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QUANTITATIVE MULTIPLE MIXING

MICHAEL BJORKLUND, MANFRED EINSIEDLER, AND ALEXANDER GORODNIK

ABsTRACT. We develop a method for providing quantitative estimates for higher order corre-
lations of group actions. In particular, we establish effective mixing of all orders for actions of
semisimple Lie groups as well as semisimple S-algebraic groups and semisimple adele groups.
As an application, we deduce existence of approximate configurations in lattices of semisimple
groups.

1. INTRODUCTION

The aim of this paper is to investigate behaviour of higher order correlations for group
actions. Let us consider a measure-preserving action of a locally compact group G on a proba-
bility measure space (X, m). Given a test-function ¢ € £L°(X), we obtain a family of functions
on X

g-¢p:x—d(g " -x), geGC,
generated by the group action. We may think about {g- ¢ : g € G} as a collection of random
variables on (X,m). For chaotic group actions, it is natural to expect that these random
variables are asymptotically independent. The independence property is measured by the
correlations of the form

m((gr- )+ gk ) = /X oo 2) - dlgpt - ) dm(z),

where g1,...,g9r € G. We say that the action is mizing of order k if for every ¢1,..., 0% €
L2(X),
m((g1 - é1) - (gk - d&)) — m(e1) - - - m(d)

as g; ! gj — oo in G for every i # j. It is a difficult problem in general to establish mixing of
higher order. It is not known, for instance, whether for Z-actions mixing of order two implies
mixing of order three, and there are examples of Z?-actions which are mixing of order two, but
not mixing of order three (see [2I]). In this paper we develop a method which allows to obtain
quantitative estimates on correlations of order k£ inductively assuming only information about
correlations of order two. While our interest is mostly in actions of semisimple Lie groups
and semisimple algebraic groups, it will apparent from the proof that the developed method
can be potentially applied more generally provided that there is a collection of one-parameter
subgroups which satisfies certain regularity, growth, and mixing assumptions.

The multiple mixing property has been extensively studied for flows on homogeneous spaces
of the form X = I'\L, where L is a connected Lie group, and T is a lattice subgroup of L. We
consider the left action of L on X defined by

l-x=xl"' forleLandzcX. (1.1)

It follows from the work of Dani [7), 8] that under mild assumptions, any partially hyperbolic

one-parameter flow on the space X satisfies the Kolmogorov property, so that it is mixing of

all orders. It was conjectured by Sinai in [39] that the horocycle flow is also mixing of all

orders. Although mixing of order two for the horocycle flow is relatively easy to prove using

representation-theoretic techniques (see [35]), Sinai’s conjecture was proved in full generality
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only much later by Marcus in [28]. A strikingly general result about mutiple mixing was
established by Mozes in [30]. He shows that for arbitrary measure-preserving actions of a
connected Lie group G, mixing of order two implies mixing of all orders provided that the
group G is Ad-proper (namely, it has finite centre, and its image under the adjoint map into
the group Aut(Lie(G)) is closed). This, in particular, applies to connected semisimple Lie
group with finite centre. Using Ratner’s measure classification, Starkov in [40] proved mixing
of all orders for general mixing one-parameter flows on finite-volume homogeneous spaces.
Although quantitative estimates for the correlations of order two have substantial history, it
seems that there has been very little known regarding correlations of higher order. We intend
to remedy this gap in the present paper. We note that analysis of higher order correlations
arises naturally in many combinatorial, arithmetic, and probabilistic problems. In Section B]
we use our results to deduce existence of approximate configurations in lattice subgroups. We
also apply our results in the forthcoming works [I] and [2] to establish quantitative estimates
on the number rational points lying on compactifications of certain homogeneous algebraic
varieties, and to derive limit theorems describing fine statistical properties of group actions.

1.1. Semisimple Lie groups

Let G be a connected semisimple Lie group with finite centre. We observe that given
a measure-preserving action of G on a probability space (X, m), the correlations of order
two can be interpreted as matrix coefficients of the corresponding unitary representation of
G on L3(X). Starting with the research programme of Harish-Chandra (summarised in the
monographs [42, [43]), properties of matrix coefficients for representations of semisimple Lie
groups have been extensively studied. In particular, we mention important works of Borel and
Wallach [4], Cowling [6], Howe [17], Li and Zhu [22] 23], Moore [29], and Oh [32] 33] that
provide explicit estimates on matrix coefficients for semisimple groups. We formulate the main
estimate coming for these works that will be a starting point of our investigation. We fix a
left-invariant Riemannian metric pg on G which is bi-invariant under a fixed maximal compact
subgroup K of G. Let m : G — U(H) be a unitary representation of G. We say that 7 has
strong spectral gap if the restriction of m to every noncompact simple factor of G is isolated
from the trivial representation with respect to the Fell topology on the dual space. For every
representation 7 with the strong spectral gap, there exist C,§ > 0 such that for every K-finite
vectors vy,v9 € H,

(m(g)v1,v2) < Ce 27609 N(v1)N (v2), (1.2)

where NV (v) = (dim (Kv))'/?||v||. Tt is important for applications to have an analogue of the
estimate (L[2)) which is valid for all smooth vectors in H. It was observed by Katok and
Spatzier in [20] that under the strong spectral gap assumption, there exists § > 0 such that for
all sufficiently large integers d and arbitrary smooth vectors vq,vo € H,

(m(g)v1,v2) g e70P69C) ||Cdvy ||[|Cvall, (1.3)

where Cg denotes the Casimir differential operator for G.

Now we suppose that the group G is a closed subgroup of a connected Lie group L. Let I' be
a lattice subgroup in L and X = I'\L equipped with the invariant probability measure m. We
consider the left action of G on X defined by (LLI)). We say that this action has strong spectral
gap if the corresponding unitary representation of G on £3(X) has strong spectral gap. If this
is the case, then the estimate (L3]) implies, in particular, that there exists § > 0 such that for
all sufficiently large d, functions ¢1, 2 € C2°(X), and an element g € G,

m((g - d1)b2) — m(d1)m(da)| <q e 99 ||Ch 1|2 ICEpol|2- (1.4)
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Our first main result gives quantitative estimate on correlations of arbitrary order for
semisimple Lie groups generalising (LL4). We formulate this estimate in terms of the Sobolev
norms introduced in Section below.

Theorem 1.1 (Exponential mixing of all orders for Lie groups). Let L be a connected Lie
group, T' a lattice subgroup of L, and X = T'\L equipped with the invariant probability measure
m. Let G be a connected semisimple Lie subgroup of L with finite center. We assume that the
action of G on X has strong spectral gap.

Then, for every k > 2 and sufficiently large d, there exists 6 = 0(k,d) > 0 such that for all
functions ¢1,...,¢r € C°(X) and elements g1, ...,g9x € G, we have

Im((g1 - 61) -+ (g - &) — mlr) - mlow)| <ap M(g1,-- -, g6) " Sa(d1) -~ Sa(¢n),

where

M(g1,...,9k) == exp <I£§1PG(9iagj)> :

Our result should be compared with the recent work of Konstantoulas [26] which also provides
an estimate of the form

im((ay - ¢1) -~ - (ar - @) — m(en) - m(en)| < Rlay,...,ar) C(¢1,...,0x)  (1.5)

with explicit R(aq, ..., ax), where the elements aq, ..., a; belong to the same Cartan subgroup
of G. This estimate in [26] holds on a dense subspace of functions, but it seems that the method
of the proof in [26] cannot be used to make this subspace explicit. In particular, the constant
C(é1,...,¢k) in (7)) is not explicit. The estimator R(ay, ..., ay) is different from our estimator
M(ay,...,a,)"°. In particular, it might happen that R(ai,...,ax) - 0 when al-_laj — oo for
all i # 7, so that the estimate (IL3]) does not imply mixing of order k along the Cartan subgroup.
On the other hand, probably it might happen that R(ay, ..., ax) < M(ay,...,a,)~° for some

particular choices of elements ai,...,ar. We note that validity of our estimate in Theorem
[Tl for general elements g1,...,gx € G is crucial for the combinatorial application discussed in
Section below.

We also mention that the exponential multiple mixing estimates have been established for
partially hyperbolic flows (see [19, Th. 4.4] and [9, Th. 2|), but it is not clear how to extend
this approach to more general group actions.

We note that the strong spectral gap assumption in Theorem [[1] is known to hold in a
number of cases. For instance, if a simple factor Gy of G has rank at least two, then if the
action of Gy on X is ergodic, it follows from the Kazhdan property (T) that the represen-
tation of Gy on LZ(X) is isolated from the trivial representation. Another important case is
when L is a connected semisimple Lie group with finite centre and no compact factors, and
I' is an irreducible lattice in L. Then the action of L on X = I'\L has strong spectral gap
(see [24], p. 285]). Furthermore, for the homogeneous spaces of this form, given any closed con-
nected semisimple subgroup G of L, the action of G on X also has strong spectral gap (see [31]).

We observe that the correlations of order k can be interpreted it terms of the probability
measure mp, (x) supported on the diagonal Ay (X) in X k which is the push-forward of m under
the diagonal map X — Ax(X) € X*. We note that the measure mp,(x) Is invariant under
the action of the diagonal subgroup Ax(G) of G¥, and its projections to each of the factors of
X% are equal to m. More generally, we say that a probability measure & on X* is a k-coupling
of (X, m) if its marginals (the push-forwards of & onto the factors of X*) are equal to m. We
establish the following effective equiditribution result that applies to general Ag(G)-invariant
k-couplings.
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Theorem 1.2 (Uniform exponential mixing of all orders for Lie groups). Let G, X, m be as
in Theorem [Il Then, for every k > 2 and sufficiently large d, there exists § = 0(k,d) > 0
such that for every Ag(G)-invariant coupling £ of (X, m), functions ¢1,..., ¢, € C(X), and
elements g1,...,gr € G, we have

€((g1- d1) @+ @ (gr - dn) — (1) - ml )| <are Mgpey) ™ Sald1) - - - Saln)-

In particular, the above bound is uniform over all Ak(G)-invariant k-couplings & of (X, m).

The proofs of Theorem [[.Tl and Theorem will be given in Section

1.2. An application: approximate configurations in lattices

It was realised by Furstenberg in his proof of Szemeredi theorem [12] that analysis of higher
order correlations of dynamical systems leads to deep combinatorial consequences. Develop-
ments of these ideas have allowed to prove a number of far-reaching results regarding existence
of configurations. For instance, we mention the works of Furstenberg, Katznelson and Weiss
[13] and Ziegler [44] which show that given a subset Q of R™ of positive upper density and a
k-tuple (v1,...,v;) € (R™)F, for all sufficiently large dilations ¢ and & > 0 there exist a k-tuple
(Wi,...,wk) € 0% and an isometry I of R” such that

d(tvi, I(w;)) <e  foralli=1,...,k,

i.e., the set ) must contain an approximate isometric copy of any sufficiently dilated config-
uration. In particular, it follows from this result that given any lattice A in R", any k-tuple
(v1,...,v;) € (R")F and € > 0, for all sufficiently large ¢, there exist a k-tuple (21, ...,2;) € A*
and an isometry I of R™ such that

d(tv, I(z)) <e foralli=1,... k.

It would be interesting to investigate whether an analogue of this statement holds for other
locally compact groups and whether it can be made explicit in terms of ¢t. Here we address
these questions for lattices in semisimple Lie groups.

To illustrate our general result, let us consider a Fuchsian group I' C Isom(H?) of finite
covolume. For fixed vg € H?, we consider a discrete subset I'vg of the hyperbolic plane H?2.
How rich is the set of k-tuple (z1,...,2;) with z; € Twg ? For a k-tuple (vy,...,v;) € H?, we
define its width by

w(vi,...,v) = mind(v;, vj).
i#]
It follows from our main result that for every k > 2, given an arbitrary k-tuple (vq,...,v;) €
(H?)* that satisfies
w(vi,...,v) > cxlog(l/e) (1.6)

with € € (0,¢3), there exist a k-tuple (z1,...,2;) € (T'vo)* and an isometry g € PSLa(R) such
that
d(vi,gz;) <e foralli=1,... k.
We note that the instance of this result when k = 2 reduces to analysing the set of distances
{d(ywvo,v0) : v € T'}. For example, when I' = PSL(Z), we need to show that for

D :={d(yvo,v0) : v €T} = {cosh ' 2(a® + b +* +d*)/4: ad—bc=1, a,b,c,d € L},

the sets DN [c, log(1/¢)), 00) are e-dense in [c log(1/e), 00). Using that the set of distances is
contained in cosh ™ (N)/4, it is not hard to check that if (IL6)) is replaced by the condition that
w(vy,...,vx) > o(e) with o(g) = o(log(1/¢)) as e — 0T, then the above statement fails.
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In full generality, we consider a connected semisimple Lie group G with finite centre and
without compact factors equipped with a left-invariant Riemannian metric pg on G which is
bi-invariant under a fixed maximal compact subgroup. For any irreducible lattice I' in G, we
prove

Corollary 1.3. For every k > 2, there exist cg, e, > 0 such that given arbitrary k-tuple
(g1,...,9x) € G* satisfying

w(g1, .-, 0K) == I};g?pc(gi,gj) > ¢ log(1/e)

with € € (0,e), there exist a k-tuple (vy1,...,v:) € T* and g € G such that
pc(gi,gvi) < e foralli=1,... k.
We prove Corollary [[3] in Section [3l

1.3. S-algebraic groups

The results of Section [Tl can be extended to actions of S-algebraic semisimple groups. Let
G C GL,, be a simply connected absolutely simple algebraic group defined over a number field
F. We denote by Vr the set of places of F', and for v € Vg we write F), for the completion of
F with respect to the norm |- |,. Let Gy, = G(F,). We fix a finite subset S of Vg and consider
the group

G =[] G (1.7)
vesS
Let S = So U Sy where S and Sy denote the subsets of the Archemedean places and the
non-Archemedean places respectively. We set

Goo =[] Gv and G;:=[] Go,
VES o UGSf
so that G = G Gy.

