§(—j%>eét2

Denote

L m3 . \3 142
’707n(t) = (1+ 603\/ﬁ(lt) ) ce 2t

Yan(t) = <zt%) e 3

Pna(t) = (R(t)"(1)(z) = Egs [¢"S» ),
m = supsup |G, (u)| < oc.
neNueR

By the Berry-Essen inequality (see [14] XVI.(3.13)]) we have that for all T > 0,

1 (7T |¢na(G) —m() 24
(8.1) sup | Fy o (u) — Gp(u)| < _/ Vo dt + —2.
weR ' T J_T t T

Next, fix € > 0, choose a such that 2:—;” < &. Then with T = a/n, 2:—:’;1 < ﬁ We choose

0 < min{a,d1}, where 07 is given by Corollary [6.3] i.e. for ¢ € (—4,0), the perturbation theory
for R(t) holds.
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Now we want to estimate the integral in (81 by (T) For this purpose we divide the integral
into two parts

‘Pn,z(ﬁ) = 7n(t)
A, = / Vn ‘dt,
o8y/n<|t|<oay/n t
(pn,w(ﬁ) - /Yn(t)
[t|<osy/m t

STEP 2. We prove that A4, < = for appropriately large n. By Lemma [6.4] we have for u such that
d < |u| < a and all = the estlmate |onz(w)] = |(R(w))™(1)(x)| < o™, hence

90"1(0 ) n,x
/ T ovn g = / Ene (W) 10 < O(a, 6)0"
odv/n<|t|<ca/n |t| <|ul<a |U|

Moreover

/ (G —
od/n<|t|<ca/n | |
STEP 3. Now we estimate the last term B,, to be smaller than % By Corollary 6.3 we write for

U‘\t/'— < 0 (recall that for such small values, the perturbation theory applies)

ens(52) = = ()G ) 1@ + 8 (S52) 1) =900 = 200

() ) ) o)

b(z) t 142 t
() o) e ()
C’\/_< ovn * o\/n (z)
= L(t)+ L(t,z) + Is(t,x) + L(t, ©).
Thus, we have to estimate four expressions. For this purpose we will use the Taylor expansion
o 5 md

Au) = 1—7u —i?u‘q‘—i—o(u?‘),

given in Lemma [ZI The function f(u) = log A(u) + %2u2 then satisfies f(0) = f/(0) = f”(0) =0
and f®)(0) = —ims and hence

t . mgt
ow = e

Moreover, by choosing § small enough (but fixed!), we can achieve that for all u € (=4, ),

1 u2 m3 3 1, mat3 1,
If(u)] < i and ‘?u‘g u?, hence max \f | boB < gt

+o(t?/v/n).

In particular, with this choice of 8, [A"(t/(cv/n))| < e~ it
Considering now I;(t), we obtain, using the inequality

(8:2) e — 1 — v <(|u—v|—|— [o[2)emax(lul vl

which is valid for all u,v € C (see [14, XVI.(2.8)]),

m3t3

|1, (t)| = e~ 2t lexp (nf(%)) -1 +iﬁ

et (Bol) + 00 ) i
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from which we infer that
1(t)

To estimate the integral of I»(t) we use the bound on A from above, a second order Taylor
expansion for II(¢) (cf. Corollary [6.3) and that II'(0)1(x) = ib(z) (see (Z9)). Then
t t? b(z)
—=I1'(0)1 O(—)—-1—it—=
SO0+ 0 —1 it

|L(t, )| < e~ 1 [I(0)1(2) +

and consequently
2 2 C
/ Ig(t,:z:)dtg/ e‘TO<—>dt§ =,
[t|<od/m [t|<odv/n n n

Turning to I3(t, x), we recall from Lemma [TT] that b € B, hence as a continous function on S,
it is bounded. Then

() ipe

t
|I3(t,£[])| < U—\/ﬁe 2

exp (nf(—=)) = 1| < RAUBEEY mst® + o(t3//n)
P ovn ~ oyn 603\/n ’
where we used again inequality [82). Hence [ |I3(¢,z)| /tdt = O(1/n).
The integral over I4(¢,z) is bounded independently of z and vanishes at an exponential rate in
n since ||N(t)]] < ¢(1 —n)™ by Corollary 6.3 O

9. THE BAHADUR-RAO THEOREM FOR PRODUCTS OF RANDOM MATRICES

Now we are ready to prove our main result simultaneously for all types of matrices. We extend the
approach for the one-dimensional case in [I3] Theorem 3.7.4]. Recall the definition A(s) = logk(s),
such that A’(s) = Eg=S1 =: ¢ and the Fenchel-Legendre transform of A is given byA*(¢q) = sq—A(s).

