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Fourier decay, Renewal theorem and Spectral gaps
for random walks on split semisimple Lie groups

Jialun LI

Abstract

We establish an exponential error term for the renewal theorem in the context of products
of random matrices, which is surprising compared with classical abelian cases. A key tool
is the Fourier decay of the Furstenberg measures on the projective spaces, which is a higher
dimensional generalization of a recent work of Bourgain-Dyatlov.

Résumé: On établit un terme d’erreur exponentiel dans le théoreme de renouvellement
dans le cadre de produits de matrices aléatoires, qui est inattendu par rapport au cas classique
abélien. L’outil clef est le décroissance de Fourier de mesures de Furstenberg sur les espaces
projectifs, qui est une généralisation en dimension supérieure d’un travail récent de Bourgain-
Dyatlov.

1 Introduction

Let V be a nontrivial finite-dimensional irreducible real algebraic representation of a R-split
semisimple algebraic real Lie group G (for example G = SLy,+1(R) and V = R™*! with m > 1).
Let p be a Borel probability measure on GG and let I', be the subgroup generated by the support
of 1. We call p Zariski dense if I', is a Zariski dense subgroup of G. This means that the measure
w1 does not concentrate on any proper algebraic subgroup of G. We also need the hypothesis of
finite exponential moment. If V is a faithful representation of GG, the definition of exponential
moment is that there exists € positive such that

/ lgll°du(g) < oo,
G

where ||g|| is the operator norm of g acting on V. For the general case, please see Definition 2.50.
From now on, we always suppose that the measure y is Zariski dense with a finite exponential
moment.

For any natural number n, let p** be the n-times convolution of the measure u. Let
Xi,---,X, be iid. random variables in G with the same distribution u, then p*" is the
distribution of the product X; Xs - - - X,,. People are interested in generalising results about sum
of random variables, such as the law of large numbers or the central limit theorem, to the norms
or coefficients of products of random matrices. The pioneers of the study of products of random
matrices are Furstenberg, Kesten, Guivarc’h,.... For example, Furstenberg proved the law of
large numbers, which states that there exists a Lyapunov constant oy, > 0 such that almost
surely

1
lim —log || X - X,[| = ov,p.
n—oo n

Renewal theorem

Our first result is about exponential error term in the renewal theorem. The renewal theorem
was first introduced in sum of random variables by Blackwell and in products of random matrices
by Kesten [Kes73] [Kes74], where he applied the renewal theorem to study the solution of random
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differential equations. The renewal theorem has also applications outside probability theory, for
example its application to the decay of correlation by Sarig [Sar02] and its application to the
asymptotic analysis of certain counting functions arising in the geometry of discrete groups by
Lalley [Lal89].

Let | - || be a good norm! on V. Recall that for g in G, we define | g|| to be its operator
norm on V. For a compactly supported continuous function f on R and a real number ¢, we
define the renewal sum for norms by

+oo
Rpf(t) := Z/Gf(log gl = )du™(g)-
n=0

If f is positive, this sum is obviously well defined. In fact, using the positiveness of the Lyapunov
constant and the Large deviation principle, we can show that this sum is always well defined.

Let X = PV be the real projective space of V', which is the set of lines of V. Then we have
a group action of G on X. We define the cocycle function ¢ : G x X — R by, for z = Rv in X
and ¢ in G,

gl
o(g,z) =log ol (1.1)

For a compactly supported continuous f on R, the renewal sum for cocycles is defined by

400
Rf(z,t) := Z/Gf(a(g,x) —t)du™(g), for x € X and t € R.
n=0

The limit law for norms and the limit law for cocycles are closely related.

The renewal theorem gives us a phenomenon of equidistribution when the time ¢ is large
enough. The main result (due to Guivarc’h and Le Page [GLP16]) is that for a compactly
supported continuous function f when the time ¢ tends to infinite, the renewal sum Rf(z,t)
tends to ﬁ [ f, where oy, is the Lyapunov constant.

Here is one of our main results.

Theorem 1.1. Let G be a connected semisimple algebraic group defined and split over R and
let G = G(R) be its group of real points. Let u be a Zariski dense Borel probability measure
on G with a finite exponential moment. Let V' be a nontrivial finite-dimensional irreducible real
algebraic representation of G with a good norm. There exists € > 0 such that for f € C3(R) and
t € R, we have

Rf(z,t) = L b f(u)dLeb(u) + Of(e*'t‘),

OV J—t
and ) N
Rpf(t)=—— [ f(u)dLeb(u) + O(eclth),
OV J—t

where Oy depends on the support and some Sobolev norm of f.

Remark 1.2. We should compare this result with the renewal theorem on R (the classical abelian
case). If X is a measure on R whose support is finite, then the error term in the renewal theorem
for the real random walk induced by X\ is never exponential. So Theorem 1.1 says that the
behaviour of products of random matrices is more reqular.

One application of Theorem 1.1 is the Fourier decay of self-affine measures in [LS19], where
the exponential error term is crucially used to obtain a polynomial rate in the decay of Fourier
transform.

Our result is an improvement of a result of Boyer [Boy16], where the error term is polyno-
mial on t.

"When G = SLy,11(R) and V = R™"! | any euclidean norm on R™"" is a good norm. For the definition, please
see Definition 2.8.



We hope this type of result and its idea of proof will be helpful to obtain some exponential
error terms in the orbital counting problems of higher rank. For instance in [Lal89], [Qui05] and
[Sam15], they are interested in the asymptotic growth of #{vy € I'| d(vo,0) < R}, where o is
the base point in SLy,+1(R)/SO(m+1) and I is a discrete subgroup of SL;,11(R). In [GMR19],
they relate the number of integer solutions of Markoff-Hurwitz equations to a counting problem
of discrete subsemigroup of SL,,+1(R), whose limit set is known as the Rauzy gasket.

This type of error term is usually proved using some spectral gap property.

Spectral gap

Equip PV with a Riemannian distance. For v positive, let C7(PV') be the space of y-Hélder
functions on PV. We introduce the transfer operator, which is an analogue of the characteristic
function for real random variables.

Definition. For z in C with the real part |[Rz| small enough, let P, be the operator on the space
of continuous functions on PV, which is given by

P.f(x) = /G o0 f(ga)du(g), for @ € BV,

where the cocycle o(g,x) is defined in (1.1).

We keep the assumption that p is a Zariski dense Borel probability measure on G with a
finite exponential moment. The use of this transfer operator on the products of random matrices
has been introduced by Guivarc’h and Le Page. Due to the property of exponential moment,
when |Rz| is small enough, the operator P, preserves the Banach space C7(PV) for v > 0 small
enough. Due to the contracting action of G on X, for z in a small ball centred at 0, the spectral
radius of P, on C7(PV) is less than 1 except at 0. Due to the non-arithmeticity of I',,, on the
imaginary line, the operator P, also has spectral radius less than 1 except at 0. These were
used to give limit theorems for products of random matrices by Guivarc’h and Le Page (Please
see [LP82] and [BQ16]). We will prove a uniform spectral gap of the transfer operator with
parameter z near the imaginary line.

Theorem 1.3. Under the same assumptions as in Theorem 1.1, for every v > 0 small enough,
there exists § > 0 such that for all |b] > 1 and |a| small enough the spectral radius of P,y
acting on C7(PV) satisfies

p(PaJrl'b) <1-4.

Even in the case SLy(R), the result is new and only known in some special cases; when pu
is supported on a finite number of elements of SLy(R) and these elements generate a Schottky
semigroup, this result is due to Naud [Nau05]. When p is absolutely continuous with respect to
the Haar measure on SLy(R), this result can be obtained directly using high oscillations.

This result should be compared with similar results for random walks on R. Let A be a
Borel probability measure on R with finite support. Then

liminf |1 — A(éb)| = 0,

|b] =00
which is totally different from our case and where A(z) is the Laplace transform of the measure
A, given by

AMz) = /R eTdA(z).

The proof is direct. Let {z1,...,2;} be the support of A. Then A(ib) = lejg)\(xj)eilmf,
and we only need to find b such that all the terms are uniformly near 1. Using the fact that
lim infy o0 dgi (b(21, . . ., 27), 277} = 0, we have the claim.



An analogous result is valid if we replace the projective space PV by the flag variety &2.
Let & be the full flag variety of G and let a be a Cartan subspace of the Lie algebra g of G.
For g € G and n € Z, let 0(g,n) be the Iwasawa cocycle, which takes values in a. We fix a
Riemannian distance on 2. We can similarly define the space of v-Hélder functions C7(2).
Let w, ¥ be in a*. For a continuous function f on & and |w| small enough, the transfer operator
P49 on the flag variety is defined by

Poriof (n) = /G =N £ (gmdulg).

We will prove that

Theorem 1.4 (Spectral gap). Let G be a connected semisimple algebraic group defined and split
over R and let G = G(R) be its group of real points. Let p be a Zariski dense Borel probability
measure on G with finite exponential moment. For every ~ > 0 small enough, there exists § > 0
such that for all 9, w in a* with |¥| > 1 and |w| small enough the spectral radius of Py
acting on C7(2?) satisfies

p(Prtiv) <1—4.

This is a higher dimensional generalisation of Theorem 1.3, because the parameter 1 is in
a*, whose dimension is equal to the real rank of G. It seems possible that this result implies
a version of local limit theorem with exponentially shrinking targets in the Cartan subspace a,
similar to the work of Petkov and Stoyanov [PS12], where they used the spectral gap of transfer
operator to obtain an asymptotic counting of lengths of closed geodesics lying in an exponentially
shrinking targets. This will be done in a joint work in progress with Cagri Sert.

Fourier decay

The key ingredient in the proof of Theorem 1.3 and 1.4 is the following Fourier decay
property of the p-stationary measure on the flag variety 4.
On the space X = &, a Borel probability measure v is u-stationary if we have

V=pkvi= /Gg*vdﬂ(g),

where g,v is the pushforward of v by the action of g on X. By a theorem of Furstenberg,
under Zariski dense condition there is a unique p-stationary probability measure v on X and
it is also called the Furstenberg measure. This measure was introduced by Furstenberg when
he established the law of large numbers for products of random matrices. The properties of
the p-stationary measure are also important in other limit theorems for products of random
matrices. )

For a v-Hélder function f on X, we define ¢, (f) = sup,_., %. We start with the
case G = SLa(R).

Theorem 1.5. Let pu be a Zariski dense Borel probability measure on SLa(R) with a finite
exponential moment. Let X = P(R?) and let v be the u-stationary measure on X.

For every v > 0, there exist g > 0,€1 > 0 depending on pu such that the following holds. For
¢ > 0 large enough and any pair of real functions ¢ € C*(X), r € CV(X) such that |¢'| > £~
on the support of r, ||r|l < 1 and

ellcz +ey(r) < €%,

then
<g

‘ / P (2)dv(z)




Remark 1.6. As a corollary of Theorem 1.5, we obtain a polynomial decay of the Fourier
coefficients of v, that is

(k)] = O(k[~).

This generalizes the recent work of Bourgain-Dyatlov [BD17] on Patterson-Sullivan measures
and a work of myself in [L118a], where a qualitative version is proved. For more background on
the decay of Fourier coefficients see [L118a].

Theorem 1.5 is a particular case of a more general result: Theorem 1.7 below. In order
to state the Fourier decay on the flag variety, we need to introduce a special condition. Let r
be a continuous function on & and let C > 1. For a C? function ¢ on £, we say that ¢ is
(C,r) good if it satisfies some assumptions on the Lipschitz norm and derivatives, which will
be defined later (Definition 4.1). Due to some technical problem, we will only prove a simply
connected case in Section 4. (For example the group SL,, ;1 is simply connected but PGL,, 1
is not.) The general case will be proved in Appendix 5.1 by a covering argument.

Theorem 1.7 (Fourier decay). Let G be a connected R-split reductive R-group whose semisimple
part is simply connected and let G = G(R) be its group of real points. Let p be Zariski dense Borel
probability measure on G with finite exponential moment. Let v be the p-stationary measure on
the flag variety &2.

For every v > 0, there exist g > 0,€1 > 0 depending on p such that the following holds.
For ¢ > 0 large enough and any pair of real functions ¢ € C*(P), r € CV(P) such that ¢ is
(€°0,7) good, ||7]|cc <1 and c,(r) < £, then

\ [ s mavta| < 6. (12)
4

Remark 1.8. The decay rate only depends on the constants in the large deviation principles and
the regularity of stationary measures. This should be compared with [BD17], where the spectral
gap and the decay rate only depend on the dimension of the Patterson-Sullivan measure.

A similar Fourier decay for the Lie group SLy(C) is established in [LNP19] for Patterson-
Sullivan measures, which cannot be treated by our method due to the non splitness of SLa(C).
It would also be interesting to establish a similar Fourier decay for the group SLa(Qp) and the
stationary measure on P(l@p.

When G = SLy(R), the (C,r) goodness is exactly the assumption of ¢ in Theorem 1.5,
which is natural for having a Fourier decay. Theorem 1.7 clearly implies Theorem 1.5.

It is interesting that the three objects, the polynomial rate in Fourier decay, the exponential
error term in the renewal theorem and the spectral gap are roughly equivalent. In [LI18a], we use
the renewal theorem to prove the Fourier decay. But in this manuscript, we use the polynomial
rate in Fourier decay to prove the spectral gap, and then use the spectral gap to prove the
exponential error term in the renewal theorem. In a highly related setting, convex cocompact
surfaces, we can compare our three objects with more geometric objects. The Fourier decay was
recently studied by Bourgain-Dyatlov; the spectral gap can be interpreted as the zero free region
of the Selberg zeta function or the gap of the eigenvalues of the Laplace operator on the surface;
the renewal theorem is replaced by the counting problem of the lattice points or the primitive
closed geodesics. For the relation between these three objects of convex cocompact surfaces, see
Borthwick [Bor07] and the references there.

Paper organization

In Section 2, we will study the action of the group on the tangent bundle of the flag variety.
In our higher rank case, the action is not conformal and we need to understand the contraction
or the dilatation rate in different directions, which is a difficulty compared with rank one case.
We will also recall basic properties of random walks on Lie groups.



Section 3 is devoted to the study of non-concentration condition, which is the main input
for the use of discretized sum-product estimates (Proposition 3.16, a generalized version of a
result of Bourgain [Boul0]). We need to verify certain measures on R™ are not concentrated
on any affine subspaces of R™. The key idea is to use linear algebra to transfer the problem
to an estimate of volume, which gives non-concentration for all affine subspaces simultaneously
(Corollary 3.6). Then we apply representation theory and the Guivarc’h regularity to establish
the non-concentration condition.

In Section 4, our main results are proved. The proof of Theorem 1.7 follows the similar
strategy as in [BD17], but we are in higher rank case and we need to use almost all the prepara-
tions in previous sections. Then we use some idea of Dolgopyat to derive Theorem 1.3 and 1.4
from Theorem 1.7. Finally, Theorem 1.1 will be obtained by using Theorem 1.3 rather straight
forward.

In Appendix, we explain how to obtain the Fourier decay for semisimple groups from The-
orem 1.7, which only holds for groups with simply connected semisimple part.

Notation

We will make use of some classical notation: for two real functions f and g, we write
f=0(g),f < gorg> fif there exists a constant C' > 0 such that |f| < Cg, where C only
depends on the ambient group G and the measure u. We write f < g if f < g and g < f. We
write f = Oc(g), f < g or g > f if the constant C' depends on an extra parameter ¢ > 0.

We always use 0 < § < 1 to denote an error term and 0 < 8 < 1 to denote the magnitude.
We will use 6¢° with C only depends the group G and measure p, this constant Cy may change
from line to line, while still being denoted the same. If 0 f < g < =0 f, then we say that f
and g are of the same size.
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2 Random walks on Reductive groups

The representation theory of algebraic groups is more clear than the representation theory
of Lie groups. We will use the vocabulary of algebraic groups. In this manuscript, we always
assume that G is a connected R-split reductive R-group. We are interested in two particular
cases:

e the semisimple part is simply connected in algebraic group sense,
e the group G is actually semisimple.

If we need these further assumptions, we will say it at the beginning of the section or in the
statement. Please see [Hel79], [Bor90] and [BQ16] for more details.

We write G for an algebraic group, and G = G(R) for its group of real points, equipped
with the Lie group topology (analytical topology). All the representations are nontrivial finite-
dimensional real algebraic and with a good norm.



2.1 Reductive groups and representations
Reductive groups

Let G be a connected R-split reductive R-group. Let A be a maximal R-split torus in G.
Because G is R-split, the group A is also the maximal torus of G and the centralizer of A
in G is A. Let C be the connected component of the centre of G, which is contained in the
maximal torus A. The semisimple part of G is the derived group 2G = [G,G]. Let B be
the subtorus of A given by A N ZG. The dimension of A and B are called the reductive rank
and the semisimple rank of G, respectively. We write r and m for the reductive rank and the
semisimple rank.

Because we are dealing with real groups, we will use transcendental methods to describe
the structure of G. Let G, A, B and C be the group of real points of G, A,B and C. Let
0 be a Cartan involution of G which satisfies #(A) = A and such that the set of fixed points
K = {g € G| 6(g9) = g} is a maximal compact subgroup of G. Let g,¢, a,b and ¢ be the Lie
algebra of G, K, A, B and C, respectively. Then a = b @ ¢ due to g = Zg @ ¢. We write exp for
the exponential map from a to A. We also write 6 for the differential of the Cartan involution,
whose set of fixed points is £ and which equals —id on a.

For X,Y in g, the Killing form is defined as

K(X,Y) = tr(adXadY).

The Killing form is positive definite on b and negative definite on ¢. Endowed with the Killing
form, the Lie algebra b and its dual b* become Euclidean spaces.

Root systems and the Weyl group

The spaces b* and ¢* are seen as subspaces of a*, which takes value zero on ¢ and b,
respectively. Let R be the root system of g with respect to a, that is the set of nontrivial weights
of the adjoint action of a on g. It is actually a subset of b*. Because ¢ is in the centre of g,
its adjoint action on g is trivial. Fix a choice of positive roots R*. Let II be the collection of
primitive simple roots of R*. Let a™ be the Weyl chamber defined by {X € a|a(X) >0, Va €
IT}. Let a™ be the interior of the Weyl chamber defined by {X € ala(X) > 0, Va € II}. Using
the root system, we have a decomposition of g into eigenspaces of a,

s=38 P,

a€ER

where 3 is the centralizer of a and g is the eigenspace given by
g ={Xeg| [V, X]=a)X forall Y € a}.

Since the group G is split, we know that a = 3 and that g* are of dimension 1.

Recall that for every root av in R, there is an orthogonal symmetry s, which preserves R
and s, (a) = —a. For a € R, let H,, be the unique element in b such that s, (o) = o/ — o/ (Ha)
for o/ € b*. The set {H,| o € R} is called the set of dual roots in b. Since the Cartan involution
0 equals —id on a, this implies 0g® = g~* for a € R. Using the Killing form, we can prove that
0%, 97 = RH, (See [Ser66, Cha. 4, Theorem 2| for more details). Hence, there is a unique
choice (up to sign) X, € g%, Y, € g~ for a positive such that

[Xa,Ya] = Hy and 0(X,) = —Y,.

Let K, = X, —Y,. Due to 0K, = K,, the element K, is in ¢.
Let W be the Weyl group of R. Then the group W acts simply transitively on the set of
Weyl chambers. Let wg be the unique element in W which sends the Weyl chamber a™ to the



Weyl chamber —a™. Let ¢ = —wq be the opposition involution. The Weyl group also acts on a*
by the dual action. Let Ng(A) be the normalizer of A in G. An element in Ng(A)/A induces
an automorphism on the tangent space a. This gives an isomorphism from Ng(A)/A to the
Weyl group W. Hence wg can be realized as an element in G/A and its action on a is given by
conjugation.

The Iwasawa cocycle

Let n = ®©,cp+9” and n~ = @, cp+9 ¢ They are nilpotent Lie algebras. Let N be the
connected algebraic subgroup of G with Lie algebra n. The group N is normalized by A. Let
P = A x N be a minimal parabolic subgroup. The flag variety & is defined to be the set of
conjugacy classes of P under the action of G. Since the normalizer of P in G is itself, we obtain
an isomorphism

G/P — 2.

We write 7, for the subgroup P seen as a point in &?. Let M be the subgroup of A, whose

elements have order at most two. Since A is isomorphic to (R*)", we know that M ~ (Z/27Z)" and

A= M x A, where A, = exp(a) is the analytical connected component of A and A, ~ (Rso)".
For a real Lie group L, let L° be the analytical connected component of the identity element

in L.

Lemma 2.1. We have K = K°M.

Proof. On the one hand, by Matsumoto’s theorem [Mat64] ([BT65, Théoreme 14.4]), we have
G = G°A = G°M. Hence the group M intersects each connected component of G. The set
K°M intersects each connected component of G and its intersection with G° contains K°. By
definition of K, we know that K C K°M.

On the other hand, we know that K D K°M, because the group M equals to AN K due to
[Ben05, Lemme 4.2]. This lemma can also be proved directly by considering the action of the
Cartan involution on M. The proof is complete. O

We have an Iwasawa decomposition of G given by
G = KAN.

