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CARTAN PROJECTIONS OF FIBER PRODUCTS AND NON QUASI-ISOMETRIC

EMBEDDINGS

KONSTANTINOS TSOUVALAS

Abstract. Let Γ be a finitely generated group and N be a normal subgroup of Γ. The fiber

product of Γ with respect to N is the subgroup Γ ×N Γ =
{

(γ, γw) : γ ∈ Γ, w ∈ N
}

of the

direct product Γ×Γ. For every representation ρ : Γ×N Γ → GLd(k), where k is a local field,

we establish upper bounds for the norm of the Cartan projection of ρ in terms of a fixed

word length function on Γ. As an application, we exhibit examples of finitely generated and

finitely presented fiber products P = Γ×N Γ, where Γ is linear and Gromov hyperbolic, such

that P does not admit linear representations which are quasi-isometric embeddings.

1. Introduction

Let Γ be a finitely generated group and N a normal subgroup of Γ. The fiber product of Γ
with respect to N is the subgroup

Γ×N Γ =
{
(γ, γw) : γ ∈ Γ, w ∈ N

}

of the direct product Γ × Γ. Fiber products have been used several times for the construction
of pathological examples in geometric group theory, see for example [37, 39, 4, 10, 13, 12].
However, very little is known about their linear representations. In this article, we study the
Cartan projection of linear representations of fiber products of the form Γ×N Γ. More precisely,
for a representation ρ : Γ×N Γ → GLd(k), where k is a local field, we establish upper bounds
for the norm of the Cartan projection of ρ in terms of a fixed left invariant word metric on Γ. As
an application of our estimates, we exhibit examples of finitely generated and finitely presented
fiber products which fail to admit linear representations which are quasi-isometric embeddings.

There are several important classes of discrete subgroups of semisimple Lie groups which
are quasi-isometrically embedded in the ambient Lie group. These include the class of Anosov
hyperbolic groups (see [30, 25]) and more generally of convex cocompact subgroups of the
projective linear group PGLd(R) introduced in [18], as well as irreducible lattices into higher
rank semisimple Lie groups [33]. It is a natural question to determine classes of linear finitely
generated groups with the property that they (or do not) admit discrete faithful linear represen-
tations which are quasi-isometric embeddings. Motivated by this question, we exhibit examples
of finitely generated and finitely presented fiber products P such that any representation of P
into a general linear group, over a local field, is not a quasi-isometric embedding. Our examples
will be constructed as fiber products of the form P = Γ ×N Γ, where Γ is a free group or a
C′(16 ) small cancellation group of cohomological dimension 2. To our knowledge, these are the
first known examples of subgroups of direct products of Gromov hyperbolic groups with this
property.

Before we state the main results of this paper let us provide some notation. Let k be a
local field. We denote by µ : GLd(k) → E+ the Cartan projection on GLd(k) to a cone E+ in
Rd, equipped with the standard Euclidean norm || · ||E. We equip a finitely generated group
∆ with a left invariant word metric induced by a finite generating subset of ∆ and denote by
| · |∆ : ∆ → N the associated word length function. A linear representation ψ : ∆ → GLd(k) is
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2 KONSTANTINOS TSOUVALAS

called a quasi-isometric embedding if the norm of the Cartan projection of ψ(∆) grows uniformly
linearly in the word length on ∆. In other words, there exists C > 1 such that for every γ ∈ ∆,

C−1
∣∣γ
∣∣
∆
− C 6

∣∣∣
∣∣∣µ
(
ψ(γ)

)∣∣∣
∣∣∣
E

6 C
∣∣γ
∣∣
∆
+ C.

For a group H and w1, w2 ∈ H, define the commutator [w1, w2] := w−1
1 w−1

2 w1w2 and in-
ductively set [w1, . . . , wr−1, wr] :=

[
[w1, . . . , wr−1], wr

]
for every w1, . . . , wr−1, wr ∈ H. The

commutator subgroup of H is [H,H] =
〈
{[w,w′] : w,w′ ∈ H}

〉
. Our first result concerns linear

representations of a direct product of the form H × H. We establish an upper bound for the
norm of the Cartan projection of multiple commutators in {1}×H, in terms of the norm of the
Cartan projection of the diagonal subgroup diag(H× H) =

{
(w,w) : w ∈ H

}
.

Theorem 1.1. Let k be a local field and H be a group. For every representation ρ : H× H → GLd(k)
there exists C > 1, depending only on ρ, with the property: for every w1, w2, . . . , wr ∈ Hr {1}
and r > d+ 1 we have that

∣∣∣
∣∣∣µ
(
ρ
(
1, [w1, w2, . . . , wr]

))∣∣∣
∣∣∣
E

6 2rC
(
1 +

r∑

i=1

∣∣∣
∣∣∣µ
(
ρ(wi, wi)

)∣∣∣
∣∣∣
E

)
.

As a corollary of Theorem 1.1 we obtain the following bound for the Cartan projection of
linear representations of (not necessarily finitely generated) fiber products.

Corollary 1.2. Let Γ be a finitely generated group, N < Γ a normal subgroup and | · |Γ : Γ → N a

word length function on Γ. Let k be a local field. For every representation ρ : Γ×N Γ → GLd(k)
there exist C, c > 1, depending only on ρ, with the property: for every w1, w2, . . . , wr ∈ N ,

r > d+ 1, and γ ∈ Γ we have that

∣∣∣
∣∣∣µ
(
ρ
(
γ, γ[w1, w2, . . . , wr]

))∣∣∣
∣∣∣
E

6 2rC
( r∑

i=1

∣∣wi
∣∣
Γ

)
+ c
∣∣γ
∣∣
Γ
.

Let Fm be the free group on m > 2 generators. As an application of Theorem 1.1 and
Corollary 1.2, we exhibit examples of finitely generated subgroups of the direct product Fm×Fm
which fail to admit linear representations which are quasi-isometric embeddings.

Theorem 1.3. Let Fm, m > 2, be the free group on {x1, . . . , xm} and A a finite subset of

[Fm, Fm] which contains the commutator [xj , xp] = x−1
j x−1

p xjxp for some 1 6 p < j 6 m. Let

∆A = Fm ×〈〈A〉〉 Fm =
〈{

(xi, xi), (1, w) : w ∈ A, 1 6 i 6 m
}〉

be the fiber product of Fm with respect to the normal subgroup 〈〈A〉〉 =
〈
{ghg−1 : h ∈ A, g ∈ Fm}

〉

and fix a word length function | · |A : ∆A → N. For every d ∈ N, there exists an infinite sequence

(wn)n∈N of elements in ∆A with the property: for every representation ρ : ∆A → GLd(k), where
k is a local field, there exists Cρ > 0 such that

∣∣∣
∣∣∣µ
(
ρ(wn)

)∣∣∣
∣∣∣
E

6 Cρ
∣∣wn

∣∣1− 1
2d+3

A
(1)

for every n ∈ N. In particular, the finitely generated group ∆A does not admit linear represen-

tation, over a local field, which is a quasi-isometric embedding.

Now we briefly explain how Theorem 1.1 and Corollary 1.2 are used in the proof of Theorem
1.3. Theorem 1.1 and Corollary 1.2 imply that for any representation ρ : Fm×〈〈A〉〉Fm → GLd(k),
d ∈ N, and any sequence of the form (1, yn) ∈ Fm ×〈〈A〉〉 Fm, where yn ∈ [Fm, Fm] is a
commutator of at least d + 1 elements in 〈〈A〉〉, the norm of the Cartan projection of the
sequence

(
ρ(1, yn)

)
n∈N

grows at most linearly in n. However, for particular choices of (yn)n∈N,



CARTAN PROJECTIONS OF FIBER PRODUCTS AND NON QUASI-ISOMETRIC EMBEDDINGS 3

the word length of the sequence ((1, yn))n∈N grows faster than linearly in n, showing that ρ
fails to be a quasi-isometric embedding. One possible choice of such a sequence is

wn :=
(
1,
[[
[xnj , x

n
p ], x

n
p

]
, [xnj , x

n
p ], . . . , [x

n
j , x

n
p ]︸ ︷︷ ︸

d−times

])
.

We refer to Theorem 6.1 which is a generalization of the previous theorem for more details.
Thanks to the Rips construction [41] and its generalizations (e.g. see [43]), given any finitely

presented group Q there exist explicit examples of a Gromov hyperbolic group Γ, satisfying the
C′(16 ) small cancellation condition, and a normal finitely generated subgroup N of Γ such that
Γ/N = Q. By using Corollary 1.2 and following the point of view of the Bridson–Grunewald
construction in [10], we obtain the following theorem.

Theorem 1.4. Let Fm, m > 2, be the free group on {x1, . . . , xm} and B a finite subset of [Fm, Fm]
which contains the commutator [xj , xp] = x−1

j x−1
p xjxp for some 1 6 p < j 6 m. Let QB =〈

x1, . . . , xm
∣∣ B
〉
and ΓB be a C′(16 ) small cancellation group provided by the Rips construction1

such that

1 → NB → ΓB → QB → 1

is a short exact sequence and NB is finitely generated. Let PB = ΓB ×NB
ΓB and fix a word

length function | · |B : PB → N. For every d ∈ N, there exists an infinite sequence (δn)n∈N of

elements in PB with the property: for every representation ρ : PB → GLd(k), where k is a local

field, there exists Cρ > 0 such that
∣∣∣
∣∣∣µ
(
ρ(δn)

)∣∣∣
∣∣∣
E

6 Cρ
∣∣δn
∣∣1− 1

2d+3

B
(2)

for every n ∈ N. In particular, the finitely generated group PB does not linear representation,

over a local field k, which is a quasi-isometric embedding.

For explicit examples of sequences (δn)n∈N, depending only on d ∈ N and the finite set B,
satisfying the upper bound (2), we refer to Theorem 6.3.

Let us also remark that when QB is of type F3 (i.e. admits a K(QB, 1) Eilenberg–MacLane
space whose 3-skeleton is finite) the fiber product PB in Theorem 1.4 is finitely presented by
the 1-2-3-Theorem in [5]. Moreover, it follows by the work of Agol [2, Cor. 1.2] and Wise [44,
Thm. 1.2] that the Gromov hyperbolic group Γ is virtually special and hence admits a discrete
faithful representation into GLd(C) for some d ∈ N. In fact, as a consequence of [19, Thm. 1.3],
Γ admits a complex representation which is a quasi-isometric embedding. Therefore, in the view
of these facts and Theorem 1.4, we obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 1.5. Let B, NB,ΓB, QB and PB = ΓB ×NB
ΓB be as in Theorem 1.4. Suppose that the

finitely presented group QB is of type F3 (e.g. free abelian). Then PB is a finitely presented

subgroup of ΓB ×ΓB which admits a discrete faithful complex representation but does not admit

linear representation, over a local field, which is a quasi-isometric embedding.