Theorem 9.1. Assume that p satisfies (C') and is non-arithmetic; or that (i-p) or (id) hold. Let
qg=Eqg:5 = IZ(—(SS)) for some s € int(I,) and assume there is 0 < ¢ < 1 such that 29) holds.
(1) Then

snq
sdVvne

9.1 limsup sup sup e
( ) n—oo €S del0,00) k(s)n

Qx(Sn, > ng+d) < oo.

(2) Consequently, there is C' < oo s.t. for all n € N and thereupon for each u > nq
- Ck(s)"
- /nesv

(9.2) Q4 (S > uw)

(3) For each fized 6 > 0 it holds that

es(ng+d) o
6202nEQI |:Ts (Xn)]-{snznq+d}:| — TS(CC)

(9.3) lim sup sup |soV2mn =0.

N0 28 de(0,04/n) k(s)™

(4) In particular, for all x € S,
(9.4) lim sov2mne™ DEq, [rs(Xn)l{Snan}} =rq(x).

n—roo

Note that, using just the Chebyshev inequality and the definition of k(s), one obtains in (9.2
the weaker upper bound
Ck(s)™
Q. (Sa > u) < )

where the factor 1/+/n does not appear.

)
esu
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Proof. All the results will be consequences of a general argument. Fix 6 > 0, but let d > 0 be
arbitrary for the time being. Introduce ¥,, := so/n and
eanesd

J4 = soV2mn——m— = WU, V2 e (@ esd
k(s)"
as well as the normalized quantity
Sn —ng
Wn - )
Vno

then Pgs (W, <t) = F,, »(t). We obtain that

1

WE@I (rs(Xn) 1¢s,>ng+ay) = Eq: (6”1\(5)755" 1{57l2nq+d})

_ ean*(q)EQ; (efs(SnfnlI) 1{Sn—nq2d})

— e_nA*(q)EQZSE (e_qlnwn 1{Wn2ﬁ})

Using the definition of J¢, we obtain
1
d
JnmEQm (rs(Xn) L{s,>ng+a})

V21, %4 / eVt dF, . (t)

d
o/

= V2re5W, e Vnt F, (1)

L+ V2re / W2e Vet B, (t) dt

sd

Wn

= V21V, F,., (ﬁ) +V2mesd / Vet F, . (i> dt

\Ijn sd \I/n
V2 es? /00\11 et [F (i) - F (ﬁﬂ dt
. n n,xr \I/n n,xr \Ifn

Defining h(t) := (1 — t?)¢(t) and setting as before

ms 5 b(x) ms b(x)
Gp(t) == P(t 1-1¢ t)— —=o(t) = (¢ h(t) — —=o(1),
(1) = (D) + =L =)0(0) ~ 2520(t) = B(1)+ o=h(t) L Zo()
we want to use the Edgeworth expansion from Theorem Bl in order to calculate the asymptotics.
Therefore,

1
T (@) (rs(Xn) Lgs,>nqva})

e /:O et s/ ({Fn <w%) e <\Pin>} - [Fn (\;—i) ¢ (\;—i)]) at (= I(n,))
[}

e o o) ()]

e [ () 1)

B %d ;’° et [¢> (%) s (_d)] dt (= I{(n))
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It follows from Theorem [B]] that

lim sup sup ’11 n,x ’ =0.
n=0 eSS d>0

Using mainly that ¢ and h have bounded derivatives, we are going to show that as well

n—

(9.5) lim sup ’Ig(n)’ = lim sup ‘Lf(n)‘ =0.

Finally, considering I§(n), we are going to obtain two different estimates, namely
2

(9.6) [ (n)| < e 37 <1,

and the refined estimate

2
(9.7) lim  sup e2ji2nl2d(n) — 1| =0.

0 4e(0,6/n)

Using the estimate (@) allows to infer the upper bound (@), while the convergence result (@3]
follows by using estimate So it remains to prove Eqs. (@.5]) — ([@.1).

STEP 2: We consider I¢ and omit I{, which can be treated along similar lines. A simple calculation
shows that h has a continuous derivative b’ with sup,cp |h'(z)| =1 M < co. We compute

Yoy ne
i 2T s [ o / W (r) U, dr | dt
a3\/n sd sd/ ¥,

msyV2m o5l eft /t X r dr) dt| = msyV 2w o5l >~ B r /Oo et dt dr
03\/_ sd sd \I/n 03\/_ sd \Ijn T
< m3V27T sd hl L e " dr < m?’V sd/ Me™" dr _Mm?)V
v C S I\, N N
STEP 3: We are going to prove (0.0) and (@.7)). Therefore,
(9.8)

00 t/ W, 0o 00
Ig(n) = eSd/ Vet / e | dt = eSd/ U,e /2 </ et dt) dr
sd sd/ ¥, sd/ ¥, U, r

15 (n)| =

(99) = eSd/ \I/ne_rz/2 6_\II"T dr = GSd —e_\I'nT—TQ/2 _/ re—r2/2—\11nr dr
sd/V,, sd/W, sd)v,,
2 00
(9.10) — e s / reSd=Vnr e—r2/2 dr
sd/ W,

For all d > 0, we have

° 2 ° 2 d2
OS/ resd=¥nT g /erg/ re " /2dr = e 2%x
sd/V,, sd/Vy,

and thus (@.0) follows.