Let us consider a measure-preserving action of G' on a probability space (X, m). Then we
obtain a unitary representation of G' on the space £2(X). Given a compact open subgroup U
of G, we denote by C*°(X )Y the subalgebra of £2(X) consisting of vectors which are smooth
with respect to the action of G, and are U-invariant. We say that the action of G on (X, m)
has strong spectral gap if the representation of each noncompact factor GG, with v € S on E%(X )
is isolated from the trivial representation. In this situation there are quantitative bounds on
matrix coefficients of C*°(X)Y analogous to (LZ). In particular, we refer to the works of Borel,
Wallach [4], Oh [33], Clozel, Oh, Ullmo [5], and Gorodnik, Maucourant, Oh [14] that discuss
such bounds over non-Archimedean fields. For every v € S, let us fix a norm on M, (F,) and
define the height function on G by

H(g) =[] llgullo  for g = (gu)ves € G-
vES

One can check that H is a proper function on G. With this notation, there exists § > 0 such
that for all sufficiently large d, a compact open subgroup U of G, functions ¢1, p2 € C*(X WY,
and an element g € G,

Im((g - 61)¢2) — m(d1)m(d2)| <au H(g) " ICE, d1ll2 ICE. d2ll2- (1.8)

This estimate can deduces as in the proof of [I14] Theorem 3.27] from the bounds for representa-
tions of the local factors G,,. In this paper, we establish an analogous estimate for correlations
of higher order.
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We consider a continuous measure-preserving action of G on a locally compact Hausdorff
space X equipped with a probability Borel measure m. Let C2°(X) denote the subalgebra of
Cc(X) consisting of functions which are smooth with respect to the action of G, and invariant
under a compact open subgroup of Gy. Given a compact open subgroup U of Gy, we denote
by C°(X)Y the subalgebra of functions in C3°(X) which are invariant under U.

We assume that there is a family of norms Sy, d € N, on C°(X)Y that satisfy the following
properties:

N1. For all sufficiently large d, any compact open subgroup U of G, and ¢ € C*° (X)Y,

[lloo <a,u Sald)- (1.9)

N2. For all sufficiently large d, any compact open subgroup U of Gy, ¢ € C*(X)Y, and
g € G, with v € S,

16— 9 dlloc <av pc,(9:€c,) Sa(d), (1.10)
where pg, denotes a left-invariant Riemannian metric on G,,.

N2'. For all sufficiently large d, any compact open subgroup U of Gy, ¢ € CZ(X )Y, and
g € G, with v € Sf,

16 =9 dlloc <au || Ad(g) —idl| Sa(e), (1.11)

where || - || denotes the operator norm on End(Lie(G,)) for a fixed choice of a norm on
Lie(Gy).

N3. For all sufficiently large d, there exists o = o(d) > 0 such that for any compact open
subgroup U of Gy, ¢ € C®(X)V, and g € G,

Sa(g - ¢) <au || Ad(g)]|” Sa(¢)- (1.12)

N4. There exists r > 0 such that for all sufficiently large d, any compact open subgroup U
of Gf7 and ¢17¢2 € CCOO(X)U7

Sa(P192) Ka,u Sayr(d1) Satr(P2)- (1.13)

Such collections of norms can constructed on finite-volume homogeneous spaces of S-algebraic
groups (see, for instance, [I1, Appendix Al).

We establish the following general result which extends the estimate (L.8]) to correlations of
arbitrary order.

Theorem 1.4 (Exponential mixing of all orders for S-algebraic groups). Let G be an S-
algebraic group as in (7)) which acts continuously and in a measure-preserving fashion on a
locally compact Hausdorff space X equipped with a Borel probability measure m. We assume
that X is equipped with a family of norms Sy satisfying Properties N1-N4, and there exists
d2 > 0 such that for all sufficiently large d, a compact open subgroup U of Gy, functions
b1, 02 € CX(X)Y, and an element g € G, we have

Im((g - ¢1)¢2) — m(d1)m(d2)| <auv H(g) ™ Sa(¢1)Sa(¢2).

Then, for every k > 2 and sufficiently large d, there exists 6 = §(k,d,d2) > 0 such that for all
compact open subgroups U of Gy, functions ¢1, ..., ¢ € C° (X)Y, and elements g1, ...,gx € G,
we have

Im((g1- ¢1) - (gr - Dx)) — (1) - - m(dw)| <aup H(g1s- -, 98) " Salé1) - Sal¢r),

where

9(g1,- -, gk) == minH(g; ' g;).
i#]
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In fact, our method allows to deal with arbitrary Ay (G)-invariant k-couplings of the space
(X,m).

Theorem 1.5 (Uniform exponential mixing of all orders for S-algebraic groups). Let G, X, m be
as in Theorem[1.4] Then, for every k > 2 and sufficiently large d, there exists 6 = 6(k,d,d2) >0
such that for all compact open subgroups U of Gy, every Ay(G)-invariant coupling & of (X, m),
functions ¢y, ..., ¢ € CC(X)Y, and elements g1, ..., gx € G, we have

€91 d1) @+ @ (g - dr)) — (1) -~ M) <avk D(g1,-- - 9k) " Sald1) -+ - Saln)-

In particular, the above bound is uniform over all Ak(G)-invariant k-couplings & of (X, m).

The proofs of Theorem [[.4] and will be given in Section Bl We note that the uniformity
in Theorem will be crucial in our analysis of higher order correlations on adele groups in
the next section.

1.4. Adele groups

Let G C GL,, be a simply connected absolute simple algebraic group defined over a number
field F. Let G(Afr) be the corresponding adele group and

X = G(F)\G(Ar)

equipped with the invariant probability measure m. For each v € Vg, we fix a norm || - ||, on
M,,(F,) which is the max norm for almost all places v. The height function H : G(Ar) — RT
is defined by

H(g) == [] llgllv, for g = (gv)vevs € G(AR). (1.14)
vEVE
We note that H is a proper function on G(Af) (see, for instance, [14, Lemma 2.5]).

We denote by G the product of G(F,) over the Archemdean places v and by G the group
of finite adeles. Also we denote by Uy the product of G(F,) over the Archemedean places v
such that G(F,) is compact. Given a subgroup U of G(Af), we denote by C2°(X)V the algebra
of compactly supported functions on X which are smooth with respect to the action of G, and
are U-invariant. When W is a compact open subgroup of Gy, we introduce a family of Sobolev
norms Sy on the algebras C2°(X )W (see Section[[]). We establish the following generalisation
of [14, Theorem 3.27] for Us-invariant functions.

Theorem 1.6 (Exponential mixing of all orders for adele groups). Let G be a simply connected
absolutely simple linear algebraic group defined over a number field F and X = G(F)\G(AF)
equipped with the invariant probability measure m on X. We assume that G is isotopic over
F, for some Archemedian v € Vp.

Then, for every k > 2 and sufficiently large d, there exists § = §(k,d) > 0 such that for every
compact open subgroup W of Gy, Us-invariant functions ¢1,..., ¢y € CX (X)W, and elements
S1y...,8 € G(Ap), we have

m((s1 - ¢1) - (sk - 9r)) — mle1) - mer)| Kawr H(s15- -5 56) 7 Saw (1) -+ Saw (¢r),

where
H(s1,...,8) = min H(s; 's;).
i#]

Since H is a proper function on G(Ar), Theorem in particular implies that the action of
G(Afr) on X = G(F)\G(AF) is mixing of all orders. This was previously established in [15],
but the method in [I5] relies on the theory of unipotent flows and does not provide any explicit
estimates. In [I], we apply Theorem to establish effective counting estimate for the number
of rational points lying on the compactifications of the varieties of the form G*/A(G).
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It is quite likely that the assumption in Theorem that G is isotopic over F, for some
Archemedian v € Vg can be removed. It is needed because our argument relies on the results
from [10] which are only proved for real homogeneous space. Once an S-algebraic version of
[10] is developed, Theorem will follow for general G using our method.

The proof of Theorem will be given in Section

1.5. Organisation of the paper

In Section 2 we discuss higher order correlations for semisimple Lie groups. In particular,
we reformulate our main results in terms of the Wasserstein distance for couplings and prove
the results from §I.I1 Next, we apply the established correlation estimates in Section [ to
deduce Corollary [[3] regarding existence of approximate configurations in lattice subgroups.
In Section M we analyse higher order correlations for S-algebraic groups, and in Section [5]— for
adele groups. The proofs in Sections 2l and @l rely on a general inductive estimate for couplings
(Proposition [7.2]) which is established in Section [[l It will become apparent in Section [7 that
our method can be applied more generally to study couplings which are invariant under a flow
satisfying suitable regularity, growth, and mixing properties. Also in Section B we discuss
basic properties of the Wasserstein distance which are used in the paper.

2. HIGHER-ORDER CORRELATIONS FOR SEMISIMPLE LIE GROUPS
2.1. Preliminaries

Let G be a connected semisimple Lie group with finite center. We fix a Cartan subgroup A
of G. We denote by ¥ C Hom(A,R%) the root system with respect to the adjoint action of A
on the Lie algebra g = Lie(G). Then we have the root space decomposition

o=+ Do e.)
acx
where g is the centraliser of the Lie algebra of A in g, and
g ={Zcg: Ad(a)Z = a(a)Z, forall a € A}.
We fix a choice of the subset ¥ C ¥ of positive roots and denote by
AT :={acA: afa)>1, foralla e X"}

the corresponding closed positive Weyl chamber in A. There exists a maximal compact sub-
group K of G such that the Cartan decomposition

G=KA'K (2.2)

holds. Tt is a standard fact (see e.g. [16, Ch. 9]) that if g = kyagks for k1, k2 € K and a4 € AT,
then the component a4 is unique. We call the component a, the Cartan projection of g.

Let (-,-) be an Ad(K)-invariant inner product on g, and denote by || - || the corresponding
norm on g. Let pg denote the left-invariant distance function on G induced by the Riemannian
metric corresponding to (-,-). We note that pg is bi- K-invariant.

We also define a sub-multiplicative function || - ||op on G by

lgllop = max {|| Ad(9)Z|| : Z € g with ||Z]| = 1}. (2.3)

We note that since G is semisimple, every transformation Ad(g) satisfies det(Ad(g)) = 1, so
that it has at least one eigenvalue whose absolute value is greater or equal to one. This implies
that

gllop =1 forall geG.
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The following lemma summarises basic properties of the functions pg and || - ||op that will
be used in the proof.

Lemma 2.1. (i) For every g € G,
= max a(ag),
ll9lop aest (ag)
where ay € AT denotes the Cartan projection of the element g.
(i1) For every g € G, there exists Z € g such that Ad(Z) is nilpotent, ||Z|| = 1, and
19llop = [I Ad(g) Z]|
(iii) There exist constants ¢; > 1 and ca > 0 such that
c1Hlog llgllop — c2 < pa(g,ec) < erlog |lgllop + c2
forall g € G.
(iv) There is a constant cs > 1 such that for all every X € g such that Ad(X) is nilpotent,
¢3 ' max(L || X)) < [lexp(X)[lop < e3 max(L, | X[

In the proof of (iv), we will use the following lemma. Since later we will also need a version
of this lemma over p-adic local fields, we formulate it more generally.

Lemma 2.2. Fiz a norm on M,,(K), where K is a locally compact normed field. Then there
exists co > 0 such that for every nilpotent matriz X € M, (K),

[exp(X)|| = co [|X]]-

Proof. We fix a norm on K". Since all the norms on M, (K) are equivalent, without loss of
generality, we may assume that the norm in the lemma satisfies

|lAv|| < [JA||||v]| for every A € M, (K) and v € K. (2.4)

For a nilpotent matrix X, we set
c(X) := max{| Xv| : v € K" such that |Jv|| =1 and X?v = 0}.

Given any nilpotent X € M,,(K) and v € K" such that ||v|| = 1 and X?v = 0, we have

[exp(X)[| > [l exp(X)o|| = [Jv + Xo| > [[Xv] - 1.
Hence,

lexp(X)[| = ¢(X) — 1.
We claim that
inf{c(X) : nilpotent X € M,,(K) such that || X| =1} > 0. (2.5)

Suppose that (2.0) fails. Since the function ¢ is continuous, the infimum is achieved, and there
exists nilpotent X € M,,(K) with || X|| = 1 such that ¢(X) = 0. Then it follows that for every
v € K, if X?0 =0, then Xv = 0, i.e., ker(X?) = ker(X). This also implies that for every
¢ > 1, we have ker(X*1) = ker(X*). Since X is nilpotent, we conclude that X = 0, but
| X|| = 1. This contradiction shows that (23] holds. Hence, there exists ¢{, > 0 such that for
every nilpotent X,
exp(X)]| > [ X]] — 1.

Then || exp(X)|| /2 | X when | X]| > 2/c,

On the other hand, it is also clear that || exp(X)|~!||X]| is uniformly bounded when || X|| <
2/cj. Indeed, since exp(X) is unipotent, it follows from (2.4) that ||exp(X)| > 1.

Combining these two bounds completes the proof. O
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Proof of Lemma[Z1l Since the norm on g is Ad(K)-invariant, it is clear that ||g|lop = [/ag]op-
We note that the root decomposition (2.1]) is orthogonal. Decomposing an element Y € g with
respect to (2.0]), we obtain that for a € AT,

JAd(@)Y]? = ZjawwnWs<mM(mN)ww (2.6)

aES0{0} aexU{0}
_ 2) 1y 12,
(max ata?) 171

Moreover, if we choose oy € L1 such that ag(a) = max,cx+ a(a) and Y € g*°, then the
equality in (20) holds. Hence, we deduce that for every g € G, there exists Y contained in
single root space such that ||Y|| =1 and

HgHOP H%HOP = Ad(ag)YH = mea%(a(ag) = Orérel%{i a(ag) (2.7)

This proves (i).
The claim (ii) is deduced from 7). Given g = kjaks € KAT K, we have
lgllop = Ad(@)Y' | = || Ad(g) Ad (k) ' Y].

Since Y is contained in a single root space, the map Ad(Y") is nilpotent, and the map Ad(Z)
with Z = Ad(ks)~'Y is also nilpotent. We also have ||Z|| = ||Y|| = 1. This implies (ii).