The action of K on & is transitive. Hence & is a compact manifold. By Lemma 2.1, we have
G=KAMN = KA.N. This is a bijection between G and K x A, x N. Then we can define
the Iwasawa cocycle o from G x &2 to a. Let n be in & and g be in G. By the transitivity of
K, there exists k € K such that n = kn,. By the Iwasawa decomposition, there exists a unique
element o(g,n) in a such that

gk € Kexp(o(g,n))N.

We can verify that this is well defined and ¢ is an additive cocycle, that is for g, h in G and 7
in &
o(gh,n) = o(g,hn) + o(h,n).
Due to the direct sum a = b@® ¢, we can decompose the Iwasawa cocycle into the semisimple
part and the central part of the cocycle, that is
a(g,n) = oss(g,m) +¢(9),

where o, is in b and ¢(g) in ¢. The central part ¢(g) does not depend on 7, because the map
G—G/2G

kills the semisimple part and the restriction of this map to Ce = exp(c) is injective. Moreover,
since the Iwasawa cocycle is additive, the central part is also additive. That is for g, h in G

c(gh) = c(g) + c(h).



The Cartan decomposition

The Cartan decomposition says that G = KATK, where A" is the image of the Weyl
chamber a™ under the exponential map. For ¢ in G, by Cartan decomposition, we can write
g = kgagly with kg, £, in K and ay in AT. The element a4 is unique and there is a unique
element x(g) in a™ such that a, = exp(k(g)). We call k(g) the Cartan projection of g. Then
k(g~1) = 1k(g), where ¢ is the opposition involution. Since A is contained in P, we can define
Co = wono, where the element wy in the Weyl group is seen as an element in G/A (As an
element in &, (, is the opposite parabolic group with respect to P and A). Let 773/[ = k¢no and
G = e;lgo. When k(g) is in a*™, it is uniquely defined, independently of the choice of k, and
.

We can also define a unique decomposition of x(g) into semisimple part and central part.
Due to k(g) = J(g,églno) = Jss(g,fglno) + ¢(g), we have

rk(9) = Kss(g) + c(g)-

Dominant weights

Let X(A) and X(B) be the character groups of A and B, respectively. We will identify
X(A) and X(B) as discrete subgroups of a* and b* by taking differential. The elements of a* in
X(A) are called weights. All the roots are weights, because they come from adjoint action of A
on g<.

Since {H, }aerr is a basis of b, let {&q }acmr be the dual basis, they are called the fundamental
weights.

For the general case: we only know that X (B) is a finite index subgroup of @ecnZdqy.
Let

)204 = naf:)ou
where n,, is the smallest positive natural number such that n,@, is in X(B). Since B is a closed
subgroup of a split torus A, every character on B extends to a character on A. Let x, be an
extension of y, to A. We fix this choice. For semisimple case, we know that x, = Xa-

If the derived group ZG is simply connected, we have

X(B) = GacnZia.

Hence for « € II, we have
Xa € X(A) and Xalo = @a-

We write w, for the element in a* which is another extension of W, and vanishes on ¢, that is
Walp = @Wa and wg|c = 0.

Recall that a weight is a dominant weight, if for every w in the Weyl group W, the difference
X — w(x) is a sum of positive roots.

Lemma 2.2. For every a € 11, the weight xo is a dominant weight.

Proof. The action of the Weyl group on ¢*, the space of linear functionals which vanish on b, is
trivial. We know that

Xa — w(Xa) € b*'
Because @, is a fundamental weight, we have x, — w(xa)|p = Ta(@a — w(©Dn)) equals a sum of
positive roots. O



Representations and highest weights

Let (p, V') be a representation of G. The set of restricted weights ¥(p) of the representation
is the set of elements w in a* such that the eigenspace

VY ={v e VIVX € qa, dp(X)v = w(X)v}

is nonzero, where dp is the tangent map of p from g to End(V). By definition, we see that
w is the differential of a character on A, which is a weight. We define a partial order on the
restricted weights: For wq,ws in X(p),

w1 > Wy < wy — we is a sum of positive roots.

If w is in X(p), then we say that w is a weight of V' and a vector v in V¥ is said to have weight w.
We call p proximal if there exists x in X(p) which is greater than the other weights and such that
VX is of dimension 1. We should pay attention that a proximal representation is not supposed
to be irreducible. An advantage of the splitness of G is that all the irreducible representations
are proximal, which will be extensively used later on.

Suppose that (p,V') is an irreducible representation. Let x € a* be the highest weight
of (p,V). We write V, , = p(g)VX for n = gn,, which is well defined because the parabolic
subgroup P fixes the subspace VX. This gives a map from & to PV by

P =PV, n= Vi (2.1)

In the case of split reductive groups, for a character xy on A, there exists an irreducible
algebraic representation with highest weight y if and only if x is a dominant weight [Tit71]. Let

©,={aelIl: x —ais a weight of p}.
By Lemma 2.2, we have

Lemma 2.3. Let (pa, Va)acn be a family of representations such that the highest weight of pa,
is Xa- Then we have ©,, = {a} and the product of the maps given by (2.1)

P — [[ PVar 1= (Vyaimac,
acll

is an embedding of & into the product of projective spaces.

Lemma 2.4. Let (p,V) be an irreducible representation of G with highest weight x. Then
©, = {a} is equivalent to say that x(Ha) > 0 for only one simple root .

Proof. Consider the representation of the Lie algebra s, =< Hg, X4, Y. > on v of highest
weight. By the classification of the representations of sly, we know that Y v # 0 if and only
if x(H,) > 0. The vector Y,v is the only way to obtain a vector of weight x — a by [Ser66,
Chapter 7, Proposition 2]. The proof is complete. O

Definition 2.5 (Super proximal representation). Let (p, V') be an irreducible representation of
G with highest weight x. We call V' super proximal if the exterior square N*V is also prozimal.
This is equivalent to ©, = {a}, and VX~ is of dimension 1 for some simple root .

Lemma 2.6. If the highest weight x of an irreducible representation satisfies x(Hy) > 0 for
only one simple root a, then this representation is super proximal.
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Proof. Because the central part of GG preserves eigenspaces of A. It is also an irreducible repre-
sentation of the semisimple part. It will be thus sufficient to prove the semisimple case.

Let a be the simple root. Let v be a nonzero vector with highest weight x. By [Ser66,
Chapter 7, Proposition 2], the representation V' is generated by vectors Yg, ---Yp, v, where

b1, ..., B, are positive roots. Hence a vector of weight x — o can only be obtained by Y,v. The
dimension of VX% is no greater than 1. Since x — « is a weight due to Lemma 2.4, the proof
is complete. O

For x € a*, if it is a weight, we will use x! to denote its corresponding algebraic character
in X(A). By the definition of eigenspace VX, we have

Lemma 2.7. Let (p, V) be an irreducible representation of G. Let X! be an algebraic character
of A. For a in A and v € VX, we have

This lemma will be used to determine the sign in Section 2.5.

Representations and good norms

Definition 2.8. Let || - || be an euclidean norm on a representation (p,V) of G. We call || - || a
good norm if p(A) is symmetric and p(K) preserves the norm.

By [Hel79], [BQ16, Lemma 6.33], good norms exist on every representation of G. One
advantage of good norm is that for v,u in V and ¢ in G

(p(g)v,u) = (v, p(8(g~ " )u)),

where 6 is the Cartan involution. The above equation is true because it is true for g in A and
K. This means that for good norm we have

tp(g) = p(B(g™ ). (2.2)

The application (2.1) enables us to get information on & from the representations. For an
element g in GL(V'), let ||g|| be its operator norm.

Lemma 2.9. Let G be a connected reductive R-group. Let (p, V') be an irreducible linear repre-
sentation of G with good norm. Let x be the highest weight of V. For n in & and a non-zero
vector v € V, ,,, we have

% — exp(xalg. ), (2.3)

lp(9)ll = exp(xx(g))- (2.4)

Please see [BQ16, Lemma 8.17] for the proof.

Examples

For the group GL,, 1, the maximal torus A can be taken as the diagonal subgroup and
the Lie algebra a is the set of diagonal matrices. The Lie algebra b is the subset of a with
trace zero. For X in a, we write X = diag(xi,...,2Zm41) with x; € R. The Lie algebra
c={X €a|xy =29="--=2xms1}. Let \; in a* be the linear map given by \;(X) = z;. The
root system R is given by

R={\N —)\jli#j, andi,j € {1,...,m+1}}.

11



A choice of positive roots is \; — A\j with ¢ < j. The set of simple roots is IT = {\; — \j1]i =
1,...,m}. Let a; = A\; — Aj+1. The Weyl chamber is

a+:{X6a|x12x22---2me}.

The fundamental weights are @w,, = A1 + -+ A; for i = 1,...,m on b. The weight x,, has the
same form as w,, in a. The weight wy, is equal to xq, — #H(A1+' -+ Am+1). The representations
Va, are given by V,,, = AR™F! for 4 = 1,...,m. The maximal compact subgroup K is O(m+1)
and the parabolic group P is the upper triangular subgroup and N is the subgroup of P with
all the diagonal entries equal to 1. The flag variety &2 is the set of all flags

W1CW2C"'CWm,

where W; is a subspace of R™*! of dimension i.

Let € ; be the square matrix of dimension m + 1 with the only nonzero entry at the i-th
row and j-th column, which equals 1. The element H,, is €; — €j4+1,i+1. The element X,,,Y,,
are given by €; i1, €414 The Cartan involution 6 is the additive inverse of the transpose, that
is (X) = —'X for X in a.

The Weyl group W is isomorphic to the symmetric group .#,,+1. The action on a is simply
given by the permutation of coordinates and the element wg sends X = diag(z1,...,Zm41) to
woX = diag(zm+1,-..,21)-

2.2 Linear actions on vector spaces

Let V be a vector space with an euclidean norm. Then we have an induced norm on its
dual space V*, tensor products ®7V and exterior powers AV
For x = Rv, 2’ = Rv' in PV, we define the distance between z, z’ by

_ oA

d N4z 70
@2) =

(2.5)

This distance has the advantage that it behaves well under the action of GL(V'). See for example
Lemma 2.11. For y = Rf in PV*, let y* = P(ker f) C PV be a hyperplane in PV. For z = Rv
in PV, we define the distance of z to y by

1)
o) = 1Al

which is explained by 6(z,y) = d(z,y*) = min,, ¢, 1 d(z,2'). Let Ky be the compact group
of GL(V') which preserves the norm. Let A‘J; be the set of diagonal elements such that {a =
diag(ay, -+ ,aq)|lar > ag > -+ > aq}, under the basis {e1, -+ ,eq}. Let A¢+ be the interior of
A‘J;. For g in GL(V'), by the Cartan decomposition we can choose

g = kgagly, where ay € A}, and k¢, {, € Ky (2.6)

Let e be the dual basis. Let xg/f = Rkgyey and y* = R*,et be the density points of g on PV

and ‘g on PV*, which is unique and independent of the choice of basis when a4 is in A‘JTL. For
r>0and g in GL(V), let

b{%g(r) ={ze IP’V|d(x,x3/[) <r},
B{/’fg(r) ={z € IF’V](S(x,y;”) >r}.

These two sets play an important role when we want to get some ping-pong property. The
elements in the set B@Q(r) have distance at least r to the hyperplane determined by yg".

12



Distance and norm

We start with a general g in GL(V'), where V is a finite-dimensional vector space with
euclidean norm. We need some technical distance control. These are quantitative versions of

the same controls in [Qui02, Lemma 2.5, 4.3, 6.5].

For g in GL(V') and x = Rv € PV, we define an additive cocycle oy : GL(V) x PV — R by

lovl]
ol

ov(g,z) =log
This is called a cocycle, because for g, h in G we have

O'V(gh,CC) = O-V(ga hCC) + O-V(h?x)‘

Lemma 2.10 (Lemma 14.2 in [BQ16]). For any g in GL(V') and x in PV, we have

g
6(z,yy") < <L
777 gllvll

For g in GL(V), let = It
or g in GL(V), let 712(9) == o5

Lemma 2.11. Let § > 0. For g in GL(V), if B = v12(g) < &%, then

e the action of g on Bag(é) is B62-Lipschitz and
9BY,y(8) € by(8371) € by (),

e the restriction of the real valued function oy (g,-) on B"}lg(é) is 26~ '-Lipschitz.

Proof. Due to [BQ16, Lem 14.2],

Hence
d(gx,z)") < Bo(x,yy )t < BOT,

which implies the inclusion.
For z = Rv and 2’ = Rv' in By} (9), by (2.8), we have

lgv Ago'll o Ao Tlellle'] L
d g.%',g.%', = < Y1,2(9 d z,T d )
(92,92°) = SN o el Tigolllgoy < Y120 )

which implies the Lipschitz property of g.
For the Lipschitz property of oy (g, ), please see [BQ16, Lemma 17.11].

2.7)

(2.8)

O

For two different points z = Rv and 2’ = Rv' in PV, we write z A2’ = R(v Av') € P(A2V).

Lemma 2.12. For any g in GL(V') and two different points x = Rv, 2’ = Rv' in PV, we have

d(gz, gz')
/ m )
7172(9)5('%. Nz 7y/\2g) S d(CC,,I/) .

Proof. By definition and (2.8), we have

Agvll o A vl il
d /:HQU > Sz AN,y )d(x, o).
92:97) = e m o ol Tgolllg = 7200°0 A 28 )

The proof is complete.
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2.3 Actions on Flag varieties
Representations and Density points

Now, suppose that V is a representation of G with a good norm. Recall that VX is the
eigenspace of the highest weight y. Let V* be the dual space of V. The representation of G
on V* is the dual representation given by: for ¢ € G and f € V*, let p*(g)f = 'p(g~')f. This
definition gives

p*(9)f(p(g)v) = 'p(g™ ") f(p(g)v) = f(v), (2.10)

for f in V* and v in V. Then the highest weight of V* is tx. The following results explain the
relation between different definitions by using combinatorial information on root systems and
representations.

Lemma 2.13. For an irreducible representation V' of G with highest weight x,
Vi = VX (2.11)
Proof. This can be verified as follows: For X in a and v in VX,

dp(X)p(wo)v = p(wo)dp(woX)v = x(woX)p(wo)v = (wox)(X)p(wo)v.
The proof is complete. O

Lemma 2.14. Let V be a proximal representation of G with highest weight x. Then we have

Zo(g) = PUkg) VX and yiiyy = To(lg) (V)X (2.12)

If V' is irreducible, then we have

M Y%
Tolg) = Vit and Ypigy = Viy e

Proof. Let {e1,...,eq} be an orthonormal basis of V' composed of eigenvectors of p(A) such that
e1 € VX. Then p(A) is diagonal. For exp(X) € A*, since y is the highest weight, we have

a1 = exp(x(X)) > az,...,aq.

By the definition of a good norm, p(K) preserves the norm. Hence for g in G, the formula
p(g) = p(kqg)p(ag)p(y) is a decomposition which satisfies (2.6) in the previous paragraph with

some permutation of {es,...,eq}. But these permutations do not change the density points.
Hence we have xf)\/([g) =Rp(kg)er = p(ky)VX. If V is irreducible we have xf)\/([g) = Vi -

In the dual space, we can verify that e] has weight —x, which is the lowest weight in weights
of V*. By the same argument as in PV, we have

Uplg) = R'p(Lg)er = *p(Lg) (V)X

We also have a map from & to PV*. Hence by (2.11) with representation V* and weight ¢y,

we know V} . = (V*)"0X = (V*)7X. For ¢ = g(, in &, by definition,

e = 9V, =9V (2.13)

Since V is irreducible, by (2.13) we have Ynlg) = Ep(Lg)(V*) X = p* (L) (V) X =V O

DY
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Distance on Flag varieties

For « in II, we abbreviate V. ,, VL’;O”C to Vi, V;C‘ For g in GG, by Lemma 2.14, we find

x%(g) - Va,né” and yZl(g) = V;’an. For n,n’ in 2, let
da(n,n') = d(Vam: Vaay)

be its distance between their images in PV,. We define a distance on the flag variety. It is the
maximal distance induced by projections,

d(n, ') = maxd(Vay, Vo). (2.14)
ac
We have another embedding of the flag variety
2 = [[Pv).

acll
For ¢ = k¢, € &2, by definition, we have Vac=kVy. . Forne & and ( € &, we set

d(n,¢) = 21611111 5(Va,n, o’f,g)-

In particular, because the images of 1, (, in PV,,, PV} are VXe (V*)7Xe we know 6(Vi,y, , V;,Co) =
O(VXe (V*)™Xe) =1, and then
(105 Co) = 1. (2.15)

We write
b%y(r) ={z € PVa|d($,x%(g)) <r},

By, 4(r) ={z € PVo|d(z,y)! ) =T}
They are subsets of PV,. Write
by (r) = {n € PNa €L, Vay € by, ,(r)} = {n € Pld(n,ng") <r},
Bgi(r) = {n € PNaell, Vo, € By, 4(r)} = {n € Z6(n, (") > r}.
They are subsets of &2.

Distance and norm

We need a multidimensional version of the lemmas in Section 2.2. They are about the
similar quantities on flag varieties. The idea is to use all the representations p,. There exists
C1 > 0 such that for any element X in b, we have

1
& 8P [xa(X)| < X < Crsup [xa(X)]. (2.16)
1 a€ll a€ll

Using Lemma 2.9, (2.16) and o(g,n) — k(g9) € b, we deduce the following two lemmas from
Lemma 2.10 and Lemma 2.11

Lemma 2.15. For g in G and n in &,
llo(g,m) — K(g)ll < Ci[logd(n, ¢g")].
For ¢ in G and « € 11, by Lemma 2.9,

H A pa(g)H (2xa—a—2xa)k(9) —ak(g)
120Pal9) = 7 =€ “ =e -
e PRAIE
Let

v(g) = sulﬁ e~ l9), (2.17)
ae

We call it the gap of g.
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Lemma 2.16. Let § > 0. For g in G, if B = ~(g) < 62, then
e the action of g on By'(6) is B8~ 2-Lipschitz and

9By (8) C by (B6~1) C b)Y (),

e the restriction of the a-valued function o(g,-) on BJ*(6) is O(6~1)-Lipschitz.

These properties tell us that the action of an element g on a large set of the flag variety &2
behaves like uniformly contracting map.

We also need to compare the distance on the projective space and the flag variety. Recall
that the map from & to PV is defined in (2.1).

Lemma 2.17. Let (p,V) be an irreducible representation of G with highest weight x. There
exists a constant C' > 0 depending on the chosen norm such that for n,n' in 2,

d(Va, Vi) < Cd(m,7). (2.18)

The intuition is that a differentiable map between two compact Riemannian manifolds is
Lipschitz. For more details, please see Lemma 5.8 in Appendix 5.2.
2.4 Actions on the tangent bundle of the Flag variety

In this section, we will study the action of G on the tangent bundle of &Z. Recall that
P ~ G/P is the flag variety and P = AN is a parabolic subgroup.
We first study the tangent bundle of the homogeneous space

Py = G/AN.

Recall that A, is the analytical connected component of A, given by exp(a). Note that the left
action of K on & is simply transitive (due to the Iwasawa decomposition in split case). Let z,
be the base point A, N in ;. We can identify the left K-invariant vector fields as

T.,% = T.,(G/AcN) ~ g/p.
Hence the tangent bundle of &7y has an isomorphism
TPy~ Py x g/p,

that is because we can identify the tangent space at z, and z = kz, by the left action of k.
We denote by (2,Y) a point of T %y where z is in &y and Y is in g/p. We use elements in
nT = @uep+y @ as representative elements in g/p.

Then we describe the left action of G on TZ?y. Take Y in g=% and z = kz, in &. For g in
G, by the Iwasawa decomposition we have a unique ¥’ in K and a unique o(g, k) in a such that
gk =K'p € K exp(o(g,k))N, where p € A.N. Here (g, k) is understood as (g, kn,). Due to

gk exp(tY)z, = k'pexp(tY)z, = k' exp(tAd,Y )z,
by taking derivative at ¢ = 0, the left action of g on the tangent vector (z,Y") satisfies
Ly(2,Y) = (,Ad,Y),

where 2’ = k'n, and Ad is the adjoint action of P on g/p.

Now we restrict our attention to simple roots. Let o be a simple root. Dueto Y € g=%, we
have AdyY C Y + a+n, which implies that the unipotent part N acts trivially on (g=*+p)/p.
Due to p € exp(o(g,k))N, we have

Ad,Y = exp(—ao(g,k))Y on (g7 “ +p)/p. (2.19)
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This means that the line bundle &y x g~ is stable under the left action of GG, and we call it
the a-bundle.
The flag variety &2 is a quotient of &y by the right action of group M, due to A = M A..
We use 7 to denote the quotient map. The right action of M also induces an action on the
tangent bundle. For (2,Y) in T%y and m in M, by kexp(tY)mz, = kmexp(tAd,,—1Y)z,, we
have
Ry (kz0,Y) = (kmzo, Ad,,—1Y). (2.20)

Descending to the quotient implies that the tangent bundle of &7 satisfies
TSP ~ Py X 9/p,

which is the quotient space of &y x g/p by the equivalence relation generated by the action of
M, (2.20). As M is a subgroup of A, its adjoint action preserves the line g~* in g/p. Hence the
a-bundle on & descends to a line bundle on &?. The integral curves of the a-bundle on
are closed, and we call them a-circles on &y. At a point z = kz, in &, it is given by

Yo : R = Py, t = kexp(tKqy)zo. (2.21)

This can be verified directly, because the tangent vector of the curve at time ¢ is (74(t), Ko) =
(7a(t),Y,), due to the definition of g/p, which belongs to the a-bundle. The one parameter
subgroup {exp(tK,) : t € R} is a compact subgroup of G, which is isomorphic to SO(2). We
call it O,.