We provide an explicit example and its finite presentation with 6 generators and 21 rela-
tions in Example 7.1. To our knowledge the groups provided by Corollary 1.5 are the first
known examples of finitely presented subgroups of CAT(0) groups which fail to admit linear
representations which are quasi-isometric embeddings.

More examples from Grothendieck pairs. In §8 we provide some other examples of fiber prod-
ucts, which are not commensurable to those of Theorem 1.3 and Theorem 1.4, and fail to admit
admit any linear representation which is a quasi-isometric embedding. This is achieved thanks
to Theorem 8.3 which is a stronger version of Corollary 1.2 for fiber products of the form Γ×NΓ,

1We refer here to Rips’ construction in [41] which we review in §5.
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where Γ/N satisfies the conditions of the Platonov–Tavgen criterion [39] (i.e. Γ/N does not ad-
mit non-trivial finite quotients and H2(Γ/N,Z) = 0). The main tool for the proof of Theorem
8.3 is a theorem of Grothendieck [22, Thm. 1.2] which establishes a connection between the
profinite completion of a finitely generated group and its representation theory.

Organization of the paper. In §2 we provide some necessary background on fiber products, the
Cartan projection, proximality and prove some preliminary lemmas that we will use in the
following sections. In §3 we are going to prove Theorem 1.1 and in §4 we establish some further
necessary lemmas. In §5 we recall Rips’ construction from [41] and in §6 we prove Theorem
1.3 and Theorem 1.4. In §7 we provide an explicit example of a finite presentation of a fiber
product satisfying the conclusion of Theorem 1.4. In §8 we discuss some known constructions
of Grothendieck pairs and further examples of fiber products failing to admit representations
which are quasi-isometric embeddings.

Acknowledgements. I would like to thank Richard Canary, Fanny Kassel, Claudio Llosa Isenrich,
Alan Reid and Mihalis Sykiotis for interesting discussions, as well as the anonymous referees

for their comments. I would also like to thank IHÉS, where this project started, for providing
excellent working conditions. This project received funding from the European Research Council
(ERC) under the European’s Union Horizon 2020 research and innovation programme (ERC
starting grant DiGGeS, grant agreement No 715982).

2. Preliminaries

In this section, we provide some necessary background and prove certain lemmas that we are
going to use in the following sections of the paper.

Let Γ be a group. For a subset F of Γ, the normal closure of F in Γ is the normal subgroup
〈〈F〉〉 =

〈
γfγ−1 : γ ∈ Γ, f ∈ F

〉
. If Γ is a finitely generated group we equip it with a left

invariant word metric dΓ : Γ × Γ → N induced by some finite generating subset S of Γ. We
denote by | · |Γ : Γ → N, |γ|Γ = dΓ(γ, 1), γ ∈ Γ, the associated word length function. The group
Γ is called Gromov hyperbolic if its Cayley graph with respect to S, equipped with dΓ, is a
δ-hyperbolic space. We refer the reader to [21], [11, part III] and [16] for more background on
Gromov hyperbolic spaces.

Let us recall once more that if N is a normal subgroup of Γ, the fiber product of Γ with

respect to N is the subgroup of Γ× Γ generated by the diagonal and the subgroup {1} ×N :

Γ×N Γ =
{
(γ, γw) ∈ Γ× Γ : γ ∈ Γ, w ∈ N

}
.

Fact 2.1. If N = 〈〈F〉〉, where F is a finite subset of Γ, then
{
(g, g) : g ∈ S

}
∪
{
(1, h) : h ∈ F

}

is a finite generating subset of Γ×N Γ.

2.1. Proximality. We denote by k a local field, i.e R, C or a finite extension of Qp or the field
of formal Laurent series Fq((t)) over the finite field Fq and by | · | : k → R+ the absolute value
on k. If k is Archimedean (i.e. k = R or C) | · | is the standard Euclidean absolute value. If k
is non-Archimedean and ω : k → Z ∪ {∞} is a discrete valuation on k, the absolute value is
| · | = q−ω(·), where q ∈ N is the cardinality of the residue field of k. The ring of integers of k is
O :=

{
x ∈ K : |x| 6 1

}
and we fix π ∈ O a uniformizer with ω(π) = 1.

The algebra of d × d matrices with entries in k is denoted by gld(k). The ℓ2-matrix norm
|| · || : gld(k) → R+ is defined as follows

∣∣∣∣B
∣∣∣∣ =

( d∑

i,j=1

∣∣bij
∣∣2
) 1

2

where B = (bij)
d
i,j=1, bij ∈ k. For 1 6 i, j 6 d, Eij denotes the elementary matrix with 1 at the

(i, j)-entry and 0 everywhere else.
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Let g ∈ GLd(k) be a matrix. The eigenvalues of g lie in a finite extension k′ of k. We denote
by ℓ1(g) > . . . > ℓd(g) the absolute values of the eigenvalues of g in non-increasing order. Note
that for every 1 6 i 6 d − 1 we have ℓi(g

−1) = ℓd−i+1(g)
−1. An element g ∈ GLd(k) is called

1-proximal if ℓ1(g) > ℓ2(g). If g is 1-proximal then it has a unique eigenvalue of maximum
absolute value, necessarily in k. In this case, g ∈ GLd(k) admits a unique attracting fixed point
x+g ∈ P(kd) and a repelling (d − 1)-hypeplane V −

g such that kd = x+g ⊕ V −
g and for every

y ∈ P(kd)r P(V −
g ), limn g

ny = x+g .

2.2. Cartan and Lyapunov projection on G = GLd(k). Let us consider the cone of Rd

E+ :=
{
(x1, . . . , xd) ∈ Rd : x1 > . . . > xd

}
.

(a) k is Archimedean. For a matrix g = (gij)
d
i,j=1 denote by g∗ = (gji)

d
i,j=1 and gt = (gji)

d
i,j=1

the conjugate transpose and transpose of g respectively. If k = R (resp. k = C) let K = O(d)
(resp.K = U(d)) be the (unique up to conjugation) maximal compact subgroup of G. A maximal
k-split torus of G is the set of diagonal matrices with entries in k with dominant Weyl chamber

A+ =
{
diag

(
a1, . . . , ad

)
: a1 > . . . > ad, ai ∈ R+

}
.

The corresponding Cartan decomposition is G = KA+K, i.e. every g ∈ G is written in the form
g = wgagw

′
g, where wg , w

′
g ∈ K and ag ∈ A+. The Cartan projection is the map µ : G → E+

defined as follows

µ(g) =
(
log σ1(g), . . . , log σd(g)

)

where σi(g) =
√
ℓi(gg∗) is the i-th singular value of g. The map µ is a continuous, proper and

surjective map.

(b) k is non-Archimedean. Let p ∈ N be the cardinality of the residue field of k. The group
K = GLd(O) is the unique, up to conjugation, maximal compact subgroup of G. A maximal
k-split torus of G is the set of diagonal matrices with entries in k with dominant Weyl chamber

A+ =
{
diag

(
a1, . . . , ad

)
: |a1| > . . . > |ad|, ai ∈ k∗

}

and the corresponding Cartan decomposition is G = KA+K. Every matrix g ∈ G can be written
in the form g = wga

+
g w

′
g , where wg, w

′
g ∈ K and

a+g = diag
(
πn1(g), . . . , πnd(g)

)

where n1(g), . . . , nd(g) ∈ Z and nd(g) > . . . > n1(g). For 1 6 i 6 d, the i-th singular value of g is

σi(g) =
∣∣πni(g)

∣∣ = p−ni(g).

The Cartan projection µ : G → E+ is the vector valued map

µ(g) =
(
log σ1(g), . . . log σd(g)

)
, g ∈ G.

In this case, µ is proper and continuous map but not surjective onto E+.
In both cases where k is Archimedean or not, the Lyapunov projection is the map λ : G → E+

defined in terms of the Cartan projection as follows

λ(g) = lim
r→∞

1

r
µ(gr) =

(
log ℓ1(g), . . . log ℓd(g)

)
, g ∈ G.

Let us also recall the definition of a linear representation, over a local field, being a quasi-
isometric embedding.

Definition 2.2. Let H be a finitely generated group and fix | · |H : H → N a word length function

on H. A representation ρ : H → GLd(k) is called a quasi-isometric embedding if there exists

C > 1 such that for every γ ∈ H we have

C−1
∣∣γ
∣∣
H
− C 6

∣∣∣
∣∣∣µ
(
ρ(γ)

)∣∣∣
∣∣∣
E

6 C
∣∣γ
∣∣
H
+ C.



6 KONSTANTINOS TSOUVALAS

Remark 2.3. If k = R or C, let (X, d) be the Riemannian symmetric space G/K equipped
with the Killing metric d. If k is non-Archimedean, (X, d) denotes the Bruhat–Tits building on
which G acts properly by isometries, see [14] for more details. A representation ρ : H → GLd(k)
is a quasi-isometric embedding if and only if the orbit map τρ : (H, dH) → (X, d), τρ(γ) =
ρ(γ)x0, γ ∈ H, is a quasi-isometric embedding between metric spaces.

2.3. Semisimple representations. Let Γ be a group. A representation ρ : Γ → GLd(k) is called
semisimple if ρ decomposes as a direct sum of irreducible representations.

Fact 2.4. Let Γ be a group and Γ′ ⊂ Γ be a normal subgroup. Suppose that ρ : Γ → GLd(k) is a

semisimple representation. Then the restriction ρ|Γ′ : Γ′ → GLd(k) is semisimple.2

The following result, established by Benoist in [9], using a result of Abels–Margulis–Soifer
from [1], offers a connection between eigenvalues and singular values of elements in the image
of a semisimple linear representation over a local field. For a proof of the following result, in
the case where k is Archimedean, we refer the reader to [24, Thm. 4.12].

Theorem 2.5.
(
Abels–Margulis–Soifer [1], Benoist [9]

)
Let k be a local field. Suppose that Γ is

a group and ρ : Γ → GLd(k) is a semisimple representation. There exist a finite subset F of Γ

and Cρ > 0 with the property: for every g ∈ Γ there exists f ∈ F such that
∣∣∣
∣∣∣µ
(
ρ(g)

)
− λ
(
ρ(gf)

)∣∣∣
∣∣∣
E

6 Cρ.

We will also need the following lemma.