To prove (iii), we observe that since the metric pg is left-invariant, and K is compact, there
exists ¢ > 0 such that for every g = kijaghs € KATK,

pclag, ec) — ¢y < palg, eq) < palag, e) + .
Since A is abelian, there exists ¢j > 1 such that for all X € Lie(A),
() THIXI < pa(exp(X), eq) < ¢ [|X]].
We also observe that the map

X — mag(log oaoexp)(X), X € Lie(4),
ac

defines a norm on Lie(A4). Hence, it follows from (Z7)) that there exists ¢] > 1 such that for
all X € Lie(A),
() THIXI] < log || exp(X)[lop < ¢ | X]|.
Combining these estimates, we deduce (iii).
Now we proceed with the proof of (iv). We introduce the operator norm on End(g). Since
Ad(X) is a nilpotent transformation, we obtain

dim G’)
Ad(exp(X))Z = exp(Ad(X Z Ad (2.8)

for all Z € g. Hence, it follows that
lexp () lop < max(L, |Ad(X)|)H*™ D < max(L, || X))

This proves one of the inequalities in (iv). To prove the other inequality, we use Lemma
to obtain

[l exp(X)[lop = [l exp(Ad(X))][ > [|Ad(X)].
Also since exp(Ad(X)) is unipotent, ||exp(Ad(X))|| > 1. Hence,

[ exp(X)[lop > max(L, [|Ad(X)])-
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Since g is semisimple, the map Ad : g — End(g) is an embedding, and
J[AA(X)|| > | X|| forall X € g.
Thus, we deduce the other inequality in (iv). O

2.2. Sobolev norms

Let L be a connected Lie group and I' a lattice in L. We consider the space X = I'\L
equipped with the invariant probability measure m and a Riemannian metric induced by a
left-invariant Riemannian metric pr, on L. Let C.(X) denote the space of compactly supported
continuous functions on X, endowed with the topology of uniform convergence on compact
subsets, and let P(X) denote the space of Borel probability measures on X, which we view as
a subspace of the dual space of C.(X). Even though L acts naturally on X from the right, we
shall also write this action as a left action, i.e., if x = I's, we set

l-x=Tsl"!, forlelL.
We note that L also acts on C.(X) and on P(X) by

(- ¢)(x)=¢(" - 2) and (I-v)(¢) =v(" 9),
for ¢ € C.(X) and v € P(X). Finally, we denote by C2°(X) the space of infinitely differentiable
compactly supported functions on X.

If z =Ts € X, we denote by r(x) the injectivity radius at x, i.e. the smallest r > 0 such
that the quotient map L — X, restricted to a closed ball of pp-radius r around s, is injective.
If T is a co-compact lattice, this number stays uniformly away from zero. However, if I' is not
co-compact, then r(x) tends to zero as x moves into the cusps of X.

Let [ = Lie(L). We note that every Y € [ gives rise to a first order differential operator Dy
on C°(X) defined by

(Dy¢)(z) = }E}%

If we fix an ordered basis {Y7,...,Y,} for the Lie algebra [, then every element in the universal
enveloping algebra U(I) of | can be written as (an ordered) linear combination of monomials in
the basis elements of the form Y;" --- Y, ™. Every such monomial W gives rise to a differential
operator by composition, i.e.,

for ¢ € C2°(X).

Dy = Dt ... Dy, (2.9)
The degree deg(Dy ) is defined as the sum my + ... + my,.

Following [10], for an integer d > 1 and ¢ € C°(X), the Sobolev norm of ¢ of degree d is

defined by
1/2

si@)=| X [ @ vl dn | (210
deg(Dw)<d
where kg > 0 are chosen appropriately, so that the following properties hold:
N1. For sufficiently large d and ¢ € C°(X),

[Bllcc <a Sa(6)- (2.11)
N2. For sufficiently large d, ¢ € C>°(X), and g € G,

|6 — g dllee <a paly,eq)Si(o). (2.12)
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N3. For sufficiently large d, an exponent o = o(d) > 0, ¢ € C°(X), and g € G,

Salg - 8) <a llglla, Sa(9)- (2.13)
N4. There exists r > 0 such that for all sufficiently large d and ¢1, ¢2 € C°(X),
Si(P192) <a Savr(P1) Savr(d2)- (2.14)

The use of the term r(x) "¢ in the definition (2.I0]) is convenient in order to have statements
which are uniform on C2°(X). If we restrict our attention the subalgebra of functions with
supports contained in a fixed compact subset of X, then the norms S; are equivalent to the
standard Sobolev norms.

2.3. Mixing of higher orders and Wasserstein distances on couplings

Let us now reformulate Theorems [[LT] and in a way that better aligns with the point of
view taken in the paper. We recall that X = I"\ L and that m denotes the invariant probability
measure on X.

Given an integer k > 2, we write [k] = {1,...,k}, and given a subset I C [k], we let G, X[
and mj denote the direct product of G, X and m respectively, over the indices in I. We also
write

Ar(G)={(g,...,9) : g€ G} CGr and A;(X)={(z,...,2) : v € X} C Xy,

and we denote by ma () the probability measure on X, which is the image of m under the
diagonal embedding of X into X;. With this notation, we note that if ¢1,...,9x € G and
G1,.... 0 € C°(X), then

m((g1 - @1) -+ (gk - d)) = may,x)((91-¢1) © - @ (gk - Su))-
Since MAy,(x) IS a A (G)-invariant k-coupling of (X, m), Theorem [LT]is a particular case of
Theorem

Given I = {i1,... i} C [k], we let C°(X); denote the algebraic tensor product of the
algebra C2°(X) over the indices in I, that is to say, the subalgebra of C.(X) which is spanned
by all finite sums of the form

J

where ¢; ; € C°(X), s =1,...,l. Given an integer d, we define the projective tensor product
(or mazimal cross-norm) Sq 1 of the Sobolev norm S; of an element ¢ € C°(X); by

S2.1(9) =t { 3" Saldur )+ Suldu ) }-
J

where the infimum is taken over all possible ways to write ¢ as a finite sum of the form

¢:Z¢i1j®"'®¢ilj? With(JSilj,...,@ileCgo(X).
J

We can readily extend the action G; ~ X1 to C.(X7) and to P(Xy), by

(91 @) (wr) = g7 -wr) and (gr-v)(¢) = v(g; ' - @),
for ¢ € Co(X7), v € P(X1) and gr € G;. We note that the extended Gr-action on C.(X7)
preserves the subspace C2°(X);.

Let 7 be a k-coupling of (X, m). Then for g,...,g9x € G and ¢1,...,¢r € C(X),
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and
m(¢1) -+ m(dg) = mpy(d1 @ - @ ).

Hence, Theorem [[L2] which we wish to prove, can now be equivalently stated as:

For all k > 2 and sufficiently large d, there evists 0 = d(k,d) > 0 such that for all Apy(G)-
invariant couplings & of (X, m) and gy = (g1, .-, 9k) € G, we have

sup { (g7 - ©)(9) = myg(9)| : & € C2(Xpyy with Sapg(8) < 1} <ag Mgpg) ™. (2.15)

This way of rewriting Theorem motivates the following definition. If Y is a locally
compact metrizable space, A C C.(Y) is a fixed linear subspace, and M is a norm on .4, then
we define the Wasserstein distance distps on the space P(Y') of Borel probability measures on

Y by
distar(p, v) == sup {|u(¢) — v(¢)| : ¢ € A with M(¢) <1}, (2.16)
for u,v € P(Y'). We stress that this is always a semi-distance (semi-metric), but only a metric

if A is dense in C.(Y"), endowed with the topology of uniform convergence on compact subsets.
We shall discuss properties of this semi-distance in more details in Section [Gl

Let us now adopt the following useful notation. If I = {iy,...,is} C [k], then, given
veE P(X[k]) and gjy) € Gp), we write vy for the push-forward of v onto X7, and we set
91 = (Girs-- -, 9i,) € Gr.
Furthermore, if d is an integer, we set
distg r := dists, ;,
which is indeed a metric on P(X7) since C2°(X); is dense in Co(X7).

With this notation, we can now further rewrite (210 (the assertion of Theorem [[2) and
reformulate Theorem in terms of estimates on the distance disty ) as:

For all k > 2 and sufficiently large d, there exists 6 = 6(k,d) > 0 such that for all Ayy(G)-
invariant couplings & of (X, m) and gy = (91, - - -, gr) € G, we have

distg g (9[2]1 & myp) <ape Mgpr) ™

Now we state our main technical result — Theorem 23] In the next subsection, we show
how to deduce Theorems [[.T] and from it. We recall that G is a connected semisimple Lie
group with finite center, and we are assuming that G is a closed subgroup of a connected Lie
group L, and its action on a finite volume homogeneous space X = I'\L has strong spectral
gap. As before m denotes the normalized invariant measure on X. Then by [20, Cor. 3.2,
there exists do > 0 such that for all sufficiently large integers d, functions ¢, g2 € C°(X), and
elements g € G,

Im((g - ¢1)p2) — m(d1)m(d2)| <a llgllog? Sa(d1) Sa(¢2), (2.17)

where ||-||op is defined as in (23]). While this estimate in [20] is stated in terms of the Riemanian
distance pg, it follows from Lemma 2.1I(iii) that we also have the estimate of the form (2.1I7).
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The following theorem inductively upgrades (2.I7) to an estimate for general k-couplings of
(X,m) which are A,)(G)-invariant.

Theorem 2.3. Let gy = (91,---,9r) € Gy and & be a Ay (G)-invariant k-coupling of (X, m).
Suppose that there exist ' > 1, 7 > 0 and an integer d such that

dista,r(g7 " - &r,mi) < FNgp) ™", for all I € [k]. (2.18)
Then there exists v > 0, which depends only on k, d and 62, such that
dista (k) (9] - & Mpr)) <a VE N(gpyy) e mind7), (2.19)
where r is as (214, and
Ngw) = min g7 g;llop-

We emphasise that the implied constant in ([2.19]) does not depend on 7, &, or the k-tuple
giw)» and if the bound (2.I8) is uniform over all Ay, (G)-invariant k-couplings of (X, m), then
so is the bound (2.19)).

2.4. Proof of Theorems [I.1] and (assuming Theorem [2.3))

As we already noted Theorem [[.T]is a particular case of Theorem with £ = A 4 (X)-
Let us fix k > 2 and a k-tuple g = (g1,---,9x) € G}, and set

T
g = min [lg;"gjllop-
i#j
By Lemma 2] there exist constants ¢;, ¢y > 0 such that

pc(9i.9;) = palec. g; ' g;) < e1log g gjllop + c2,

and thus
q > e/ M(gpy) (2:20)

Since ¢ is a Ay, (G)-invariant k-coupling of (X, m), [ZI8) is trivial for k = 2. We shall now
argue by induction. Suppose that we have shown (2.18) for all I C [k], that is to say, we have
produced d,7 > 0 and F' > 1 such that

disty (g7 " - &,mr) < Fq ™™,
for all I C [k]. Theorem 2.3 now provides vk > 0 such that
distq, 5] (93 g myy) Lap VF g mmintn),
and thus, by (220),
distpr, k) (9} L& mpy) K VE DM(gpy) e mindn)/en

Upon unwrapping the definition of distqy, [z, and observing that the implicit constants are
independent of gj) € Gj, we see that this exactly means that

1€((g1 - ¢1) @ -+ @ (gk - D)) — m(¢1) - -~ ()|
Lak Mgpy) O Sy (d1) -+ Sasr (),
for all g1,...,gr € G and ¢1,..., ¢, € C°(X). This finishes the proof of Theorem
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2.5. A reduction of the proof of Theorem 2.3

We retain the notation from Subsection Il Let us fix g = (g1,---,9%) € G and a
Ay (G)-invariant k-coupling £ of (X, m). Throughout this subsection, we set 7 = g[;}l - &, and
note that 7 is again a k-coupling of (X, m), but this time invariant under the subgroup

g[}}l A (G) - gk € G-
Define
Q = max g7 gjllop and g := N(gp) = min [lg; " g lop-
i#] i#]
We note that @ > ¢ > 1. Let us fix indices i1 # is € [k] such that Q = Hgi_llgis llop- By Lemma
211 there exists Z € g such that Ad(Z) is a nilpotent endomorphism of g, ||Z] = 1, and
Q = llg;; " gi.llop = | Ad(g;; " i) ZI-
Then for all 4, j € [k], we have
I Ad(g; ') Z1| < llg; " gjllop < | Ad(g;; 91,)Z]|-
We can label the indices in [k] so that
IAd(g;, 9i)Z | > | Ad(g;,' 9i) 2]l > ... > | Ad(g;, ' 9:.) Z].

Then, in particular, || Ad(gi_klgis)ZH < Ad(gl-_slgis)ZH = 1. Changing the indexation, we may
assume that
| Ad(gy ' 9:)Z] > || Ad(g5 ' 9:) ZI| > ... > || Ad(g; ' 9:) Z].

Let
Ad(g71gs)Z
Zj:(g]flgs) and  w; = ||Z;|, forj=1,... k.
| Ad(g; "95)Z]|
Then
l=w >wy>...>w, and w,<Q !<qg L (2.21)

Let us fix an index 1 < p < k — 1, and write [k] = I U J, where
I=[1,p] and J=I[p+1,k].
For every j € [k], we define the flow h; : R x X — X by

hj(t) -z =exp(tZ;) -z, forxe X. (2.22)
We also define the flows h; : R x X7 — X7 and hy: R x X; — X by
hi(t) -zp = (hi(t) - x1,..., hp(t) - zp) (2.23)
and
hy(t) -zy= (hps1(t) - xpi1, ..., hi(t) - zx), (2.24)

as well as the joint flow h : R x Xp; — X by
h(t) - (xr,xy) = (hy(t) -z, hy(t) - zy).

Since

(Z1,...,2Zy) € Lie (g[;}l A (G) 'g[k}) = Ad(gp) " (Lie(Ap (@) ,

it follows that n is an h-invariant k-coupling of (X, m). Similarly, its marginals n; and n; on
X7 and X are invariant under the flows h; and hjy respectively.
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Let us fix a large integer d so that the Sobolev norms N := S, on A = C2°(X) satisfy (cf.