STEP 4: In order to prove (O.71)), let £ > 0 be arbitrary and choose § such that ¢ + 9‘3 + 02 <e.
We separate the last integral in Eq. (@I0) into

sd/V,+6/0 0o
/ resd=YnT o =/2 g 4 / resd=Ynr =12 g . A(n) + B(n)
sd/ ¥, sd/V,+6/c
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and see that by the restriction d < 64/n, it holds that sd/¥,, < /0 and thus
0+0 __a>

€ 202n .

A(n) < o

o o
Finally,

B(n) < 8755\/5/ r e—r2/2 dr = 6755\/5 e—(sd/\pn+5/g)2/2 S 6755\/5 e_#sn.
sd/V,+6/0

Upon choosing ng such that e %vV* < § for all n > ng, we obtain that for all n > ng, 0 <
2
A(n)+B(n) <e e~ 37 . Thus we have proven that for all ¢ > 0, there is ng such that for all n > ny,

a2 g
e2Zn [§(n) — 1| <e.
O

Proof of Theorem [F1l The main result is given above, while the formulas for o2 follow from Lemma
[ 1l and Corollary O

10. TAILS OF STATIONARY SOLUTIONS OF RANDOM DIFFERENCE EQUATIONS

This section is devoted to Theorem We start by giving an example for a matrix recursion
from financial time series.

Example 10.1. Consider the ARCH(2) process Y,, defined by

2 2 2
Y, = onen, or = aY, ;+aY, 5, +1,

where ¢,, are i.i.d. standard normal distributed random variables and a1, as > 0 with a1 + as < 1.

(1) Considering the squared process (Y,2),,, we obtain a matrix recursion:

0,21 ala%_l as 0,21_1 1 -
(10.1) (Yan ) = ( 2 0 Y2, + 0 = M,Y,—1+ B,,

where (M, Bn)nen is an iid. sequence in My x RL. The matrix A; := M| satisfies
condition (C) (it suffices to assume that allowable matrices have full measure), and the
moment condition (Z9) is readily checked, since
: : 2 . 2
((A1)? = min |Az]?> = min (ar1edzy + efa2)” + a3z > (min{aied, a})”
€S> 2 tai=1
r1,222>0

since €1 is a standard normal random variable. Kesten [23] Theorem 3] gives the following
sufficient condition for the existence of o > 0 such that k(a) = 1: There is sg > 0 such that

Consequently, t(A1) > min{aie3, a2}, which has all negative moments up to order 1/2

E (mln Z(Ml)i7j)so > dSO/za

J

where d is the dimension of the matrix (this is not a misprint, Kesten’s condition is stated
in terms of the matrix M;). In our case, we have the estimate

E (ml_in Z(Ml)i,j)s = E[(min{ai1e} + a2,23})°] > aiE(d°).

J
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Since €7 is unbounded, the right hand side tends to infinity as s grows, thus there is a > 0
with k(a) > 0. Finally, the non-arithmeticity assumption holds since ¢ has a continuous
distribution, and eigenvalues depend continuously on the entries of a matrix.

(2) Kliippelberg and Pergamenchtchikov showed in [25] Lemma 2.7], that the process (Y;,), has
the same distribution as the process (X,,), (if started with the same initial value), given by

Xn = (11771,an—1 + a2772,an—2 + 73,m5

where (7;,,)n are independent sequences of i.i.d standard normal random variables. This
leads to the matrix recursion

Xy - a1, a2M2.n X1 M3,n . -
(10.2) <Xn_1 > - < ! ! ) (Xn_2 )+< ) = MuX, 1+ By

It can be shown that these matrices satisfy assumptions (i-p) as well as (id), and it is proved
in [25, Lemma 3.2] that there exists a > 0 with k() = 1.

Further instances of the equation R < MR + B, with matrices satisfying the assumptions of
Theorem[33] appear e.g. in [2] (GARCH-processes, nonnegative matrices), [32] (multitype branching
processes with immigration in random environment, nonnegative matrices), [?] (stationary solutions
of multivariate generalized Ornstein-Uhlenbeck processes, invertible matrices), to name just a few.
An extension of the methods used below applies to provide exact tail asymptotics for random
variables R which are fixed points of multivariate smoothing transforms, i.e. satisfying

N
(10.3) RLY"MR; + B,

i=1
where N > 2 is a fixed integer, R and R; are i.i.d. and independent of the random matrices A; and
the random vector B. The details are worked out in [5].