Lemma 2.6. Let k be a local field and H be a group. Suppose that ψ : H × H → GLm(k) is a

semisimple representation such that ψ({1}×H) contains a 1-proximal element. Then there exist

finitely many group homomorphisms ε1, . . . , εp : H → k∗ with the property: if g ∈ H, ψ(1, g) is
1-proximal and v+g ∈ kd is an eigenvector of ψ(1, g) with respect to its eigenvalue of maximum

modulus, then there exists 1 6 r 6 p such that for every h ∈ H,

ψ(h, 1)v+g = εr(h)v
+
g .

Proof. Observe that {1} × H is a normal subgroup of H × H and hence Fact 2.4 implies that
ψ|{1}×H is a semisimple representation since ψ is. Let V be the vector k-subspace of km spanned
by the attracting eigenlines of 1-proximal elements of ψ({1}×H). Since ψ|{1}×H is semisimple,
there exists a decomposition

V = V1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ Vq

into ψ({1} × H)-invariant subspaces such that the restriction of ψ|Vi : {1} × H → GL(Vi) is
irreducible and its image contains a 1-proximal element. Note that for each i, the subspace Vi
contains a basis Bi ⊂ Vi, consisting entirely of attracting eigenvectors of 1-proximal elements
of ψ({1}×H)|Vi . Since ψ(H× {1}) centralizes ψ({1}×H), ψ(H× {1}) fixes every vector in Bi

3

for every 1 6 i 6 q.
Now let us fix h ∈ H. Up to conjugation by an element of GL(Vi), the restriction ψ(h, 1)|Vi

on Vi is a diagonal matrix of the form

diag
(
qi1Id1 , . . . , qisIds

)

where qij ∈ k∗ and
∑s

j=1 dj = dimk(Vi), commuting with the irreducible subgroup ψ({1}×H)|Vi

of GL(Vi). Now suppose that there exists j ∈ {1, . . . , s} such that qij 6= qiℓ for every ℓ 6= j. Up
to conjugation by an element of GL(Vi), we may assume that j = 1. Since ψ(h, 1) centralizes
ψ({1} × H)|Vi , we check that for every w ∈ H the first row of ψ(1, w) consists entirely of zeros

2If ρ is irreducible and V ′ ⊂ kd is a ρ(Γ′)-invariant k-subspace of minimum positive dimension, then, by

using induction, there exist γ1, . . . , γr ∈ Γ such that kd =
⊕r

i=1
ρ(γi)V ′.

3Note that if g, h ∈ GLd(k) are commuting and g is 1-proximal, then hx+
g , x+

g ∈ P(kd) are attracting

eigenvectors for g and hence hx+
g = x+

g .
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except in the (1, 1) entry. It follows that ψ({1}×H)|Vi preserves a proper subspace of Vi which
is a contradiction. Therefore, qi1 = · · · = qis and s = 1. In conclusion, ψ(h, 1) acts as scalar
multiple of the identity on Vi for every h ∈ H and 1 6 i 6 q. �

Denote by gld(k) the algebra of d×d matrices with entries in k. Let ∆ be a group and ψ : ∆ →
GLd(k) be a representation. The representation ψ is called spanning if the vector subspace of
gld(k) spanned by ψ(∆) is gld(k). We close this section with the following analogue of Goursat’s
lemma describing the subspace generated by a product of two spanning representations.

Lemma 2.7. Let k be a local field and ∆ be a group. Suppose that ρ1 : ∆ → GLm(k) and

ρ2 : ∆ → GLn(k) are two spanning representations. Let g ⊂ glm(k) × gln(k) be the k-vector
subspace spanned by (ρ1 × ρ2)(∆) :=

{(
ρ1(γ), ρ2(γ)

)
: γ ∈ ∆

}
. Then one of the following holds:

(i) g = glm(k)× gln(k).
(ii) n = m and there exists h ∈ GLn(k) such that ρ2(γ) = hρ1(γ)h

−1 for every γ ∈ ∆.

Proof. We first observe that since ∆ is a group, g is a sub-algebra of glm(k) × gln(k). Let
pr1 : g → glm(k) and pr2 : g → gln(k) be the projections on the first and second coordinate
respectively. Let us assume that g is a proper sub-algebra of glm(k)× gln(k). We are going to
prove that n = m and ρ1, ρ2 are conjugate.

By assumption we have pr1(g) = glm(k) and pr2(g) = gln(k). Now we claim that the pro-
jection pr1 is injective. Suppose not. Then there exists w ∈ gln(k) r {0} such that (0, w) ∈ g.
Note that since g is (ρ1× ρ2)(∆) invariant, (0, ρ2(δ)wρ2(γ)) ∈ g for every γ, δ ∈ ∆. Since ρ2(∆)
spans gln(k), g also contains the set Cw :=

{
(0, w1ww2) : w1, w2 ∈ gln(k)

}
. Moreover, note that

there is no proper subspace of gln(k) which contains the set Cw, since the latter contains all
the elementary n× n matrices {Eij}

n
i,j=1. It follows that {0} × gln(k) is a subalgebra of g. In

particular,
(
gln(k)×{0}

)
∩ g contains ρ1(∆)×{0}. Since ρ1 is spanning, we similarly conclude

that glm(k) × {0} is contained in g. Finally, we have g = glm(k) × gln(k) contradicting our
assumption that g is proper. Therefore, pr1 : g → glm(k) is an algebra isomorphism. Similarly,
we check that pr2 : g → gln(k) is an algebra isomorphism.

It follows that n = m. By the Skolem–Noether theorem (e.g. see [32, p.174]) the auto-
morphism pr2 ◦ pr−1

1 : gln(k) → gln(k) is inner, i.e. there exists h ∈ GLn(k) such that(
pr2 ◦ pr

−1
1

)
(g) = hgh−1 for every g ∈ gln(k). In particular, since pr−1

1 (ρ1(γ)) = (ρ1(γ), ρ2(γ))

for γ ∈ ∆, we conclude that ρ2(γ) = hρ1(γ)h
−1 for every γ ∈ ∆. �

3. Proof of Theorem 1.1

In this section we prove Theorem 1.1. In order to simplify our notation in the following
statements, we introduce the following definition.

Definition 3.1. Let k be a local field and H be a group. A representation ρ : H× H → GLd(k) is
called r-normal if there exist C, a > 0 such that

∣∣∣
∣∣∣ρ
(
1, [w1, w2, . . . , wr]

±1
)∣∣∣
∣∣∣ 6 Cea

∑r
i=1 ||µ(ρ(wi,wi))||E (3)

for every w1, . . . , wr ∈ H.

We will need the following lemma providing a sharper estimate from that of Theorem 1.1 in
the case where the representation ρ is semisimple.

Lemma 3.2. Let H be a group and ρ : H×H → GLd(k) a semisimple representation. There exist

C, c > 0 such that for every w ∈ [H,H] we have
∣∣∣
∣∣∣µ
(
ρ(1, w)

)∣∣∣
∣∣∣
E

6 C
∣∣∣
∣∣∣µ
(
ρ(w,w)

)∣∣∣
∣∣∣
E

+ c. (4)
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Proof. Let ρ∗(w,w′) = ρ
(
(w,w′)−1

)t
, (w,w′) ∈ H×H, be the dual representation of ρ. We may

assume that the representation ρ is conjugate to ρ∗ and d ∈ N is even, otherwise we may replace
ρ with the representation ρ× ρ∗ and prove the statement for this representation. In particular,

ℓi
(
ρ(w,w′)

)
= ℓi

(
ρ(w,w′)−1

)
= ℓd−i+1

(
ρ(w,w′)

)−1
(5)

for every (w,w′) ∈ H × H and 1 6 i 6 d
2 . Since {1} × H is a normal subgroup of H × H

and ρ is semisimple, Fact 2.4 implies that (∧sρ)|{1}×H is also a semisimple representation for

every 1 6 s 6 d
2 . Lemma 2.6 shows that there exist finitely many group homomorphisms

ε1, . . . , εℓ : H → k∗ with the following property: if g ∈ H and ∧iρ(1, g) is 1-proximal and
v+g ∈ ∧ikd is an eigenvector of ∧iρ(1, g) with respect to the eigenvalue of maximum modulus,
there exists 1 6 r 6 ℓ such that

∧iρ(h, 1)v+g = εr(h)v
+
g (6)

for every h ∈ H. By Theorem 2.5 there exists a finite subset F of {1} ×H and Cρ > 0 with the
property: for every w ∈ H there exists (1, f) ∈ F such that

max
16i6d

∣∣∣ log ℓi
(
ρ(1, wf)

)
− log σi

(
ρ(1, w)

)∣∣∣ 6 Cρ. (7)

Let us set R := Cρ+maxg∈F
∣∣det(ρ(1, g))

∣∣. Fix now w ∈ [H,H], observe that
∣∣det(ρ(1, w))

∣∣ = 1,

and choose f ∈ H such that f, w ∈ H satisfy (7). If
∑d

i=1

∣∣ log σi(ρ(1, w))
∣∣ < 10Rd then (4)

holds true for c = 10Rd. Thus, we continue by assuming that
∑d

i=1 | log σi(ρ(1, w))| > 10Rd.

Then (7) implies that
∑d
i=1

∣∣ log ℓi(ρ(1, wf))
∣∣ > 9Rd. By the choice of R > 0 and the fact that∑d

i=1 log ℓi(ρ(1, wf)) = log
∣∣detρ(1, f)

∣∣, we may choose 1 6 i 6 d− 1 such that ℓi(ρ(1, wf)) >

ℓi+1(ρ(1, wf)) (otherwise we would have log ℓi(ρ(1, wf)) =
1
d log

∣∣detρ(1, f)
∣∣ for every i, which

cannot happen since
∑d
i=1 | log ℓi(ρ(1, wf))| > 9Rd). Therefore, ∧iρ(1, wf) is 1-proximal and

we may assume by (5) that 1 6 i 6 d
2 . Let v

+
wf ∈ ∧ikd be a unit eigenvector of ∧iρ(1, wf)

corresponding to its eigenvalue of maximum modulus. By (6) we may choose 1 6 r 6 ℓ and
write

∧iρ
(
wf, 1

)
v+wf = εr

(
wf
)
v+wf = εr(f)v

+
wf ,

since f ∈ N , w ∈ [H,H] and [H,H] ⊂ kerεr. We deduce that
∣∣∣
∣∣∣ ∧i ρ

(
wf,wf

)∣∣∣
∣∣∣ >

∣∣∣
∣∣∣ ∧i ρ

(
wf,wf

)
v+wf

∣∣∣
∣∣∣

=
∣∣∣
∣∣∣ ∧i ρ(wf, 1) ∧i ρ(1, wf)v+wf

∣∣∣
∣∣∣

=
∣∣εr(f)

∣∣ℓ1
(
∧i ρ

(
1, wf

))

=
∣∣εr(f)

∣∣
(
ℓ1
(
∧i ρ

(
1, wf

))
ℓ1
(
∧i ρ

(
1, (wf)−1

))) 1
2

=
∣∣εr(f)

∣∣
(

i∏

j=1

ℓj
(
ρ(1, wf)

)

ℓd−j+1

(
ρ(1, wf)

)
) 1

2

>

(
min

16q6ℓ
min

(1,g)∈F

∣∣εq(g)
∣∣
)(ℓ1

(
ρ(1, wf)

)

ℓd
(
ρ(1, wf)

)
) 1

2

> e−C
(

min
16q6ℓ

min
(1,g)∈F

∣∣εq(g)
∣∣
)(σ1

(
ρ(1, w)

)

σd
(
ρ(1, w)

)
) 1

2

.