RII), @12), and 2.13))

[6]lcc <a N (), (2.25)
16— 9 Sl <a pclg,e) N(9) forallgeG, (2.26)
N(g-¢) <a llgllg, N(¢) forall g € G and some o = o(d) > 0. (2.27)

We denote by A; and Aj the algebraic tensor product of A over the indices in I and J respec-
tively, and we let Ny and N; denote the norms on A; and A ; respectively which are projective
tensor products of V.

Let us now list three important properties of the flows h; and h; that will be crucial in
our analysis. In all three lemmas, the index p (and hence the partition [k] = I U J) will be
fixed. We shall reduce the proof of Theorem 23] to a general inequality for couplings which
are invariant under a suitable flow. This inequality (which is valid in a more general context
as well) will be established in Section [7] below.

Lemma 2.4. There exist A > 1 and a > 0, depending only on d and k, such that for ollt € R
and ¢; € Ay,
Ni(hi(t) - ¢r) < Amax(L, [t]))* Ni(¢r).

Proof. Pick ¢; € A and write it as a finite sum of the form
br=> 01D D pi,
for some ¢;; € A. For every t € R, we have
hi(t) - dr =Y (h(t) - d1s) @ @ (hy(t) - Ppa),
and thus
Ni(hi(t) - ér) < ZN(M(t) “p1i) - N(hp(t) - dpi)-

By (227) and Lemma 2.1iv), we have
N(hj(t) - ¢5i) <a [l (0)]15, N(¢0) < max(1, [[£2;])7 ™ N ()
= max(l, wj‘t‘)adim(G) N(¢]2)

Since w; < 1 for all j,

Ni(hr(®) - 61) <ap 3 (T max(1 |t ™) N(@1:) -« N(6y:)

i j=1
< max(L [¢)F7 I SN (g15) - N(dpa),

This implies that
Ni(hi(t) - ¢1) <ap max (1L, [¢])* Ni(¢r)
with a = ko dim(G), which finishes the proof. O

Lemma 2.5. There exists B > 1, depending only on d and k, such that for all t € R and
¢r € Ar,

mi((hi(t) - ¢r)ér) — mr(¢1)?] < Bmax(1,wy|t)) =% Ni(¢r)?,
where dy is as in (217T).
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Proof. Pick ¢; € A and write it as a finite sum of the form
br=> ¢1iD D pi,
i
for some ¢,; € A. For all t € R, we have

my((hi(t) - é1)ér) Zm ((ha(t) - @1i) 1) - - m((hp(t) - dpi)dpj),

and

quzm m($15) - - m(pi)m(dyp;)-

The difference my((hr(t)-ér)or) — m1(¢1) can be written as a finite sum of terms of the form

m((hi(t) - d1i)P15) - m((hp(t) - Gpi)dpj) — m(P1i)m(d1;) - - - m(dpi)m(dp ).

Each such term can be written as a sum of p terms of the form

(m((hu(t) - 1i)duz) — mldii)m ;) Thiz (2.28)
where

1 This| < TT 65 illoolls illoo-
s#l

By (2I7)), we have for some d9 > 0,

Im((h(t) - d13)bis) — mlepi)m(dij)| <a llexp(tZ)|on? N(dii) N ),

for all indices [,i,j and ¢t € R. We recall that Z, and thus Z; (being the image of Z under
an adjoint operator), is such that Ad(Z;) is nilpotent. Hence, the assertion (iv) in Lemma 21
shows that

[l exp(tZ1)lop > max(1, [t|[|Z1]]) = max(1, [t[w).
We recall that w, < w; for all [ € I, so that

[m((u(t) - dri)rz) — mlni)m(n )| <a max(1,wplt]) 2 N(¢ri) N (¢r)-
In view of (2:28)), we conclude that each term of the form (2.28) satisfies

p
<g max(1,wy[t)) " T N(éri) N (),
=1

uniformly over all ¢, j. Hence,

2
mr((hi(t) - o1)¢r) — mi(é1)* <ap max(1,wy|t])” <ZHN (¢1) ) ;

i =1
and
mr((hr(t) - ¢1)¢r) — mi(or)* ap max(1,wy|t)) = Nr(ér)*.
This proves the claim of the lemma. O
Lemma 2.6. There exists C > 1, depending only on d and k, such that for all t € R and
dg €Ay,
17 (t) - @5 = Gulloc < Cwpialt| Ny(¢s).
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Proof. Pick ¢; € Ay and write it as a finite sum of the form

G7 =Y bpr1; @ D s,
J

for some ¢;; € A. We can write each term in the difference h;(t) - ¢; — ¢ as a telescoping
sum of the & — p terms of the form

Ppi15 @ @ P15 @ (M(t) - drj — drz) @ g1 (t) - Pry1 @ -+~ hy(t) - b
Hence,
k
() - b= balloo <D D () - 15— dujlloo [T 16150100

7 l=pt1 il
Using (2.25) and (2:26]), we see that uniformly on [, j,

k
1P (t) - 15— duilloo [ 15lle0 <a palexp(tZy),eq) [] N(éiy),
1#£l i=p+1

Since
pa(exp(tZ)),eq) < |[tZi]] = [tjw; < |tlwpy1, forallt e Rand ! e J,

we conclude that
1hs(t) - 6 = balloo Kak [tlwpsr Y N(bpraj) - N(dnj),
J

which implies the lemma. O

2.6. Finishing the proof of Theorem [2.3] (assuming Proposition [2.7))
We recall the setting of Theorem .3t & is a Ap,y(G)-invariant k-coupling of (X, m), and
n = g[z}l - & for some gy = (g1,---,9k) € G- The latter measure is invariant under the

flow h, which is defined using an elements Z; € g such that Ad(Z;) is nilpotent, whose norms
wj = || Z;|| satisfy

l=w; >wy>...>w, and wkgq_l,
where ¢ = min;; ||g;  g;]lop- We recall that ||g|lop > 1 for all g € G, so that ¢ > 1.

Let d and r be integers such that the Sobolev norms M := Sz and N := Sy4, on A = C(X)
satisfy

[lloc <a M(¢) <ar N(9), (2.29)

¢ — g blloo <ar palg,e) N(¢) forall geG, (2.30)
N(g-¢) <ar gl N(¢) for all g € G and some o = o(d) > 0, (2.31)
M(¢1 - ¢2) <ar N(o1)N(g2) (2.32)

(see 10, @12), @13), and @14).

We have shown in Lemmas 24 25 and above that given a non-trivial decomposition
[k] = IUJ where I =[1,p] and J = [p+ 1, k], there are constants A, B,C and a,b > 0 (which
are independent of p), such that for all ¢ € R and for all ¢; € A; and ¢; € Ay,

Nr(hi(t) - ¢1) < A max(L, [t])* N(¢1), (2.33)

Imr((hi(t) - d1)p1) — m($r)?| < B max(1,wylt]) ™" Ni(¢r)*, (2.34)
|hi(t) -5 = drllec < Cwpir|t| Ni(ds). (2.35)
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Assuming the bounds (233)—(235]), we establish the following useful inequality. A general
form of this inequality will be proved in Section [7] (see Proposition below).

Proposition 2.7. For every fited 1 <p <k and T € [w;l,w;jl], we have

distn, (1, M) <dgrk max((MT*)2, (w,T)"2 w, 1 T), (2.36)
where

M = max(distar, (nr, mr), distar, (0.7, m)).

Next, we show how to deduce Theorem 2.3 from Proposition 2.7l
In order to finish the proof of Theorem 2.3 we need to solve first the following problem.
Given ¢ > 1, we wish to minimize (over p and T for which T € [w,*, w, Jil]) the expression
max((MT*)Y2 (w,T) "2 wy1T) < VF max(q~™*T?, (w,T) %% w, 1 T), (2.37)
where w1, ..., wy is a fixed sequence which satisfies
l=w; >wy>...>w; and wkgq_l.

We stress that we do not want the attained bound to depend on the particular choice of this
sequence.

To solve this problem, let us choose
d =yomin(1,7), where v = min(1/k,1/(2ak)),

and note that
k6 <1 and 2akéd <T.

In particular, all of the k points ¢~%, 0 < i < k — 1, lie between wj, and w;. Hence, by the
Pigeonhole Principle, there will be at least two consecutive points ¢~ %0 and ¢~% for some
0 < i <k — 2 which will end up in one and the same of the (k — 1) intervals

[Wg, Wk—1), ..., [ws,ws), [wa, w].
Namely, for some p=1,...,k—1land ¢ =0,...,k — 2,
wp1 < q T < g0 <, (2.38)
For this particular i, we set T' = ¢(i+1/2)9 which clearly satisfies
w,T = wpq(i+1/2)5 > g 0gH1/20 — (8/2 5
and
w1 T < g DI 1/ (=62 <
Using (2.38), we deduce that that the expression (2.37) is bounded from above by
VF max(q~(-aG1/29)/2 o =b5/4_(=5/2)
Since
T—a(i+1/2)0 > 17— akd > 1/2,
by our choice of 0, we conclude that (2Z37)) is bounded from above by ¢~
o =min(7/2,b6/4,6/2) > v, min(1, 1),
where ~y, > 0 depends only on k, a, and b. We note that, more precisely, v, > 1/k.

7, where

We have shown that for ¢ = ‘ﬁ(g[k}), if there are constants F' > 1 and 7 > 0 such that

max(distar, (nr, mr), distar, (ns,my)) < Fq™ 7,
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then
dist (7, m[k]) <dk \/ﬁq*’m mm(lﬂ')7

where v depends only on k,a and b. This finishes the proof of Theorem [2.3] (modulo the proof
of Proposition 2.7)). In Section [7] we prove a general version of Proposition 2.7] (see Proposition

3. APPROXIMATE CONFIGURATIONS IN LATTICES

Let G be a connected semisimple Lie group with finite centre having no compact factors.
Let I be an irreducible lattice in G. We fix a left-invariant Riemannian metric pg on G which
is bi-invariant under a fixed maximal compact subgroup of G. The aim of this section is to
prove Corollary Namely, we want to show that given ¢ > 0 and a k-tuple (g1, ..., gx) € G*
with sufficiently large

w(g1,- .., gk) == min pg(gi, 9;),
7]
there exist a k-tuples (y1,...,7%) € I'* and an element g € G such that
pc(gi,gvi) < e foralli=1,... k.

To construct such a tuple in T'*, we apply Theorem [ Tto the action of G on the space X = I'\G
equipped with the invariant probability measure m. Since G has no compact factors, it is known
(see, for instance, [24, p. 285]) that this action has strong spectral gap. Hence, by Theorem
[Tl for suitable d € N and § > 0,

m((g1 - ¢1) - (gk - k) = m(p1) - m(dx) + Oa <6_6w(91""’9’“)5d(¢1) = 'Sd(¢k)> (3.1)

for all functions ¢1, ... ¢ € C°(X). We apply this estimate to suitably chosen ¢;’s. We choose
the Haar measure mqg on G so that

/ O dmg = / Z P(vg) | dm(Tg) for all ® € C.(G).
G ne \ 4o

Let @, € C°(G) be a non-zero non-negative function such that supp(®.) C B.(e), ||P:|1 = 1,
and ||D®.|j; < e with some # = 6(d) > 0 for all differential operators D as in (Z9) with
deg(D) < d. Let

¢:(Tg) = Z P (vg)-

yel’
Then m(¢.) = 1 and Sy(¢.) <q . Hence, we deduce from (B.I)) that

m((g1- @) (gr - ¢<)) =14+ Ogp (e—5W(917---,9k) e_k9> .

If we take ¢ > k6/0 and assume that w(gi,...,gx) > clog(1/e), then it follows that for all
sufficiently small € > 0, we have

m((g1 - ¢=) - (gk - ¢e)) > 0.

Finally, we observe that

m((gl-tba)---(gk-@)):/ > B(yiggr) - Pe(mggr) | dm(Tyg),

F\G (’yl,...;yk)el—‘k
so that it follows that there exist (y1,...,v:) € I'* and g € G such that
YL - - - Teggr € supp(Pe) C Be(e).
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Then for all i =1,...,k,
—1 -1y _
pc(9i,9~ v ) = pa(viggis ea) < €.
This implies Corollary [L.3]

4. HIGHER-ORDER CORRELATIONS FOR S-ALEBRAIC GROUPS
4.1. Preliminaries

Let G be a simply connected absolutely simple algebraic groups defined over a number field
F, S is a finite set of places of F', and G := [[,cg Gv Where G, = G(F,). For each v € S, we
fix a maximal F),-split torus A, of G and set A, = A,(F,). We denote by g, the Lie algebra of
the p-adic Lie group G, and by ¥, C A} the root system with respect to the adjoint action of
the torus A, on the Lie algebra of G. Then there is the root space decomposition g,:

g=00+ P (4.1)
QEE’U
where g¥ is the centraliser of Lie(A,) in g,, and
gy ={Z€g: Ad(a)Z =a(a)Z foralla € A,}.
It will be convenient to write succinctly
g:= EBgv and A:= HAU‘
vES vES
Then we have the decomposition
_ -0 «
s=0"+Pe* (42)
acx
where ¥ = U,cg2,, and g*’s are root space for the action of A on g. These are precisely the

roots spaces in the decompositions (Z1]).
We choose a system .7 C X, of positive roots, and define the closed Weyl chamber

Ari={a€ A, : |a(a)|, >1 forall a € X}

There exists a good maximal compact subgroup K, of G(F,) and a finite subset 2, of the
centraliser of A, in G(F,) such that the Cartan decomposition

G(Fv) - KUA;_QUKU (4'3)
holds ([3], [41]). We write succinctly

K = H K,, AT = H AT Q= H Qp.

veS veS veS

Then we have the decomposition

G =KATQK,
which is an analogue of the real Cartan decomposition (2.2)).
We fix a norm || - || on g which is the maximum of fixed norms on g,, and define a sub-
multiplicative function || - ||op on G by
gllop == max{[| Ad(g)Z]| - Z € g with [[Z]| = 1}. (4.4)

This definition is similar to the definition (2:3). One can also check as before that ||g|lop > 1
for all g € G.
The following lemma is an analogue of Lemma 2.11
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Lemma 4.1. (i) There exists co > 1 such that for every g = kiawks € KATQK,
—1
< < .
< (;2%?% a(@)) < llgllop < <o (;2%?% a(@))

(ii) For every g € G, there exists Z € g, for some v € S such that Ad(Z) is nilpotent,
12 =1, and
19llop < co || Ad(g)Z]-

(iii) There exist constants c1,co > 1 such that

—1
¢ llglleh < H(g) < eallgllé,
forall g € G.