Under the right action of M, the a-circles on &y descend to the a-circles on &.

Lemma 2.18. Let x be a dominant weight such that x(Hy) =0 and let (p, V') be an irreducible
representation with highest weight x. Then the image of an a-circle in PV is a point.

Suppose in addition that the semisimple part of G is simply connected. The image of the
a-circle containing n = kn, in PV, is the projective line generated by po(k)VX> and pe,(k)V X2,

Proof. Since the a-bundle is left K-invariant, the set of a-circles are also left K-invariant. It
is sufficient to consider the a-circle containing 7,. By (2.21) and (2.1), the image of a-circle is
given by p(Oq)VX.

Consider the Lie algebra s, generated by H,, X, Y, which is isomorphic to sls. For v in
VX, we have dp(Hy)v = x(Ha)v. Due to the classification of the irreducible representation of
sly, the irreducible representation V; of s, generated by VX is of dimension x(H,) + 1.

When x satisfies x(Hy) = 0, the above argument implies that V] is a trivial representation
and p(O,) acts trivially on Vj. Hence the image of the a-circle is a point.

For simply connected case, by Xxo(Ha) = Wa(Hy) = 1, the same argument implies that V3
is of dimension 2. Another eigenspace of V; is VXe=® The group p(O,) acts as SO(2) on Vi,
which implies the result. O

Remark 2.19. If the reader knows the partial flag variety Zn_yqy, then the a-circle is simply
the fibre of the quotient map & — Pr_ioy. This point of view also implies Lemma 2.18.

Generally, the a-bundle on &2 is non trivial in the sense of line bundle.

Example 2.20. Let G be SL3(R). Recall that
a={X = diag(z1,zo,x3)| ©1 + 2 + 3 =0, x1, 22,22 € R},

and a1,y are two simple Toots given by vy = A1 — Ao and as = Ao — A3. The group M is
{e,diag(1, -1, —1),diag(—1,1,—1),diag(—1, —1,1)} ~ (Z/2Z)?. We have

Addiag(l,fl,fl)yal = a’i(diag(l, —1,-1))Yy, = —Yq,.
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In this case the action of M is nontrivial and it is not a normal subgroup of K = SO(3). The
a-bundle on &P restricted to an a-circle is roughly a Mdébius band.

In this case, aq-circles are given by {Wy C Ws}, where Wy is a fized two dimensional
subspace of R3 and W varies in one-dimensional subspaces of Wa. On the contrary, os-circles
are given by {W1 C Wy} with Wy fized and Wy varying in two planes which contain Wy. From
this description, we can easily see the G-invariance of the set of a-circles.

It is better to work on &7y, where the a-bundle is trivial. One difficulty is that in the
covering space &, we need to capture the missing information of the group M. More precisely,
for h in G and z,2' in & if hr(z), hw(2') are close, we do not know whether hz, hz’ are close
or not. This will be answered at the end of Section 2.5.

Remark 2.21. In an abstract language as in [BQ14, Lemma 4.8], we have a principal bundle
M — Py — &P, where the action of M on Py is a right action. We also have a left action of
a semigroup I' in G on Py and & (T will be taken as I, in our case). Suppose that we have a
I'-minimal set Ar in P. The lifting of Ar to Py has different possibilities. Let n be a point in
Ar and z = kz, be a lifting of n in Py. Let M, = {m € M|Tkm = Tk}, where the closure is
taken in Py. Then we have a bijection between two sets

{I" — minimal orbit in Py} «— M\ M.

In particular, if T' is a semigroup of matrices of positive entries in SLy,1+1(R), then M, = {e}
and I' has the mazimal number of minimal orbits in .

2.5 The sign group

Suppose the semisimple part of G is simply connected. Recall the notation for reductive
groups and Lie algebras. Let N~ be the subgroup with Lie algebra n~. We have a Bruhat
decomposition of the reductive group G([Bor90, 21.15]), where the main part is given by

N xMxA. xN — G.

The image U is a Zariski open subset of G and the map is injective. For elements in U, we
can define a map m to the group M, mapping an element g to the part of M in the Bruhat
decomposition.

A part of M is given by the different analytical connected components of G. Let

My =M NG° and M, :M/MO

be the quotient group. Let my(X) be the set of connected components of a topological space X
and let #mo(X) be its number of elements.

Lemma 2.22. We have M N B = M.

Proof. Recall that B= AN 2G. Due to G D K°,
MNB=MnNANZ2G)=MnN2G > MNK°.

Since M is a subset of K, we see that My = M NG° =M NK NG° =M N K° At the same
time, since G is simply connected, the group of real points ZG is connected in the Lie group
topology. Therefore

MNK°=My=MNG®°>MN2G = Mn B.

The proof is complete. O
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Let %, = G/A.BN.

Lemma 2.23. The homogeneous space &1 has the same number of connected components as
Py, that is #mo(Py) = #m0(P1) = #mo(My), and each connected component of P is isomor-
phic to &2 as topological spaces.

Proof. Since G is connected, we know A.BN C A.2G C G°. The number of connected
components of & equals to #mo(G) = #mo(H).
The degree of the covering &7 — & equals to

#(A/A.B) = #(M/M 1 B).
By Lemma 2.22, we have M N B = Mj. Hence

#(A/AeB) = #(M/My) = #mo(M1) = #70(G) = #mo(F1).
Since &2 is connected, the result follows. O

Hence, the M) part of m(g) can be determined by seeing in which connected component
of G the element g is. We want to know for two near elements g,¢’ in G, whether we have
m(g) = m(g’) or not.

In order to study the My part, we will use representations defined in Lemma 2.3 to give
another description of the sign group. This is in the same spirit as the treatment of the sign
group M in [Ben05]. Let v, be a non-zero eigenvector with highest weight x, in V,. Let sg be
the sign function on R.

Lemma 2.24. For g in U, we have
58(Vas pa(9)va) = Xh(m(g)),
where XEX is the corresponding algebraic character on A of the weight xa.
Proof. Since v, is N-invariant and the Cartan involution §# maps N~ to N, by (2.2)
(Vas pa(NTM AN )va) = (* pa(N7)va; pa(MAN)va) = (pa(0(N7))vas pa(M AN )va)
= (Pa(N)va; pa(MAcN)va) = (va, pa(MAc)va).
The action of A, does not change the sign, hence by Lemma 2.7 we have

88(Va, pa(9)Va) = 58(Va pa(m(g))va) = Xﬁa(m(g))-

The proof is complete. O

We are in the simply connected case and we have X(B) = @,¢cr1Zw,. Due to My = M N B,
we know that Xﬁa(m) = (Ijg{(m) for m in My. By B ~ (R*)#! the common kernel of all the
characters is the neutral element. Therefore

Lemma 2.25. The function I crr Xg, : My — R#IL given by

Maen Xﬁa(m) = (Xg(m))aen for m € Moy,

15 injective.
Definition 2.26. We define the sign function from G x G to M U {0} by

n(g.g) = m(0(g ")) i 0(g g €T,
99 0 if not,

where g,g" are in G and 0 is the Cartan involution.
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This definition exploits the relation between g and ¢’. More precisely, for u,v in V,, we have
(v, pa(0(g~ 1) g u) = (pagv, pag'u), which explains the definition. Due to #(N) = N~, the sign
function m factors through G/A.N x G/A.N = Py x P,.

We now explain the sign function for the case GLy(R). We only need to consider the

representation of GLa(R) on R2. Let vy = <(1)> be a vector with highest weight in R?. Then

(v0,0(g~1)g"vo) = {(gvo, g'vo),

which is the inner product of the first column of g and ¢’. The sign function is used to determine
whether these two vectors gvg, ¢'vg have an acute angle and whether g and ¢’ are in the same
connected component.

By the Bruhat decomposition, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 2.27. For g,¢' in G and m in M, we have

m(g, g'm) = m(gm, g') = m(g, g')m.

Lemma 2.28. Take a Cartan decomposition of g, that is g = kgagly € KATK. Then for h in
G,
m(ky, gh) = m(ﬁ;l, h).

The key observation here is that the sign function is locally constant. Recall that (,
is point in & and its image in PV} is the linear functional on V,, which vanishes on the
hyperplane perpendicular to VX«. Recall that §(n,{) = minger 5(Vam,Vof7<) and d(n,n') =
maxXaert (Vo Vo)

Lemma 2.29. For g € G — U, we have

5(gn0, Co) = 0 and d(gns,m0) = 1.

Proof. By Bruhat’s decomposition, we know that g € N~ A,wN for some non-trivial element w
in the Weyl group. Then the action of w on b* is non-trivial, there exists a simple root a such
that w(xa) # Xa-

Then pa(9)va = pa(N"MAc(9))pa(w)ve, where N™M Ac(g) is the corresponding part of
g in the Bruhat decomposition. The vector p,(w)v, is of weight w(xa) < xa by the definition
of highest weight and po (N~ M Ac(g))pa(w)v, is a linear combination of vectors of weight less
than or equal to w(x,). Since vectors of different weights are orthogonal, we obtain

5(V04797707 V;,go) = (Va, pa(9)va) = 0

and

10 (9)(va) A va
v O,Va, = =1.
Vasgna: Vauma) = =y ol

The proof is complete. O

Lemma 2.30. For ky, ko, ks in K, if 6(kano, k1) > d(kane, ksn,), then

m(ky, ko) = m(ky, k3)m(ks, k3).

Proof. By Lemma 2.27, it is sufficient to consider k; € K°. By definition and (2.10), we have
0(kano, k1(,) = 5(k‘flk2no, (o) and m(ky, ko) = m(id, szlkzg). Hence, we can suppose that kq =
e, the identity element in K. By d(ks'kano,m0) = d(kato, k3no) < 1 and Lemma 2.29, we
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Figure 1: Angle

have m(kq,k3) € M. Lemma 2.24 and Lemma 2.25 imply that it is sufficient to prove that if
0(kano, Co) > d(kamo, k3no,) and m(ks, k3) = e, then for every simple root o we have

Sg(”aa pa(kZ)vOé> - Sg(”Om pa(k3)va>'

Fix a simple root « in II. Abbreviate vy, pa(k2)Va, pa(ks)va to v1,ve,v3. Let ¥ be the
angle between the vector v and the hyperplane v% and let 15 be the angle between vy and vs.
Due to m(ks, k3) = e, by Lemma 2.24 this implies

0< (’Ul, k51k31)1> = <k:2v1,k3v1> = <’L)2,’L)3>,

hence the angle 5 is acute. The image of (y in PV} is given by R(v1,-). The hypothesis
0(kano, Co) > d(kane, ksn,) implies that

sind; = (vi,v2) > ||Jva A vg| = sinVs.

Hence ¥ < 1 and vy, v3 are in the same side of the hyperplane vll, which implies sg(vy,va) =
sg(vy,v3). Please see figure 1. O

We state a consequence of Lemma 2.30 which will be used in Section 4.2 to get independence
of certain measures \;.

Lemma 2.31. Let § <1/2, let g,h be in G and k, k' in K. If h,k, k" satisfy
d(kno, k'no) < 6, kno, k'no € By(8),my" € By'(36) and ~y(h) < &7,

then
w(kg, ghk) = m(€; " Wk )m(k, K.

Proof. By Lemma 2.27, it is sufficient to prove the case m(k, k') = e and k, k' in K°. By Lemma
2.28,

m(kg, ghk) = m((, ", hk). (2.22)
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Denote ko, k'n, by 1,77. Then by Lemma 2.16, we have hn, hr) € b (8) C B}'(26). Hence by
d(hn,hn') <26 < 6(hn, () = 5(h77,€;1C0) and Lemma 2.30, we have

m(¢; ", hk) = m(f, ', bk Ym(hk, hE'). (2.23)

The main point here is to use the following lemma.

Lemma 2.32. Under the same assumption as in Lemma 2.31, we have

m(hk, hk') = m(k, k).

Combined with (2.22) and (2.23), the proof is complete. O
Proof of Lemma 2.32. Without loss of generality, suppose that m(k, k') = e. Due to k7, €
Bj™(6), we can chose a ¢, in the Cartan decomposition h = kpaply such that m(ﬁfll,k) = e.

By Lemma 2.30, the hypothesis that 5(1@770,(}:1(0) > § > d(kno,k'n,) implies m(fﬁl,k’)
m(¢; ' k) = e. By Lemma 2.28, we conclude that e = m(ky, hk) = m(¢; 1 k) = m(¢, ', k') =
m(kp, hk'). Here we need a distance dy on 2y, which is defined in Appendix 5.2. Let z = kz,
and 2’ = k'z,. By Lemma 5.9 with z, = kj,z,

do(hz,hz') < do(hz, z,) + do(zn, h2') < d(hkne,ni) + d(n , hk'n,). (2.24)

Hence by (2.24), we have dy(hz,hz') < 26 < 1, which implies m(hk, hk’) = e due to Lemma
5.9. U

The proof of Lemma 2.32 also says that if z, 2’ are close and away from the bad subvariety
defined by h, and if the gap of h is large, then hz, hz' are also close.

2.6 Derivative

Suppose in addition that the semisimple part of G is simply connected except Lemma 2.38.
Let ¢ be a C! function on &,. We will give some property of the directional derivative of ¢.
We write 0, for the directional derivative dy, ¢, where « is a simple root.

Definition 2.33 (Arc length). Let z1, zo be two points in the same a-circle in Py. If m(z1,z2) =
e, we define the arc length distance between z1, zo by

da(z1,22) := arcsind(mz1, m22).

Remark 2.34. This is a restriction of the left K-invariant distance, which can be induced by
the K-invariant Riemann metric di in the appendix.

Lemma 2.35 (The Newton-Leibniz formula). Let 21,22 be two points in the same a-circle on
Py such that m(z1,22) = e. Let uw = da(z1,22) and let v : [0,u] — Py be the curve in the
a-circle connecting z1, zo with unit speed (in the sense of arc length). Then for g in G

o(gz1) — p(gz2) = i/o 8acpg,y(s)e*a”(g’“’(s))ds, (2.25)

where the sign only depends on the direction of ~y.

Remark 2.36. The a-circle already has an orientation given by Y. The sign is negative if the
curve vy is negatively oriented.
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Proof. Without loss of generality, suppose that ~ is positively oriented. Recall that K, =
Y, — X, for a € II. The images of K, and Y, coincide in g/p. Then ko = ki exp(uK,) and
v(s) = k1 exp(sKy)zo for s € [0,u]. By the Newton-Leibniz formula and (2.19) we have

u

(,0(922)—(,0(92’1) :/0 d(pg'y(s)dg'y(s)KadS:/o d(pg'y(s)dg'y(s)yozds
:/0 dpg(s) exp(—aa(g,’y(s)))Yads:/O 8acpgv(s)e_aa(g’7(s))ds.

The proof is complete. O

For m in M and « in II, by Lemma 2.7 with the adjoint representation of G on g, due to
Y, € g7, we have Ad,,Y, = (—a)f(m)Y, = of(m) 'Y, = af(m)Y,. The last equality is due to
of(m) € {#1}. Thanks to (2.20), we have

Lemma 2.37. Let m be in M and let ¢ be a C' function on Py which is right M-invariant.
We have for z = kz, in Py
aa‘pkmzo = aﬁ(m)aoﬁpz-

We say a function ¢ on & is the lift of a function on PV,, if there exists a function ¢ on
PV, such that for z = kz, € &,

©(2) = 1(Vakn,)-
By Lemma 2.18, we have

Lemma 2.38. Suppose G is a connected R-split reductive R-group. If ¢ is a C' function on
Py, which is the lift of a C' function on PV, then

Owp =0 for o # a,ad’ €11

2.7 Changing Flags

Suppose in addition that the semisimple part of G is simply connected. This part is trivial
for SLy(R), where the flag variety P(R?) is a single a-orbit. In this section, we suppose that the
semisimple rank m is no less than two.

On the flag variety, we have many directions in the tangent space. Roughly speaking, the
action of ¢ is contracting and the contraction speed on Y, is given by e~ o € R*. Due
to k(g) being in the Weyl chamber a™, the slowest directions are given by simple roots. Other
directions are negligible. The main result Lemma 2.46 is a quantitative version of this intuition.

We have already seen that if two points 1,7’ are in the same a-circle, then we have a nice
formula for the difference of the value of a real function ¢ at gn and gn’, where g € G. We want
to compute this for 1,7’ in general position. This is a new difficulty in higher rank.

If we are on the euclidean space E™ and we are only allowed to move along the directions
of coordinate vectors, for any two points z,2’, we can walk from x to ' with at most n moves.
But this is not true for the flag variety &?. Suppose that we are only allowed to move along
circles with o € II. Then for two general points n,7" in £, it takes more than m = #II moves
to walk from one point to the other point. We try to move in each « circle at most one time
and to make the resulting points as close as possible.

Recall that V' is a finite-dimensional vector space with euclidean norm. Let [ = R(v; A v2)
be a point in P(A%2V), which is also a projective line in PV.

Lemma 2.39. Let x = Rwy be a point in PV and | = R(v1 A va) be a projective line in PV.

Then we have

N vy A
d(l,z) == mind(z', z) = l[vs A vz A ||
el lor A va[Jwr |
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Proof. The geometric meaning of |jv; A v A wq|| is the volume of the parallelepiped generated
by three vectors v1,v9,wy. This volume can also be calculated as the product of the area of the
parallelogram generated by v; and ve, that is ||v; A v2]|, and the distance of wy to the plane
generated by v and vy, that is d(w;, Span(vy, v2)). Hence, we have the formula

llvr Avg Awrl| = ||vr A vel|d(wy, Span(vy, v2)). (2.26)

The distance d(wy, Span(v1,v2)) equals ||wy||d(l, z), because the geometric sense of d(l, z) is the
sine of the angle between the vector wy and the plane Span(vi,ve). Together with (2.26), we
have the result . O

Lemma 2.40. Let x be a point in PV and | be a projective line in PV. If g € GL(V') satisfies
that 5(x,ygl),6(l,yln\ég) > 0, then
d(gl, gx) <6y 3(9)d(l, ),

/\3
where v1,3(g) = ||A”29||g||“9||'

Compared with Lemma 2.12, we see that with more degree of freedom the contracting speed
is significantly greater.

Proof. By definition and the fact that [ = R(v; A va),z = Rw;, we have

_ A% g(on Ava) Agun |l A% gllllon Ava Al

d(gl, gz) = =< ;
1A% g(vr Awvg)llllgwll = [ A% g(vr Ava)llllguwn ]
Then by Lemma 2.10, we have
A3 Avg A A3
dgtgr) < gl v Awl Al
82| A2 gllllor Avallllgllllwll 62l A2 gllllgl

The proof is complete. O

We can also prove Lemma 2.40 by finding a point 2’ = Rv’ € [ such that v’ Aw; is orthogonal
to the vector of highest weight in A?V. Then the distance between gz’ and gz will be roughly
71.3(9)-

We will start to change the flags. Recall that for @ € II and 1,7 in £, the function
do(n,m') is the distance between the images of  and 7' in PV,,. If one wants to change a flag
in the a-circle in &, there are some constraints from the structure of flags. We introduce the
following definition which explains the constraint.

By Lemma 2.18, we have

Lemma 2.41. The image of the a-circle of n in PV, is a projective line and we call it ly,.
Seen as an element in P(A?V,), the element o, is actually in PVay, o C P(A?V,).

Example 2.42. If G = SLy,+1(R). Let
U:{Wl CWyC- - CWpp :Rm+1}

be a flag in &. Recall that W, is a r-dimensional subspace of R™ 1. Take Wy = {0}. Let i, be the
natural embedding of the Grassmannian to projective spaces, that is G,(R™*!) — P(ATR™TL),
In this case, we see that

Loy = tr(Wrp1 D W, D W,_y),

as a projective line in P(ATR™4L), which is the image of all the r-dimensional subspace W/ of
R™ such that W,_1 C W) C Wyy1.
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Definition 2.43. Let (no,m,...,nx) be a sequence of points in &2. We call it a chain if any
consecutive elements n;,ni+1 are in the same a-circle for some o € 11, and we write o(n;, Mi+1)
for this simple root. Let II(ng,...,nx) be the set of simple roots appearing in the chain, that is

(no, - - me) = {a € I i, a(n;, nip1) = ab.

Lemma 2.44. Let (no,...,m) be a chain and let o be a simple root such that o & (ng,...,m).
Then the image of the chain in PV, is a single point, that is

Vam; = Ve, Vi =1,...,1
Iffo/r' any Oé/ & H(T]O, e ,7’”)7 we have that 1% +O/ is not a TOOt} then
lavnj = laﬂ?o’ Vi=1,...,1

Proof. The first equality is direct consequence of Lemma 2.18 and the relation x(Hy) = daar-

For the second equality, let &’ be a simple root in II(7p, ..., n). The projective line Iy, in
PV, is uniquely determined by the image of 1 in PV5,,_,. Hence we only need to understand
the image of o/-circle in PV5,, . By definition,

(2Xa — @) (Hy) = 2000/ — a(Hy).