Heavy tail properties of such R were studied in [8, 10, B0] and a result similar to (??) was
obtained, there @« = max{s > 0 : ko(s) = 1/N}, but only in the first reference, which studies
matrices satisfying (C), it could be shown that K > 0, in the latter two references, only partial
results were obtained.

10.1. Outlining the proof of Theorem [3.3l Now we explain how the proof of Theorem 3.3 is
given by a sequence of lemmata, the proofs of which are quite technical and therefore postponed to
the subsequent section, for a better stream of arguments. First, we have to introduce some notation.

Notation. Given a random element (M, B) € M(d x d,R) x R?, let (M,,, B,,)nen be a sequence of
i.i.d. copies of (M, B), defined on a probability space (2, F,P). Let Xy : © — S be a random variable

and (P, )zes be a family of probability measures on €, such that (M,,, B, )nen have the same law
as under P, while P, (Xo = x) = 1. Write T, := M, --- M, X := T, - Xo, S := log | T, Xo|-

As mentioned before, we will apply the results obtained in the previous sections to the matrix
A, := M/ . Writing p for the law of A; = M] under P, and defining the measures Q, as in
Subsection 2.4 we have the following identities, valid for all € S:

(10'4) QI((XOv (An)nGN) S ) = ]P)x ((X07 (MI)nGN) € ))
(10.5) Qo ((Xn, Sn)nen € 1) = Po (X5, 55 )nen) € 1))

If not explicitly stated otherwise, all appearing quantities below will be defined in terms of the
sequences (A, )nen, for example k(s). From now on, we fix @ > 0 such that k(o) = 1 and set
q := Eg. S1. We will assume throughout that the assumptions of Theorem [3.3] are in force.
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Using the identifications from above, the SLLN in Proposition 23] yields that

1
lim —log||T.|| = k' (0)<0  P-as.,
n—oo M

which allows to infer that there is a unique solution (in distribution) to the equation R < MR + B,
see e.g. [4, Theorem 1.1].

The fundamental idea is to compare the behavior of (z, R) with that of |Tz|. Therefore, we use
that for Ry being i.i.d. copies of R and independent of (Mg, By), we have that for all n € N,

R £ MR +B £M;--M,R,+ Y M- Mj_1Bj.
k<n
Consequently, for any x € S,
(@, R) £ (x, M- M,R,) + D (2, My My 1By) > (Taw, R) = > [T, By

k<n k<n

We are going to consider sets where first term dominates, while the sum is comparably small. In
order to estimate the scalar product (1,2, R,,) from below by | T,,x|, we will use the following lemma:

Lemma 10.2. Let the assumptions of Theorem [3.3 hold. Then for all D > 0 there are J < oo,
k;j >0 andc; > 0,1 <5< J, and disjoint subsets S; C S, such that

R D
(10.6) P (ﬁ €S; and |R| > a) > K
and moreover

J
(10.7) R | Js;,
j=1

where S are the cones
Si={ye R : (y,x) > ¢;ly| for all z € S;}.
If p satisfies (C), then the same statement is valid, but for S; being disjoint subsets of S> and with

([@I03) replaced by

The proof of the lemma will be given in Section [Tl
The lemma now allows for the following comparison: If R,, € S; and T,z € S5, it follows that
(Tnz, Rn) = ¢ [Tnz| [Rnl.

As the next step, we use this comparison in more detail. Given constants Cp,d > 0 (which will
be chosen later), let D = e 372 Je™" = ¢% /(1 —e7°). Let t > 0 and define n, = [logt/q].

(10.8) Vot = {S’,*L >nuq and log|Bri1| + S <nig+ Co — (n—k)d VE < n}
, ) D
(10.9) Vi, = Vaun{TXoeS}n{R, €S, and |R,|> 2C—J_}7
(10.10) Vi = YV,
J

Then we have the following lemma, the short proof of which we give immediately.
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Lemma 10.3. For allt > 0,

P ((z, R) > Dt) <U Vnt> :

Moreover, for all n € N,

Po (Vaut) = (min 15) Py (Vig) = KoPa (Vo)
j
Proof. Recall that P, (Xo = ) = 1. Thus for every n on the set V,f)t we have under P,

<M1~~~Man+ZM1~~Mk1Bk,:c> > (Rp, Toz) = Y [(Br, k1)

k<n k<n
> | Ryl Tnz| — Z | Bi|| Ti—1]
k<n
> 2De™d — M40 Z e~ (n=k)?
k<n
> Dt

To prove the second part of the Lemma we use the independence of 7, and R,,, the disjointness of
S; and the fact that R 4 R,, to deduce

Pz(IN/n,t)—PI<UV,f¢) Z]P’ ( )>KOZP Vot 0 { Tz € S5}) = roPy (Vi) -

The final burden will then be to prove the following Lemma:

Lemma 10.4. There is n > 0 and Ty > 0 such that for all t > Ty,

P, (U v) ——

In fact, in its proof, we will for each fixed ¢ only consider a subset K; C N of integers close to
ny == |logt/q], with ¢ = EgaS; > 0. We will choose Ky C [n; — \/ng,n] and prove that readily
P, (Uke X, XN/k,t) > pt—®, using the inclusion—exclusion formula.