(iv) There is a constant cz > 1 such that for every X € g,, v € S, such that Ad(X) is
nilpotent, we have

ez max(1, | X)) < [l exp(X)|lop < 3 max(1, || X)),
Proof. We first observe that by compactness there exists ¢{, > 1 such that for every g €
(K UQK)* and Z € g,
()12l < [ Ad(g)Z]| < & |1 Z]l.
This, in particular, implies that for every g = kjawks € KATQK,

()" llallop < llgllop < (c5)* lallop- (4.5)
Similarly, we also have
lallop < H(g) < [lallop-
Hence, it is sufficient to prove (i) and (iii) for g € A*.
Decomposing Y € g with respect to the decomposition ({2) as Y = > s {0} Y., we deduce
that for every a € AT,

Ad@Y ] < max fo(@[ Vol < max la@]) Y] = (maxlat)) IV (o)

If we choose ap € X such that ag(a) = maxyex+ a(a) and Y € g*°, then the equality in (Z0)
holds. This implies that given any a € AT, there exists Y € g contained in a single root space
such that ||Y]| =1 and
lallop = [ Ad(a)Y]| = max [a(a)]. (4.7)
aext

This completes the proof of (i).
To prove (ii), we observe that it follows from (5] and (A7) that for g = kjawks € KATQK,

lgllop < (t)* llallop = (cp)* [ Ad(@)Y || < (cp)? || Ad(krawks) Ad(wkz) Y |
= (cp)* [ Ad(wk2) 'Y || | Ad(9)Z|| < ()" | Ad(9)Z],
Ad(whks)~1Y

where Z = TAd Since Y is contained in a single root spaces g¢ for some v € S, the

wko)~1Y "

map Ad(Y) is riilpgtent”. This also implies that Z € g,, and Ad(Z) is nilpotent. Hence, (ii) is
proved.

Now we proceed with the proof of (iii). Let us fix the set of simple roots I, C X}, v € S.

Then every @ € ;7 can be expressed as a product of simple roots with non-negative exponents,

so that there exists ¢j > 1 such that for every a € A™,

(matlo@1) <l < (maxlaca) (45)
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where II = U,¢gll, is considered as a subset of the set of characters of A.
We observe that || - ||, > 1 on G, for v € S, so that

|S]
max lgol < H(g) < (maxugvuv) for g = (g)ues € G
vES vES

We consider the representation of G defined by the embedding G C GL,. Let ®, denote the
set of weights of this representation with respect to the torus A,. Since A, is split over F,,, the
action of A, = A,(F,) on F; is completely reducible. This implies that for a, € 4,, v € S,

max [x(ay)| < [lay[lv < max [x(ay)|.
xX€Py XEPy

Hence, there exists co > 1 such that for every a € A,

e (rggg \x(a)\> < H(a) < e (glgg !x(a)!> : ; (4.9)

where ® = U,cg®, is considered as a subset of the set of characters of A. We denote by IIY
the set of fundamental weights corresponsing to II,,. We recall that a weight xy € ®,, is called

dominant if
x=[] v™
Yelly
with some non-negative integers n,. Since every x € ®, is of the form
x=v [] e
a€ell,

for some dominant weight 1) and non-negative integers s, it follows that for every a € A™,

max |x(a)| = max [(a)], (4.10)
Xeq:- weq;.dom

where ®%™ denotes the subset of dominant weights of ®. For every 1) € ITY, there exists £ € N

such that
1// — H oM

a€elly,
for some positive integers my, (see [34, Ch. 3, §1.9]). Here we used that since G is absolutely
simple, the root systems 3, are irreducible. Hence, we deduce that there exists ¢/ > 1 such
that for every a € AT,

(max\am)r)(d{)l < max f¥(a)] < <r§gﬁ<!a(a)\>c,{-

a€cll - weqﬂiom
Combining this estimate with (£8),[d9) and (£I0), we deduce (iii).
Finally, the claim (iv) is proved exactly as in Lemma 211 O

4.2. Reductions in the proof of Theorems [1.4] and

The proof of Theorems [[.4] and follows the same steps as the proof of Theorem [I.T], and
we freely use the notation introduced in Section Bl It is clear that Theorem [[.4]is a particular
case of Theorem with & = A (X)- As in Section Bl we introduce the projective tensor

product norms. For I C [k], we denote by C°(X)Y the algebraic tensor product of the algebras
C(X)Y over the set of indices in I. For a function ¢ € C°(X)Y, we define

Sa,v,1(¢) = inf { > Saldiy ) Sd(tﬁilj)},
J
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where the infimum is taken over all possible ways to write ¢ as a finite sum of the form
= G @ @iy, with ¢y, iy € CO(X)Y,
J
Theorem can be reformulated in terms of the Wasserstein distance disty ;= dists L. As:
For all k > 2 and sufficiently large d, there exists § = 6(k,d) > 0 such that for all compact
open subgroups U C Gy and gy = (g1, -, k) € G,

disty (k) (9[;}1 “&,mpy) Ld Uk f’)(g[k])_é-

Theorem will be deduced from the following general inductive estimate which generalises

Theorem 2.3
Theorem 4.2. Fizd,r € N such that (LI)-(LI3) hold and a compact open subgroup U of Gy.
Fir ¢ > 1, an integer k > 2, and a k-tuple g = (91, ,9x) € Gip). Suppose that

o ¢ is a Ay (G)-invariant k-coupling of (X, m).
o There exists € > 0 such that

max [|g; ' gjllop > ¢°- (4.11)
i#£]
o There erists 03 > 0 such that for all ¢1,¢ps € C°(X)V and g € G,
im((g - ¢1)¢2) — m(d1)m(d2)| <aur 9ll08? Sarr (1) Sarr(b2), (4.12)
o There exist ' > 1 and 7 > 0 such that
diStd7U,I(gI_1 &rymp) < Fq ", foralll C [k]. (4.13)
Then there exists v > 0, which only depends on k, d, v and ds, such that
distyy v, k] (9[79]1 - &mpy) Laug VE g EmnEn), (4.14)

It is straightforward to deduce Theorems [[.4] and from Theorem by taking q =
min;; Hgigj_lHop and € = 1 (cf. the proof of Theorems [Il and .21 in Section 2.4]), so that we
omit the details. Although the parameter € is not needed for the proof of Theorems [[.4] and
LA it will be important when estimating higher order correlations for adele groups. The rest
of this section occupies the proof of Theorem
4.3. Proof of Theorem

We proceed as in Section We set
—1
@ = max[lg;" gjllop
i#]

and fix indices ig # jo € [k] such that @ = Hgl._olgjOHOp. By Lemma [.T](ii), there exists Z € g,
for some v € S such that Ad(Z) is a nilpotent endomorphism of g, ||Z|| = 1, and

Q = 195" gjollop < coll Ad(gz,"9j0) ZI-
After reindexing, we may assume that
IAd(97 ' 95)Z] = | Ad(g5 '95)Z]| = .. > || Ad(g; " 95) 2],

and

IAd(g; " 95) 2]l = ¢5* Q-
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We set )
Ad(g; A
Z; - (gfflg‘*) and w;=|Z, forj=1,...,k
I Ad(g; " 9s) 2]l
Then
l=w >wy>...>wp and wy <|Ad(g; )2 <coQ . (4.15)

We note that all elements Z; are contained in g, for a fixed v € §. We set K to be either R or
Qyp, so that K C F,,, and consider the flows h; : K x X — X defined by
h;(t) -« =exp(tZ;) - z, for z € X.
We fix an index 1 < p < k — 1 and consider the decomposition [k] = I U J, where I = [1,p]
and J = [p+ 1,k]. Then we also have the diagonal flows
h]:KXX]—)X[, hJZKXXJ-)XJ, hKXX[k]—)X[k]

We note that the vectors Z; are chosen so that the coupling n = g[z]l - € is invariant under the
flows h, and its marginals n; and 1y are invariant under the flows h; and hj respectively.

We fix a compact open subgroup U of Gy, and set AV = C®(X)V. For v € S, we denote
by pq, the left-invariant Riemannian metric on G, defined as in Section [ZIl For v € Sy, we
denote by || - || the operator norms on End(g,). Let d and r be integers so that so that the
Sobolev norms M := S; and N := Sz, on AV satisfy

[6lloc <av M(¢) <aur N(¢),
¢ =9 dlle <aur pc.(9.€a,) N(¢) forall g € G, with v € S,
16 =9+ 0lloc <av,r || Ad(g) —id[| N(¢) for all g € G, with v € Sy,
N(g-¢) <ausr lglop N(¢) for all g € G and some o = o(d,r) > 0,
M (1 - ¢2) <aur N(P1)N(d2).

Using these estimates, we establish the following properties of the flows h; and hj, which verify
the assumptions of Proposition for these flows:
1. There exist A > 1, depending only on d, U, r and k, and a > 0, depending only on d,
r and k, such that for all t € K and ¢; € AY,
Ni(hr(t) - ¢1) < Amax(1,|t))* Ni(¢r).

2. There exists B > 1, depending only on d, U, r and k, such that for all £ € K and
(bf € AU)

mr((hi(t) - 61)¢r) — mr(61)?| < Bmax(1,wp|t)) =% Ni(¢r)?.
3. There exists C' > 1, depending only on d, U, r and k, such that for all ¢t € K satisfying
|t] < w;jl and ¢; € Ag,
17 (t) - @5 = Gilloc < Cwpirlt| Ny(¢s).

The proof of Properties 1-3 is essentially the same as the proof Lemmas 24 2.5 and 261
so that we omit the details. We only comment on the proof of the last property when K is
non-Archemedian. In this case we can argue as in the proof of Lemma 26 and it remains to
estimate

¢ —exp(tZ1) - ¢lloc <auyr || Ad(exp(tZ;)) —id|| N(¢)
forp+1 <1< k. Since

dim(gv) i
Ad(exp(t7) = exp(t Ad(Z) = 3 LAUAD

A 7!
i=0
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and
[t AQZ)| < [1EZ2lly < 11 Zps o = thopes < 1,
it follows that
lexp(tZy) — id| < wpialt]-
This implies Property 3.

Next, since the Properties 1-3 hold, we can apply Proposition (proved in Section [7)) to
deduce that

dist vy, (7, M) <a,u,rk max((MT*)Y2, (w,T)~%/? w, 1 T),
for all T € [w;l,w;jl], where
M = max(distar, (nr, mr), distar, (17, m)).

In order to finish the proof of Theorem [[.4] we need to solve first the following problem:
given @ > 1, we wish to “minimize” (over p and 7' for which T € [w,, L w, Jil]) the expression
max((MT*)'/2, (pr)i52/2= wp1T),

where w1, ..., w; is a fixed sequence which satisfies
l=w; 2wy >...>w, and wy gconl.

We outline below one way to do this, under the assumptions that @ is not “too small” while
M is “small”. To make the notions “large” and “small” more precise, we fix a parameter g > 1,
and constants F' > 1 and &, 7 > 0 such that

Q>¢ and M<Fq’
(cf. (£II) and (@I3])). The problem now takes the following form. We wish to bound from

above (for some appropriate choices of p and 7" such that T' € [w, L w, jl]) the expression

VFmax (¢~ 7272 (w,T)~%/2 w, 1 T), (4.16)

where w1, ..., w; is a sequence which satisfies

l=wi >wy>...>w, and wi <cyq °.

Let us consider a collection points 6%, 0 < i < k — 1, with 0 € [wi/ k, 1]. Since all of these

points lie between wy and wy, by the Pigeonhole Principle, there exist two consecutive points
9! and @' for some i = 0,...,k — 2 that will end up in one and the same of the (k — 1)
intervals

(W, W—1), - - -, [ws, w2), [w2, w].
We fix an index 1 < p < k for which
wp1 < 0T < 0" < wy. (4.17)

Let T = 6~""1/2. Then
w,T = wpa—i—l/Q > 012 = g1/2 >
and
wprT < gitlg—i-1/2 — g1/2 < 1,
Using (417, we deduce that (AI6]) is bounded from above by

VFmax(q 726~ 6=3/D/2 o2/ g1/2) (4.18)
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We take

/ fT/a(2k73)> .

k
4
Since wy, < ¢ ¢ ¢, we deduce that (4.I8)) satisfies
< \/qufyk min(s,ﬂ-)’

where 7y, depends only on k,a and 3. More precisely, v, > 1/k.

1
0 = max (wk

We have shown that if ¢ > 1 is fixed, F' > 1, and 7,& > 0 are constants such that
Q> ¢ and max(distar, (nr, mr), distas, (ns,my)) < Fqg T,
then
dist g,y (17, mpg) gk VEF g mmED,

This finishes the proof of Theorem 2.3l modulo the proof of Proposition that we will prove
in Section [7

5. HIGHER-ORDER CORRELATIONS FOR ADELE GROUPS

Let G C GL,, be a simply connected absolute simple algebraic group defined over a number
field F. We denote by Vg the set of places of F'. For v € Vg, let F, be the corresponding
completion of F. For non-Archemedian places v, we also denote by O, = {z € F, : |z|, < 1}
the ring of integers in F,,. Then the adele group

/
G(Ar) = [] G(F)
vEVER
is the restricted direct product with respect to the family of compact open subgroups G(O,).
We set

Goo = [[ G(F,) and G;:= [[ G(F),

veEVE vGV}{:

where Vg and V{, denote the subsets of Archemedian places and non-Archemedian places
respectively. We also denote by U, the subgroup of G, consisting of compact factors. The
group of rational points

I':=G(F)
embeds in G(Af) diagonally as a discrete subgroup with finite covolume. We will be interested
in the action of G(Ar) on the homogeneous space

X :=T\G(Ap)

equipped with the normalised invariant measure m.