Since «a + o is not a root, we know a(Hy ) = 0 and (2xq — @)(Hy) = 0. By Lemma 2.18, the
image of o’-circle in PVay—a is point. Hence lo g = lapy = -+ = lay,- O

The Coxeter diagram of an irreducible root system is a tree, modulo the multiplicities of
edges. We can find a disjoint union II; and Il of vertices such that there is no edge whose two
endpoints are in the same II;. In the Coxeter diagram, two simple roots «, o are connected by
an edge if and only if o + o/ is a root. Hence, we have

Lemma 2.45. We can separate 11 into a disjoint union 11y and Ils such that for a, o’ in the
same atom 11;,
a+a' is not a root.

Let [y = #I1; and [, = #1Ils. Now, we state our main result of this part, which will be used
in the main approximation (Proposition 4.12).

Lemma 2.46. Let 1,1 be two points in &2 and let g be in G. If for o € 11y,
SV s Ypa())> 0lains Yn2p, (g)) > 0

for a € 1,
(Vo ypni(g))’ 0o Yn2p, (9)) > 6,

then we can find two chains (1 =no,m,...,m) and (n' =ny,ny,...,m,) such that

d(gn;, gni+1) = dalgnj, gnj+1) = da(gn, gn') + O3~ 2Be=F9), (2.27)

where a = a(n;,nj+1) € i and different j correspond to different roots; similarly for n' with
e We also have that for all o € 11

da(gm, . gni,) < Be 9572, (2.28)
where [ is the gap of g, that is B = ~(g) = maxaen{e_o‘“(g)}.
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The point is that the contraction speed 3 implies that the term 6-28e~2%(9) is of smaller
magnitude than e~®*(9). The objective is to walk from gn to ¢gn’ only through « circles and to
preserve information of distance. Since we can neglect error term, it is simpler to walk from gn
to gm, through some « circles and to walk from gn’ to 9771,2 through the other « circles, which
means the corresponding simple roots are different from the one for the first walk. After this
operation, the distance between g1, and 9771,2 is negligible, due to (2.28). The distance of the
move in the « circle is approximately the distance between the images of gn and gn’ in PV, due
to (2.27).

Proof of Lemma 2.46. If we have already found (no,...,n;) and j < [y, we want to find 7;,1.
Let o € IT; be not in II(no, . ..,n;). Hence by Lemma 2.44,

V.

;1

= Van = Vo (2.29)
Due to Lemma 2.45 and Lemma 2.44, we have further
lamj = lago = lay- (2.30)

We are in the situation of Lemma 2.40 with V' = V,,, 2 = V,,y and [ = l,,. Due to the
hypothesis, Lemma 2.40 and Lemma 2.41, we can find 7;,1 in the same a-circle of 7; such that

do(gnj+1:91) = d(pagVams1s PagVau) < 8 713(pag) < 02BN, (2.31)
Hence by (2.29) and (2.31),

da(gnj1,917) = dag1;1,91) = da(gn, g1) + O3> fe 7)),

which is (2.27). Please see Figure 2, where an element in the flag variety is represented by a line
with a point.

We need to verify the distance between gn;, and 9771/2- Without loss of generality, suppose
that o € II;. Then by Lemma 2.44, the construction and (2.31),

do (g, 911,) = da (g, gn') = dalgnj+1, gn') < 6 2Be=F9),

where j is the unique number such that a(n;,nj41) = o O
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Remark 2.47. In the case SL3(R), we know that A*V,, and N*V,, are isomorphic to Vg, and
Va,, respectively. The condition in Lemma 2.46 is equivalent to n,n’ in B;”((S).

In the case SLy,11(R), the representations V;, = ATR™*L are fundamental representations.
Since SLy1(R) is split, A2V, is again prozimal, but may not be irreducible. In Lemma 2.66,
we will proceed to give a control on y/’"\%(/\rg

The condition of Lemma 2.46 is not really important, what we need is that the condition is
true with a loss of exponentially small measure when we consider the random walks on G.

Lemma 2.48. Under the same assumptions and constructions as in Lemma 2.46, if we also
have n,n" € By'(0), then gn;,gn; are in bg/[(Cﬁéfz) for1<j <l and1<1<ly, where C >0
is a constant only depends on the group G.

Proof. By hypothesis, Lemma 2.16 implies that gn, gn’ € bg/f(ﬁ5_1). By (2.27),

d(gnj, gnj+1) < 28671 + 0672 e 9)) = O(852).

Hence by induction, we have gn; € bg/[ (CB6~2) for all j. Similarly the result holds for gn]. O

2.8 Random walks and Large deviation principles

The study of random walks on projective spaces and flag varieties are connected by repre-
sentation theory.

Let X be & or PV, where V is an irreducible representation of G. There is a natural group
action of G on X. Let u be a Borel probability measure on G. Then a Borel probability measure
v on X is called p-stationary if

vV=pky = /Gg*vdu(g),

where g,v is the pushforward measure of v under the action of g on X.

Lemma 2.49 (Furstenberg). Let p be a Zariski dense Borel probability measure on G. There
exists a unique p-stationary probability measure v on the flag variety and its images in the
projective spaces PV are the unique p-stationary probability measures when V' is an irreducible
representation of G.

See [Fur73], [BQ16, Proposition 10.1] for more details. In order to distinguish stationary
measures on different spaces, we use vy to denote a p-stationary measure on PV.

Definition 2.50. Let pu be a Zariski dense Borel probability measure on G. The measure 1 has
a finite exponential moment if there exists tqg > 0 such that

/Get()““(g)”dﬂ(g) < .

Remark. This definition coincides with the definition given in the introduction for matriz
groups, because in that case log|lg|| = xk(g) where x is the highest weight of a faithful rep-
resentation. This weight x is in the dual cone of a* and x(X) > || X| for X in a™.

Definition 2.51. Let u be a Zariski dense Borel probability measure with finite exponential
moment on G. The Lyapunov vector o,, is defined as the average of the Iwasawa cocycle

oy = /nya(g,n)du(g)dvm)-

Lemma 2.52. Let p be a Zariski dense Borel probability measure with finite exponential moment
on G. Then the Lyapunov vector o, is in at™, the interior of the Weyl chamber. Equivalently,
for any simple root o, we have a(o,) > 0.
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The maximal positivity of Lyapunov vector in Lemma 2.52 is due to Guivarc’h-Raugi [GR85]
and Goldsheid-Margulis [GM89]. See [BQ16, Corollary 10.15] for more details. Lemma 2.52 will
be used to show that the action of G on & is contracting in Section 4.2, where the contraction
speed is given by 8 = sup,cr{e 7" }.

In the following proposition, we give the large deviation principle for the Cartan projection.
We keep the assumption that u is a Zariski dense Borel probability measure on G with
a finite exponential moment.

Proposition 2.53. For every € > 0 there exist C,c > 0 such that for all n € N we have
g € G| Ir(g) — no,|l = ne} < Ceeen, (2.32)
See [BQ16, Thm 13.17] for more details.

Proposition 2.54. If (p, V) is an irreducible representation of G, then for every e > 0 there
exist C,c such that for all x in PV and y in PV* and n > 1 we have

w{g € G| §(z,y") <e "} < Cem o, (2.33)
w"{g € G| 5(1‘3/[,21) <e "} < Cem

See [BQ16, Prop 14.3] for more details. We need p to be proximal in Proposition 2.54, but
the representation is automatically proximal due to the splitness of G.

Proposition 2.55. For every € > 0 there exist C,c such that for allm, ¢ in & and n > 1 we
have

g € Gl 8(n)',¢) < e ™} < Ceme, (2.34)
g € Gl 6(n, (") <e "} < Ce e, (2.35)
Proposition 2.55 is a multidimensional version of Proposition 2.54.

Proposition 2.56 (Holder regularity). If (p, V') is an irreducible representation of G, then there
exist constants C > 0, ¢ > 0 such that for every y in PV* and r > 0 we have

vy ({z € PV| d(z,y) <r}) < Cr. (2.36)

The proximality of the representation is also needed in Proposition 2.56. This result is due
to Guivarc’h [Gui90]. See [BQ16, Thm 14.1] for more details. As a corollary of Proposition 2.56,
we have the following.

Corollary 2.57. If (p, V) is an irreducible representation of G with highest weight x, then there
exist constants C' > 0, ¢ > 0 such that for every y in PV* and r > 0 we have

v({n € P| 8(Vygy) <r}) < O (2.37)
Proof. By Lemma 2.49, we have
v({ne 2| 6(Vyny) <r}) =w{z € PV| (z,y) <r}).
Hence Corollary 2.57 follows from Proposition 2.56. O

For later convenience, we introduce the following definition. Let C] > 0 be a constant such
that |a(X)| < Cy||X| for all simple root o and X € b. Let C4 = 3Cy + C], where C} is defined
in (2.16).
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Definition 2.58 (Good element). Forn € Nye > 0 and n,{ € &, we say that an element h is
(n,€,m,¢) good if

lk(h) = noyl < en/Ca and 6(n, i), 8(my",¢) > 2e™"/ 4. (2.38)

Lemma 2.59. We have that h is (n,e,n,() good outside an exponentially small set, that is to
say there exist C > 0,c > 0 such that

@ {h is not (n,e,n, ) good.} < Ce "
Proof. This is due to the large deviation principle (2.32), (2.34) and (2.35). O

Lemma 2.60. Let § = e~ " and § = max,err e~ *#". Suppose that € is small enough such that
B <8 If his (n,en, Cq') good, then

y(h) < 571 < 6% and |lo(gh,n) — K(g) — no,| < en.
Proof. By hypothesis and a(no, — k(h)) < Ci|jno, — k()| < en, we have

v(h) = max e~ ") = max e~ (o —r(h)) < g5=1
a€ell acll

By Lemma 2.16, we have hn € b (v(h)/§) C b} () C B'(3). Hence by Lemma 2.15

lo(gh,n) — k(g) — noul| = llo(g, hn) — k(g) + a(h,n) —no,||
< Cyllog o(hn, (5" )| + Ci|log 6(n, ¢ )| + [|k(h) — noy|| < en.

The proof is complete. O
For later usage in Section 3, we will define another notion of goodness.
Definition 2.61. For n € N;e > 0 and ( € &, we say that an element h is (n,¢e,() good if
|k(h) —no,|| < en/Ca and §(nit,¢) > 2e~/Ca, (2.39)

Lemma 2.62. Suppose the semisimple part of G is simply connected. Let § = e¢™" and 5 =
maxqcr e ‘. There exists a flag e in &2 which is different from n, only in its image in PV,
and

Vi = VYo7, (2.40)

If his (n,€,()") good, then for n = l,:lna, we have
el (Oghm=rg)=now) ¢ [5 571 for of # a and eX>(7hm=r9)=now) < g5=L, (2.41)

Proof. The existence of 7, is guaranteed by Lemma 2.18. In the « circle of 7,, there exists a
point 7, whose image in PV, is exactly VXe~% This is the 7, that we are looking for.
Without loss of generality, we can suppose that [, = e. The image of 7, in PV, is the same
as 1, if o/ # a. Hence by (2.3), we have wyo(gh,na) = wao(gh, n,) for o # a. By (2.15), that
is 8(10, (o) = 1, the element h is (n, €,7,,(;") good. By Lemma 2.60, we obtain the first part of
(2.41).
The image of 1, in PV, is VXe~% whose weight is xo — a. Hence by (2.3), for v € VXa—@

[hol| | exp(k(h)v|
Xa0 (h,1na) = log W = log T =

(Xa — @)r(h). (2.42)
By (2.3) and (2.4), we have x(c(g,hn) — k(g)) < 0. Together with (2.42),

Xa(o(gh,n) — K(g) —noy) = xa(o(g, hn) — K(9)) + Xalo(h,n) —noy)
<(Xa — @)k(h) — nxaoy = —nao, + (xa — a@)(k(h) — noy).

By (2.39) and xo — wq € ¢, the proof is complete. O
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Example 2.63. In the case SLp,41(R),
Nay ={Re1 C - CRey ®---®Rey_1 CRey & - DReg1 B Regyg C -},
and its image in AY(R™T) is R(vg A+ Avg_1 Avger).

Let V' be a representation of G. Let Go(V') := {2-planes in V'} be the Grassmannian variety
of V. Let ¢\ : A2V — A%V be the G-equivariant projection to the sum of all the irreducible
subrepresentations of A2V with highest weight equal to .

Lemma 2.64. Let V' be an irreducible representation of G with highest weight x. For a simple
root «, let qay—o be the G-equivariant projection from A2V to A2V. There exists ¢ > 0 such that
for all v,v" inV,

S laz—aw AV = cllv AV,
a€ell

For the proof we need a lemma similar to [BQ12, Lemma 3.3].

Lemma 2.65. Under the same assumptions as in Lemma 2.64, then (,cr ker(qay—a) does not
contain any pure wedge.

Proof. Let W’ be the intersection of all the kernels, that is W’ = (o ker(g2y—a). The two sets
G2(V) and PW' are closed subvarieties of P(A%V) and G-invariant. Therefore their intersection
is again a G-invariant closed subvariety which is complete. Let B be the Borel subgroup of G,
which is solvable. By [Bor90, Thm.10.4], the action of a solvable algebraic connected group on
a complete variety has fixed points. We claim that the fixed points of B on Go(V') are the lines
with the highest weight. Then the result follows by the fact that these lines do not belong to
w’.

Suppose that there exist v,u in V such that v A is B-invariant. We can decompose v, u as
asumv =y, vy and u =), uy. Since we can replace v,u by bv, bu for b in B, which augments
the weight, we can suppose that the component of highest weight v, is non-zero. Since the
dimension of VX is 1, we can suppose that u, = 0. Let p # x be a highest weight such that
u, is nonzero. The B-invariance of R(v A ) also implies that the action of X, for o simple
roots, fixes the line. Hence X, (v Au) = Xqv Au+ v A Xqu € R Au. The weight x + p + «
is higher than all the weights appearing in v A u, hence vy, A X,u, = 0 for all simple roots a.
This implies that p = x — « for some simple root a. Therefore v A u contains v, A u,_,. Since
v Awu is also A-invariant, all the components in the weight decomposition have the same weight.

Hence v A u = vy A uy_q, which is a vector of highest weight in N2V, O
Proof of Lemma 2.64. By Lemma 2.65, we know that Lacn l‘ﬁj:;m(vm L G2(V) = Rsp is a
positive continuous function. Since G2(V') is a compact space, on which a positive continuous
function has a lower bound, the result follows. O

We want to prove a large deviation principle for a special reducible representation. This
lemma will be used in Lemma 4.11 to control y/”\ég in Lemma 2.12 and Lemma 2.46.

Lemma 2.66. Let V' be a super proximal representation of G (Definition 2.5). For € > 0 there
exist C,c > 0 such that the following holds. For x = Rv, 2’ = Rv' € PV with x # 2/, we have

p"{g € Glé(x /\:U',y%p(g)) <e My < Qe

Due to Definition 2.5, there is only one simple root « such that qu_a(/\QV) is non-zero.
Write A2V = W @ W', where W is the irreducible representation generated by the vector
corresponding to the highest weight in A2V, and W is the G—invariant complementary subspace.
Then q2x,a(/\2V) =W, and we write Priy = q2y—a-
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Proof of Lemma 2.66. By (2.12), we see that a non-zero vector in y;\”gg vanishes on W’ and y;\”gg
can be seen as an element in PW*. We only need to consider the projection of v A v/ onto W
and use the large deviation principle (2.33). By Lemma 2.64,

_ AN [FPrw(e A )] [Prwv(v Ad)|

6z na',yRky) = = > e(Pr(z A '),y
R e R v s R T A A
where f is a unit vector in y;@g. The proof is complete. O

3 Non-concentration condition

We want to verify the main input for the sum-product estimate, the non-concentration
condition, in this section. The semisimple part of G is supposed to be simply connected.

For the first time, the reader can neglect g in the left of h and think of the semisimple case
SL;+1(R). The main idea of the proof is already there. Adding ¢ is a technical step, which is
needed in its application. (We only need an additional condition on n} to control x(gh).)

3.1 Projective, Weak and Strong non-concentration

Recall that m is the semisimple rank of G and xi,---,xm are fixed weights, where we
change the subscript from a € II to i € {1,--- ,m}. The set {w;}i<i<m are the extension of
fundamental weights @; to a which vanishes on ¢ and the restriction of w; and y; to b coincide
with @;. Recall that aq,--- , a,, are the simple roots of a*. For two vectors z = (z1, - ,Zp)
and ' = (2, -+ ,2},) in R™, we write xz’ for their product (x12}, -+ ,zp2),) and (z,2’) =
> 1<j<m 17} for their inner product.

In order to distinguish different objects, we will use capital letter X to denote functions or
random variables and use small letter x to denote vectors or indeterminates.

Let L be the m x m square matrix which changes the basis (w1, ,wy,) of b* to the basis
(—ai, - ,—aup), that is L;j; = —«a;(H;). Then L is an integer matrix. Hence, we can define Eg,
a rational map from (R*)™ to (R*)? with 1 < d < m, which is given by y = E4(x) for z € (R*)™
where

Yi = ngjgml“fij-

Fix an element g in G. Let

Xy(n,hyn) = (ewr(olhm=rlg)mnon) gwm((ghm)=rlg)=now))

)

Y7 (h,n) = (e—alolghm)=rlg)=non) e =am(o(ghm)=rlg)—nou))
for n in & and h in G. By definition, EqX4(n, h,n) is the vector which is composed of the first
d components of Y (h,7), that is
degn(ha 77) = Eng (n7 h7 77)7 (31)

where pg : R™ — R? is the map which takes a vector z of R™ to the vector of R? composed of
the first d components of z. In the following argument g is fixed or g equals identity. Hence we
will abbreviate Xy, V', Y." to X, Y™, Y

We define an affine determinant Ag on (R, For d + 1 vectors y!, - ,y%t! in R?, let
T an
Ag be the determinant of the (d+ 1) x (d 4+ 1) matrix <yl o Y . >7 which is the volume of

the d + 1-dimensional parallelogram generated by vectors (y%,1) for i = 1,...,d + 1. Let ¢; be
the vector in R? with only i-th coordinate non-zero and equal to 1. By identifying e; A --- A eg
with number 1, we can also define Ay by

Ad(yl,“‘ ,yd-i-l) — Z (_1)i+d+1y1 A /\yi/\--- /\yd—I—l‘
1<i<d+1
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For d + 1 vectors z!,--- , 2% ! in R™, let By be the rational function defined by
Bd(xl’ e aderl) = Ad(dela T ,dedJrl)‘

We introduce the notation
hd+1 — (hla ey hd-}—l)a
which is an element in G+, Let

Ag(hd-i-l, 77) = Bd(X(TL, hl, 77)5 cee ,X(TL, hd+1,77))-

Definition 3.1. We say that u satisfies the projective non-concentration (PNC) on dimension
d, if for every e > 0 there exist ¢,C > 0 such that for alln in N, nin & and g in G

sup  p{h € Gl|{v, Y™ (h,n) — a] < e~} < Cemeen,
a€R,veSd—1

where v is regarded as a vector in R? x {0}™~¢ C R™.

More geometrically, this is equivalent to say that the probability of Y (h,n) being close to
an affine hyperplane is exponentially small.

Definition 3.2. We say that p satisfies the weak non-concentration (WNC) on dimension d, if
for every € > 0 there exist c¢,C > 0 such that for alln in N, nin & and g in G

(™) (i1, 0) € G| AG (g, )] < e < Cemem.

Definition 3.3. We say that p satisfies the strong non-concentration (SNC) on dimension d,
if for every € > 0 there exist ¢,C > 0 such that for alln in N, nin & and g in G

(™) gy € GO Ay, m)] < e < G

We will proceed by induction. When d = 0, we make the convention that Ag =1 and it is
trivial that SNC holds. Then

e SNC on dimension d = WNC on dimension d (By definition)
e PNC on dimension d < SNC on dimension d (Lemma 3.7)
e WNC on dimension d = PNC on dimension d (Lemma 3.9)
e SNC on dimension d — 1 = WNC on dimension d (Lemma 3.10).
In the above implications, the constants C, ¢ will change. We can conclude:
Proposition 3.4. Let u be a Zariski dense Borel probability measure on G with exponential
moment. Then u satisfies PNC on dimension m.
3.2 Away from affine hyperplanes

We need a lemma of linear algebra, which relates different non-concentrations. This lemma
is already known from [EMOO05, Lemma 7.5]. For two subsets A, B of a metric space (X, d), the
distance between A and B is defined as

d(A,B) = meliéxnnyB d(z,y).

Lemma 3.5. Let C > 0,¢ > 0. Let uy, -+ ,uqr1 be vectors in R? with length less than C.
Consider the following conditions:
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i. There exists an affine hyperplane | such that fori=1,...,d+ 1,

d(ug,l) <ec.

1. We have

Z (=D%ur A= AT A - Augpa || < e,
1<i<d+1

where w; means this term is not in the wedge product.
i1i. There exists i in {1,...,d} such that
d(u;, Span,g(ugy1,ut, ..., ui—1)) <c,
where Span,g is the affine subspace generated by the elements in the bracket.
Then i(c) = (24T C%1¢), ii(c) = dii(c/?) and iii(c) = i(c).