Therefore, we will use the following technical result, which finally fixes Cy and ¢. It is here where
the Bahadur-Rao theorem enters.

Lemma 10.5. Assume that o € int(I,) and that

(10.11) E[A|*T(A)° <00, 0<E[B|*" <.
Then there are constants 0,Cy, D1, Do, Ng > 0 such that for all x € S
k()™ k()™

\/n_teomtq - = \/n_teomtq'

for all [logt/q] = ny > No and every ny — /iy < n < ny — /ng /2.
For the assertion of this lemma to hold, k() =1 is not necessary, we only need that k'(«) > 0,
then still g := Eqga 5.

Summing up what has been said before, we now are able to prove Theorem
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Proof of Theorem[73. We already mentioned that the assumptions of Theorem guarantee the

existence and uniqueness (in distribution) of a solution R to R < MR+ B , see e.g. [4, Theorem
1.1].The lower bound for the tail behavior then follows by combining Lemmas [[0.3] and [0.4 O

11. PROOFS

11.1. On the support of R. As mentioned before, in order to prove Lemma [[0.2] we have to show
that supp R is unbounded in “enough” directions. To make this statement precise, introduce the
asymptotic support of R: Consider the compactification R? := R U S, of R?, with

. X .
RY S 2, convergesto y € Soo =S & lim —~ =y and lim |z,| = oo

We will study the set
V(R):={y€S : 3(rn), Csupp R : lim In o y and lim |r,| = oo}
n—oo

n—yo0 |1y,
Using diagonal sequences, one obtains that the set V(R) is indeed closed and thus, as a subset
of §, even compact. An important result is that the set V(R) is invariant under the action of
I'™* = [supp M] on the sphere: Let y € V(R), with associated sequence r,,. Then mr,, +b € supp R
for all (m,b) € supp (M, B), and still |mr,, + b| — oo, with the ratio |mr,, + b|/ |mr,| tending to
one. Hence,

m-y= lim
n—oo

mr, b . mr, +b
— 4+ — | = lim ———,
lmr,|  |mr,| n—oo |mr, + b|
and thus m -y € V(R).
We have the following result about V(R) for A being nonnegative.

Proposition 11.1. Under the assumptions of Theorem[Z3, let A be nonnegative and satisfy (C).

(1) Assume that B is nonnegative. Then V(R) NS> # 0.
(2) If V(R) NS> # 0, then readily V (R) Nint(S>) # 0.

Proof. STEP 1: If B is nonnegative as well, then supp R C R<. Moreover, since B # 0, there
is nonzero r € supp R. But then as well R} :=M;---M,r + Z_k<n M- My 1By € supp R, in
particular, -
IR"| > M- Mur| £ M, - Mr|.

We assumed that A = M7 satisfies (C); but (C) holds for A if and only if it holds for AT. Hence
Proposition [Z3] applies and gives under *Q% (which denotes the measure constructed in the same
manner as Q%, but using the law of AT = M),

lim Sn lim ! log|M,,...Myr| = K'(a)/k(a) > 0.

n—oo M n—oo n
But finite marginal distributions of *Q¢ and P are equivalent, and thus we have that the sequence
(IM,, ... M;jr|),, is unbounded, hence supp R is unbounded as well.

STEP 2: As shown above, the set V(R) is invariant under T'*. But by [0, Lemma 4.3], V(I'*) is

the unique closed minimal I"*-invariant subset, hence V(R) contains V(I'*). In particular, there is
y € int(S>) with y € V(I'™*) € V(R). O

Proof of Lemmall0.2 We consider seperately the three cases of matrices.

CASE 1: Assume A is nonnegative and satisfies (C) and that supp R N RZ is unbounded. Then,
by Lemma [T1] there is yo € int(S> )NV (R). It holds that minges. (x, yo) > minj<;<a(yo)i > 0. Let
§ > 0 such that Bs(yo) NS> C int(Ss). Then there is ¢ > 0 such that minges, Minge g (y,)(T,4) > ¢,
and we can set J := 1 and S := Bs(yo).
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CASE 2: Assume that A € GL(d,R), satisfying (id). Due to the density assumption, which is
invariant under taking the transpose, there is in particular a proximal matrix m € I'* with attracting
eigenvector vy,. By [IL Lemma 8.1], the set V(R) is non-empty, moreover, there are y1,y2 € V(R)
such that (y1,vm) > 0 and (y2, (—vm)) > 0. Since V(R) is I'*-invariant, it follows that m"™ - y; and
m” - yg are in V(R) for all n € N, hence vy and —vy, are in V(R).