Given a compact open subgroup W of G, we denote by C2°(X YW the algebra of compactly
supported functions on X which are smooth with respect to the action of Go, and are W-
invariant. Now we introduce a collection of Sobolev norms Sy on C2°(X)". Let us choose a
finite collection S of places which contains all Archemedean places such that the group

G = [[G(F)
vesS
is not compact. We also set

D= J[GE).

vEVE\S
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so that G(Ar) = G x D. We suppose that the compact open subgroup W is of the form U x V'
where U is a compact open subgroup of Hv sl G(Fy), and V is a compact open subgroup
of D. Let

Ty ::Pﬂ(Gx V)
It will be also convenient to consider I'yy as a subgroup of G by identifying it with the corre-
sponding projection. It follows from the Strong Approximation Theorem [36, §7.4] that the
projection of I' to D is dense. Using this, one can check that the map

Fv\G — F\(G X D)/V : Pvg — P(g, GD)V (51)
is a G-equivariant homeomorphism. In particular, I'y is a lattice in G. We set
Xy :=Ty\G,

and denote by my the invariant probability measure on Xy . Using that (5.]]) is a homeomor-
phism, we see that the map C.(Xy) — C.(X)Y given by ¢ — F,, where

Fy(T(g,ep)) = ¢(T'vyg), for T'vg € Xv, (5.2)
is a well-defined isomorphism, and
/ Fydm = ¢dmy, for all ¢ € C.(Xv).
X Xy

This map also induces the isomorphism C°(X)" = C°(Xy)V. Using this identification, we
introduce Sobolev norms on C°(X)Y. For an integer d, we define the Sobolev norm Sy w on

C*(X)W of order d and level W, by
Saw(Fy) = Sa(¢), for ¢ € CZ(Xv)", (5.3)
where S, is the Sobolev norm on the S-algebraic homogeneous space as in Section [l

5.1. A reformulation of Theorem

Let S be the subset of Vi consisting of v such that G(F3,) is not compact and R = Vg\S.
According to our assumption on G, S # (. We set

G = HG(FU) and Uy := HG(FU).
veS vER
When R = (), then G, has no compact factors, and we set Uy, = 1. We observe that for a
compact open subgroup W of Gy, we have
(X)W 2 €2 (X/U)V and X/Uso = T\G(AR),
where ,
Gap) = ][ @),
veVR\R

and I is identified with its projection to G(Ag). Hence, it sufficient to prove Theorem for
functions ¢1, ..., ¢ € CC(T\G(AE)Y and sq,...,s: € G(AE). We also set

D= [[ G,

vEVR\VEF

so that G(AZ) = G x D. We note that T' = G(F) is embedded diagonally in G x D as a lattice.
It follows from the Strong and Weak Approximation Theorems [36, Ch. 7], the projections of
I' to G and D, as well as each of the simple factors G, v € S, of G are dense. From now on
we set

X :=T\(G x D).
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With these notations, we still have the identifications (5.1) and (52]) with V = W.
We retain the notation introduced in Sections 2] and Ml and take

9k = (915, 9k) € Gy and  dpy = (di, ..., dy) € Dy (5.4)
Since the projection of I to D is dense in D, we can find ~; € I' such that
d; € W foreveryi=1,...,k. (5.5)
We set i) = (91,---5W%) € I'*. Given ¢1,...,¢r € Co(Xw), we consider the corresponding
functions Fy = F,,...,Fy = Fy, € Cc(X)W defined via the isomorphism (5.2) with V = W.
We obtain
(91> dig) ™" - Mgy (x0) (Fi @ -+ © F)

/ FA(D(g91,ddy) -+ Fi(T (g9, ddy)) dm(T (9, )
~ | R 1) B (g1 o)) dm(T(0,)
— [ ([ AtCagn.dun))- T (ggi, dun)) dow (0) ) (T (0.,
where vy denote the normalised invariant measure on the compact subgroup W. If we define
F(I(g,d)) := /W F1(D(g91, dwn)) - - - Fe(T(ggk, dwy)) dvw (w),
then clearly F belongs to C.(X)", and thus
/ Fdm = F(T'(g,ep)) dmw (Cwg).
X Xy

On the other hand, since the integrand in the definition of F', viewed as a function on the group
W, is invariant under the open in D subgroup

"= ﬂ%W7f
we see that
1
F(I'(g,ep)) = W > F(T(gg1,wn)) - Fe(T(ggx, wik))-
weW /W’

Since the projection of ' to D is dense, we have W/W' = T'yy /Ty, so that

1
F(N(g.ep)) = 1 >, Fil(gg1,0m)) - Fe(T(99r, 67))
Ty /Tw|
6el—‘w/FW/
71 - - —_— —

= T Z B (T(vy 6 tgg1,ep)) -+ Fu(T(v;, 0 gk, en))

Tw/ W/‘aerw/rw,
— 1 —15-1 —1¢—1

5€FW/FW/
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Then

1 e el
/de = / = > &1(Twy 6 ggn) - e @w, 0 ggr) | dmw (Twg)
X xw \ 1Tw/Tw| Py

=/ o1(Twy tag1) - o (Cw g tggr) dmw (Twg)
W/

(g[;}l : é.’Y[k])((ﬁl K- Q ¢k)7
where Eving denotes the invariant probability measure supported on the closed A[k}(G)—orbit
in (X )x). Hence, we conclude that for all ¢1,...,¢r € Co(Xw),

(> dp) ™" - Mgy x0)) (Fy @ -+ @ F ) = (g5 &) (01 ® - @ ).
Using the norms Sy defined by (53] with V = W on the algebra C°(X)", we introduce
the Wasserstein distance distq ;) on P(X[y)) as in (ZI6). Then the proof of Theorem
reduces to estimating the distance distd7wv[k}((g[k},d[k})_l . mA[k](X),m[k}). We also introduce
the Wasserstein distance disty 5] on P((Xw )(x)) defined by the Sobolev norms S; on the algebra
C°(Xw ). Then for every positive integer d,

dist vy, 1 (91> dig) ™" TA (X)) = distg, i) (9[741 “Eygs (M) k), (5.6)

for all (gjx), djgy) € Gy X Digy, where v is determined by (5.5). We note that &, is obviously
a Ap(G)-invariant k-coupling of (X, myy), so that we can analyse &y using the method of
Section [l

We recall that the height function H : G(Ar) — R7 is defined in (II4) in terms of the
norms || - ||, on My, (F,). We note that || - ||, is invariant under G(O,,) for almost all v. Given

gik) and dpy as in (B.4), we set

Q = max|lg; 'gjllop:  dc:=minllg; gjllp, g :=minH(d; " dy), (5.7)
i#] i#] i#]
where || - ||op is is the sub-multiplicative function on G defined in ([#4]). We also set
0= min a9, g o, H(; ). (5.35)

We wish to show that for every large enough integer d, there exists § = §(k,d) > 0 such that

dist ] (g[;]l s (mw) i) <<awa g

The proof will separate between the cases when @ is “large” in comparison to ¢ and when () is
“small” in comparison to ¢. To make all of this precise, let us fix € > 0, and consider the cases
when

Q>q¢ and Q<¢.
5.2. Case I: Q > ¢°

We shall apply Theorem to the Ay, (G)-invariant k-coupling & = &y of (Xw,mw). We
note that when I C [k] is a singleton, the assumption ([£I3]) of Theorem [.2]is clearly satisfied.
Assume now that we have shown that for sufficiently large d, there exist d;_; > 0 such that

disty g (91_1 & (mw)1) Ldk g %1, forall I C [k].
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Since Q > ¢°, we conclude applying Theorem .2l inductively that there exists v, > 0 such that
for sufficiently large d,

disty 1] (9[2}1 (M) ) ag g TEmnO—19), (5.9)
5.3. Case II: Q < ¢¢

Let us now deal with the trickier case when @ is “small” in comparison to q. A straightforward
application of the property (LI2) for the Sobolev norm S; and its projective tensor products
(cf. Lemma[6.2]) shows that there exists o = o(d, k) > 0 such that for all g € Gy,

diStd,k(g[;}l & (mw)y) <an QF distar(§, (mw)p)- (5.10)

We shall now show how one can estimate the right-hand side in (5.10) by utilising a general
result by the second author, Margulis and Venkatesh [10, Theorem 1.3] which we apply to the
measure £. We recall that & denotes the normalized invariant measure supported on the closed
A[k](G)—orbit

Y (qr) = Tl Am(G) € TR \Gpyg = (Xw)gg-
We note that using the restriction of scalars functor, we can consider Xy as a homogeneous
space of a real algebraic group defined over Q. Since G is simply connected and isotropic over
F, for v € S, the group Aj(G) = G = [[,cq G(F,) is generated by unipotent one-parameter
subgroups. Also the centraliser of Ay (G) in Gy is finite. Hence, the results of [10] are
applicable. We observe that
Y (vp) = Ty \G,
where
Ty = vilwy
7

If the volume of Xyy is normalized to be one, we see that the volume of the orbit Y (yj)) equals
the index

Py : Tw N (ﬂ 'Y;l'YiFW'Y;LYj)
i#]
for every fixed j. For v € I', we define
Qw(7) = [Cw : Tw NATwy ™|
and for y = (y1,....7) € T¥,

)

Qw (vw) == Iggjn Qw (v, ')
Then
vol (Y () = Qw (vw)-
In order to apply [10, Theorem 1.3], we need to describe orbits Fﬁ/y[;}lL in X{fV that support

a finite invariant measure, where L is a closed subgroup of G such that A[k](G) c L c G~
For a partition P of [k], we set

Ap(G) =[] Ar(G).

IeP
Then by Lemma [5.1] proved below, every such orbit is of the form
r’;vmlL = r’;w[yﬂlAp(G)Z (5.11)

for some partition P of [k] and a finite subgroup Z of Z(G)*. We note that then the orbit
D Ar(G)Z C Xy
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is again closed. We observe that
Tl Ar(G) = Ty p\G”,
where

we =11 (ﬂ WTw; 1) :

IeP \iel
Hence, if the partition P is proper,

Vol(Tfy v, Ap(G)Z) > Ilﬂ;gjn Tw : Tw N yilwy; ] = Qw (v)- (5.12)
Now we apply [10, Theorem 1.3]. Let us assume that the parameter Qu (yp) is sufficiently

large, so that it follows from (B.12) that (Xw ) = F’;V\G[k] is the only orbit with volume less
than QW(W[k])l/Q. Then, by [10, Theorem 1.3|, there exists dp > 0 such that for sufficiently

large integers d,
disty g (€, (mw)) < vol (Y (vp)) """ < Qu () ~00/2. (5.13)

Although this bound holds only when Qu (7)) is sufficiently large, since disty ) <qx 1 (cf.
Lemma [6.2]), we also have

disty, 5 (&, (mw) ) <ar Qw (vp) P72

in general. By Lemma proved below,
Q () >w min H(y; )" (5.14)
We recall that H is defined as the product of the norms || - ||, which are bi-G(O,)-invariant for
almost all v, so that for all wi,ws € W and d € D,
H(widws) >w H(d).
Hence, it follows from (5.5]) that

min H(v;™ ;) >w min H(d; ' d;) = qp.
i#] i#]
Hence, we deduce from (5.13]) that
. —0
disty, i (&, (mw)pg) < ap """ (5.15)

5.4. Combining the two cases

Now combine the estimates (5.9)), (5.10), and (5.I5) to complete the proof of Theorem
We stress that € > 0 so far has been a free variable. However, we note that as long as ¢ < 1,
then the inequality @ < ¢° (Case II) implies that ¢ = ¢p. Indeed, if

Q<q¢° and g¢>qp,

then the latter inequality readily implies that there exists at least one pair (4, j) of indices with
i # j such that \|g;Igj\|op > H(d;ldj), and thus @ > ¢, which contradicts the first inequality
if e < 1. Hence, as long as ¢ < 1 and @ < ¢, (510) and (B.I5) together imply that

—6p0/2 _ —(6p0/2—e0)

dista, (k) (951 - & (mw) ) <awk 474 =q :

On the other hand, if @ > ¢°, then (5.9) asserts that

disty 4] (g[;]l A& (mw ) <ak g min(dx_1.€)
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. {1 5@9}
€=min{ =, — >,
2" 4o

dista, i) (9 + & (mw) ) <awik @

Let us now choose

so that if @ < ¢, then
—5pb/4

and if ) > ¢, then

Spb
4o )

disty, g (g5 - & (mw)pg) ap gm0

If we denote by d; the minimum of the two exponents above, then
distg x] (9[;]1 & (mw)g) <<awe @
Finally, we observe that by Lemma [1I(iii), there exists ¢ € (0,1) such that
g gjllop > H(g; " 9;)°
for all 4,j. Since H > 1 on G and on D, and H((g,d)) = H(g)H(d) for all g € G and d € D,
we deduce that
max(|lg; * gjllop, H(d; ;) > max(H(g; 'g;)°, H(d; d;)) > H((gi,di) " (g5, ;).
Hence, we obtain
distg, [ (9[}}1 & (mw) ) <awir D9, dig)) 02

Because of (5.6), this finishes the proof of Theorem [[L6, modulo Lemmas [5.1] and

5.5. Intermediate subgroups
We prove the description of the intermediate orbits stated in (5.11).

Lemma 5.1. Let I'y,... Ty be irreducible lattices in G and Xp) = Xy X -+ x Xy where
X; = T;\G. Suppose that L is an immersed subgroup of G* containing the diagonal A (G)
such that for some ) = (v1,...,7x) € X, the orbit x, L in Xy supports a finite invariant
measure. Then

.%'[k]L = m[k}Ap(G)Z
for some partition P of [k] and a finite subgroup Z of the centre Z(G)*.

We note that since G is simply connected and isotropic over F, for v € S, by the Strong
Approximation Theorem [36] §7.4], 'y is an irreducible lattice in G, so that this lemma is
applicable in our case.