Proof. We first transfer the affine problem to a linear problem. Let v; = u;—ug4q fore =1,...,d.
Then v; are vectors with length less than 2C. The above three conditions are equivalent to (with
change of constants in )

i’. There exists a linear subspace [ of codimension 1 such that for¢i=1,...,d

d(vi, 1) <ec.

ii’. We have
log A= Ayl < e

ili’. There exists ¢ such that
d(v;, Span(vy,...,v;-1)) < ¢,

where Span is the linear subspace generated by the elements in the bracket.

i1i'(¢) = 4'(c): Let the hyperplane [ be Span(vq,--- ,0;, -+ ,vg). Then i'(c) follows from
it (c).
i'(c) = i’ (22C% 1e): Due to i/, the volume of the parallelogram generated by {v;}1<i<q is
less than (2C)%~'2¢, which is 44’.
i’ (¢) = iii'(c/?): Due to the same argument as in Lemma 2.39, we have a formula for the
volume,
lor A=+ Avgl| = i<i<ad(vs, Span(vi, . .., vi—1)),

from which the result follows. O

As a corollary, we have the following, which is general and deals with random variables.

Corollary 3.6. Let Xq,..., X441 be i.i.d. random vectors in R? bounded by C > 0. Letl be an
affine hyperplane in R%. Then for any ¢ > 0, we have

P{d(X1,1) < e} <P{D) (1) X3 A AX A A Xgpa || <27 0T e, (3.2)
and
P{DY (1P Xi A AXi A A X gy < ¢}
< Z P{d(X;, Span,g(Xat1, X1, , Xi1)) < ¢/}

1<i<d
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Lemma 3.7. PNC on dimension d is equivalent to SNC on dimension d.

Proof. Let X; = E4X (n,h;,n) fori=1,--- ,d+1, where h; has distribution x*”. Due to Lemma
2.60, with a loss of exponentially small measure, we can suppose that the X; are bounded by
C = e°", where €2 = ¢/(2d).

Due to (3.1), we have (v,Y"™(h;,n)) = (pgv, E4X (n, h;i,n)) = (pqv, X;). PNC asks exactly
that the probability that X; is close to a hyperplane is small. SNC means that

A% (g1, m)] = [Aa(X1, o Xap)| = D (=1 X0 A A XA A X |

is small. By (3.2), PNC on dimension d follows from SNC on dimension d.
By (3.3), SNC on dimension d follows from PNC on dimension d. O

Remark 3.8. We explain that SNC implies the stronger form of SNC, which will be used later.
Let O(d) be the orthogonal group in dimension d. The stronger form of SNC' says that for any
(b1, +pas1) € O()* @D we have

(W™ hy € G| Ag(p1 EaX (n, ha, ), - . pay1 BaX (n, hay1,m)| < e”} < Cemen,

By Lemma 3.7, SNC implies PNC. We adopt the notation in the proof of Lemma 3.7. By Lemma
3.5 and the fact that O(d) preserves the distance,
P{ll Z(—l)iﬂle A piXio A pasi Xag|l < c}
< Y P{d(piXa,b) < My = > PLA(XG, 07 ) < MY,

1<4i<d 1<4<d

where l; = Span,g(pgr1Xagr1, p1X1, -, pi—1Xi—1). Therefore SNC implies the stronger form of
SNC.

WNC is weaker than SNC, because WNC takes an extra average over £ with respect to
measure p*".

Lemma 3.9. WNC on dimension d implies PNC on dimension d.

Proof. Let § = e~". We first prove the result for 2n. Recall that h is a random variable which
takes values in G with the distribution ,u*zn. Let h = ¢1¢ such that #; and £ both have distribution
w*™. Then the cocycle property implies Y?*(h,n) = Y2"(¢14,n) = Y™ (¢1,n)Y*(¢,n). Fubini’s
theorem implies

E i=sup i {h|(v, Y2 (h,)) € B(a,0)}

< /G sup 1" {61 | (v, Y (6, ) Y3 (£, m)) € Bla, 6)}dpr™ (0).

The cocycle property is crucial here. Fix £ and fix a,v. We can write
<v’ Y"(fl, gn)yvt)n(g’ 77)> = R<UI’ Y"(ﬂl, &7»’

where R = [[vY§"(¢,n)|| > mini<j<q|Y(¢,n);|. Here v’ is a vector of norm 1, defined by
v/ =v- Y] (¢,n)/R, depending on v,l and n. By Lemma 2.59 and Lemma 2.60, for ¢ outside an
exponentially small set independent of a, v, we have R > §'/2. Therefore the condition becomes

(W', Y"™(¢1,0n)) € R~'B(a,8) C B(a/R,5"/?) and we have

E< /G sup 1 {4 (v, Y™ (61, ) € B(a, 6Y2)}du™™(€) + O, (6°), (3.4)

a,v
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where ¢ > 0 comes from the large deviation principle (Lemma 2.59). By Holder’s inequality,

/G sup i {0, Y™ (1, £n) € Bla, 6/2)}du(6)

a,v

1/(d+1) (3.5)
: (/(Supﬂ*n{gl\@’Y"(£17£77)> € B(a, 51/2)})d+1d/~6*n(€)> '

a,v

By the same argument as in the proof of Lemma 3.7
sup " {61 (v, Y™ (61, ) € Ba, 6'/%) 3!
< (W) F D ()| Af (a1, fn)] < 28} + O(6°).
Therefore, by (3.4) and (3.5), we have
B < ()P @ 1 (g, )] A5 (B, )] < 26874} 4 OL(5).

The proof for 2n is complete.
It remains to prove the same result for 2n + 1. Let h = ¢1¢ such that ¢ has distribution
1D and ¢, has distribution z*". Following the same argument, we have

B4 < (O & ) {(By oy, 0| A% (Bay, )] < 2644 + 0,(5°).
Since £ only changes the position 7, the uniformity of WNC implies that
(™) D @ D (g, )] A (has, )| < 2611}

- /e G(M*")®(d+1) @ ™ {(har1, £o)||AG (a1, a(b3m)| < 26™*}dp(ts) < 6°.
3€
The proof is complete. O

3.3 Holder regularity
In this section, we will prove
Lemma 3.10. SNC on dimension d — 1 implies WNC on dimension d.

Using other representations, we can get more information on the Iwasawa cocycle. This
idea has already been used in [Aoul3] for problem concerning transience of algebraic subvariety
of split real Lie groups. It is also used in the work of Bourgain-Gamburd on the spectral gap of
dense subgroups in SU(n), for establishing transience of subgroups.

The key tool is the following estimate. See [BQ16, Proposition 14.3] or [Gui90] for example.

Lemma 3.11. Let V be an irreducible representation of G. Let u be a Zariski dense Borel
probability measure on G with exponential moment. For every € > 0 there exist ¢,C' > 0 such
that for alln € N, v in 'V and f in V* we have

pt{e e Gl f (o) < |IF [l evfle™"} < Ceme™.

In this part, we write V; = V,,; for the fixed representation in Lemma 2.3 and we write
Vjn for the image of n € & in PVj for j = 1,...,m. Let v/ be a nonzero vector in Vj,. For
¢ in G, we abbreviate p;(£)v/ to fv7. Since v7 lives in Vj, we use the same symbol || - || for
norms on different V;, which makes no confusion. For a vector z in R™, we denote by x; the
i-th coordinate. We use upper script to denote different vectors. We want to replace w; by x;,
because x;jo(g,n) has a nice interpretation using representations (2.4). Let X? = X;j — wj, which
vanishes on b.
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Before proving Lemma 3.10, we introduce some linear algebra. We want to construct a linear
form. Recall that F, is a rational map, A, is the affine determinant, By is the composition of
Ay and Ey and

Ag(hd—kl, 77) = Bd(X(na hl, n)a s ,X(TL, hd—l—l,n)),

where

X5 (=c(h)+noy) |l ghvd | (3.6)
eXi(k(g)+noy) HUJH e ’ ’
>jsm

X (n, h,n) = (e¥i@@hm=ro)=now)y, . — <

and the second equality is due to (2.3) and

Xj(o(gh,n) — K(g) —noy,) = xj(c(gh) — c(g) — noy) = xj(c(h) —noy).

Let ‘
X'(n,n) = X(n,h;i,n). (3.7)

In order to use Lemma 3.11, we need to linearise some function related to A} (hy,41,7) with hy,
fixed. We will multiply By by its denominator and all the Galois conjugates to get a polynomial
on HX]’:HQ, which can be realized as a linear functional.

The function By can be seen as a rational function of

() = (9517 T 790d+1) = (x§)1§i§d+1,1§j§m7 where 2* = Xi(nﬂ?)-

By definition, By has a special form. Each term in B, can be expressed as a quotient of two
monomials. Let Dy be the lowest common denominator of B, such that DyB, is a polynomial
on (z). In other words, suppose that

By(zt, - ,xd+1) = Z bn H (x;)n”7

nezm@+)  1<j<m,1<i<d+1

where n is a multi index and by is the coefficient. Let ¢;; = sup, czm@+1){—n4j,0} for 1 < j <
m,1 <i<d+1. Then Dy(z) = Ili<j<m i<i<d+1(® )q”

Definition 3.12. Let F be a polynomial on (x!,--- ,xk) where z, -+, zF are vectors in R™.

Then we call F' a multi-homogeneous polynomial of degree q = (q1, -+ ,qn) € N if for £ in
(R*)™ we have
F(gxla T ,gxk;) = gqF('Ila U axk)a
where gq = Hlﬁjﬁnf?j
Let T be the finite group (Z/2Z)4 %1 which acts on RU4D by changing the sign. Let

(y) == (y', -yt = (y;‘)lﬁisdﬁ-l,ls;éd € (RY)¥1. For p € T, we write p(y) for the action
on the coeflicient y?, which is of dimension d(d + 1). Due to the definition of I', the product

yerAap(yt, ..., y?*h) is invariant under the action T, hence it is a polynomial on (y;)2 Let
Fy(at, ... z?th H Dy(z)Agp(Egat, ... Egxdth), (3.8)
pel’
then
Lemma 3.13. F; is a multi-homogeneous polynomial on ((z')?,--- , (x®1)?) with degree q =

2d(d+1)

(g1, qm) € N™ such that £ = (det(Eq(£))Da(§, -+ ,£))
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Proof. We only need to verify that Fj; is a multi-homogeneous polynomial. The fact that the
determinant is a multilinear function implies that for A and y* in R?

Ad()‘yl, te ’)\derl) = det()‘)Ad(yla t ayd+1)a (39)

where det(\) = A;---Ag. The functions E; and D, are group morphisms due to definition.
Hence we have

Ey(€x) = Eg(§)Eq(z) and Dg(Ext, -+, €29y = Dy(€, - ,€)Dy(at,- -, 2¢T1), (3.10)

Therefore by (3.8), (3.9) and (3.10), for ¢ and z* in R™,

Fd(é.wla e 7§xd+1) = H Dd(§x17 e 7§wd+1)Adp(Ed(§m1)7 U 7Ed(§$d+1))

el
B pllDd(@Clw' LT Agp(Ea(€) Ea(a), - Ea(€) Ea(a™1))
€
= pH Dy(z)Agp(Ea(z'), -+, Ea(z™1)) det(Ea(€)) Da(€, -+ ,€)
= gi‘;d(xl,--- ,zdtL),
where q is a vector in N™ such that €9 = (det(E4(€))Dg(, -+ , &) O

For hg, 1 € G and n in 2, we write
F(hd+1,77) = Fd(Xl(n,n)a s aXCH—l(nan))‘

Fix hgy 1. By (3.6) and (3.7), F is a function on v/ for 1 < j < m. Recall that v/ are vectors in
Vin. Let ‘
Fo(v!, -+ ,v™) = F(haey, n)i<jcmllv? |24

Now, we want to explain how to realize Iy as a linear functional.

Lemma 3.14. There exists a linear functional Fy on the space Vi = ®1§j§m(sym2vj)®%’ such
that ‘
Fi(@;((v")*)%7) = Fy(v', -+ ,0™).

Proof. Since F; is a multi-homogeneous polynomial (Lemma 3.13), it is sufficient to prove that
every monomial in Fy has the same property. By Definition 3.12, a monomial of Fj; is of the
form

M <j<mlicicar (€)™,

with n;; € Nand 37,4,y 15 = ¢;. The term II||v7||?% is used to compensate [[v7]| in the
denominator of X} in (3.6). Now, by multiplying [[v/||, we can view X as ||gh;v’| with some
coefficient. By (3.6) and [|ghv?||> = (ghv’, ghv7), the function (X})? is a linear functional on
Sym?2V;. Hence nggdﬂ(X;)z"U is a linear functional on (Sym?V;)®%. This is because if
we have two linear functionals f; and fo on W7 and Ws, then f;fo is the linear functional on
W1 ® Wy given by fifa(wi ® we) = fi(wy)fa(wz). Then by the same reason, the monomial
Hi,j(X]Z:)Q"U is a linear functional on Vj. In order to express the linearity of Fj, we rewrite

F1(®j((vj)2)®qj) = FO(Ulv T ’vm)’

where v/ is in Vjn and Fp is understood as a linear functional on Vj. ]
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Proof of Lemma 3.10. Recall § = max,ecre”*#". Let § = e~ 2", where the constant e; will be
determined later depending on €. We suppose that n is large enough such that 6 < 1/2, because
for small n, WNC can be obtained by enlarging the constant C.

Step 1: We take into account of measures. We want to reduce the condition of WNC on
A%} to F', which is essentially a linear functional.

For this purpose, we will bound the measure of small A} by the measure of small F'. In order
to control F//Al}(hgy41,7n), we take hgy which is  good, that means for every 4 in {1,--- ,d+1},
the group element h; is (n,e€,7,(;") good (Definition 2.58). By Lemma 2.60 and (3.6), for
1<i<d+1,1<5<m

| Xi| <ot

Since F'/A}} is a polynomial on X;, for hyy1 which is n good, we have
F/A% = Dall e pze DgAlip < 670, (3.11)
Hence by (3.11) and Lemma 2.59, we have

M = ()2 @ (b1, Ol AG (har, )] < e}

(™) @ 1 {hgyy is £y good, £ € G||Af(hayr, )| < e} + Oc, (6°)
(™ @ ™ {hgyy is £y good, £ € G||[F (hayr, )| < e~ P} + O, (6°)
(™) @ 1] (hgp, 0)]| F (g1, )] < €767} + O, (69).

IN

(3.12)

VAN VAN

Step 2: Lemma 3.14 tells us that
F(hayr,n) = Fi(@;((0?)?)9) /| |v; |4,

where F7 is a linear functional on Vp = &) j(SmeVj)®q1. To be more precise, F; will be restricted
to a linear form on W, the unique irreducible representation of V{, with maximal weight. (This
is specific for real split Lie groups)

It remains to show that for most hy,; in G+ the norm of F| is relatively
large. It is sufficient to find one n such that |F(hg1,7)| is large. We will prove that |DgAgp|
is large for each p in I', which implies that |F(hgy1,7)| is large.

1

d+1
Using the (d + 1)-th column expansion of the matrix ... y 1 >, we have
Ad(yl, .. ,yd‘H) = —Ad,l(rdyl, e ,my%y?rl + other terms
— Z (1 Ay (rigt, - ey Dyt + det(yt, - ), (3.13)
1<j<d

where r; : R? — R4 is the map forgetting the j-th coordinate. Replacing 3* by Egz, due to
reEqx’ = Eq_12%, we obtain

Ay(Egxt,--- ,Ed:nd+1) = —Ag_1(Ey_qzt,-- ,Ed_lxd)(dedH)d + other terms. (3.14)

Using SNC on dimension d— 1, we are able to give a lower bound of Ay_1(Ez 1 X!, -+, Ed,le)
with a loss of exponentially small probability of hyy1. But the problem is in other similar terms.
Due to y;Hl = ngigm(:ﬂ?‘Ll)_%(H") and the structure of the root system, the degree of xZJrl in
y}“‘l = (Eqxdtl); is

—aq(Hg) = -2 and — oj(Hg) > 0 for j < d. (3.15)

Hence, we will find an n with Xg“ < f, which makes the first term in (3.13) greater than
8¢03=2 and the other terms are less than 6.
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Now, here is the precise proof. Take hgy1 good, that means hgy 1 is (n, €2, ;") good (Defi-
nition 2.61). We take

n= leﬂnad (3.16)
as in Lemma 2.62. By Lemma 2.62

X3 e [5,671 for j # d and X3! < gL, (3.17)

Let Ty_ = (Z/27)41D4 seen as a subgroup of I, which acts on R(*~1)? Then we demand that
h, satisfies
|A_1p(hg,n)| > 6 for all p € I'y—1 and hy is 7 good. (3.18)

Recall that hy is n good means that h; is (n, 2,7, C;”) good for 1 < i < d and by Lemma 2.60
and (3.6), this implies '
Xim)€6,67"], for1<i<d,1<j<m. (3.19)

Recall that W is the unique irreducible subrepresentation of Vjy with the highest weight.
Lemma 3.15. If hqy1 is good ((n,e2,(J") good), n is taken as in (3.16) and the assumption
(3.18) is satisfied for hg, then the operator norm satisfies

1Exlw || = 6.

Proof ot Lemma 3.15. As we have already explained, it is sufficient to prove that, for p in I", we
have
DA p(ha, )| > 5°°.

The proof is similar for an arbitrary p in I'; we will only prove the case p = e.
By (3.13) and (3.14)
Dy(z)Ag(Eqzt, - Egx™) = —Ay_1(Eq12', -, Eg_12%)Dy(z) (Eqz™™)

+ > (=1 A (rBat - Ear®) Da(z) (Bgx®™™); + Da(z) det(Ega', -+, Egz?)
1<j<d
(3.20)
where r; : R? — R4 is the map forgetting the j-th coordinate. Since xZJrl only appears in
Egz®™1, by (3.15), we know that the degree of xZJrl in Dy equals ag(Hy) = 2, which implies
that
Dg(X1, . XUy < 5=Co52,

Hence by (3.17)-(3.19) and the property (3.15) that the degree of X4 in (F;X%t1), is —2, the
degree in (EdXd+1)j is non negative for j < d, we have

Dy(EgX® ™)y > 6%, |Ag 1(Bg 1 XY, Eg 1 XY)| > 60,
Dy(Eg XY, <672 |Ag 1 (rjEqX, - 1 Eg XY <67 for 1 < j < d (3.21)
and Dgdet(EgX', -, EgX?) < 6032,

By (3.20) and (3.21), we have
|DgA%| > §¢ — §=C0p2 > §C0,

The proof is complete by a good choice of e. O
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Step 3. We return to the proof of Lemma 3.10. We write fv for the vector ®;(¢(v?)?)®%
in Vy. Then Rlv is exactly the image of ¢n in PW. Using the Fubini theorem and (3.12), we
have

Afg/wawﬂy/MM%Md”m@m"&
+ O, (6).

|[F1(6v)] —ens—C 1
<e 5 Flwl
1w [ o]l

Using SNC on dimension d—1, for all p € Tyq_y, we have (1*")®2@=D{(hy)||A%_,p(hg,n)| < 6} =
O, (6¢). (This is a stronger form of SNC on dimension d — 1. Due to I'q_; € O(d — 1)*%, it
follows from Remark 3.8 that SNC implies this stronger form.) By Lemma 2.59, the set where
hd+1 is not (n, €2, Cg“) good and hy is not 1 good have exponentially small measure. Hence

M [ apnan | () (b
good h, satisfying (3.18)

(3.22)
* |F1(£v)| —en s—C ! c
o AT < e R+ 0)
[E1 w l[l€v]l “
Due to Lemma 3.15, when e is small enough with respect to €, we have (6 = e " and

[Fylw || > 6<°)
efenéfCOHF”WHfl < efen(;fCo < efen/2.

Using Lemma 3.11 with V' = W, due to fv in W we conclude that, under the condition of
Lemma 3.15,

|F1 (EIU)| —en 5—C -1 —cen
w {€ < e " F|w ] < e e, (3.23)
[Exwlllev] ‘
By (3.22) and (3.23), the proof is complete. O

3.4 Combinatoric tool

Proposition 3.16. Fiz k1 > 0. Let Cy > 0. Then there exist €3, k € N depending only on
k1 such that the following holds for T large enough depending on Cy. Let A\i,...A be Borel
measures on ([—7, —7 4| U [, 7%4])™ C R™ where ¢4 = min{es, e3k1}/10k, with total mass
less than 1. Assume that for all p € [172,77%]) and j =1,... .,k

sup l(ﬂv)*)\j(BR(a,p)) = sup A\j{z| (v,z) € Br(a,p)} < Cop"™. (3.24)
a€ER,veS™— a,v

Then for all ¢ € R™, ||s]| € [7_3/4’7_5/4] we have
'/eXp(i«’xl"'xk>)d>\1(ﬂ?1)"-d>\k(ﬂ:k) <77,

This is proved in [LI18b], based on a discretized sum-product estimate by He-de Saxcé
[HdS18]. When m = 1, this is due to Bourgain in [Boul0].

3.5 Application to measures induced by the random walk

From Proposition 3.4, we fix €5 < 1—10 mingen{ao,} and we can find ¢; such that PNC holds.
Let (e2/2,¢") be the constants in Lemma 2.59. Take

1 ,
ko = — min{cy, ¢ }.
0= gg minter <}
Using Proposition 3.16 with x; = kg, we get two constants €3, e4.
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For g,h in G and 7 in &, recall that Y"(h,n) = (e~@@hm=rlg)=now)) 1y € R™. Let Ay,
be a pushforward measure on R™ of p*" restricted on a subset G, 4, of G, which is defined by

)‘gm(E) - M*n{h € Gn,gm’Yn(han) € E}
for any Borel subset E of R™, where
Gngn=1{h € G|h is (n,€,n, ¢") good} (3.25)

and where the constant € > 0 will be determined later.