Observe that the operator P%, defined in ([2.2), leaves C, (V(R)) invariant. Moreover, due to the
density assumption, the measure v := (P2)" £(6,,, +0_y,,) has a density with respect to the volume
measure on S, and in particular, gives mass zero to any hyperspace, and is still supported on (a
subset of) V(R) and is symmetric, i.e. v(A) = v(—A) for all A C S. Then one can proceed as in
[I7, Lemma 2.7 & Lemma 2.8]—these are the counterpart of Lemma 4] for invertible matrices—to
show that ((P2)™)v(1y(ry) > ck(a)™ = c for some ¢ > 0 and all n € N.

Together with the compactness of V(R) this yields that, using Prokhorov’s Theorem,

|
—

(P)*v
0

1n
n

b
Il

is a weakly compact sequence and therefore has a subsequential limit v, which is a probability
measure on V(R) that satisfies PAvy = v).
By Prop. 21l B) and ), it holds for all z € S that

1
i |7 vi(dy) = min =7 = e>0.
min [ @l i) = min o) = <
This shows that for all # € S there is y € V(R) such that (z,y) > 27/%¢!/* due to the symmetry
of v¥. Hence we can find a partition of V(R) into a finite number of sets (use compactness), such
that the assertions of the Lemma hold.

CASE 3: Assume that A € GL(d,R) satisfies (i-p), and that there is no proper closed convex
cone, which is I'™*-invariant. Then it is shown [I7, after Theorem 5.1], that V(R) contains the pre-
image of V(I'*) under the projection S — P9~ (this is called Case I there). Using that M = AT
satisfies (i-p) as well, if it is satisfied by A, we use [I7, Theorem 2.17] to infer the existence of a
symmetric probability measure v, which is supported in (a subset of) V(R). Then we can conclude
as above. (]

11.2. Auxiliary Lemma. Next we are going to prove Lemma [10.5

Proof of Lemma 100 STEP 1: Denoting U, ; := {S:; > ntq} and

Wine = {87 +10g|Bjia| > ma+Co - (n =)},

we have that

]Pac (Vn,t) = ]P)ac (Un,t) - Pm ( U (Un,t N W’,n,t)>-
j<n
Using the Bahadur-Rao type result (03]), we estimate P, (U, ) from below (with d = g(n, — n),
0=q+1,0, =inf,, %), namely, there is Ny € N and 95 > 0, such that for all n > Ny, the
following estimate holds:

0 k(a)"
(1) P (Und) = QelS0 > ma) 2 7B, [ra ()T, znarn] 2 2 =0
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Similarly (@2) provides an upper estimate for P (U, ;) which in particular proves the upper bound
in the lemma.
Therefore it is sufficient to prove that

(11.2) IE”z( U @i W',n,t)) <4

j<n

k()"
\/n_teﬂmtq

for some ¥ < ¥5/2. In fact, we are going to show that ¥ can be made arbitrarily small by choosing
Cy large.

STEP 2: Let us denote by pia, g the joint law of (A, B). By decomposing the sets W, ; further,
depending on the overshoot of S¥ + log|B; 1|, we obtain

Pz(U(Un,tﬁWj,nt> ZP ntﬁWJnt)

j<n j<n

( enta+Co+ enta+Cotm+1

S S 1Bl < S and [l > en)
j<nm>0

(n—3)0

entq+Co+ entq+Cotm+1

> / < e < Bl < S and ||1J+2||||aT||m-x|>e”tq>uA,B<da, db)

j<nm>0

entq+Cotm |b|e(n*j)5
> Z/ <|jﬂ‘”| = ot ) 'P<|Hnjl|| > W)”A-B(dav db)

j<nm>0

IN

IN

To estimate further, we have to consider separately the cases where |b] is small resp. large, for
we can apply the Bahadur-Rao estimate only in the first case. More precisely, we split the integral
into two integrals over the set

(11.3) © = {|b] < em=Na+Co—(n—j)d+m)
and its complement O¢, respectively.

STEP 3: In this step, we estimate

enta+Co+m |ble(n—9)9
I:= Z Z /10 <|—ij17| 2 W) 'P<|Hnj1|| > W)NA,B(daa db).
j<nm>0

In this step, we also choose §. Cy will be a free parameter until Step 5, and it is important to notice,
that all appearing constants are independent of Cj.

On O, e* := % > exp(jq), thus the estimate ([@.2)) applies to the first probability in
I and yields

Ck(a)’ Ck(a)? |b|* e(n=1)9

(114) BTl 2 = Ba(Si20) = Qu(Sh2w) € 200 = —oD i

where C' is given by Theorem and only depends on «.