We conclude that there exist constants M1,M2,M3 > 100Rd, depending only on the repre-
sentation ρ, d ∈ N, the finite set F ⊂ {1}×H and the the constant min16q6ℓmin(1,g)∈F

∣∣εq(g)
∣∣,
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such that:

log
σ1
(
ρ(1, w)

)

σd
(
ρ(1, w)

) 6 2 max
16i6 d

2

log
∣∣∣
∣∣∣ ∧i ρ

(
wf,wf

)∣∣∣
∣∣∣+M1 6M3 log

σ1(ρ(w,w))

σd(ρ(w,w))
+M2

for every w ∈ [H,H]. The proof of the lemma is complete. �

3.1. Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let us now recall Theorem 1.1 which states that every linear rep-
resentation of a direct product of the form H× H is q-normal for some q ∈ N:

Theorem 3.3. (Theorem 1.1) Let k be a local field and H be a group. For every representa-

tion ρ : H× H → GLd(k) there exists C > 1, depending only on ρ, with the property: for every

w1, w2, . . . , wr ∈ Hr {1} and r > d+ 1 we have that

∣∣∣
∣∣∣µ
(
ρ
(
1, [w1, w2, . . . , wr]

))∣∣∣
∣∣∣
E

6 2rC
(
1 +

r∑

i=1

∣∣∣
∣∣∣µ
(
ρ(wi, wi)

)∣∣∣
∣∣∣
E

)
.

For the proof we need the following elementary fact.

Lemma 3.4. Let H be a group and suppose that ρ : H×H → GLd(k) is a representation which is

r-normal. Then ρ is m-normal for every m > r. In particular, there exist K, a > 1, depending
only on ρ, such that

∣∣∣
∣∣∣ρ
(
1,
[
w1, . . . , wm]±1

)∣∣∣
∣∣∣ 6 K2m−r

e2
m−ra

∑r
i=1 ||µ(ρ(wi,wi))||E

for every w1, . . . , wm ∈ H.

Proof. Let us observe that there exist constants C, a > 1, depending only on d ∈ N, such that
∣∣∣
∣∣∣ρ
(
g, g
)∣∣∣
∣∣∣ 6 Cea||µ(ρ(g,g)||E

for every g ∈ Γ. Since ρ is r-normal, by enlarging C, a > 1 if necessary, we may assume that
∣∣∣
∣∣∣ρ
(
1, [w1, . . . , wr]

±1
)∣∣∣
∣∣∣ 6 Cea

∑r
i=1 ||µ(ρ(wi,wi))||E ,

for every w1, . . . , wr ∈ H. Now we may use induction to prove
∣∣∣
∣∣∣ρ
(
1,
[
w1, . . . , wm]±1

)∣∣∣
∣∣∣ 6 C−2+6·2m−r

e2
m−ra

∑r
i=1 ||µ(ρ(wi,wi))||E (8)

for every w1, . . . , wm ∈ H, m > r. Obviously (8) holds for m = r. Assume now that (8) holds
for m > r and let w1, . . . , wm, wm+1 ∈ H. We set zm := [w1, . . . , wm] and observe that
∣∣∣
∣∣∣ρ(1,

[
zm, wm+1

])∣∣∣
∣∣∣ =

∣∣∣
∣∣∣ρ
(
1, z−1

m

)
ρ
(
w−1
m+1, w

−1
m+1

)
ρ
(
1, zm

)
ρ
(
wm+1, wm+1

)∣∣∣
∣∣∣

6

∣∣∣
∣∣∣ρ
(
1, z−1

m

)∣∣∣
∣∣∣ ·
∣∣∣
∣∣∣ρ
(
w−1
m+1, w

−1
m+1

)∣∣∣
∣∣∣ ·
∣∣∣
∣∣∣ρ
(
1, zm

)∣∣∣
∣∣∣ ·
∣∣∣
∣∣∣ρ
(
wm+1, wm+1

)∣∣∣
∣∣∣

6 C−4+12·2m−r

e2
m−r+1a

∑m
i=1 ||µ(ρ(wi,wi))||E · C2e2a||µ(ρ(wm+1,wm+1))||E

6 C−2+6·2m+1−r

e2
m+1−ra

∑m+1
i=1 ||µ(ρ(wi,wi))||E .

We similarly check the same bound holds for
∣∣∣∣ρ
(
1, [wm+1, zm]

)∣∣∣∣. This completes the proof of
the induction and the conclusion follows. �

The proof Theorem 3.3 is based on the following key lemma.

Lemma 3.5. Let H be a group and ρ : H× H → GLd(k) be a representation of the form:

ρ
(
g, g′

)
=




ρ1(g, g
′) . . . ∗

0
. . .

...

0 0 ρr(g, g
′)


 ,

(
g, g′

)
∈ H× H,
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where
{
ρi : H× H → GLdi(k)

}r
i=1

are spanning representations and d =
∑r

i=1 di. Suppose that

ρi is 2-normal for every 1 6 i 6 r. Then ρ is (r + 1)-normal.

Before we give the proof of Lemma 3.5, we will also need the following observation.

Observation 3.6. Let ψ : H × H → GLd(k) be a representation and
{
(x1, y1), . . . , (xm, ym)

}
a

finite subset of H× H. There exist C, a > 0, depending only on ψ, such that for every w ∈ H,

max
16i6m

∣∣∣
∣∣∣ψ
(
wxi, yiw

)±1
∣∣∣
∣∣∣ 6 Cea||µ(ψ(w,w))||E.

Proof. Observe that for every w ∈ H and 1 6 i 6 m we can write

(
wxi, yiw

)
=
(
w,w

)(
xi, xi

)(
1, xi

)−1(
w,w

)−1(
1, yi

)(
w,w

)
.

The observation now follows directly from the sub-multiplicativity of the ℓ2-norm || · ||. �

Proof of Lemma 3.5.We shall use induction on the number r ∈ N of the spanning representations
ρ1, ρ2, . . . , ρr. First, we are going to prove the statement for r = 2.

Case 1: Suppose that r = 2. The representation ρ is of the form

ρ
(
g, g′

)
=

(
ρ1(g, g

′) u(g, g′)

0 ρ2(g, g
′)

)
, (g, g′) ∈ H× H,

for some matrix valued function u : H×H → Matd1×d2(k). Observe that there exist R, c > 0 such that

max
i=1,2

∣∣∣
∣∣∣ρi
(
g, g
)∣∣∣
∣∣∣ 6

∣∣∣
∣∣∣ρ
(
g, g
)∣∣∣
∣∣∣ 6 Rec||µ(ρ(g,g))||E (9)

for every g ∈ H. It is enough to prove that there exist J, a > 0 such that
∣∣∣
∣∣∣u
(
1, [w1, w2]

)∣∣∣
∣∣∣ 6 Jea

∑2
i=1 ||µ(ρ(wi,wi))||E

for every w1, w2 ∈ H. By assumption, ρ1, ρ2 are spanning representations, hence by Lemma 2.7
there are two cases to consider:

Case 1a.
〈
(ρ1 × ρ2)(H× H)

〉
= gld1(k)× gld2(k).

In particular, we may choose
{
(ai, bi)

}q
=1

⊂ H× H and
{
ci
}q
i=1

⊂ k such that

q∑

i=1

ciρ1(ai, bi) = Id1 and

q∑

i=1

ciρ2(ai, bi) = 0d2 .

Let w1, w2 ∈ H be arbitrary elements and set w := [w1, w2]. We may directly check that

q∑

i=1

ciρ(wai, biw) =

(
ρ1(w,w) Y(w)

0 0d2

)
,

Y(w) := ρ1
(
w, 1

)
(

q∑

i=1

ciu
(
ai, bi

)
)
ρ2
(
1, w

)
+ ρ1

(
w, 1

)
u
(
1, w

)

and note that
∣∣∣
∣∣∣Y(w)

∣∣∣
∣∣∣ 6

∣∣∣∣
∣∣∣∣
q∑

i=1

ciρ(wai, biw)

∣∣∣∣
∣∣∣∣ 6

q∑

i=1

|ci|
∣∣∣
∣∣∣ρ(wai, biw)

∣∣∣
∣∣∣.
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Therefore, by Observation 3.6, the fact that ρ1 and ρ2 are 2-normal and (9), there exist
R1, r1 > 0, depending only on ρ and c1, . . . , cq ∈ k, such that

∣∣∣
∣∣∣u
(
1, w

)∣∣∣
∣∣∣ =

∣∣∣∣∣

∣∣∣∣∣ρ1
(
w, 1

)−1
Y(w) −

q∑

i=1

ciu
(
ai, bi

)
ρ2
(
1, w

)
∣∣∣∣∣

∣∣∣∣∣

6

∣∣∣
∣∣∣ρ1
(
1, w

)−1
∣∣∣
∣∣∣ ·
∣∣∣∣∣

∣∣∣∣∣

q∑

i=1

ciρ
(
wai, biw

)
∣∣∣∣∣

∣∣∣∣∣+
q∑

i=1

∣∣ci
∣∣
∣∣∣
∣∣∣u
(
ai, bi

)∣∣∣
∣∣∣ ·
∣∣∣
∣∣∣ρ2
(
1, w

)∣∣∣
∣∣∣

6 R1e
r1

∑2
i=1 ||µ(ρ(wi,wi))||E .

We deduce that there exist R2, r2 > 0, depending only on ρ, such that
∣∣∣
∣∣∣ρ
(
1,
[
w1, w2

])∣∣∣
∣∣∣ 6 R2e

r2
∑2

i=1 ||µ(ρ(wi,wi))||E

for every w1, w2 ∈ H. It follows that ρ is 2-normal and hence 3-normal by Lemma 3.4. �

Case 1b. d1 = d2 and ρ1 and ρ2 are conjugate.