Proof. By [306, §7.2|, every normal subgroup of G, = G(K,) for v € S, is central. We may
replace G by G/Z(G) and T'; by I';Z(G)/Z(G) and carry out the proof when the centre is
trivial. To simplify our presentation, we abuse notation and assume that Z(G) = {e}. Using
that G,,’s are non-commutative and simple, it is easy to deduce that every normal subgroup of
G is of the form [],.q G, for some S" C S. Moreover, any normal subgroup N of G* is of the
form

N =Njp X - X Ny, (5.16)

where IV; = HUES,' G, for some S; C S. We note that if NV is such a subgroup, it follows from
irreducibility of lattices I'; that

.%'[k]N D x[k]G], (5.17)
where I = {i: S; # 0}.
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We note that the argument of [37, Th. 1.13] can be extended to immersed subgroups (namely,
to subgroups given by continuous embeddings L — G*), and since the orbit z[) L supports
finite L-invariant measure, it follows that z) L is closed in Xy

We say that z; is commensurable with x; if the subgroups Stabg(z;) and Stabg(z;) are
commensurable. Suppose that L C Ap(G) for some proper partition P of [k] such that for
every I € P, the points x;, @ € I, are commensurable. Then

v Ap(G) ~ H I'’\G,
IeP
where I'; = Nj;erStabg(x;) are irreducible lattices in G. Hence, in this case we can reduce the
number of factors, so that, without loss of generality, we may assume that such partition does
not exists.
We claim that under this assumption, zL = X} and proceed by induction on k. The

statement is clear when k = 1. We consider the decomposition G*¥ = G*~1 x G. Let L; and
L denote the projections of L to each of the factors. Since Ay (G) C L, it clear that Ly = G.
Suppose that (I1,12), (I1,15) € L for some I} € Ly and Iy # I5, € G. Then (e,1;'1}) € L, and
since Ay(G) C L, we deduce that {e} x N C L for some non-trivial normal subgroup N of
G. As we observed above, N =[], . G for some non-empty S’ C S. Since the orbit zp L is
closed, we deduce from (G5.I7) that

x[k}L = x[k]L({e} X G) = x[k](Ll X G).
Hence, in this case our analysis reduces to understanding finite-volume orbits in the space
X(k—1], so that the claim follows from the inductive hypothesis.
Now we suppose that for every l; € L1, there exists unique Iy € Ly = G such that (I1,l2) € L.

Namely, there exists a surjective map ¢ : Ly — G such that L = {(,¢(l)) : | € L1}. It follows
from uniqueness that ¢ is a homomorphism, and that

#(g,...,9) =g forallged. (5.18)
We observe that the orbit zj;_;L1 in X[,_y supports a finite invariant measure, which is
the push-forward of the finite invariant measure on z;) L. Hence, we can apply the inductive
assumption to z;_1)L1 to deduce that zy_1)L1 = x[k,l]Gk*I. This implies that the subgroup
Ly is open in G*~1. Since G is simply connected, G = [[,cq G(F,) is connected (see [36]
Prop. 7.6]), so that L; = G*~1. We have shown that

L={(g,(9)) : g€ G},

where ¢ : GF~1 — G is a surjective homomorphism. Let N be the kernel of ¢. Using (5.15),
we deduce that N is non-trivial unless k = 2. Moreover, if N is trivial, it follows from (G.I8])
that L = Ap)(G), so that the lemma holds. Hence, we can suppose that N # {e}. The

subgroup N is normal in G*~1, so that it is of the form (5.I6). In particular, it follows that
there exists a closed normal subgroup M of G*¥~! commuting with N such that G¥~! = M N
and M NN = {e}. Hence,

L={(nm,p(m)): ne Nyme M} = (N x {e}){(m,p(m)) : m € M}.

Let I be the subset of [k — 1] such that N; # {e} for i € I. Then since the orbit z, L is closed,
and the lattices I'; are irreducible in G, it follows that

i€l
Hence, if I # (), we can complete the proof by induction. O
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5.6. Volume estimates
We prove the estimate for Qyy(y) which was used in (5.14).
Lemma 5.2. There exists 6 > 0 such that for every v € T,
Qw () >w H()’.

Proof. We first observe that Qy () can be interpreted in terms of volumes of suitable subsets
of D. We recall that D is the restricted product of G(F), v € V};. We denote vp the invariant
measure on D which is the product of invariant measures v, on G(F,) such that v,(G(O,)) =1
for almost all v. We normalise vp so that vp(W) = 1. Then since the projection of I to D is
dense,
Qw () = W : WNaWy™!| = vp(WAW).
We claim that there exists 6 > 0 such that for every d € D
vp(WdW) >y H(d)’. (5.19)

This will imply the lemma.

For almost all places v, the group K, = G(O,) is a hyperspecial maximal compact open

subgroup of G(F),) (see [4I]). For the other places v € VI{:, we fix a good maximal compact
open subgroup K, of G(F,). Let K = Hvevf K,. Then K is a compact open subgroup of D,
F

so that it is commensurable with W, and we have
VD(WdW) >w VD(KdK)

Now it will be convenient to normalise the measures v, on G(F),) so that v,(K,) = 1. We
claim that there exists § > 0 such that for every d, € G(F},),

Vv(deva) >0 ||dv||ga (520)

and moreover for almost all v,
vy (Koydy Ky) > || dy||2. (5.21)
Since H is defined as a product of the norms || - ||,,, this will imply (5.19]).
We recall the Cartan decomposition G(F,) = K, A} Q,K, introduced in ([&3). For almost
all v, the group G is quasi-split over F' and split over unramified extension of F'. In this case,
we have the Cartan decomposition with Q, = {e}. For d, = kja,wks € K, A} Q,K,,

vy (Kydy Ky) = vy (Kpa,wKy) > vy (Kyay Ky) >y vy (Kyay Ky),
where K/ = ﬂwegvu{e}vaw*I is a compact open subgroup of K, and
dollo <o [lav]lo-
Moreover, for almost all v,
Kydy Ky = Kya, Ky and - [|dyllo = [|av]lo-

Hence, it is sufficient to prove (5.20) and (5.21I) when d, = a, € A;.
Let A, denotes the product of all positive roots of A,. It follows from [27, 3.2.15] that if K,
is a hyperspecial maximal compact subgroup of G(F,), then

vy (KpayKy) > |Ay(ay)|y, for a, € Aj)‘. (5.22)
In particular, this bound holds for almost all places v. For the other places v, we also have
vo(KyauKy) >0 |Ay(ay)|y, for a, € Af. (5.23)

On the other hand, we recall from the proof of Lemma [I[(iii) that for all a, € A},

llavlls <o wg}%}fm [V (ay)]o
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and there exists #’ > 0 such that
01
max a < | max |a(a .
o fotan)l, < maxaa,),
Hence, combining this estimate with (5.23), we deduce (5.20). Further, by [38, Lemma 6.4,

which also extends to reducible representations, we obtain that for almost all places v,

layllo = wre%%}f’(m [V (ay) |y

for all a, € A}, so that (5.21)) follows from (5.22]). This completes the proof of the lemma. [J

6. WASSERSTEIN DISTANCES ON COUPLINGS
6.1. Wasserstein distances

Let X be a locally compact Hausdorff space. We denote by C.(X) the space of continuous
functions on X with compact supports, equipped with the topology of uniform convergence on
compact subsets, and we write P(X) for the space of Borel probability measures on X, which
we shall think of as non-negative elements in the dual space C.(X)*.

Given a linear subspace A C C.(X) and a norm M on A, we define the Wasserstein distance
distpr on P(X) by

distar (. v) i=sup { |u(@) — v(9)] : & € A with M(g) <1}

for p,v € P(X). We see that this is indeed a distance (metric) if A is dense in C.(X), otherwise
it is only a semi-distance (semi-metric). The following lemma is immediate.

Lemma 6.1. If M < EN for a constant E > 0, then disty < F disty,.

We say that a norm M on A is uniform if there exists a constant F' > 0 such that
[¢lloc < FM(¢)  forall ¢ €A,

where || - [[so denotes the uniform norm on C.(X). Throughout this paper, all norms that we
shall consider will be assumed to be uniform.

If the linear subspace A C C.(X) in addition is closed under multiplication, that is to say, if
A is a subalgebra of C.(X), and M and N are uniform norms on A, then we write M < N if
there exist constant Dy, Dy > 0 such that

M((ﬁl) S D1 N(¢1) and M(¢1 . ¢2) S D2 N(¢1)N(¢2), fOI‘ all ¢1,¢2 c .A

6.2. Projective tensor product norms

Let us now assume that X; and Xy are locally compact Hausdorff spaces, and fix subalgebras
A C CC(Xl) and As C CC(X2).

Let A; ®.A5 denote the (algebraic) tensor product of the algebras A; and As, i.e. the subalgebra
of Co(X71 x X3) which consists of functions which are finite sums of the form

D (615 @ ¢i)(w1,x2),  for (w1,72) € X1 X X,

7

where ¢1; and ¢o; are elements of A; and A respectively. If My and Ms are norms on A;
and Ay respectively, we define the projective tensor product morm (or mazimal cross-norm)
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My ® Ms on the algebra A; ® As by

(M ® Ma)(¢) := inf {Z My (1) Ma () = ¢ = Z $1i ® ¢o2; with ¢1; € Ay and ¢o; € Az} .

If My, N1 and My, Ny are uniform norms on A; and As respectively, then so are the projective
tensor product norms My ® Mo and N1 ® Ns, and the following useful lemma holds.

Lemma 6.2. [f My =X Ny and My < N, then M7 ® My = N1 ® Ns.

Proof. Pick ¢, € A} @ Ay with (N7 ® Na)(¢) = (N1 ® N2)(¢) = 1. Fix e > 0. By the
definition of the maximal cross-norm, we can find finite collections ag, c; € A; and by, d; € A,
such that

¢:Zak®bk and 1+622N1(&k)N2(bk),
k k

and

¢:ch®dl and 1—{—622]\71(61)]\72((11).
1 l
We see that

1= (N1 @ N2)() (N1 ® Na)(¥0) = > Ni(ar)N1(cr)Na(br)Na(dy) — 22 — €2,
k,l

Since M7 =< N7 and My < Ny, the double sum above is bounded (up to a constant) from below
by

> My (arer) My (brdy)
k,l
which (by definition of M; ® Mj as an infimum) is further bounded from below by

(M @ M>) ((Zak®bk> : (ZCI ®dl)) = (M ® Ma2)(¢ - ).
s

l
Since € > 0 is arbitrary, we conclude that there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

(My @ My)(¢- ) < C,
whenever (N7 ® Na)(¢) = (N1 ® N2)(¢) = 1, which finishes the proof. O

7. GENERAL COUPLING ESTIMATES

In this section we prove a general estimate for measures supported on product spaces (Propo-
sition [7.2]) which includes Proposition 2.7] from Section 2las a special case. This result has been
used in the proofs in Sections 2 and @l We work in a more abstract setting which we now
introduce.

7.1. Notation
Let (X1, p1) and (X2, p2) be locally compact metric spaces, and fix two subalgebras
A; CC(Xy) and Ay C C.(X2)

of Lipschitz continuous functions on (X7, p1) and (Xs,p2) respectively. Let (Mj, N1) and
(Ms, N3) be two pairs of uniform norms on A; and Ay such that

M; = N; and Lip, (¢:) < M;(¢i), for all ¢; € A;, (7.1)

for ¢ = 1,2, where Lip o, denotes the usual Lipschitz semi-norm with respect to the metric p;.
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Let m; and mso be Borel probability measures on X; and X5 respectively, and fix a Borel
probability measure 1 on the direct product X; x X5, with marginals 7; and 7. Suppose that
there exist jointly continuous K-actions (here K is either R or Q)

hi :KxX; — X, 1=1,2,
which preserve the measures m; and mo respectively, such that the diagonal flow
h(t) - (x1,22) = (hi(t) - 21, ha(t) - x2), for (x1,22) € X1 x Xy and t € K, (7.2)

preserves the measure 7. One readily checks that h; preserves mn;, for ¢ = 1,2, as well. We
further assume that the flows h; preserve the algebras A; for ¢ = 1, 2.

Our goal in this section is to provide an upper bound (Proposition below) on the Wasser-
stein distance disty, g, (17, m1 ® mg) in terms of the Wasserstein distances
distas, (n1,m1) and  distag, (72, m2),
under the following three assumptions on the flows hy and hy (cf. Lemmas 2.4 2.5 2.6):
o (Polynomial growth w.r.t. Ny) There exist constants A > 1 and a > 0 such that
Ni(ha(t) - 1) < Amax(1, [t[)* Ni(é1), (7.3)

for all ¢1 € Ay and t € K.
e (Polynomial rate of mizxing w.r.t. mq) There exist constants B > 0 and 0 < wy < 1
and 0 < b < 1/2 such that

Ima((ha(t) - ¢1)1) — ma(¢1)?| < Bmax(1,wy[t)) ™ Ni(¢1)?, (7.4)

and for all ¢1 € Ay and t € K.
o (Lipschitz continuity for he) There exist constants C' > 0 and 0 < wg < 1 such that

[[h2(t) - ¢2 — P2lloc < Cwalt| Na(¢2), (7.5)
for all ¢o € Ay and t € K satisfying || < w;l.

Remark 7.1. We recall (upon retaining the notation from Section 2.5)) that we have indeed
verified these assumptions for the flows hy and hy defined in ([Z23) and (224]), with respect
to the Sobolev norms N1 = Sgi, 1 and No = Sy, ; for sufficiently large d and r such that
Properties N1-N4 hold (see Lemmas 2.4] 2.5 and 2.6)). These assumptions also holds for the
flows hy and hj appearing in Section 3l

7.2. The main estimate
The following result generalizes Proposition 2.7l Its proof will occupy the rest of this section.
Proposition 7.2. With the notation and assumptions above, we have
dist y,on, (7, M1 ® Mmo) < max ((M|V(T)|“)1/2, (wi T) Y2, wyT), (7.6)
for all T € [wit, wy!], where
V(T):={teK: |t| <T},
M := max (distM1 (m,mq), distar, (2, mg)),

and the implied constant depends only the constants A, B and C, and on the norms My, Mo, Ny
and Nay. In particular, the bound (L6l) is uniform over all couplings n of m1 and ne which are
mwvariant under the flow h.
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We retain the notation from the beginning of this section, and assume that (7.3]), (7.4) and
() hold. In particular, the letters A, a, B, b, C' and wy, wy have been assigned fixed meanings.