In order to estimate the second probability in I, we use the Markov inequality with the function
x +— 27, where we choose 3 > 0 such that 3 < a and k() < k(). This is possible since k'(a) > 0.
Then, by Corollary [£.5]

1 1 k(B)

o8 = n—j-1 _ )" == o
E[TL,_;.||” < cﬂk(ﬂ) cﬁk(ﬁ)k() <k(a)>
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with ¢g > 0 given by Prop. L4l We obtain, applying the Markov inequality as described above,

e | |b|e(n—99 E| ||Hn7j71||5} |a]|? eB(Cotmt1)
n—j—1 ”aHeCoerJrl |b|3 eﬁ(nfj)(;
_ (@) Ja]® HCrtm+y <k(ﬂ))"_j
T k(B)ea ) efn=3 k(o)
Define € := a — 8 > 0. Using the estimates (IT.4)) and (IT.3) in I and simplifying terms, we obtain
Ce? 1 k()" [b]* [la]|” S0 k(B) "
(11.6) I < Z Z /10 ch \/_ eantq o&(Co+m) <k(a)> /LA,B(da, db)

j<n m>0

(11.5)

We estimate further by omitting the indicator 1¢(b), integrating, setting C’ := Ce”/cgk(3) and
using Fubini’s theorem:

€(n—=5s /1 n=j
(11.7) I < ZZ;OC/ ]eantq;(cﬁm) (kéi%) E(||A|°B[%)
<nm2z>
1 (k(B)e\" ™
= e | 2 NS5 () e

j<n
Recall that we chose 5 < « such that k(5) < k(a). Thus, we can choose a (small) 6 > 0, such that
(11.8) ek(B) < k(a),

and apply Lemma T2 (see below) with o = e$°k(8)/k(a) to infer that the sum over j is bounded by
a constant times 1/4/n. On E(||A||ﬁ |B|*) we can apply Holder’s inequality with p; = o/ (a—¢) = o/3
and pa = a/¢ to infer

Ck(a)" 1 . O k(o) " k(a)
eﬁCoeantql 75 \/_EHAH ]E|B| _' \/ﬁeECOeantq — eECO .\/n_teom.tq

for a finite constant C"”, which does not depend on n or t or Cy. Note that we were allowed to
replace n by n; in the final expression, since ny — /n; < n < n; — \/n;/2 by assumption.

I <

STEP 4: Now, to estimate
enta+Cotm |b|e(n—j)5
=Y z;o/l@c ]P’<|-lj$| > W) 'P<|Hn—j—1| > W)HA,B(dav db),
j<nm>

we start by applying the Markov inequality with  — z® resp. * — x? with 8 as above to both
probabilities:

(11.9)
(|7x| > M < E[HJ’IP} |b|a e(n=3)8 < k(a)j |b|0¢ ea(n—7)s
= |b|e(n7j)6 - ea(nig+Co+m) = Caea("thrCthm)
(11.10)
<||n Ll M) B[, y—1"] lla)* e#tmt k(g |ja® ef(Cotmt)
n—j |alleCotm+1 ) = |b|'6 eB(n—35)8 - csk(B) |b|6 eB(n—j)s

)
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were we used as before Corollary to obtain the second inequalities. Hence, with £ = o — 3 as
before,

k(o ©p8)\"
iy 11 < Y3 ok 6] ezcoeantq o—&m <ek(05§3)) /1@c(b) a1 pia.5(da, db)

j<nm>0

—tm eSk(B
eﬁCgeomrq Z ¢ Z ( > /lgc(b) ”a”ﬁ |b|E ,UAﬂB(da, db)

m>0 j<n

IN

(11.12)

with D = €®/(cacgk(B)). Recall from (IL3) that the set ©° is defined in terms of m and j, thus in
order to resolve the sums, we first have to deal with the integral. We will apply the Holder inequality
twice. Choose (a small) v > 1 such that

(11.13) E|A|® <oo and E[B"® <oc and (stil) eS0T 5)5(8) < k(a).
This is possible due to (IL8]) and the moment assumptions (IILTT]). Then, using Holder first with
p1 =7, p2 =7/(y — 1) and subsequently with p} = a/8, p,) = a/, we obtain

(11.14) Ele-(B) |A|"|Bf < (P(Be @C)ﬁ GV |B|”5) '

IN

(B(Be0%)™ AP (E|B)™

Now we apply the Markov inequality with  ~ ¢ to estimate (P (B € ©°)),

IN

(11.15) P (|B| > e(ﬂt—j)Q+Co—("—j)5+m) (E| B )e8alm—)—€(Cotm) p£d(n—j)

IN

(E |B|® )equ\/"T 1. 80(n=)

where the last inequality is valid for j < n (only such j appear in the sum) and follows from the
condition n < ny — \/ny.