PNC is only at one scale, we need to verify all the scales needed in the sum-product estimate.
The idea is to separate the random variable and try to use PNC in some other scale, where we
need the cocycle property to change scale.

Proposition 3.17 (Change scale). With € small enough depending on esea, there ezists Cy
independent of n such that the measure My, satisfies the conditions in Proposition 3.16 with
constant T = e" for alln € N.

Proof. We abbreviate A\, , to A. By taking € small depending on e4e2, Lemma 2.60 implies that
the support of A is contained in the cube [T, 7¢4]™.

Then we verify (3.24). Let p € [772,77]. Let ny = [ll;—ip‘] and ng =n —ny. Then n; lies
in [egn/2,n]. We separate h = hyhg such that hy, he have distributions p*"*, ©*"2, respectively.
We have

Y"™(h,n) = Y™ (h1, han) Yy (h2,n). (3.26)

We will use this cocycle property and the support of Y to change the scale.
For (3.24), due to the fact that the support of \ is contained in [r~¢, 7¢]™, for w € S™~!

(ﬂ'w)*)\(B(a,p)) < sup ,U'*nl {h1‘<U7Y"1 (hla h277)> S R_lB(a,p), Yn(h1h2,77) € [7_6477—54]7”}7

ha,v
(3.27)
where R = |[wYy"(hg,n)|| depends on hs.
o If R > p!/2, then pR~! < p/? < e~“2™_ It follows by PNC at scale n; that
P (o, Y (b, han)) € B(a/R, e ™)} K¢, €72 < pt0, (3.28)

e If R < p!/2. There exists one coordinate a such that |Yy*(ha,n)a| < p*/2, which implies
that Y™ (h1, han)a = Y™(h,0)a/Yy? (ha,n)a > T p~/2. Due to n; > e3n/2 and €3 >
10e4, we have

7_764p71/2 Z eeg(nlf&;n) Z 662(n1/2+63n/4764n) > 662n1/2‘

For such hs, we have

*n n —€ €41m *1, n eany /2
Y (e, 1) € [T € 3 Y a2 €.

It follows from Lemma 2.60 that
b Y™ (B, han)a > €22}

, (3.30)
< " H{halllo(ghy, han) — K(g) — oyl = €2m1/2} K, 7™ < P
By (3.27)-(3.30), for p € [772,77] we have
(mw)A(B(a, p)) ey P
The proof is complete. O
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4 Proof of the main theorems

In this section, we will use the results of Section 2 and Section 3 to give the proofs of the
main theorems. In Section 4.2, we will prove Theorem 1.7, the simply connected case. For non
simply connected case, please see Theorem 5.4 in Appendix 5.1. Then in Section 4.3-4.4, we will
work on semisimple case and we prove all the other theorems in the introduction from Theorem
5.4.

We will add many assumptions on the elements of G and &. The assumptions seem
complicated. In fact, the exact form is not really important. They are assumed to make the
result work outside a set of exponentially small measure. These assumptions usually ask that
the elements are away from certain closed subvarieties of G or that they are not too far from
the expected average value.

4.1 (C,r) good function

For a C! function ¢ on the flag variety &2, we first lift it to &y = G/A.N. Let Oop = Oy, ¢
be the directional derivative on &;. By Lemma 2.37 the action of the group M only changes
the sign of the directional derivative 04, hence |0,¢| is actually a function on &2. Although
Oatp is not well-defined on &2, we can fix a local trivialization of the line bundle with fibre RY,,
and define the directional derivative. This local definition will be used in G3.

Recall that for ,7' in & and a simple root a, we have defined do(n,7") = d(Vay, Vay)
and d(n,n') = sup,enr da(n, 1)

Definition 4.1. Let r be a continuous function on & and C > 1. Let J be the open set in &,
which is the 1/C-neighbourhood of the support of r. Let ¢ be a C? function on . For a simple
root @, let vy = SUP,cquppr [9ap(n)|. We say that ¢ is (C,r) good if:

(G1) For n,n in J such that d(n,n') < 1/C,

le(n) = o) < C Y da(n,1)va, (4.1)
acll

(G2) For every simple root v and for every n in the support of r, we have

1
[Oap(n)l = Fva, (4.2)
(G3) Forn,n' in J with d(n,n') <1/C,
[0ae(n) = dap(r)] < Cd(n,n Jva- (4.3)
(G4)
sup v, € [1/C,C]. (4.4)
a€cll

Remark 4.2. The distance d,, depends on the representation V. But for two different repre-
sentation (p, V'), (p', V') such that ©(p) = ©(p') = {a}, by Lemma 5.7, when C is large enough,
two distances dy,dy are equivalent.
In the above definition, the G3 assumption (4.3) is equivalent to the inequality on Py, that
18
’804()0(2) - 80490(2/)’ < CdO(Z7 Z/)UOH (4'5)
for 2,2 in 7= Y(J) with d(z,2") < 1/C.

The G1 assumption is trivial for SLy(R), so it is new in higher dimension. The G2 and the
G3 assumptions are natural generalizations of the case m = 1, SLa(R). The G4 assumption is
used to normalize the function.

The role of J is to simplify the verification of (C,r) goodness. With this definition, we only
need to verify assumptions on a neighbourhood of the support of r.
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4.2 From sum-product estimates to Fourier decay

In this subsection we will prove Theorem 1.7, an estimate of Fourier decay, by using the
results established in Section 2 and Section 3.

Recall that in Section 3.5 we have fixed (e2, c1) for Proposition 3.4, the constant (e3/2,¢’)
in Lemma 2.59, which means that (e, ¢) in Lemma 2.59 equals (e2/2,¢), and

1
Ko = 15 min{cy, ' }.

Take k, €3, €4 from Proposition 3.16 with this xy. Let € be a positive number to be determined
later (the only constant which is not fixed yet). The constant ¢y in the hypothesis of Theorem

1.7 is defined as .

maxaer{(2k + 1)ao, + e} + €

€0 — (46)

which will be fixed once € is fixed.

Here, we define and give relations of different constants. Let v be the vector in R" whose
components are v, = SUP,csuppr [0a(n)|, for a € II. Recall that £ > 1. Then by the G4
assumption (4.4), we have

Sup vy, € [0, £°). (4.7)
acll

Let n be the minimal integer such that

€™ > £ max{vge” GFHhaouny (4.8)
a€ll

The existence is guaranteed by the positivity of Lyapunov constant, that is ao,, > 0 for a € II
(Lemma 2.52). Let the regularity scale § be given by

§=e " <1/2,

where we take £ large enough depending on € so that n is large enough. Let the contraction
scale 8 be given by

fa = €727, § = max{fa}.

The point is that the contraction speed § decides the magnitude of a term and ¢ is only an error
term, much larger than 3. We can take e small so that

B <. (4.9)
Let the frequency 7 be defined by 7 = e®". By (4.8), we have
7> gmax{vaf3} > Cor, (4.10)
where C, = e mingen{e” ¥t} By (4.7), there exists a, in IT such that v,, > £,

Then (4.10) and (4.6) imply that

1—e
€

0
é— < 70;0118721671 < 56075;0(2k+1) < geoene o

[0 79)

Hence the regularity scale satisfies
£0 < et =5t (4.11)

Notation: We introduce some notation which will be used throughout Section 4.2.
e Let g = (go,...,gk) be an element in G*+1),

e Let h = (hy,...,h) be an element in GF.
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o We write g<>h = gohy - - - higr € G for the product of g, h.
o We write T'g<>h = gohy -+ - gr_1hr € G.
e For I € N, let 1, be the product measure on G given by p;,, = (u*")®.

e Recall that for g, h in G and 7 in &, we define Y*(h,n)a = exp(—a(a(gh,n) —rK(g) —no,))
and an(han) = (an(han)a)aeﬂ € R™.

e For z in P, let ?g"(h, 2)a = aﬁ(m(ﬁgl,hz))Yg"(h,n)a, where of is the corresponding
algebraic character of the simple root o and we make a choice of £, and 1 = 7(z).

e For g in G, z in &y and n = 7(z), let S\Q,Z~be the pushforward measure on R™ of u*"
restricted to a subset G, 4, under the map Yg"(-, z). In other words, for a Borel set F,

Ao (E) = " {h € G g y|Yy (b, 2) € E}.
Recall that the set Gy, g, is defined by Gy g,y = {h € G|h is (n,€,n,()") good}.

e After fixing g, we will also fix a choice of kg, £, for g; and let z,, = kg2, m;(h) =
m(€, !, hkg,) and A; = A forj=1,.... k.

gj—lyzgj ?

Lemma 4.3. The measure 5\972 satisfies the same property (3.24) as Ay, with Cy replaced by
2mCy, where n = 7(z).

Proof. Since the difference is only in the sign, we have

(T0)erg.z(Br(a,p) < Y (mpu)dgs(Brla, p)),
fe(z/2zym

where we identify (Z/27Z)™ with {—1,1}™ C R™. The result follows from this inequality. O

First step: For 7,7/ in &, let

fln,n) = /G el =2y (gn)r(gn')dp D" (g). (4.12)

Lemma 4.4. We have

2

</, fo i )dv (n)dv (1. (4.13)

| emnmavin)
L(/?

Proof. By the definition of u-stationary measure and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

2

/ SEED 1 () du ()
P

2
— / SO (gndu(n)| A O(g)
P

2
S/
G

= [, [ e gy O g ) ).

[ et g G g)av )
PxG

The proof is complete. O

Recall that for 7, #' in &2, we write Vg, Vo, for their images in PV, and du(n,7) =
AV Vo )-

Definition 4.5 (Good Position). Let n,n" be in &. We say that they are in good position if

Va € 0, du(n,1') > 6.
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We fix 1,7 in good position, which means that 7,7’ are far in all PV,. We rewrite the
formula.

Lemma 4.6. We have

[ eeerinav)
Lf/]

2
< / Fn. 0 )dv(n)dv () + O(8°). (4.14)
n,m’ good

Proof. By the regularity of stationary measure (2.37), we have
v{n' € P|da(n,n') <8} =v{n' € PldVay, Vay) <6} < C8°. (4.15)

Therefore by (4.15) and Fubini’s theorem,
v u{(n) € Pldaliln) <8 = [ vl € Pldaln) < S)avtn) < 5
neP

Summing over simple roots a, we obtain the result by ||r|le < 1. O

Second step: The purpose of this part is to prove that the Schottky type property is
almost preserved by iteration, on the complement of an exponentially small set.
We fix g; for j = 0,...,k — 1 which satisfies

I(gy) — noyll < en/Ca. (4.16)

Recall that C4 is a constant in Definition 2.58. We also demand that
hjt1is (n, e,né\fﬂ,g“;?) good. (4.17)

Recall that the Cartan subspace a is equipped with the norm induced by the Killing form,
and with this norm a is isomorphic to the euclidean space R".

Lemma 4.7. Suppose that g, h satisfy the above conditions (4.16) and (4.17). Then the action
of Tg<h on bj\v/i 0 (8) is BZF6=C Lipschitz and

M _ M
e*aa(gohlvmgl) R O‘U(Qk—lhk@gk) < /8(21195—00’ (418)

for every o in Il. Fort € b%(é), let t; = gjhjq1---hit for j =0,...,k, where we let t;, = t.
Then

tj € byl (8072) C by (5), (4.19)
lo(gshj1,ti1) = o(gihjpa,myl )l < B~ (4.20)

Remark 4.8. In (4.19), we need B < 63, which is true due to (4.9). The contraction constant 3
here is a little different from the gap v(g;), but ¥(g;)/B is in the interval [6C0 57C0] by Lemma
2.60. Hence they are of the same size and we will not distinguish them.

The intuition here is that by controlling k(g), 773/1, Cg's all the other positions or lengths will
also be controlled, which is similar to what happened in hyperbolic dynamics.

Proof of Lemma 4.7. By Lemma 2.60, we have (4.18) from (4.17) for all v in II at the same
time.

We use induction to prove the inclusion. For j = k, it is due to the hypothesis of Lemma
4.7. Suppose that the property holds for j + 1. By definition, t; = g;h;41t;4+1. We abbreviate
9j, hj+1,tj+1,17é\;[+l to g, h,n,n’. The condition becomes

d(n,n') <4, ||k(g) — no,| < en/Ca and h is (n,e,n',(é”) good.
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By Lemma 2.60, we have y(h) < 36~!. By Lemma 2.16, due to n € B(n/,8) C B{"(J), we have
hn € bM(B/6%) C By (). Therefore ghn € bg/f (8/62), which is the inclusion condition.

The Lipschitz property for simple root can be obtained by using Lemma 2.11 2k times, first
the inclusion, then the Lipschitz property.

Then we prove (4.20) and we keep the notation g, h,n,n’. We have

lo(gh,n) — a(gh,n)|| < llo(g, hn) = o(g, )| + llo(h,n) = a(h,7)]|.

By the same argument, due to Lemma 2.16 and 0,7’ € B(r/, 3/6*) C B}"(5), we have hn, hn/ €
vM(B/6%) B'(6). Therefore by the Lipschitz property of Lemma 2.16

lo(gh,n) — a(gh, )| < (d(n,n") + d(hn, k)6~ " < (28/6%) x 671 = 28/5°.
The proof is complete. O

Lemma 4.9. Suppose that g, h satisfy the conditions (4.16) and (4.17). Let s be in {z €
Poldo(z,zg,) < 0} (the distance dy is defined in Appendiz 5.2). Let s; = gjhji1---hgs for
j=0,...,k, where we let s, =s. We have

m(s0, kgo) = Mi<jerm(ly’ | hjkg,) = Th<j<pmy(hy). (4.21)

Proof. We let n = 7(s), then n is in b/(6). By (4.19) with j = 1 and (4.17) with j = 0, Lemma
2.31 implies

m(so, kgo) = m(kgmgohlsl) = m(gg_ol? hlk{h)m(sl? k{h)'

Iterating this formula, we obtain the result. O

Third step: Here we mimic the proof of [BD17], where they heavily use the properties of
Schottky groups and symbolic dynamics. But in our case, the group is much more complicated
from the point of view of dynamics. We use the large deviation principle to get a similar formula.

By a very careful control of g;, with a loss of an exponentially small measure, we are able
to rewrite the formula in a form to use the sum-product estimate. The key point is that by
controlling the Cartan projection and the position of 773[/[ and (g of each g;, we are able to get
a good control of their product g+ h.

We should notice that the element g; will be fixed, and we will integrate first with respect
to hj. This gives the independence of the cocycle o(g;—1h;, 773;[ ), that is for different j they are
independent, which is an important point to apply sum-product estimates.

We return to (4.14). We call g “good” with respect to n,n’ if

g satisfies (4.16), g satisfies the conditions in Lemma 2.46, 77% € suppr

m m m (4.22)
and 6("7’ gk)? 6(77,? gk)’ 5(VCV,'I7 /\ VO(J]’, y/\Q Z 46

Pagk)

Lemma 4.10. Ifn and 7 are in good position and g is “good”, then gin, grn are in b%(&), and
for o € 11 the d,, distance between gpn and g1’ is almost B, that is

o (gxn, gk1') € Bal6C0, 67 0].

Proof. The inclusion is due to Lemma 2.16. Since g is good (4.22), by (2.9) we have the lower
bound and by the Lipschitz property in Lemma 2.11 we have the upper bound. O

For n,n in &2, we can rewrite the formula of f(n,n’) as

flnn) = / e'e(elechn)=e(echn))y (g o hn)r(g <> by ) dptg () djtk 1,0 (8)- (4.23)

We say that h is g-regular if h satisfies (4.17). Let

fg(n,n’)=/ l eif(so(gﬁhn)—so(gﬁhn’))duk’n(h)_
g—regular
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Lemma 4.11. There exists ¢ depending on €, such that For n,n' in &

|f(n,n')] < / . | fe(n, 1) dptn 41,0 (8) + Oc(5), (4.24)
g“goo

if € is small enough with respect to v, that is € < minger{ao,y/(2 + 27)}.
Proof. Let

faln,n) = / l el (e (gehn) —o(@hn) (g oy hip)r(g ¢ hy ) dpag, ().
g—regular

We call g “semi-good” if g satisfies (4.22) except the assumption of 77% € suppr in (4.22). By
large deviation principle (Proposition 2.53, Proposition 2.55, Lemma 2.66), we conclude that

Pk+1n{g not “semi-good” } < O(6). (4.25)

Then by (4.23), Lemma 2.59 and (4.25),

[f ()| < / | (1) | dptr 4 1.0(8) + Oc(59) < / ) | (1) | dptry1.0(8) + Oc(5°).
g g “semi—good”
(4.26)
By Lemma 4.10, (4.19) with j = 0 and ¢, (r) < &0 <571,
(05 )? = r(g e hn)r(g e )| < 2||rlocey (1) (8672)7 < 28761727 < 26,
if € is small enough with respect to . Hence
’fg(%ﬁ/)’ < / eié(w(gﬁhn)*w(gﬁhn/))r(n%yduk,n(h) + 0(5°)
g—regular (427)

< (e )| fg(n, )] + O(5°).
If ’I“(?]%) # 0, then that g is “semi-good” implies g is “good”. Combined with (4.26) and (4.27),
by [|7]lc < 1, we have

)] < / (r(2)2) faln, )] + O(6%)) gty 1.n(g) + Oc(6%)

g “semi—good”

= / . | fg(n,7)|dbtser1,n(8) + Oc(8°).
g goo

The proof is complete. O

Recall that  is the magnitude which is really small, § is only an error term and 7 is the
frequency for applying the sum-product estimate, which lies between 6~ and 371.

Proposition 4.12. Let I, = [7’3/4, 7'5/4]. The following formula is true for n,n’ in good position

and g “good”,

|fe(n,n')| < sup
lslil-

/eug,m...xk)dh(m (@) |+ OB, (4.28)

when € is small enough with respect to €.

Remark 4.13. This is the most complicated step, where the difficulty comes from higher rank.
We need to use the technique of changing flags to find the direction of slowest contraction speed,
where we can use Newton-Leibniz’s formula. Since the action of the sign group M is non trivial
on the slowest directions, we also carefully treat the sign.
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Proof. The element 7,7’ and g are already fixed. Since g, satisfies the conditions in Lemma
2.46, we obtain two chains (1 = 19,71, ...,m,) and (" = ng, 7y, ..,1m;,) as in Lemma 2.46. Then
we write

p(gehn) —pgehy) = > (plgerhn,) — p(grhn;))
0<j<hi—1

— Y (p(gehn) — plgehn)y)) + (p(gehn,) — plgehn,))
0<j<l2—1

(4.29)

The terms for different j and for 1,7 are similar. We fix j and we simplify a(n;,nj4+1) to a.
We compute the term ¢(g <> hn;) — ¢(g <> hn;y1). In order to treat the sign, we will
work on #y = G/A.N. Recall that 7 : Py — £ is the projection and we use z = kz, to denote
the element kA.N in Z.
By Lemma 2.48 and (4.22), we know that gxn;, grnj+1 are in b%(é), then they satisfy the
condition of Lemma 4.7. Let 29, 21 be preimages of g;n; and gin;41 in &y such that m(zp, 21) = e.
Notice that zp, z; are in the same a-circle. By Lemma 2.46 (2.27) and Lemma 4.10

d(ginj, genj+1) = dalgen, gin') + O(Be @) §=C0) € g, [5%, §=].

Due to m(zg, z1) = e, the arc-length distance also satisfies

d (20, 21) = arcsin d(grnj, genjs1) € Bald0, 0], (4.30)

Now, we lift ¢ to &y, becoming a right M-invariant function. By abuse of notation, we
also use ¢ to denote the lifted function. Let v be an arc connecting zg, z; with unit speed in
the a-circle with length less than 7/2. Without loss of generality, we suppose that 7 is in the
positive direction (If not, we add a minus sign on the right hand side of (4.31). The sign only
depends on zg, 21, which is independent of h). By Newton-Leibniz’s formula (2.25), we have

p(Tg+hz) — p(Tg+hz) = / Ootp(Tg > hry(t))e 27 T8 M) g, (4.31)
0

where u = da(20, 21). Fix a time ¢ in [0,u], let s; = gjhj41 -+ hyy(t). Then w(y(t)) is in b)!(6),
because gxn; and ggn;41 are in b%(é) and by (4.30). By (4.19), the element 7(sp), the image of
so =Tg+hy(t) in £, is in b%(ﬁ(S*CO).