Up to conjugating ρ by an element of GLd1(k) × GLd1(k) we may assume that ρ1 = ρ2. By
assumption, ρ1(H × H) spans gld1(k), hence for every 1 6 i, j 6 d1 there exist mij ∈ N,{
cijℓ}

mij

ℓ=1 ⊂ k and
{
(aijℓ, bijℓ)

}mij

ℓ=1
⊂ H× H such that

∑mij

ℓ=1 cijℓρ1(aijℓ, bijℓ) = Eij .

Now let w1, w2 ∈ H and set w := [w1, w2]. For every 1 6 i, j 6 d1 we have:

mij∑

ℓ=1

cijℓρ
(
waijℓ, bijℓw

)
=

(
ρ1(w, 1) u(w, 1)

0 ρ1(w, 1)

)(
Eij Uij

0 Eij

)(
ρ1(1, w) u(1, w)

0 ρ1(1, w)

)

=

(
ρ1(w, 1)Eijρ1(1, w) Vij(w)

0 ρ1(w, 1)Eijρ1(1, w)

)
,

Uij :=

mij∑

ℓ=1

cijℓu(aijℓ, bijℓ),

Vij(w) := ρ1(w, 1)Uijρ1(1, w) + u(w, 1)Eijρ1(1, w) + ρ1(w, 1)Eiju(1, w).

By Observation 3.6, the fact that ρ1 is 2-normal and (9), we obtain B0, b0 > 0, depending only
on ρ, such that

∣∣∣
∣∣∣u(w, 1)Eijρ1(1, w) + ρ1(w, 1)Eiju(1, w)

∣∣∣
∣∣∣ =

∣∣∣
∣∣∣Vij(w) − ρ1(w, 1)Uijρ1(1, w)

∣∣∣
∣∣∣

6

∣∣∣
∣∣∣
mij∑

ℓ=1

cijℓρ(waijℓ, bijℓw)
∣∣∣
∣∣∣+
∣∣∣
∣∣∣ρ1(1, w)

∣∣∣
∣∣∣ ·
∣∣∣
∣∣∣ρ1(w, 1)

∣∣∣
∣∣∣ ·
∣∣∣
∣∣∣Uij

∣∣∣
∣∣∣

6 B0e
b0

∑2
i=1 ||µ(ρ(wi,wi))||E

for every 1 6 i, j 6 d1. Let us also observe that for every g ∈ H we have

u(g, g) = ρ1(g, 1)u(1, g) + u(g, 1)ρ1(1, g)

u(g, 1) = u(g, g)ρ1(1, g)
−1 − ρ1(g, 1)u(1, g)ρ1(1, g)

−1.
(10)

Therefore, since ρ1 is 2-normal and by (9) we have
∣∣∣∣u(w,w)

∣∣∣∣ 6 Rec||µ(ρ(w,w))||E, there exist
B1, b1 > 0, depending only on ρ, such that
∣∣∣
∣∣∣ρ1(w, 1)u(1, w)ρ1(1, w)−1Eijρ1(1, w)− ρ1(w, 1)Eiju(1, w)

∣∣∣
∣∣∣ 6 B1e

b1
∑2

i=1 ||µ(ρ(wi,wi))||E .

In addition, by the sub-multiplicativity of the ℓ2-norm, note that
∣∣∣
∣∣∣u(1, w)ρ1(1, w)−1Eij − Eiju(1, w)ρ1(1, w)

−1
∣∣∣
∣∣∣ 6

∣∣∣
∣∣∣ρ1(w, 1)−1

∣∣∣
∣∣∣ ·
∣∣∣
∣∣∣ρ1(1, w)−1

∣∣∣
∣∣∣· (11)
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·
∣∣∣
∣∣∣ρ1(w, 1)u(1, w)ρ1(1, w)−1Eijρ1(1, w)− ρ1(w, 1)Eiju(1, w)

∣∣∣
∣∣∣.

Since ρ1 is 2-normal, by using (11), we deduce that there exist B2, b2 > 0, depending only on
ρ, such that for every w1, w2 ∈ H we have

max
16i,j6d1

∣∣∣
∣∣∣
(
u(1, w)ρ1(1, w)

−1
)
Eij − Eij

(
u(1, w)ρ1(1, w)

−1
)∣∣∣
∣∣∣ 6 B2e

b2
∑2

i=1 ||µ(ρ(wi,wi))||E , (12)

where w = [w1, w2]. By using (12) and the bound ||Q − q11Id|| 6 d max
16i,j6d

||QEij − EijQ|| for

any matrix Q = (qij)
d
i,j=1 ∈ gld(k), we may find B3, b3 > 0, depending only on ρ, and write

u(1, w)ρ1(1, w)
−1 = φ(w)Id1 +Dw,

for some φ(w) ∈ k and Dw ∈ gld1(k) with
∣∣∣∣Dw

∣∣∣∣ 6 B3e
b3

∑2
i=1 ||µ(ρ(wi,wi))||E . Equivalently, since

ρ1 is 2-normal, there exist B4, b4 > 0, depending only on ρ, such that

u(1, w) = φ(w)ρ1(1, w) +D′
w, (13)

where D′
w ∈ gld1(k) and

∣∣∣∣D′
w

∣∣∣∣ 6 B4e
b4

∑2
i=1 ||µ(ρ(wi,wi))||E . By using the fact that

u(1, w−1) = −ρ1(1, w)
−1u(1, w)ρ1(1, w)

−1,

ρ1 is 2-normal and (13), we may choose B5, b5 > 0, depending only on ρ, and write

u(1, w−1) = −φ(w)ρ1(1, w)
−1 +D′

w−1 (14)

for some D′
w−1 ∈ gld1(k) with

∣∣∣∣D′
w−1

∣∣∣∣ 6
∣∣∣∣ρ1(1, w−1)

∣∣∣∣2∣∣∣∣D′
w

∣∣∣∣ 6 B5e
b5

∑2
i=1 ||µ(ρ(wi,wi))||E .

Let us now fix w3 ∈ H. Then we have the following straightforward calculation:

ρ
(
1, [w,w3]

)
= ρ
(
1, w−1

)
ρ
(
w−1

3 , w−1
3

)
ρ
(
1, w

)
ρ
(
w3, w3

)

=


ρ1

(
w−1

3 , w−1w−1
3

)
−φ(w)ρ1

(
w−1

3 , w−1w−1
3

)
+D′

w−1ρ1
(
w−1

3 , w−1
3

)
+ ρ1

(
1, w−1

)
u
(
w−1

3 , w−1
3

)

0 ρ1
(
w−1

3 , w−1w−1
3

)


 ·

·


ρ1

(
w3, ww3

)
η(w)ρ1

(
w3, ww3

)
+D′

wρ1
(
w3, w3

)
+ ρ1

(
1, w

)
u
(
w3, w3

)

0 ρ1
(
w3, ww3

)




=


ρ1

(
1, [w,w3]

)
u
(
1, [w,w3]

)

0 ρ1
(
1, [w,w3]

)


 ,

u
(
1, [w,w3]

)
:= ρ1

(
w−1

3 , w−1w−1
3

)
φ(w)ρ1

(
w3, ww3

)

+
(
D′
w−1ρ1

(
w−1

3 , w−1
3

)
+ ρ1

(
1, w−1

)
u
(
w−1

3 , w−1
3

))
ρ1
(
w3, ww3

)

+ ρ1
(
w−1

3 , w−1w−1
3

)(
D′
wρ1

(
w3, w3

)
+ ρ1

(
1, w

)
u
(
w3, w3

))

− φ(w)ρ1
(
w−1

3 , w−1w−1
3

)
ρ1
(
w3, ww3

)
.

(15)

The underlined terms cancel, so u(1, [w,w3]) does not depend on the scalar φ(w) ∈ k. We recall
that ρ1 is 2-normal and there exist B6, b6 > 0, depending only on ρ, such that

∣∣∣
∣∣∣D′

w±1

∣∣∣
∣∣∣ 6 B6e

b6
∑2

i=1 ||µ(ρ(wi,wi))||E .

We immediately check that all the remaining terms of u(1, [w,w3]) are bounded byB7e
b7

∑3
i=1 ||µ(ρ(wi,wi))||E ,

where B7, b7 > 0 are constants depending only on ρ. Finally, by working similarly with the com-
mutator

[
w3, [w1, w2]

]
, we deduce that there exist B8, b8 > 0, depending only on ρ, such that
∣∣∣
∣∣∣ρ
(
1,
[
[w1, w2], w3

]±1)∣∣∣
∣∣∣ 6 B8e

b8
∑3

i=1 ||µ(ρ(wi,wi))||E
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for every w1, w2, w3 ∈ H. We conclude that ρ is 3-normal. This completes the proof of the lemma
when r = 2. �

Case 2: Suppose that r > 3. The representation ρ has the form

ρ
(
g, g′

)
=



ρ1(g, g

′) vr(g, g
′) a1r(g, g

′)

0 Ur(g, g
′) Vr(g, g

′)

0 0 ρr(g, g
′)


 , (g, g′) ∈ H× H,

where vr(g, g
′) is the collection of matrix blocks of ρ different from (1, 1) in the first row,

a1r : H× H → Matd1×dr(k) is the (1, r)-block of ρ, Vr(g, g
′) is the collection of the blocks in the

last column (except from a1r(g, g
′)). The representation of H × H defined by Ur is written in

upper block form and has at most r − 2 diagonal irreducible block representations.
By the induction hypothesis and Lemma 3.4, there exist C0, c0 > 0 such that

max
{∣∣∣∣vr(1, w)

∣∣∣∣,
∣∣∣∣Ur(1, w)

∣∣∣∣,
∣∣∣∣Vr(1, w)

∣∣∣∣,
∣∣∣∣vr(w, 1)

∣∣∣∣,
∣∣∣∣Ur(w, 1)

∣∣∣∣,
∣∣∣∣Vr(w, 1)

∣∣∣∣} 6 C0e
c0

∑r
i=1 ||µ(ρ(wi,wi))||E ,
(16)

for every w1, . . . , wr ∈ H and w = [w1, . . . , wr]. It remains to show that there exists J, a > 0
such that ∣∣∣

∣∣∣a1r
(
1, [w1, . . . , wr+1]

)∣∣∣
∣∣∣ 6 Jea

∑r+1
i=1 ||µ(ρ(wi,wi))||E (17)

for every w1, . . . , wr, wr+1 ∈ H.
Similarly as before, by using Lemma 2.7, it is enough to consider two sub-cases for the

spanning representations ρ1 and ρr:

Case 2a.
〈
(ρ1 × ρr)(H× H)

〉
= gld1(k)× gldr(k).