For T' > 0, we define the linear, positive and unital operator Pr : C.(X1) — C.(X1) by

(Pré1)(z1)

— iHGs] 1)(z1) dt, for ¢1 € Co(X1),

where V(T) = {t € K : |t| < T}. We note that Pr preserves C.(X;), however we stress that
it may not preserve the subalgebra A;. If we denote by Pj its adjoint on C.(X1)*, then since
the flow hy preserves the measures 7; and mq, namely,

Pim =m and Prmy = mjy.

The triangle inequality for disty,gn, now yields

dist n; @, (1, m1 @ ma) < disty, g, (1, (Pr @ id)™n) ()
+ dist yyon, ((Pr @ 1d)™n, m @ n2) (IT)
+ dist vy on, (M ® 12, m1 @ ma). (I11)

In what follows, we shall provide bounds on each term. These bounds will readily combine to
the bound which is asserted in Proposition

7.3. Estimating Term (I)
Lemma 7.3. For all T € (0,wy '], we have

dist y, on, (0, (Pr @ id)*n) < C woT,
where the implied constant depends only on the norm Ni.

Proof. Pick ¢ € A1 ® Ao, and write it as a finite sum of the form
¢ = Z ®1i @ P2i, (7.7)

for some ¢1; € A; and ¢o; € Ay. Since the flow h (defined in (Z.2])) preserves the measure 7,

we have
277 <|V |/ ) 915) @ (hz(t)'%z‘)df),

for all T" > 0. Note that

n((Pr ®id)¢ Zn (\V /V(T (ha(t) - ¢15) ® ba; dt) ;

and thus we see that

1(¢) — n((Pr ©id)¢ Zn (IV ol

Hence,

(h1(t) - d15) @ (ho(t) - p2i — P2s) dt) .

V(T)

n(¢) = n((Pr ®id)¢ |<Z||¢MHOO max [h2(t) - G2i = duilloc-

Since Nj is assumed to be uniform, we have |p1illoc < N1(¢p1;) for all ¢, and by (ZH) we have

h i — 02illoo < CwoT No(¢2;),
f{ﬂi’“}(” 2(t) - P2i — P2l waT No(¢2;)
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for every i. Thus, we conclude that

(2

In(¢) — n((Pr ®id)¢)| < CwyT <Z N1(¢1i)N2(¢2z‘)> :

where the implied constant depends only on N;. Upon taking the infimum over all represen-
tations of ¢ as a finite sum as in (7)), we see that

n(¢) —n((Pr ®id)¢)| < CwaT (N1 ® Na)(6),

which finishes the proof. O
7.4. Estimating Term (IT)
Lemma 7.4. For all T > wfl, we have

distny o, (Pr @ 1d)*n, m @ n2) < max (VA |V(T)|%? distar, (n1,m1) "2, B (wi T)~%?),

where the implied constant depends only on the norms My, N1 and Ns.

The proof of this lemma will require new notation. Given a Borel probability measure v on
X1, which is assumed to be invariant under h;, we define

1/2
Er(v) = sup { </X |Préy — v(er)|? dV) © ¢1 € Ay with Ni(¢) < 1} ,

for T' > 0. This expression can also be written in a more convenient form as follows. Given a
function ¢ € A; and a hj-invariant Borel probability measure v on X1, we define

Cup,(t) =v((hi(t) - d1)01) — V(¢1)2 for t € K.

Upon expanding Er(v)?, using that v is hi-invariant, one readily sees that

ET(V)Q = sup {ﬁ /V(T) /V(T) CV7¢1 (8 - t) dsdt : ¢1 € ./41 with N1(¢1) S 1} . (78)

Lemma [7.4]is an immediate consequence of the Lemmas [0l [7.6] and [T.9] that we now prove.

Lemma 7.5. For all T > 0, we have

disty, e, (Pr @ 1d)"n,m @ 12) < Er(m), (7.9)
where the implied constant depends only on the norm Ns.

Proof. Pick ¢ € A1 ® As and write it as a finite sum of the form
b= 61 ® ¢, (7.10)

for some ¢1; € A1 and ¢9; € As. By definition,

N @ 1) =mn(y), for all ¢ € A;.
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We obtain
In((Pr ®id)¢) — (m @ m2)(¢)| < ZW(‘ Proi —m ()| @ |d2il)

< D20 Préri = m(610)] @ éillso)
= Zm(\PT¢1i—?71(¢1i)D [ p2i [l oo

1/2
< S (1Prow — m(61)P) " Nloilc,
i
where we used Holder’s inequality termwise. Hence, since Ns is a uniform norm,

In(Pr ®id)¢) — (m @ m)(¢)| < Zm (| Pro1i — 771(¢1i)!2)1/2 Na(¢2;)

< Ep(m) (ZN1(¢1Z')N2(¢2¢)>,

where the implied constant depends only Ns. Thus, taking the infimum over all representations
of ¢ as a finite sum as in (ZI0]), we get

In((Pr ®@id)¢) — (m @ m2)(¢)| < Er(m) (N1 ® Na)(¢).
This completes the proof. O
Lemma 7.6. For all T > 1, we have

|Er(m) — Er(mq)| < VAV(T)|Y2 distar, (n1,m1)"/?, (7.11)
where the implied constant depends only on the norms My and Ny.

Remark 7.7. Note the change of norms in Lemma The expression Ep(-) is defined using
the norm N7 on A;, while the asserted bound is in terms of the Wasserstein distance measured
with respect to the norm M;. This is the only place in our argument where it is necessary to
change the norm.

Proof. Since t — s < v/t2 — 52 for all 0 < s < t, we have

|Er(m) — Ep(m1)| < V/[Ep(n)? — Ep(my)?]. (7.12)
Fix e > 0and T > 1. We use (.8]), and pick ¢ € Ay with Ni(¢1) <1 such that

1
E 2§7/ / C s —t)dsdt + ¢.
T(Tll) |V(T)|2 v v 7717¢1( )

We note that
2 2o L s—1)— s — s
Er(m)” — Er(my)” < G /V(T) /V(T) (Cppon (s —1) = Cony gy (s — 1)) dsdt + €.
By definition,
Cop,61 (1) = Cony gy (w) = (1 (A (w) - 1) 1) — ma((ha(u) - 61)¢1)) )

+ (ma(d1)* = m(e1)?). (1)
We bound the terms (I) and (II) separately. Since Ni(¢1) <1 and Nj is uniform, we have

(A1) = (m1(o1) — m (1)) (ma(d1) + M (1))
< diS’GN1 (nl,ml) 2”(}51”00 < diStN1 (nl,ml),
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where the implicit constant depends only on Ny. Then since M7 =< Ny, by Lemma [6.1]
(IT) < distayz, (11, m1) (7.13)

with the implicit constant depending only on M; and Nj.
To estimate the term (I), we recall that by assumption (Z.3)),

Ni(h1(u) - ¢1) < Amax(1,|ul)® N1(¢1), for all u € K,
Hence, since M; < Nj and Ni(¢1) < 1, we conclude that for all u € K|

(1) < distar, (1, m1) My ((ha(0) - 61)61) < distar, (1, m1) Ny (b (u) - 1) Na(d1)  (7.14)
< A max(1, [u)® distag, (n1,m1),

where the implied constant depends only on M7 and N;. We use that by Lemma [.8] below
/ / max(1, s — ¢])* dsdt < [V (T)[*+2
V(T) JV(T)
for all T > 1. Hence, combining the above estimates for (I) and (II), we deduce that for all
T >1 (since A > 1),
Er(m)® — Er(m1)® < A|V(T)|* distas, (m1,m1) + €,

where the implicit constant depend only on M7 and Ny. Since € > 0 is arbitrary, we can neglect
it and conclude that

Er(m)? — Er(m1)? < A|V(T)|* distag, (71, m1).
The same argument can be made with roles of 1; and m; interchanged. Hence,

|Er(m)? — Er(mq)?| < AV(T)|* distar, (91, m1)-
Now the lemma follows from (7.12). O
Lemma 7.8. Let T > 1 ifK=R and T > 1/p if K= Q,. Then

I(T) := / / max(1, |s — t|)* dsdt < |V (T)|*+?
V(T) JV(T)

uniformly over a > —1/2.

Proof. First, we consider the case when K = R. By a standard change of variables,
T
I(T) = / (2T — uw) max(1,u)® du
0

A direct computation shows that for all T > 1,
(2T)a+2 2aT a
(a+1D(a+2) a+1 2(a+2)

Hence, I(T) = O(|V(T)|**?) uniformly over a > —1/2.
When K = Q,,, we obtain

2T
/ (2T — uw) max(1,u)* du =
0

p"—1 p'—1
I(p") = Z max(1,p"|s —t))* =p" Z max(1,p" |u|)®
s,t=0 u=0

_ pn((pn _pnfl)pna + (pnfl _ pn72)p(n71)a 4t (p _ 1)pa + 1) < (pn)a+2
= [V (p")|*“*2.

This proves the lemma. O
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Lemma 7.9. For oll T > wl_l, we have
Er(my) < VB (w,T)™%2, (7.15)
where the implied constant is uniform.

Proof. In view of (.8, it suffices to show that for every ¢ € A; with Ni(¢1) <land T > wl_l,
we have

1
W /V(T) /V(T) Cm1,¢>1 (8 — t) dsdt < B (wlT)ib. (7.16)
By assumption (7.4), for all u € K,
|Ciny 1 (w)] < B max(1, wiful) ™" Ni(¢1)%,

so that we obtain

/ / Crni,o (s —t)dsdt < B / / max(1,wy|s — t|)? dsdt.
v(T) JV(T) vr) Jv(r)

When K = R, a simple change of variables gives

/ / max (1, w |s — t]) " dsdt = wi? / max(1, |s — t|) 7" dsdt,
V(T V(wlT V(wlT)

and estimate (ZIG) follows directly from Lemma [.8
When K = Q,,, we pick 7 > 1 such that p™* < w; < p~ 1 and observe that

/ / max(1, wy|s — t|) P dsdt < / / max(1, p~|s — t|) 0 dsdt
vr) Jv(r) vr) Jv(r)

= p% / / max(1, |s — t|) 7" dsdt.
V(Tp~") JV(Tp~)
Hence, (Z.16)) follows from Lemma [.8 O
7.5. Estimating Term (III)

Lemma 7.10. For all Borel probability measures m1 and my on X1 and 12 and mg on Xo, we
have

dist v, @ N, (M1 @ M2, M1 @ ma) < max(disty, (71, my), dist n, (92, m2)),
where the implied constant depends only on the norms N1 and N.

Proof. Pick ¢ € A1 ® Ay, and write it as a finite sum of the form
¢ = b1 ® b,
for some ¢1; € Ay and ¢o; € Ay. We note t}iat
(m ®m2)(¢) — (m1 @ ma)(@) = > (m(B1:)m2(d2s) — ma(p15)ma(dai)).

i
FEach term in this sum can be written as
(m1(P13) — ma(d13))m2(d2:) + ma(d1s) (n2(P2i) — ma(da)),
and thus its absolute value can be estimated from above by
dist v, (71, m1) N1 (1i) [|f2illoc + @13lloo distny (m2, ma)Na(¢2:)-
Since N1 and Ny are uniform norms, we conclude that

|(m @ 12)(8) — (m1 ® ma)(¢)| < max(dist, (m1,m1), distn, (112,m2)) D Ni(¢1:) Na(¢2:),

i
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where the implied constant depends only on N; and N,. Hence,

[(m @ n2)(¢) — (m1 @ m2)(¢)| < max(distn, (171, m1), distn, (12, m2)) (N1 @ N2)().

Since ¢ is arbitrary, this implies the lemma. O
From Lemma [Z.10, we also deduce

Corollary 7.11. For all Borel probability measures n1 and my on Xy and 12 and my on X,
we have
dist vy @, (M © 2, M1 @ me) < max(distaz, (1, m1)"?, distar, (12, m2)/?),

where the implied constant depends on the norms My, N1, My and No.

Proof. Since M; < Ny and My = N, there are constants Fq, E5 > 0 such that the bounds
M; < E; N; hold on A;, i = 1,2. By Lemma [6.1], we have
distn, (i, m;i) < E;distag, (9, m;), fori=1,2.
Hence, it follows from Lemma [Z.10] that
distn, @n, (71 @ 12, m1 ® ma) < max(distay, (71, m1), distaz, (n2, m2)). (7.17)

Finally, note that since M7 and Ms are uniform norms, there are constants Fp, F5» > 0 such
that for all ¢; € A;,
and thus distyy, (-, ) < 2F; on P(X;) for i = 1,2. Hence,

distyy, (-,-) < /2F; distag, (-, -)'/2,
on P(X;) for i = 1,2. These estimates combined with (ZI7) finish the proof. O
7.6. Completion of the proof of Proposition

Combining the bounds on Term I, Term II and Term III, which Lemma [7.3] Lemma [[.4] and
Corollary [[.11] respectively provide, we deduce that for all T' € [wfl, wy b

diStN1®N2 (77? my ®m2) < max(ng, |V(T) |a/2 diStMl (771’ m1)1/2? (wlT)ib/2a diStMQ (7725 m2)1/2)a

where the implied constant depends only on the constants A, B, C' and on the norms My, Ny, My
and No. If we set

M = max(dist pz, (71, m1), dist ar, (12, m2)),
then we can merge the distyz,-terms above (provided that 7' > 1) into M, and thus

distn, @, (17, m1 ® ma) < max(waT, |V(T)|“/2 VM, (wlT)—”/Q),
for all T € [w!,wy']. This finishes the proof of Proposition
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