Recall that we have made a choice of the Cartan decomposition of every g; for 0 < j < k.
In particular, kg, is given in the decomposition of gy = kgya4,¢g, € KATK. Let mo = m(so, kg,)
and sop = somy, then m(sp, kgy) = e. By Lemma 2.37,

aa‘Pso - aa‘Ps_omo = aﬁ(mO)aaQOS_o- (4'32)
By Lemma 5.9 and 7(sq), m(z4,) = n}! in b%(ﬁéf%), we have

do(30, 2g0) < d(m(50)),7(2g,)) < B, (4.33)

Due to g good (4.22), we have 77% € suppr. By the G2 assumption (4.2), we have [0,¢(24,)| >
0vq. By (4.33), the point m(sg) is in J, the § neighbourhood of suppr. By the G3 assumption
(4.3), [0a(80) — Oap(24)| < 6 Y0ado (0, 24, ), Which implies

Dot (50)/atp(2g0) € [1 = BOTC0, 1 + BO™C].
By Lemma 4.7 (4.20), we have

aago(so)efaa(gohlvsl) e efaa(gkflhkysk)

(1 — BoC0)e=0B/9) < (14 B670)eC0B/9)  (4.34)

<
3a<p(zgo)e*a0(goh1,mév{) o e (g hysmgl) —
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By (4.18), we have
B, = e—a0(90h17$%) L. e*aU(gkﬂhk,m%) < 52/65—00
. = Ma .
Together with (4.30)-(4.34)
lp(g > hn;) — p(g«rhnii1) — dalzo, 21)0 (10)0ap(2gy) Ba| < BB~y (4.35)

We deal with the error term which comes from the process of changing flags.
By Lemma 2.46 (2.28) and (4.16), we have

d,, (gkml,gk%) <maX{e am(gk)}e K (gk) 52 < BaB6” Co

Then the Lipschitz property in Lemma 4.7 implies that

do(g by, g hn),) < B2R6~d (gemy, grmy,) < BEETBIC0,

Due to (4.19) in Lemma 4.7 and Lemma 2.48, the two points thml,thm’2 are in J, the §
neighbourhood of suppr. Due to the G1 assumption (4.1),

o(g++hmy,) — p(g < hiyp,)| < 6- Zva (g« hmy,, g hn,).

Therefore
o(g <> hm,) — p(g > hap,)| <58 va B2 (4.36)

We collect information for different simple roots. Recall that for a fixed g in G and
for h € G, 2 € Py, we have defined Y'(h,2)o = e~ololgh2)=rlg)=nou) of (m(¢,, hk)). Let

€da(z0, 21)0* (M0)Dap(299) Ba
My Ygr (e, 2g,)a
Let ¢ = (sq)aem € R™. Hence by (4.29), (4.35), (4.36) and (4.10)

€(p(grhz) — p(g+rha')) — (¢, T Y7 (hy,zg,))| < BS™ CoZﬁ%“vag < BO~Cr. (4.37)

Sa +—

We want to verify that [[s|| € I;. By (4.21), we have
= &da(20. 21)Dap(zg ) Be M0 mer(I),
By (4.16), (4.30), (4.22) and (4.2) we have |so| € EvaB2FF1[5%, §=C0]. Therefore by (4.10),
<]l € sup v 250, 57C0] € 7[6%, 67P] C [73/4, 74 = I..
a
By definition, the distribution of ?g7il(hl,zgl), where h; satisfies (4.17) with distribution

©w*™, is the measure );. Finally, due to |’ — e¥| < |z — y| for 2,y € R, inequality (4.37) implies
(4.28). O

Fourth step: We are able to apply sum-product estimates.

Proof of Theorem 1.7. For | = 1,2,...k, Proposition 3.17 and Lemma 4.3 tell us that with €
small enough depending on e4es, there exists Cp such that the measures \; satisfy the assumptions
in Proposition 3.16 with 7.

Proposition 3.16 implies that for 7 large enough,

/exp( (syx1 - ap))dA(z1) . .. A ()| < 775

Then by (4.14), (4.24) and (4.28), we have

‘ / i€, (1)l )

—ao,+0(1)e+ez)

< O(6°) + O(B6~07) + 77,

Due to 86~ %7 = maxger e " take e small enough. The proof is complete. O

49



4.3 From Fourier decay to spectral gap

From now on, we will only consider algebraic R-split semisimple groups without simply
connected condition. In this section, we will prove Theorem 1.3 and Theorem 1.4 by using
Theorem 5.4.

Derivative of the cocycle

This part is devoted to the derivative of the cocycle. The results of this part imply that
for most g, h in G, the difference of the Iwasawa cocycle o(g,-) — o(h, -) satisfies the (C,r) good
condition in Definition 4.1 (See Lemma 4.24). Since the a-bundle is trivial on Z), we will work
on ). We need to lift the Iwasawa cocycle o to &y and we use the same notation o.

Let (p, V) be an irreducible representation of G with highest weight x. Let a be a simple
root. Let e; be a unit vector of highest weight in V' and let es = Y,e1. The cocycle oy is defined
on PV. After lifting to &y, we have oy (g,2) = W for g in G and z = kz, in ¥y with
v = p(k)e;. We will abbreviate pg to g in the proof, because (p, V') is the only representation to
be studied in this part.

Lemma 4.14. For z = kz, in Py, we have

(pgv, pgu,)

R P

)

where v = key and u = kes.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we suppose that z = z,. By definition, we have

g exp(tYa)er || ‘
t=0

aYaUV(g7 ZO) atUV(g7eXp(t Oé)ZO)’t—O at <Og H eXp(tYa)eln

_ (ge1,gYae1)  {e1,Yaer)
lger|? lex]”

Since the norm is good, eigenvectors of different weights are orthogonal, hence we have (e1, Y e1) =
0. The result follows. O

From this lemma, we know that the derivative of the cocycle oy in the direction Y, is
nonzero only if y — « is a weight of V. We fix the distance dy on &y, which is defined in
Appendix 5.2.

Lemma 4.15. Let 6 < 1/2. Let By} (9) be the preimage of By (6) C PV in Py. For z = kz, €
Bag((s)}

|Oacv (g, 2)] < 5.

We also have
Lipyo (0aav(g, ) ijn\(/é)) < 5_00.
»g

Proof. By Lemma 4.14, the hypothesis that Rke; € B{} () and (2.8),

(gke, gkea)

[Yalllgll e |I”
lgke | '

lg1l*62[lex |2

Bacy (g, 2)] = \

Since the operator norm of Y, is bounded, we have

|Oacv (g, 2)] < -0,
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The estimate of the Lipschitz norm is more complicated. Let v = kej,v' = k'e;,u =
keo, v = K'es. We have

[{gv, gu)llgv’[* — {gv', gu') lgv]®|
lgvll*llgv’|1>

‘aaUV(g7 Z) - aaUV(g7 Z/)’ =

By the same argument, due to Rv = Rke; € B""}fg(é), we use (2.8) to give a lower bound of the
denominator, that is

lgol*llg"lI* = 6*[lgll*llol1*10'[1* = 6*lgl* llex I *.
Use the difference to give an upper bound of the numerator, that is

g, gudllgv'|I* = (gv', gu')llgv]I?|
< lglPllexlP(llgv — gv'll + llgu — gu'll) < llgll*lol® (Il — o'l + [l = «/[)).

Therefore we have
1000 (9, 2) = daov (g, 2')| < 6~ ([[ker — Ker|| + [[kea — K ea])).
Then by Lemma 5.6, the proof is complete. ]

Let A2Sym?V be the exterior square of the symmetric square of V. It is a linear space
generated by vectors of the form wvive A vgvy where v; is in V, for ¢« = 1,2,3,4. For g,h in
GL(V), let F, , be the linear functional on /\QSym2V, whose action on the vector vivg A wiws
is defined by

Fy n(viva Awiws) = (hvy, hva)(gwi, gws) — (g1, gva) (hwi, hws).

This formula is well defined because vy, v and wi, wy are symmetric, respectively. We also have
Fyn(viva A wiwy) = —Fy p(wiwa A v1v2). Since the vectors of form vjva A wiws generate the
space A2Sym?V, the linear form F, 1, is uniquely defined.

Suppose that V' is a super proximal representation of G with highest weight x (Definition
2.5). Let a be the unique simple root such that x — a is a weight of V. The space A2Sym?V
may be reducible. The two highest weights of Sym?V are 2y, 2x — «, whose eigenspaces have
dimension 1. Hence, the highest weight of A2Sym?V is 4x —a, and the eigenspace has dimension
1. Let W be the irreducible subrepresentation of A2Sym?V with the highest weight y; := 4x —a.
Recall that V,, , is the image of n € & in PW. In the following lemma, we abbreviate p(g), p(h)
to g, h.

Lemma 4.16. Let § < 1/2. Let V' be a super proximal representation of G and let o be the
unique simple root such that x — o is a weight of V.. If g,h in G and z = kz, € Py,n = 7(2)
satisfy

(1) €, 'VX, 0,V e B (6),m.2(9) < 6%,
(2) §(Vay.s Fynlw) > 8 and Vi, € B2, (8) N By, (),

then
0a(av (g, 2) — ov(h,2))| > 5.

Remark 4.17. This is similar to the non local integrability property as defined in [Dol98]
[Nau05] and [Stol1]. Although the above two conditions are complicated, we will see later that
outside a set of exponentially small measure, all pairs g, h satisfy these conditions.

The key idea here is to use other representations to linearise polynomial functions on V.
As long as the function is linear, we will have a good control of it. Another point is that the
image of & stays in the same irreducible subrepresentation.
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Proof of Lemma 4.16. By Lemma 4.14, let

Fy (02 Avu)
L:= aa(O'V(g, Z) — O'V(h, Z)) = W, (438)

where v = ke; and u = kY,e1 as in Lemma 4.14.

Lemma 4.18. If g, h satisfy assumption (1), then the operator norm satisfies
C
[ Fg plwll = 6 gl (I

Proof. Using the Cartan decomposition and good norm, we can suppose that h is diagonal and
h = diag(ay,ag, -+ ,a,) with a3 > ag > -+ > a,. By Definition 2.5, we know that he; = aje;
and heg = ages. Assumption (1) becomes

6(Relay;n)?6(R62’y;n) > 65 71,2(9) S 63- (439)
In (4.38), let z = z,, then v = €1, u = ey, which make
(hv, hu) = (aje1,azez) = 0.

Therefore, due to
(vi,v2) > [Joal[[v2]] = [lvr A w2,

for v1,v9 in V', we have

Fyn(el Aeres) = ai{ger, gea) > ai(||ger|llge] — [lger A geal).

Then (2.8) and (4.39) imply
Fyn(el Aerea) = [|1]*]|g]* (6% = 71.2(9))-

The proof is complete. O

By Definition 2.5, the representation A2Sym?2V is a proximal representation. Due to R(v? A
vu) = RE(e? A ejes) = kVX, the line R(v? A vu) is contained in the K-orbit of the subspace of
highest weight VX1, Since VX! is in W, we see that v? A vu is also in W. By (4.38),

7 _ Fon@® Avw) JlglP[lRl® [[Fonlwl]

[Fgnlwll vkl gl ([]>

When 7 satisfies assumption (2), Lemma 4.16 follows by applying (2.8) to |lgv||?, ||hv||? and by
Lemma 4.18. O

Proof of the spectral gap

Here we will prove the theorem of uniform spectral gap. The first part is classic, where
we use some ideas of Dolgopyat [Dol98] to transform the problem to an effective estimate in
Proposition 4.23, see also [Nau05] and [Stol1]. The key observation is that this effective estimate
(Proposition 4.23) can be obtained by the Fourier decay, regarding the difference of cocycle as a
function on &2. The intuition here is from Lemma 4.16. When g, h are in general position and
7 not too close to (", (;*, the difference ¢(n) = o(g,n) — o(h,n) will be (C,7) good (Definition
4.1). But in order to accomplish this, we need some sophisticated cutoff, which makes the proof
complicated.

Recall the family of representations {V, }qem defined in Lemma 2.3. This family is super
proximal by Lemma 2.6 and with highest weight y, equal to a multiple of fundamental weight
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Wo. We are in semisimple case and we know that b* = a*.

combination of weights, {xq|a € II}, that is

9= Yaxa-

acll

We can write ¢ in a* as a linear

Set |¥] = maxqer [Val.

We want to treat the spectral gap on the flag variety & and the projective space PV at the
same time, where V' is an irreducible representation of G. Let X be Z or PV. Let o : GXx X — F
be the cocycle, which is

e given by the Iwasawa cocycle o and E = a when X = &,
e given by oy (defined in (2.7)) and £ = R when X = PV.

Let Ec = F®rC and E¢ be the dual space of Ec. For z € E¢, write 2 = w+11), where w, 1 are

elements in E*. Recall that the transfer operator P, is defined as follows: for || small enough
and for f in C°(X), z in X

P.f(x) = /G 709 f (gz)dpu(g).

where z = @ + ). Recall that for f in C7(X) we defined c\(f) = sup,, H@=f@)| anq

d(z,x’)Y
|fly = floo + 5 (f)-
We state our main result of this section

Theorem 4.19. Let u be a Zariski dense Borel probability measure on G with o finite exponential
moment. For v > 0 small enough, there exist p < 1,C > 1 such that for all 9 and w in E* with
|| large enough, |w| small enough and f in C7(X), n in N we have

P2 o fly < CIOP7 0" £y

Remark 4.20. Here we should be careful that the distances on PV and &7 are defined in (2.5)
and (2.14). They are not the Riemannian distances defined in the introduction. But on a
compact Riemannian manifold, different Riemannian distances are equivalent. In particular,
every Riemannian distance on & is equivalent to the K-invariant Riemannian distance on
P. By Lemma 5.8, we know it is equivalent to the distances defined in (2.14). The case of
the projective space PV is similar. Hence, the norms | - |, induced by different distances are
equivalent.

Remark 4.21. We explain here that the result holds for any norm.
If we have another norm || - |1 on V. Let o1 be the new cocycle defined with respect to the
norm || - ||1. Let ¢(x) = log ””1;””1 for x =Rv in PV. Then

o1(9,x) = ov(g, ) + ¢(gz) — P(x),

which means the difference of two cocycles is a coboundary. This function 1 is Lipschitz, due to
equivalence of norms on finite-dimensional vector spaces. Let T, f(x) = e*¥®) f(z). By Lipschitz
property of ¥, we have

IT:fly < Cec‘w||z|y|f|w,

where C' depends on ||1ip. We know that
Pogy =T Po, T,

hence the same spectral gap property also holds for the norm || - ||1 with different constants.
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Theorem 1.3 and Theorem 1.4 follow directly from Theorem 4.19.
We start with standard a priori estimates. When z = 0, we will write P for Fp.

Proposition 4.22. For every v > 0 small enough, there exist C > 0 and 0 < p < 1 such that
for all f in CV(X), |w| small enough and n € N

1P floo < C11"| £, (4.40)

|P" floo < ‘/ fdv|+ Cp™|fly, (4.41)
X

ey (PP f) < CC=MIP | flo + p"esy (f)). (4.42)

Inequality (4.40) is a consequence of exponential moment and the Holder inequality. For
(4.41), please see [BL85, V, Thm.2.5] and [BQ16, Prop 11.10, Lem.13.5] for more details. This
inequality (4.41) is a consequence of the fact that the action of G on X is contracting. The third
inequality (4.42) is called the Lasota-Yorke inequality, whose proof is classic.

We reduce Theorem 4.19 to Proposition 4.23. The reduction is standard, using Proposition
4.22. Please see [Dol98] for more details. For f in C7(X), we define another norm |f|,y =

| floo + ¢y (f)/]9]7 for ¥ # 0.

Proposition 4.23. For every v > 0 small enough, for |9| large enough and |w| small enough,
there exist €3, Cy > 0 such that for f in CV(X) and |f|,9 < 1, we have

2
/ ‘P;lelgwuf‘ dv < e 1n|79|‘ (443)

Now we will distinguish two cases. We claim that the case PV is a corollary of the
case & up to a constant. Recall that the stationary measure on PV is written as vy. Let
f be a function in C7(PV) and |f|,,9 < 1. The estimate only depends on the value of f on the
support of the stationary measure vy. By Lemma 2.49, the stationary measure on PV is the
pushforward measure of the stationary measure v on 2. Hence we can define the function f on

Z by .
fm) =FVin),

where x is the highest weight of V. Then by ov (g, Vy,) = xo(g,n) (see (2.3)),
Cotn|9]] 4|2 Con 9] 7|2
/ ‘szjw‘ Hf‘ dvy = / ‘P([wirm‘)gf‘ dv.
We will verify that f satisfies |f|7,19 < 1. By (2.18), for two distinct points 1,7 in & we have

7o) = FOI _ 17n) = FON) AV Vi)' S V) = FVa)] -
d(n, ') d(Vas Vi)Y d(n, ') AV Vi )7 !
Hence with different constants, we can deduce the case PV from the case Z.
We only need to prove Proposition 4.23 for the case £2.

From Fourier decay to Proposition 4.23. We need to reduce (4.43) to Fourier decay (Theorem
5.4). Let
n=[Cylog|d|] and § = ™" (4.44)

(with Cy > maxaen{l/ao,}+1 and € > 0 to be determined later), and let Gy, ¢ o be the subset
of G x G defined as the set of couples which satisfy Lemma 4.16 (1) with V = V,,. Let

Gn,e = {9 € G|||6(9) —noyu| < ne}2 N (NaertGn,ea) C G x G.

o4



Let
Ay = / 7o +20 (0 £ (g F (i) ().
X

Then
[ 1PzsPay = [ eetam = fgn) favinan o) (b
= / Agpdu™ (g)dp™ (h) + /G Ag ndp™ (g)dp™" (h).

c
n,e n,e

(4.45)

We first compute the term with (g, h) outside of G,, , where the behaviour is singular.
By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

/G Ag ™ (g)du™™ (h)

c
n,e

< (G [ 1AgaPan™ (@) ). (4.46)

By large deviation principle (Proposition 2.53, Proposition 2.54), the set G}, has exponentially
small p*" ® p*™ measure, that is

o T (G,) < 5. (4.47)

By || flloo <1 and (4.40), we have
[ 1Ags P @i ) < PRt < O (1.43)
When |w| is small enough depending on €, by (4.46), (4.47) and (4.48)

/ Ag ™ (g)du™ () < 5% < 9]/ 2C2), (4.49)
G¢ .

We compute the major term, that is (¢g,4) in G, . We want to use Theorem 5.4 to
control this part with ¢ = |[¢9|~19(c(g,n) — o(h,n)) and a suitable r. In order to apply Theorem
5.4, we need that ¢ is (C, r) good, which will be accomplished by multiplying by a smooth cutoff.
The most important is the G2 assumption (4.2), which will be verified with the help of Lemma
4.16. Hence we want that r vanishes when 7 does not satisfy Lemma 4.16 (2).

Let X 5o be the subset of &2, defined as the set of elements which satisfy Lemma 4.16 (2)
with V =V,. Let Xy = (Naer Xg,ha- Let 7 be a smooth function on R such that ’7’|[07OO) =1,
7 takes values in [0, 1], suppr C [—1,00) and |7/| < 2. Set 75(z) = 7(x/d) for x € R. Let
Oa =0V, = Xa0,

o(n) = 1917"9(a(g,n) — a(h,n) = 97" daloalg,n) — galh,n)) (4.50)
a€ell
and )
r(n) = f(gn) f(hm)e=lomntetm) TT 7, (4.51)
acll
where

Ta(n) = 7-5(4504 (777 C;n) - 45)7—5 (4504(777 C]T) - 45)T5(45(V4Xa—047777 Fpag,pah) - 45)7

where d,, is defined to be
504(77’ C;n) = 5(Va,n, y:;l(g))

The choice of 7, is sophisticated. We only need to keep in mind that they come from Lemma
4.16. Then €?l*r(n) equals e*7(@M+20(hm) f(gn) f(hn) on X, .
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Lemma 4.24. Let €, €1 be given by Theorem 5.4. Let (g,h) be in Gy . With € small enough
depending on ey and |w| small enough depending on € and €1, for p,r defined in (4.50) and
(4.51) we have that ¢ is (|0, r) good and c,(r) < [9|0, |r|e < [9|9/2.

By Lemma 4.24, we can fix a value of € and functions ¢ and 7“]19\*61/ 2 satisfying the condition
in Theorem 5.4. (Theorem 5.4 still holds when r is a complex function) Hence Theorem 5.4
implies

e (mydu ()| < 1917 Ir]loe < 9]7/2. 4.52
n n
Due to the definition of Gy, , the difference between A, and [ el?l*(Mr(n)dv(n) is bounded by

Y(XE el IR@IH M) < 2nl=lllonl+0 $™ y(xe, ) < [9]ee/202 3 u(xe, ), (453)
a€ll a€ll

if |oo| is small enough. Using the regularity of stationary measure (2.37) with V' = W,, the
irreducible subrepresentation of A2Sym?V,, with the highest weight, we have

v{n € P|6(Viya—am Fpagpah) < 0} Lc € ™. (4.54)
Using the regularity of stationary measure (2.37) with V' = V,,, we obtain
v{n € P|Vay € By'(0) U By (8)} <c e ™. (4.55)
Hence by (4.53)-(4.55), we have
V(XS ) e e ™ = ||/, (4.56)
For (g,h) in Gy, by (4.52), (4.53) and (4.56)
Agp < 1917912 4 |92,
Combined with (4.45) and (4.49), the proof is complete by setting ez = min{F, 75 }- O
It remains to prove Lemma 4.24.