Using (IT13) in (ITI4) and this in (IT.12), we obtain

(11.16)
_ N .
Il < 3 eon 3 (RO Y EIBE) T ®IAIMT BT gom.,
S ECoeomtq = = k() equ\/_
(11.17)
D'k(a)” GO0+ n—j
o Ty (S
efCoeanid £q 5E /iy j<n k(a)

for a finite constant D', independent of n, t, Cy. Recalling (IT.I3]), both sums converge. Finally, up
to a constant, the second quotient can be replaced by 1/,/n;, and thus we arrive at

D" k()"
11.18 I < _—
( ) — 80 | fmyeantd

STEP 5: Recall that our original aim was to prove (IT.2)) with an arbitrarily small ¢. From the
previous steps, we have the estimate
C/l/ +D/I k.(a)n

P, Upi NWing) ) < T+1I < ,
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where C"" and D" are finite constants, independent of Cy, which is still a free parameter. Thus, by
choosing appropriately large Cj, we obtain the assertion. O

Lemma 11.2. Let 0 < o < 1, then there is D3 < oo such that for all n € N,

n

—_

. 1
— 0" < D3—
27 7

n 1

Proof. As the first step, we relabel the sum to Y — ¢’. Then we split the sum at J, :=

=0 Tny
1/2(logn)/log(p) and use that ¢/» = 1/y/n and that n/(n — J,,) converges to 1 as n goes to infinity:
J n J n
- 1 . 1 ; 1 - n . 1 .
J < Jn _ —Jn
Sy s LS ) e (£ e
3=0 Jj=Jn =0 J=Jn

IA
:‘H
T
5
3
s
=
NE
[Qb
+
-
NE
RS
[
SIS

11.3. Finishing the proof.

Proof of Lemma[10.4] STEP 1: We have to prove that P(U,,cy Va,t) = nt~ for some n > 0 and all

large t. In order to do so, we can estimate the probability from below by P, (Une K, IN/n)t), where

K can be any subset of N, and may depend on t. Applying the inclusion-exclusion formula and
Lemma [I0.3] we obtain

Px < U Vn,t) Z Z ]P)z (Vn,t) - Z Px (Vn,t N Vn’,t)
nekK neKy nn' €Ky n>n’
(11.19) >k0 Y Pe(Voi) = > Po(Vaun V),

nekK; n,n'€Ki: n>n’

where we also used that (V. N Vi) C (Voi N Vi), cf. their definitions in ([08) ~ ([T.10). In
order to make the second sum small, we will consider the following specific subsets K4,

(11.20) Ky ={kC1: ny — /ny < kCy < ny — /ng/2},
where the parameter C; will be chosen later.

STEP 2: In this step, we compute P (V,,,t N Vyr ) for n,n’ € K; with n > n’. Let 77, =
M. M]
n n/+1'

Py (Vo NV, ) <P (| Tzl >t and [Tpz| > t)

P (te™ < [Tpz| < te™ " and |70 4[| Twz| > t)

M8

0

3 1

(11.21)

IN

N B (Twal > te™) P (T, > e )
m=0
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For the first probability, we can apply the estimate ([@.2): Rewriting it as Q, (S, > logt +m), we
have since n’ € K, that n’ <n; = [logt/q] and thus u := logt + m > n'q. Hence,

Ck(a)™ C
P (| Tz > te™) < < :
(] ) N = faeam
For the second inequality, we used that n’ € K; is comparable to n;.
For the second probability, we use the Markov inequality with x — 2%, where 8 < « is such that
k(B) < k(a) =1 (as above), this is possible since k'(«) > 0. Together with Corollary L] we obtain

P ([ Towll > ™) < PRI |7 < ePegk(B)" .
Using these estimates in (IT.21]), we infer

C'e? KON 5w o CIEO)
cg Nt T Vet

STEP 3: Using the previous step and the estimate from Lemma [0 (again k(«) = 1) in (ITI9),

we obtain
P ( ‘7 ) P D, . (o ' k(ﬂ)"_n/
U Vo D3 e > X N

neKy neKy neK;n'€Ki:n'<n

|Kt| ( "
= FaoDl -C Z
\/n_tta n'€Ki:n'<n

Now we use that the cardinality |K;| > \2/(,7}_; —1> l/g_f for all sufficiently large ¢, and that n—n’ > C
for n,n' € Ky, n >n'.

7 1 " C1 - j L _ 1 C//k(B)CI 1
Pw(ng th) Z 4—Q FéoDl — C kﬁ(ﬁ) ;k(ﬁ)j t_Ot = — (IiQDl — 1_7]{(5)) t_o‘

’

Pm (Vn,t N Vn’,t) S

Y

k(B)")

Since k(B) < k(o) = 1, we can now choose C; such that the term in the brackets becomes positive.
Then, for all ¢ sufficiently large (in particular, such that K; is nonempty),

Pz( U ‘771,15) Z nt_av

neKy

with > 0 being independent of t.
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