Let w1, . . . , wr ∈ H be arbitrary elements and set w := [w1, . . . , wr]. We may choose
{
ci
}q
i=1

⊂ k

and
{
(γi, δi)

}q
i=1

⊂ H× H such that

q∑

i=1

ciρ1
(
γi, δi

)
= Id1 and

q∑

i=1

ciρr
(
γi, δi

)
= 0dr .

Similarly as in Case 1a a direct computation shows that the (1, r)-block of the matrix Q(w) :=∑q
i=1 ciρ(wγi, δiw) = ρ(w, 1)

(∑q
i=1 ciρ(γi, δi)

)
ρ(1, w) has the form

ρ1(w, 1)a1r(1, w) +
(
ρ1(w, 1)A+ vr(w, 1)B

)
Vr(1, w) +

(
ρ1(w, 1)C + vr(w, 1)D

)
ρr(1, w)

where A,B,C,D are sub-blocks of the matrix
∑q

i=1 ciρ(γi, δi) ∈ gld(k). On the other hand, by
using Observation 3.6, we may find C1, c1 > 0, depending only on ρ, such that

∣∣∣
∣∣∣Q(w)

∣∣∣
∣∣∣ 6 C1e

c1||µ(ρ(w,w))||E

for every w1, . . . , wr ∈ H and w = [w1, . . . , wr ]. By using the fact that ρ1 is 2-normal and (16)
we deduce that a1r satisfies (17) and hence ρ is r-normal. �

Case 2b. The representations ρ1 and ρr are conjugate.

Up to conjugation by an element of GLd(k) we may assume that ρ1 = ρr. For every 1 6 i, j 6 d1,

we choose
{
cijℓ
}qij
ℓ=1

⊂ k and
{
(γijℓ, δijℓ)

}qij
ℓ=1

⊂ H× H such that

Eij =

qij∑

ℓ=1

cijℓρ1
(
γijℓ, δijℓ

)
.

Let us fix again arbitrary elements w1, . . . , wr ∈ H and w := [w1, . . . , wr]. Then if we let
Qij(w) :=

∑qij
ℓ=1 cijℓρ

(
wγijℓ, δijℓw

)
, by Observation 3.6, there exist C2, c2 > 0, depending only

on ρ, such that ∣∣∣
∣∣∣Qij(w)

∣∣∣
∣∣∣ 6 C2e

c2||µ(ρ(w,w))||E.
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By looking the (1, r)-block of Qij(w) and using (16), there exist C3, c3 > 0, depending only on
ρ, such that

∣∣∣
∣∣∣ρ1(w, 1)Eija1r(1, w) + a1r(w, 1)Eijρ1(1, w)

∣∣∣
∣∣∣ 6 C3e

c3
∑r

i=1 ||µ(ρ(wi,wi))||E . (18)

Let us observe that

a1r(w,w) = ρ1(w, 1)a1r(1, w) + a1r(w, 1)ρ1(1, w) + vr(w, 1)Vr(1, w),

hence, by using (16), there exist C4, c4 > 0, depending only on ρ, such that
∣∣∣
∣∣∣ρ1(w, 1)a1r(1, w) + a1r(w, 1)ρ1(1, w)

∣∣∣
∣∣∣ 6 C4e

c4
∑r

i=1 ||µ(ρ(wi,wi))||E . (19)

Then, by using (18) and (19) and the fact that ρ1 is 2-normal, we may find constants
C5, c5 > 0, depending only on ρ, with the property

max
16i,j6d1

∣∣∣
∣∣∣
(
a1r(1, w)ρ1(1, w)

−1
)
Eij − Eij

(
a1r(1, w)ρ1(1, w)

−1
)∣∣∣
∣∣∣ 6 C5e

c5
∑r

i=1 ||µ(ρ(wi,wi))||E .

(20)
for every w1, . . . , wr ∈ H and w =

[
w1, w2, . . . , wr

]
. Then we may find constants C6, c6 > 0

depending only on ρ and write

a1r
(
1, w

)
= χ(w)ρ1(1, w) + Ωw,

∣∣∣∣Ωw
∣∣∣∣ 6 C6e

c6
∑r

i=1 ||µ(ρ(wi,wi))||E (21)

for some χ(w) ∈ k. In addition, let us observe that

ρ1(1, w)a1r(1, w
−1) + vr(1, w)Vr(1, w

−1) + a1r(1, w)ρ1(1, w
−1) = 0d1,

hence by using the fact that ρ1 is 2-normal and (16), there exist C7, c7 > 0 depending only on
ρ such that

∣∣∣
∣∣∣a1r(1, w−1) + ρ1(1, w)

−1a1r(w, 1)ρ1(1, w)
−1
∣∣∣
∣∣∣ 6 C7e

c7
∑r

i=1 ||µ(ρ(wi,wi))||E . (22)

By using (21) and (22) we may write

a1r
(
1, w−1

)
= −χ(w)ρ1

(
1, w−1

)
+Ω′

w,
∣∣∣∣Ω′

w

∣∣∣∣ 6 C8e
c8

∑r
i=1 ||µ(ρ(wi,wi))||E (23)

for some C8, c8 > 0 depending only on ρ. By writing

ρ
(
1, [w,wr+1]

)
= ρ
(
1, w−1

)
ρ
(
w−1
r+1, w

−1
r+1

)
ρ
(
1, w

)
ρ
(
wr+1, wr+1

)
,

making a similar calculation as in (15) and using (21) and (23), we may check that for every
wr+1 ∈ H the entries a1r

(
1, [w,wr+1]

)
and a1r

(
1, [wr+1, w]

)
of ρ(1, [w,wr+1]) do not depend on

χ(w) ∈ k and there exist constants C9, c9 > 0 such that
∣∣∣
∣∣∣a1r

(
1, [w1, w2, . . . , wr+1]

±1
)∣∣∣
∣∣∣ 6 C9e

c9
∑r+1

i=1 ||µ(ρ(wi,wi))||E

for every w1, w2, . . . , wr ∈ N . Therefore, we conclude that a1r : H× H → Matd1×dr(k) satisfies
(17) for some J, a > 0 depending only on ρ. In particular, Lemma 3.4 shows that ρ is also
s-normal for every s > r + 1. The proof of the lemma is complete. �

Before we give the proof of Theorem 3.3 we will also need the following observation.

Lemma 3.7. Let k be a local field, Γ a group and ρ : Γ → GLd(k) a representation. There exists

a finite extension k1 of k such that ρ has the form

ρ(γ) = h



ρ1(γ) · · · ∗

0
. . .

...

0 0 ρr(γ)


h−1, γ ∈ Γ (24)

where
{
ρi : Γ → GLdi(k1)

}r
i=1

are spanning representations, h ∈ GLd(k1) and d =
∑r

i=1 di.
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Proof. Let k be the algebraic closure of k. There exists h ∈ GLd(k) and irreducible repre-

sentations
{
ρi : Γ → GLdi(k)

}r
i=1

, where d =
∑r

i=1 di, such that ρ has the form (24). Let{
bij : Γ → k

}
(i,j)∈F

be the finite set of matrix entries off the diagonal, aij(h
±1) ∈ k the (i, j)-

entry of h±1 ∈ GLd(k) and set k0 := k
(
{aij(h

±1) : i, j = 1, . . . , d}
)
. Observe that the extension

k ⊂ k0 is finite (since k ⊂ k is algebraic), ρi(γ) ∈ GLdi(k0) and bij(γ) ∈ k0 for every γ ∈ Γ.

Moreover, since ρ1, . . . , ρr are irreducible representations over the algebraically closed field k,
by Burnside’s theorem (e.g. see [31]), the representation ρi is spanning for every i. In particular,
for every 1 6 i 6 r, 1 6 pi 6 di and 1 6 qi 6 di, there exist γpiqi1, . . . , γpiqiri ∈ Γ such that

Epiqi =
∑ri

j=1 ǫpiqijρi(γpiqij) and ǫpiqi1, . . . , ǫpiqidi ∈ k. Now we consider the field

k1 := k0
(
{ǫpiqij : 1 6 pi, qi 6 di, 1 6 i 6 r}

)

and note that k ⊂ k1 is a finite field extension. By the definition of k1, ρi : Γ → GLdi(k1) is a
spanning representation for every i. Moreover, since k0 ⊂ k1, bij(γ) ∈ k1 for every γ ∈ Γ and
every i, j. It follows that k1 satisfies the conclusion of the lemma. �

Proof of Theorem 3.3. By Lemma 3.7, we may replace k with a finite extension and conjugate
with an element of GLd(k) so that ρ has the form:

ρ(g, g′) =




ρ1(g, g
′) . . . ∗

0
. . .

...

0 0 ρs(g, g
′)


 , (g, g′) ∈ H× H,

where d =
∑s

i=1 di and
{
ρi : H×H → GLdi(k)

}s
i=1

are spanning representations. In particular,
for every i, ρi is irreducible and hence 2-normal by Lemma 3.2. Therefore, Lemma 3.5 shows
that ρ is (s + 1)-normal. In particular, by Lemma 3.4, ρ is m-normal for every m > s + 1. In
other words there exists C > 1, depending only on ρ, such that

∣∣∣
∣∣∣µ
(
ρ
(
1,
[
w1, w2, . . . , wr

]))∣∣∣
∣∣∣
E

6 2rC
(
1 +

r∑

i=1

∣∣∣
∣∣∣µ
(
ρ(wi, wi)

)∣∣∣
∣∣∣
E

)

for every w1, w2, . . . , wr ∈ H, where r > d+ 1 > s+ 1. �

Proof of Corollary 1.2. Let ρ : Γ ×N Γ → GLd(k) be a representation. Note that since Γ is
finitely generated there exists a constant C0 > 0 such that

∣∣∣∣µ(ρ(γ, γ))
∣∣∣∣
E
6 C0

∣∣γ
∣∣
Γ
for every

γ ∈ Γ. By Theorem 1.1 there exists C > 0 depending only on ρ such that for every γ ∈ Γ and
w1, . . . , wr ∈ N r {1}, r > d+ 1, we have:

∣∣∣
∣∣∣µ
(
ρ(γ, γ[w1, . . . , wr]

))∣∣∣
∣∣∣
E

6

∣∣∣
∣∣∣µ
(
ρ(γ, γ

))∣∣∣
∣∣∣
E

+
∣∣∣
∣∣∣µ
(
ρ(1, [w1, . . . , wr]

))∣∣∣
∣∣∣
E

6 C0

∣∣γ
∣∣
Γ
+ 2rC + 2rC

r∑

i=1

∣∣∣
∣∣∣µ
(
ρ(wi, wi)

)∣∣∣
∣∣∣
E

6 C0

∣∣γ
∣∣
Γ
+ 2r+1CC0

r∑

i=1

∣∣wi
∣∣
Γ
.