Proof of Lemma 4.24. We first verify that ¢ is (|9|°,r) good. Since e will be taken small
enough, we can suppose || < §/4. Let J be the |¢|~“ neighbourhood of suppr. Then for
n € J, we have 6,(n, ;") > /2 for a in IL

The function ¢ is a sum of functions, each one is the lift of a function on PV, for some
simple root .. We write ¢ = Y11 9o Where @q(n) = |9 0a(0a(9,n) — 0a(h,n)). By Lemma
2.38, that is 9y e = 0 for @/ # a, in order to verify the (]9|°,r) good condition, it is enough to
verify G1-G3 assumptions (4.1)-(4.3) for ¢, and the G4 assumption (4.4) for ¢. Since G1-G3
are linear, we can forget the coefficients |91, in @,.

Now, we verify G1-G3 assumptions. We fix a simple root a and consider p = ¢, =
0a(g,-) — oa(h,-). Recall that vy = sup,csuppr [9a(n)]. Since J satisfies the hypothesis of
Lemma 4.15 with V =V, we have

Ve, Lip 2y (Oaplp—1.7) < 670, (4.57)

Since (g, h) € Gy, satisfies Lemma 4.16(1) and the support of r satisfies Lemma 4.16(2), for n
in the support of r, by Lemma 4.16,

[Bap(m)| > 6% = §%uq
which is the G2 assumption (4.2). This also implies

v > 60, (4.58)
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the G4 assumption (4.4). By (4.57), we have the G3 assumption (4.3). Let

p1(7) = v, (pa(9), 2) — ov, (pa(h), x)

be a function on PV,, then ¢1(Vay) = ¢(n). Since J satisfies the hypothesis of Lemma 2.11,
this Lemma implies

o) — o)l _ [e1(Vam) — 1 (Vo)
da ("7a 77/) d(Va,na Va,n’)

which is the G1 assumption (4.1).

For general ¢, it remains to verify the G4 assumption (4.4). There exists a simple root «
such that |[J,] = |J|. Since ¢, satisfies the G4 assumption and due to Lemma 2.38 we have
|0ae| = |0atpal, the function ¢ also satisfies the G4 assumption.

Finally, we verify the terms c,(r) and |r|.

< |Lippy, ¢1] < 6~ < 5=y,

Lemma 4.25. For 0 <y <1, let f,7 be two ~v-Holder functions on a compact metric space X.
Then

(1) < & (D[ flsuppr lloo + [T]ooCy (flsuppr)-
The proof of Lemma 4.25 is elementary. Recall that

r(n) = F(gn) f ()= @om+o@m) TT 7,(n)

a€ll
For the infinity norm, due to (g, h) € G, ¢, we have

r| < @U@+l < elwlloul+26n < WUWI@(?H%IIHG).

Take |ow| small enough, then |r|o < [9]/2,
For the term ¢, (r), we only need to verify that each term in the formula of  has a bounded
¢y value. Due to Lemma 4.25, we only need to verify the ¢, value on X j.

e Since the action of g on X, 5, is contracting, by Lemma 2.16, we have

&y (F(g)|x,0) < ey () (Lip glx, )" < (19]867%)7.

Due to (4.44), we have log 8 = —nmingen aoy, < —n/Cy < —log|d|. Therefore ¢, (f(g-)|x,,) <
5~ Co.

e Due to
e — €| < max{e®, e’} a — b|”

for all a,b in R and 0 <~ <1, by Lemma 2.16,
cy(ewa 9-) 1X,0) < =D Lipwo (g, )| x )< el@lloull+en 75—
— ) g, — *
Hence when |w| is small enough depending on o, we obtain cv(ew"(g")lxg’h) <5,

e In ¢, (7,), the only term we need to be careful about is 75(40(Viya —a,ns Fpag,pah) —49). B
Lemma 2.17, we have d(Viy, —a,n Vixa—an) < d(n,1’). Hence the ¢, value of this term is
also bounded by 6.

The proof is complete. O
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4.4 Exponential error term

In this section, we will prove Theorem 1.1 that the speed of convergence in the renewal
theorem is exponential using our result on the spectral gap (Theorem 4.19). Recall that X = PV,
where (p, V') is an irreducible representation of G with highest weight x. We have defined a
renewal operator R as follows: For a positive bounded Borel function f on R, a point x in X
and a real number ¢, we set

+oo
Rf@t) =3 [ F(ov(ple).a) (o)
n=0

and

+o0
Rpf(et) = /G f(log 1p(9) | — H)du(g).
n=0

Recall P, is the transfer operator defined by P, f(x) = [, e*7v (0(9):2) f(gx)dp(g). For n > 0,
let C,, = {z € C| |Rz| < n}. Using the analytical Fredholm theorem, we summarize the property
of P,.

Proposition 4.26. Under the same assumptions as in Theorem 1.1, for any v > 0 small
enough, there exists n > 0 such that on C, the transfer operator P, is a bounded operator on
CY(X) and depends analytically on z. Moreover there exists an analytic operator U(z) on C,
such that the following holds on C,,

1

oV,uZ

(I-pP)'= No+U(z),
where Ny is the operator defined by Nof = fX fdvy and oy, = xo, > 0 is the Lyapunov
constant. There exists C > 0 such that for z € C,

1T (2)|lcvsen < C(1 4 [S2)?. (4.59)

This is a generalization of [LI18a, Prop. 4.1] and [Boyl6, Theorem 4.1], and the proof is
exactly the same. The main difference is that the spectral radius of P, is bounded below 1 on
C,, (except at 0), due to Theorem 4.19. From this we have the analytic continuation of U(z) to
C,, and the bound on the operator norm of U(z).

Now, we give the precise statement and the proof of Theorem 1.1.

Proposition 4.27. Under the same assumptions as in Theorem 1.1, there exists € > 0 such
that for f € C2(R), we have

Rfe,t) = o [ flduct e MO s 4 1f110),

where |suppf| is the supremum of the absolute value of x in suppf.

Proof. By the same computation as in [LI18a, Lemma 4.5] and [Boy16, Prop. 4.14], we have

oo
Rft) = —— [ flu)du+ lim — / e (€YU (s + i€)L(x)dE,
oA TATIN s—0+ 2T
where 1(x) is the constant function with value 1 on X and f is the Fourier transform of f given
by f(&) = " f (u)du. Hence, we only need to control the error term.
By Proposition 4.26, we know that U(z) is analytical on C, and uniformly bounded by
(14 |S2|)?". Since f is a compactly supported smooth function, the Fourier transform f is an
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analytic function on C. As |f(£ie+¢)| < e€|su1°pf|#]f”],;1, and | f(die+&)| < elsuppfl|f|,1 for
€ >0 and ¢ in R, we have

|f (e +&)] < PP o (17| 11+ |1 10)- (4.60)

1+!§\2

By (4.59), (4.60) and the dominant convergence theorem, we have

lim zi / e M HOU (s + )1 (z)d¢ = % / e M f(OU (€)1 (x)dE. (4.61)

Lemma 4.28. [RS75, Thm.IX14] If T is in S'(R), the space of tempered distributions, the
distribution T has analytic continuation to |S¢| < a and supyy ., [ |T(ib + y)|dy < oo, then

T, the inverse Fourier transform of T, is a continuous function. For all b < a, let C =
max [ |T(+ib+ y)|dy. We have
IT(t)| < Cpelt,

Using Lemma 4.28 with T'(¢) = f(€)U(i€)1(x), we have

' / FOUGEE ( _’tfdg‘ ()] < el max |T(ie + )| 11 (e (4.62)

for e < n. By (4.59) and (4.60), we have

max | T (Fie + €)| 1) < el5PP/] / (1" L + | Fl)|U (Fe + i€) L(z)|dE

1+ ¢ (4.63)
< PRI 1+ |l 10).
Combining (4.61), (4.62) and (4.63), we obtain the result. O

Proposition 4.29. Under the same assumptions as in Theorem 1.1, there exists € > 0 such
that for f € C2(R), we have

o0

Rpf(x,t) = — f(u)du + e MO PPI(| £ 1+ | f110)).
OV, J—t

Proof. The ideal of the proof is the same as [LI18a, Lemma 4.11 or Proposition 4.28|, where we

only need to replace the error term by the error term in the above Proposition 4.27.

We summarize the main idea here. By the large deviation principle, the main contribution
of the renewal sum is given by n in a small interval containing ¢/ov,,. Since the norm is good,
we have the interpretation of the norm by the Cartan projection (2.4). Then we use [BQ16,
Lemma 17.8] to replace the norm by the cocycle oy for each n in the small interval. The proof
is complete by applying Proposition 4.27. U

5 Appendix

5.1 Non simply connected case

We explain here how to get Theorem 5.4 for connected algebraic semisimple Lie groups
defined and split over R from Theorem 1.7 for connected R-split reductive R-groups whose
semisimple part is simply connected, which is proved in Section 4.

See [Mar91] and [Bor90, §22] for more facts about algebraic groups and the central isogeny.

Lemma 5.1. Let G’ be a connected algebraic semisimple Lie groups defined over R. Then there
exist a connected reductive R-group G with simply connected derived group G and an algebraic
group morphism 1 : G — G’ which is surjective between real points. Moreover, the restriction
of Y to G gives a central isogeny from 2G to G' and the connected centre of G is R-split.
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Proof. Let A’ be a maximal R-split torus of G’. Let G be a cover of G’ which is simply
connected and let f be the isogeny map from G to G’. Let A; be the preimage of A’ in G,
which is a maximal R-split torus of G; [Bor90, Theorem 22.6 (ii)]. Let N = ker f N Ay, then
A’ is isomorphic to A1/N as torus. Consider the action of A; on G via conjugation, that is
for s € Aj and g € G we define Int,(g) = s~ !gs. Since the kernel of f is in the centre of G,
the conjugation action of N on Gy is trivial. By [Bor90, Corollary 6.10], the quotient group
A’ ~ A;/N acts R-morphically on Gj.

Alel%Gl

R
ijdl

A’xGi f

Idxfl

A x G Ity o

Hence, we can define the semidirect product G = A’ x Gy, given by the action of A’ on
Gi. The derived group [G, G] equals Gy, which is simply connected. The group G is defined
over R, because A’, G and 1) are also. The restriction of the action of A’ on Ay is trivial and
A’ x Ay is a maximal R-split torus of G. Hence the group G is a connected reductive R-group.

We only need to find the surjective morphism 1. Let A’ x G’ be the semidirect product
given by the conjugation action of A’ on G’. As A’ is a subgroup of G’, this semidirect product
is a product. Hence (s,g) — sg from A’ x G’ to G’ is a group morphism. We have a group
morphism

G=A'xG —-A'xG = G
P (s,9) = (s, f(9) = sf(g)-
It is well-known that the real part of a semisimple simply connected group (G; is connected in
the analytic topology. (See for example [Ste68]) Let (G')° be the analytic connected component

of the identity element in G’. Then the image of real points of G under v is A’(G")°, which is
equal to G’ by a theorem of Matsumoto [Mat64] ([BT65, Théoreme 14.4]). O

Example 5.2. When G’ = PGLs, the above construction gives G = GLy = GL; x SLy and
the map 1 is the quotient map from GLgy to PGLs.

Let G’ = G/(R) be the group of real points of a connected algebraic semisimple Lie groups
defined and split over R. Recall that p is a Zariski dense Borel probability measure on G’ with
a finite exponential moment. If G’ is simply connected, then Theorem 1.7 holds for G’. If not,
let G = G(R) be as in Lemma 5.1. Recall that v is a group morphism from G to G,

Lemma 5.3. There exists a Zariski dense Borel probability measure fi on G with a finite expo-
nential moment such that

Yuft = pu. (5.1)
The proof of Lemma 5.3 will be given at the end this section. We will explain why the
result also holds for G’ and p. We state the non simply connected version of Theorem 1.7 here.

Theorem 5.4 (Fourier decay). Let G’ be a connected algebraic semisimple Lie group defined
and split over R and let G' = G/(R) be its group of real points. Let p be Zariski dense Borel
probability measure on G’ with finite exponential moment. Let v be the u-stationary measure on
the flag variety &2.

For every v > 0, there exist g > 0,€1 > 0 depending on p such that the following holds.
For any pair of real functions ¢ € C*(P), r € CV(P) and & > 0 such that ¢ is (£°,r) good,
I7][oc <1 and c,(r) < £, then

‘/ei5¢(’7)r(n)dV(77)' <& for all € large enough.
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Proof. We only need to prove that the flag varieties of G and G’ are isomorphic. By Lemma
5.1, since G’ is R-split, G is also R-split. By Remark 4.2, the distance d, on & for G and G’
are equivalent. By Lemma 5.3, we obtain that v is also the ji-stationary measure and we can
apply Theorem 1.7 to G, [i.

Now we will prove that the flag varieties of G and G’ are isomorphic. By [Bor90, Prop.20.5],
we know that (G2/P2)(R) = G2(R)/P2(R) for any connected reductive R-group Go and its
parabolic R-subgroup P>. Hence it is sufficient to prove for a minimal parabolic R-subgroup P
of G and P’ its image in G’ that

G/P~G'/P. (5.2)

As if (5.2) holds, then P’ is also a parabolic subgroup by definition and it is minimal because P
is. Due to [Bor90, Thm.11.16], the normalizer of a parabolic subgroup is itself. Then the centre
of G is contained in the parabolic group P. It suffices to prove that ker ¢ is in the centre, then

G/P ~ (G/kervy)/(P/ker ) ~ G'/P’.

By [Bor90, Prop.14.2], we know that G = C - ZG, where C is the connected centre and
CN G is finite. Since G’ is semisimple, the connected centre C is in ker ¢. As the restriction
of ¥ on 2G to G’ is a central isogeny, hence ker 1) N ZG is in the centre of 2G, which is also
in the centre of G. Therefore the kernel of ¢ is in the centre of G. The proof is complete. [

It remains to prove Lemma 5.3.

Proof of Lemma 5.3. We will first construct a measure fi; which has a finite exponential mo-
ment. In the construction of Lemma 5.1, there exists a finite subgroup F' of A’ such that
from F' x G to G’ is already surjective. Let Fy be the kernel of this covering, which is finite.
Then there exists a Borel probability measure fi; on the subgroup F' x G1 of G which is Fi-left
invariant and the pushforward measure is p.

The moment condition is also satisfied. Because 1) induce an isomorphism between a; to a
(Recall the notation in Section 2) and this isomorphism identifies the Cartan projections x(g)
and k(¢ (g)). Let mg be an element in F' x G with m € F and g € Gy, then by the sub
additivity of the Cartan projection ([BQ16, Corollary 8.20]),

[(mg)|| < l[e(m)ll + £l = lls(m)I| + I (gD < llx(m)l] + [Ix@ )| + s (mg))]-

Hence

/eeHn(g)Hdlal(g) <</ eelln(w(g))lldﬂl(g):/ eelln(gf)lldu(g/).
G G

!

In order to get a Zariski dense measure i, we replace the above measure fi; by i = %(ﬂl +
cxfi1), where ¢ is an element in the connected centre C' such that the group C; = (c) generated
by ¢ is Zariski dense in C. Due to di|. = 0, the connected centre C' is in the kernel of 1. Hence
Yy (csfir) = ¥ufi1. This measure fi satisfies (5.1) and has a finite exponential moment. We will
prove that it is also Zariski dense.

Let H be the Zariski closure of I';, the group generated by the support of ji. Let b be
the Lie algebra of H. Since the group G is a connected R-group, it is sufficient to prove that
h = g. Recall that g = ¢ ® Zg. Due to ¢ in H, the Zariski closure of Cy is also in H. Hence
b D c. For the semisimple part, consider the adjoint action of I'; on Zg. Because the group I';,
is Zariski dense in G’, the adjoint action of I, on g’ is irreducible. The map di|gy : g — ¢
is an isomorphism of Lie algebras. By

dip(AdyX) = Ady(ydeX for X € Zg,

we obtain that the action of I'; on Zg is irreducible. Since h N Zg is nonzero and I'z-invariant,
we know that h N Pg = Pg. Therefore h = g. The proof is complete. O
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5.2 Equivalence of distances
We consider connected R-split reductive R-groups.

Definition 5.5. Let (X, d) be a metric space. Let d' be another metric on X. We say that d,d
are equivalent if there exist ¢c,C' > 0 such that for all x1,2x2 in X

cd(z1,22) < d (w1, 22) < Cd(11,1).

Recall that 2 is the homogeneous space G/A.N, on which the compact group K acts
simply transitively. Recall that {V,}aer is the family of representations fixed in Lemma 2.3.
We will define three distances on &?y. Due to the fact that &, is homeomorphic to K, a distance
on 2 is also a distance on K and we will continue our argument on K. Let k, ¥’ be two points
in K. If they are not in the same connected component, we define their distance as 1. From
now on, we always suppose that k, k' are in the connected component K°.

o do(k, k') = supaer ||kva — K'va||/v/2, where v, is a unit vector in V,, with highest weight.
This is also the distance induced by the embedding of & into Il,eSV,.

e di(k, k') is the distance induced by the bi-invariant Riemannian metric on K.
We can easily verify that they are distances.
Lemma 5.6. The two distances dy and di on Py are equivalent.
Before proving Lemma 5.6, we need a lemma.

Lemma 5.7. Let (p, V) be an irreducible representation with highest weight x, which satisfies
X(Hgy) > 0 for only one simple root «. Then there exists to > 0 such that the following holds.
Let Z be a unit vector in €, given by Z = ZaeR+ caKy. Let

Zo= Y 5K
B>o,BERT
Then for 0 < t < tog, k = exp(tZ) and a unit vector v with highest weight, we have
[kv — vl < £ Za |-
Proof. For a positive root (3, let
Ag :=dp(Kg)v =dp(Yp)v.

Consider the representation of sg3 = {Y3, X3, Hg} =~ slo. Due to the classification of the repre-
sentations of sly, the vector Ag is non-zero if and only if x(Hg) > 0.
Fix an inner product (-,-) on a* which is invariant under the Weyl group, then we can

identify Hg with 2(6—55)’ that is (see [Ser66, V. 5] for example)

— (o P

By hypothesis, (x, a) > 0 for only one simple root «, this implies that x(Hg) = 2(x, 8)/(5,8) >0
if and only if 8 > o and 3 is a positive root. Therefore only the vectors {Ag} >4 gep+ are non-
zero. They are also orthogonal since they are of different weights. When ¢ is small enough, by
Lipschitz’s property we conclude

lkv = v|| = |[exp(tZ)v — vl < t|ldp(Z)ol| =t]| > csAgll =< t]Zal.
f>a,BERT

The proof is complete. O
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Proof of Lemma 5.6. Due to the embedding &y to [l,c1SV, and since the Riemannian metric
on Il,eSV,, induces a metric on &2, which is equivalent to dy, we know that for any x1,zs in
P,

do(:ﬂl, 562) < dq (:Cl, 562).

We observe that the two distances are left K-invariant. It is sufficient to prove the equiva-
lence for k' equal to the identity e.

Fix € small depending on K. Let B, be the neighbourhood of e given by {k € K|d;(k,e) <
e}. Then B¢ is a compact subset of K. Consider the function f(k) = Z‘;Ezg for k € BE. Then
f is a positive continuous function on BE. The compactness of B¢ implies that it has positive
minimum on Bf. Hence there exists ¢ > 0 such that for k outside of B,

do(k,e) > cdy(k,e).

Finally, we only need to consider a small neighbourhood of the identity. We take e small
such that the exponential map at e is bi-Lipschitz. Suppose that k& = exp(tZ) with Z a unit
vector in € and £ > 0. We can decompose Z as in Lemma 5.7. There exists a € II such that
|Za|| > 1. By Lemma 5.7, we have

[kva = vall <t Zal > t.
Then we have dy(k,e) > di(k,e). The proof is complete. O

Lemma 5.8. The K-invariant Riemannian distance on &2 is equivalent to the distance defined
in (2.14).

Proof. By & = %y/M and since the group M is a subgroup of K which preserves the distance,
let dy also be the quotient Riemannian distance on &. By the same argument of the proof
as in Lemma 5.6, it is sufficient to prove a small neighbourhood of 79. For any two points 7,
n' in this small neighbourhood, we can find z, 2’ in &y such that w(z) = n, (') = 7’ and
dy(z,2") = di(n,n'). Due to di(z,2') small, we see that dy(z,2’) is less than 1. Hence by

[[o1 = wal| < [Jor A val
for two unit vectors vy, ve with ||v; — va|| < v/2, we have
d(n,n') = do(z,2").
By Lemma 5.6, we have dy(z,2’) < di(z,2") = di(n,n). The proof is complete. O

Recall the definition of the sign function m in Section 2.5.

Lemma 5.9. Suppose in addition that semisimple part of the group G is simply connected. Let
2 =kzy, 2 = k'z, be two points in Py, then

\/EdO(Z’ ZI) > d(ﬂ-('z)’ W(ZI))'

We have
m(z,2') = e <= dy(z,2") < 1.

If m(z,2') =e, then
d(m(z), (")) > do(z, 2").

Proof. Suppose that the angle between kv, and kv, is ¥ € [0,7), then |[kvy — k'vy|| = 2sin %
and d(Va ks Vakne) = ||kva A K'va|| = sind = 2sin 2 cos ¥ < 2sin 2, which implies the first
inequality.

The assumption dy(z,z’) < 1 is equivalent to that for every simple root a, the angle ¥ is
less than 7/2, which is equivalent to m(z,2') = e due to Lemma 2.24.

If m(z,2") = e, then for every simple root a, the angle ¥ is less than 7/2. Hence sind =

4 4

2sin 5 cos 5 > /2sin g, which implies the result. O
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