The corollary follows. �

Similarly, by using Lemma 3.2, we obtain the following corollary for semisimple representa-
tions.

Corollary 3.8. Let Γ be a finitely generated group, N a normal subgroup of Γ and fix | · |Γ : Γ → N

a word length function on Γ. Suppose that ρ : Γ×N Γ → GLd(k) is a semisimple representation.

There exist C, c > 0, depending only on ρ, such that
∣∣∣
∣∣∣µ
(
ρ(γ, γw)

)∣∣∣
∣∣∣
E

6 C
(∣∣γ
∣∣
Γ
+
∣∣γw

∣∣
Γ

)
+ c
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for every γ ∈ Γ and w ∈ [N,N ].

4. Some further lemmas

In this section we prove some more lemmas that we need to establish Theorem 1.3 and
Theorem 1.4. We recall that Fm denotes the free group on the set X := {x1, . . . , xm} and denote
by | · |Fm : Fm → N the corresponding left invariant word metric with respect to X ∪X−1. The
lower central series of Fm is the descending series of characteristic subgroups

. . . ⊂ γ4(Fm) ⊂ γ3(Fm) ⊂ γ2(Fm) ⊂ γ1(Fm) := Fm

inductively defined by γr+1(Fm) = [Fm, γr(Fm)] for every r ∈ N. The terms of the lower central
series have the property that

[
γr(Fm), γd(Fm)

]
⊂ γr+d(Fm) for every r, d ∈ N.

Definition 4.1. (Basic commutators [15, Ch.3, Def. 3.3]) The basic commutators of weight are

inductively defined as follows:

(1) The elements x1, . . . , xm are the basic commutators of weight 1 with the order xi < xj if

and only if i < j.
(2) Suppose that commutators of weight r > 1 have been defined and ordered such that y1 < y2
if the weight of y1 is smaller than the weight of y2. The basic commutators of weight r + 1 are

of the form [x, y], where x and y are basic commutators of weight k1 and k2 respectively and

the following conditions hold:

(i) k1 + k2 = r + 1 and y < x.
(ii) if x = [u, v], where u, v are basic commutators with v < u, then v 6 y.

The weight of a basic commutator v ∈ Fm is denoted by w(v) ∈ N. One of the key properties
of the lower central series of Fm is that the quotient group Amq := γq(Fm)/γq+1(Fm) is free
abelian of finite rank. Magnus proved in [36] that the cosets defined by basic commutators of
weight q > 2 in Fm/γq+1(Fm) form a free basis for Amq (see also [15, Thm. 3.5]). We denote by

Eq the set of basic commutators of weight q > 1 and we use the notation E±1
q :=

{
g±1 : g ∈ Eq

}
.

We will also use the following well known commutator identities:
[
ac, b

]
= c−1

[
a, b]c

[
c, b
]
=
[
c, [a, b]−1

][
a, b
][
c, b
]

[
a, cb

]
=
[
a, b
]
b−1
[
a, c
]
b =

[
a, b
][
b, [a, c]−1

][
a, c
]
.

(25)

By using induction on the weight of a basic commutator and the previous identities we have
the following fact.

Fact 4.2. If v = v(x1, . . . , xm) ∈ γr(Fm) is a basic commutator of weight r > 1, then

v(xn1 , . . . , x
n
m)γr+1(Fm) = v(x1, . . . , xm)n

r

γr+1(Fm)

for every n ∈ N.

Lemma 4.3. Let Fm be the free group on {x1, . . . , xm}, m > 2, and w0 ∈ [Fm, Fm]. Suppose
that w ∈ Fm is an element which is a product of ℓ(w) elements in

{
x±1
1 , . . . , x±1

m

}
.

(i) The commutator [w,w0] is a product commutators of the form

[
x±1
i1
,
[
. . . ,

[
x±1
ir−1

, [x±1
ir
, w0

]±1]±1
, . . .

]±1
]±1

∈ γr+2(Fm) (26)

where 1 6 r 6 ℓ(w) and 1 6 i1, . . . , ir 6 m. In this product decomposition of [w,w0] the number

of commutators of the form (26), with r ∈ N fixed, is equal to
(
ℓ(w)
r

)
.

(ii) Fix an integer p > 4. There exists a constant C > 0, depending only on p ∈ N and

w0 ∈ [Fm, Fm], with the property: we may write

[w,w0]γp(Fm) = w̃1 · · · w̃Mγp(Fm)
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where w̃1, . . . , w̃M ∈
⋃p−1
i=3 E±1

i and for every 3 6 t 6 p− 1 we have

card
{
i ∈ [1,M ] ∩ Z : w̃i ∈ E±1

t

}
6 Cℓ(w)t−2.

Proof. (i) This part follows by using induction on r ∈ N and the commutator identities (25).

(ii) For 1 6 s 6 p − 2, let As
p ⊂ γs+2(Fm) be the set of all commutators of the form (26). By

using (i) we may write
[w,w0]γp(Fm) = w1 · · · wnγp(Fm),

w1, . . . , wn ∈
⋃p−2
r=1 A

r
p such that for every 1 6 r 6 p − 2 the cardinality of the set

{
i ∈

[0, n] ∩ Z : wi ∈ Ar
p

}
is at most equal to

(
ℓ(w)
r

)
. Note that As

p is a finite subset of Fm, so there
exists C0 = C0(p, w0) > 1 with the property: if wr ∈ As

p, for some r, we may write wr =

w̃r1 · · · w̃rdrωr for some w̃r1, . . . , w̃rdr ∈
⋃p−1
j=s+2 E

±1
j , ωr ∈ γp(Fm) and dr 6 C0. Therefore, the

total number of elements in
⋃t
i=3 E

±1
i from the decompositions of

{
w̃r1 · · · w̃rdrωr : 1 6 r 6 n

}

is at most equal to

t−2∑

i=1

∑

{r:wr∈Ai
p}

C0 6

t−2∑

i=1

C0

(
ℓ(w)

i

)
< tC0ℓ(w)

t−2.

Now the conclusion follows by observing that
∏n
r=1

(
w̃r1 · · · w̃rdr

)
γp(Fm) = [w,w0]γp(Fm). �

We also need the following lemma which is the content of [27, Lem. 1].

Lemma 4.4. (Hidber [27, Lem. 1]) Let p > 3 and Ei = {ei1, . . . , eini} be the set of basic commu-

tators of weight 1 6 i 6 p− 1. Suppose that w ∈ γi(Fm) and wγp(Fm) = w1 · · ·wnγp(Fm) where

w1, . . . , wn ∈
⋃p−1
j=i E

±1
i . For every i 6 j 6 p−1 set Lj := card

{
r ∈ [0, n] ∩ Z : wr ∈ E±1

j

}
. Then

we can write

wγp(Fm) = es1i1 · · · e
sni

ini
w′

1w
′
2 · · · w

′
Rγp(Fm)

for some s1, . . . , sni ∈ Z and w′
1, . . . , w

′
R ∈

⋃p−1
j=i+1 E

±1
j . Moreover, there is D > 1, depending

only on m, p ∈ N, such that

card
{
r ∈ [1, R] ∩ Z : w′

r ∈ E±1
j

}
6

⌊ j−1
i ⌋∑

q=0

DqLqiLj−iq.

Now let us fix a word length function | · |Am
p

: Amp → N on the free abelian group Amp =

γp(Fm)/γp+1(Fm). We shall use the previous two lemmas to prove the following lemma.

Lemma 4.5. Let p > 4 and m > 2 be integers and B be a finite subset of [Fm, Fm]. There exists

c > 0, depending only on p,m ∈ N and B, with the following property: if w ∈ γp(Fm) is written

as a product of the form w =
∏M
i=1 z

−1
i wizi where w1, . . . , wM ∈ B, then

max
{
M, |z1|Fm , . . . , |zM |Fm

}
> c
∣∣wγp+1(Fm)

∣∣ 1
p−1

Am
p
.

Proof. Let us set RM := max
{
M, |z1|Fm , . . . , |zM |Fm

}
. We may write

wγp+1

(
Fm
)
=
[
z1, w

−1
1

]
w1

[
z2, w

−1
2

]
w2 · · · [zM , w

−1
M

]
wMγp+1(Fm). (27)

By Lemma 4.3 (ii) there exists a constant C > 0, depending only on the finite set B and p ∈ N,
with the following properties:

(i) for each 1 6 j 6M , we may write [zj, w
−1
j ]γp+1(Fm) = z̃jγp+1(Fm) such that z̃j is a product

of elements in
⋃p−1
r=3 E

±1
r . In this product decomposition of z̃j , for 3 6 t 6 p− 1, the number of

elements in E±1
t is at most equal to C

∣∣zi
∣∣t−2

Fm
.

(ii) for each 1 6 j 6 M , we may write wjγp+1(Fm) = w̃jγp+1(Fm) so that w̃j is a product of

at most C > 0 elements in
⋃p−1
r=2 E

±1
r .
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In particular, by using (i) and (ii), we may write wγp+1(Fm) = v12 · · · vd22γp+1(Fm), where

v12, . . . , vd22 ∈
⋃p−1
r=2 E

±1
r and the total number of elemets in E±1

t satisfies the upper bound

Lt,2 := card
{
i ∈ [0, d2] ∩ Z : vi2 ∈ E±1

t

}
6 CM +

s∑

i=1

C
∣∣zi
∣∣t−2

Fm
(28)

6 CM +

M∑

i=1

CRt−2
M 6 2CRt−1

M .

Now we repeatedly apply Lemma 4.4 to the coset wγp+1(Fm). By applying Lemma 4.4 to
wγp+1(Fm) = v12 · · · vd22γp+1(Fm) and using the fact that w ∈ γp(Fm), we may write

wγp+1(Fm) = v13 · · · vd33γp+1(Fm)

where v13, . . . , vd33 ∈
⋃p
j=3 E

±1
j and for every 3 6 t 6 p, Lt,3 := card

{
i ∈ [0, d3]∩Z : vi3 ∈ E±1

t

}

satisfies the upper bound

Lt,3 6

⌊ t−1
2 ⌋∑

q=0

DqLq2,2Lt−2q,2 6

⌊ t−1
2 ⌋∑

q=0

Dq
(
2CRM

)q
2CRt−2q−1

M

6 2CRt−1
M

⌊ t−1
2 ⌋∑

q=0

(2CDR−1
M )q 6

(
2DC

) p
2Rt−1

M .

By continuing inductively and using Lemma 4.4, we deduce that for every 3 6 r 6 p we can write

wγp+1(Fm) = v1r · · · vdrrγp+1(Fm),

where v1r, . . . , vdrr ∈
⋃p
j=r E

±1
j , and for r 6 t 6 p, Lt,r := card

{
i ∈ [0, dr] ∩ Z : vir ∈ E±1

i

}

satisfies the upper bound:

Lt,r 6

⌊ t−1
r−1⌋∑

q=0

DqLqr−1,r−1Lt−q(r−1),r−1 6

⌊ t−1
r−1⌋∑

q=0

Dq
(
Cr−1R

r−2
M

)q(
Cr−1R

t−(r−1)q−1
M

)

6 Cr−1R
t−1
M

⌊ t−1
r−1⌋∑

q=0

(
DCr−1R

−1
M

)q
6 Rt−1

M Cr,

where Cr := (DCr−1)
p
2 and C2 = 2C. It follows that we can write

wγp+1(Fm) = v1p · · · vdppγp+1(Fm)

where v1p, . . . , vdpp ∈ E±1
p and

dp 6 CpR
p−1
M 6 (2C)(

p
2 )

p−2

D(1+ p
2 )

p−1

Rp−1
M .

In particular, set c1 := max
{∣∣gγp+1(Fm)

∣∣
Am

p
: g ∈ E±1

p

}
, note that

∣∣wγp+1(Fm)
∣∣
Am

p
6 dpc1,

hence

RM > c
∣∣wγp+1(Fm)

∣∣ 1
p−1

Am
p

(29)

where c := c
− 1

p−1

1 (2C)−
1

p−1 (
p
2 )

p−2

D− 1
p−1 (1+

p
2 )

p−1

. The proof of the lemma is complete. �

By using Lemma 4.5 we obtain the following lemma that we need for the proof of Theorem 1.3.

Lemma 4.6. Let v =
[
b1, b2

]
be a basic commutator of weight r > 2, where b1, b2 ∈ Fm are basic

commutators with b2 < b1 and w(b1) +w(b2) = r. Suppose that A is a finite subset of [Fm, Fm]
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such that the normal subgroup 〈〈A〉〉 of Fm contains the element v(xn1 , . . . , x
n
m) for every n ∈ N.

We consider the fiber product of Fm with respect to 〈〈A〉〉

∆A := Fm ×〈〈A〉〉 Fm =
〈{

(xi, xi), (1, w) : 1 6 i 6 m,w ∈ A
}〉

and fix a word length function | · |A : ∆A → N. Define the element of 〈〈A〉〉:

Vq
(
xn1 , . . . , x

n
m

)
:=
[[
v(xn1 , . . . , x

n
m), b2(x

n
1 , . . . , x

n
m)
]
, v(xn1 , . . . , x

n
m), . . . , v(xn1 , . . . , x

n
m)︸ ︷︷ ︸

q−times

]
, n ∈ N.

There exists C > 0 such that for every n ∈ N we have
∣∣∣
(
1, Vq

(
xn1 , . . . , x

n
m

))∣∣∣
A
> Cn1+ε

where ε = 1
rq+r+w(b2)−1 .

Proof. Without loss of generality we may assume that the word length function | · |A : ∆A → N

is induced by the finite generating subset {(xi, xi)
±1, (1, w)±1 : 1 6 i 6 m,w ∈ A} of ∆A. Let

us set Rn :=
∣∣(1, Vq(xn1 , . . . , xnm)

)∣∣
A
. There exist a1, . . . , as+1 ∈ Fm and w1, . . . , ws ∈ A±1:

(
1, Vq

(
xn1 , . . . , x

n
m

))
=
(
a1, a1

)(
1, w1

)
· · ·
(
as, as

)(
1, ws

)(
as+1, as+1

)
(30)

and also:
(i) for 1 6 i 6 s, ai ∈ Fm is written as product of at most ℓ(ai) elements in

{
x±1
1 , . . . , x±1

m

}
,

(ii) a1 · · · as+1 = 1 and w1, . . . , ws ∈ A±1,

(iii) Rn =
∑s+1
i=1 ℓ(ai) + s.

In particular, we may write

Vq
(
xn1 , . . . , x

n
m

)
=

s∏

i=1

(
a1 · · · ai)wi(a1 · · · ai)

−1, (31)

and we observe from (iii) that s+
∣∣a1 · · · ai

∣∣
Fm

6 Rn. Let us set β := rq+ r+w(b2) and observe

that Vq(x
n
1 , . . . , x

n
m) ∈ γβ(Fm). By applying Lemma 4.5 for p = β, there exists a constant

C1 > 0, depending only on the finite set A and q ∈ N, such that for every n ∈ N

Rn > C1

∣∣∣Vq
(
xn1 , . . . , x

n
m

)
γβ+1(Fm)

∣∣∣
1

β−1

Am
β

. (32)

Now we shall use a technique from [6] to bound the right hand side of (32). First, by using
the commutator identities (25) and Fact 4.2 for the basic commutators v, b2 ∈ Fm, we may
directly check that for every n ∈ N we have

Vq
(
xn1 , . . . , x

n
m

)
γβ+1(Fm) = Vq

(
x1, . . . , xm

)nβ

γβ+1(Fm).

Note also that the element Vq(x1, . . . , xm) ∈ γβ(Fm) is a basic commutator of weight ex-
actly β since [v, b2] is a basic commutator, b2 < v and v < [v, b2]. In particular, the coset
Vq
(
x1, . . . , xm

)
γβ+1(Fm) is an infinite order element of the free abelian groupAmβ = γβ(Fm)/γβ+1(Fm).

Therefore, there exists C2 > 0 such that
∣∣∣Vq
(
xn1 , . . . , x

n
m

)
γβ+1(Fm)

∣∣∣
Am

β

> C2n
rq+r+w(b2) (33)

for every n ∈ N. By combining (32) and (33) we conclude that there exists C3 > 0 such that

Rn > C3n
1+ 1

rq+r+w(b2)−1

for every n ∈ N. The lemma follows. �

We will also need the following lemma for the proof of Theorem 1.4 in §6.
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Lemma 4.7. Let Fm+p (resp. Fm) be the free group on Sm+p := {x1, . . . , xm} ∪ {y1, . . . , yp}
(resp. Sm := {x1, . . . , xm}). We consider the following data:

(a) v(x1, . . . , xm) =
[
b1, b2

]
is a basic commutator of weight r > 2, where b1, b2 ∈ Fm are basic

commutators and b2 < b1.
(b) B =

{
ω1, . . . , ωs

}
is a finite subset of [Fm, Fm] such that the normal subgroup 〈〈B〉〉 of Fm

contains the element v(xn1 , . . . , x
n
m) for every n ∈ N.

(c) ΓB is a Gromov hyperbolic group with a presentation of the form

ΓB =
〈
x1, . . . , xm, y1, . . . , yp

∣∣ ω1R1, . . . , ωsRs, Rs+1, . . . , Rs+ℓ

〉
(34)

where R1, . . . , Rs+ℓ ∈ 〈〈y1, . . . , yp〉〉.
Denote by xi, yj be the image of xi, yj in ΓB respectively. Let PB be the fiber product of ΓB

with respect to the normal subgroup NB = 〈〈y1, . . . , yp〉〉,

PB =
〈(
x1, x1

)
, . . . ,

(
xm, xm

)
,
(
1, y1

)
,
(
y1, 1

)
, . . . ,

(
1, yp

)
,
(
yr, 1

)〉

and fix a word length function | · |B : PB → N. Finally, consider the element of NB:

Vq
(
xn1 , . . . , x

n
m

)
:=
[[
v(xn1 , . . . , x

n
m), b2(x

n
1 , . . . , x

n
m)
]
, v(xn1 , . . . , x

n
m), . . . , v(xn1 , . . . , x

n
m)︸ ︷︷ ︸

q−times

]
, n ∈ N.

There exists C > 0 such that for every n ∈ N,
∣∣∣
(
1, Vq

(
xn1 , . . . , x

n
m

))∣∣∣
B
> Cn1+ε

where ε = 1
rq+r+w(b2)−1 .

Proof. Let R be the set of relations in the given presentation of ΓB = 〈Sm+p|R〉 and denote
by π : Fm+p ։ ΓB the canonical projection. Let also η : Fm+p ։ Fm be the retract onto
Fm = F (Sm) (i.e. η|Fm is the identity homomorphism) and note that η(R) ⊂ B±1 ∪{1}. Let us
also observe that since v(xn1 , . . . , x

n
m) ∈ 〈〈B〉〉 and π(〈〈B〉〉) ⊂ NB, we verify that Vq(x

m
1 , . . . , x

n
m)

is an element ofN . We may also assume that the word metric on PB is induced by the generating
set
{
(xi, xi)

±1, (1, yj)
±1 : xi, yj ∈ Sm+p

}
and let us set

En :=
∣∣∣
(
1, Vq

(
xn1 , . . . , x

n
m

))∣∣∣
B
.

By the definition of the metric on PB, we may find w1, . . . , wT ∈
{
y±1
1 , . . . , y±1

p

}
, z1, . . . , zT+1 ∈ ΓB

and z1, . . . , zT+1 ∈ Fm+p, with π(zi) = zi for every i, such that:

(i)
(
1, Vq

(
xn1 , . . . , x

n
m

))
=
(
z1, z1

)
(1, w1) · · ·

(
zT , zT

)
(1, wT )

(
zT+1, zT+1

)
,

(ii) z1 · · · zT+1 = 1,
(iii) for each 1 6 i 6 T + 1, zi is a product of at most ℓ(zi) elements in S±1

m+p and also

En =
∑T+1
i=1 ℓ(zi) + T .

Now let us choose lifts w1, . . . , wT ∈
{
y±1
1 , . . . , y±p

}
of w1, . . . , wT ∈ NB respectively. Note

that the following two elements of Fm+p,

Wn :=
(
z1w1 · · · zTwT zT+1

)−1
Vq
(
xn1 , . . . , x

n
m

)
and W ′

n := z1 · · · zT+1,

represent the identity in Γ and observe that for every n ∈ N we have

max
{∣∣Wn

∣∣
Fm+p

,
∣∣W ′

n

∣∣
Fm+p

}
6 En + 10qn

(∣∣v
∣∣
Fm

+
∣∣b2
∣∣
Fm

)
=: E′

n.

Moreover, since ΓB = 〈Sm+p

∣∣R〉 is Gromov hyperbolic, by [38, Thm. 2], the fiber product
Fm+p ×〈〈R〉〉 Fm+p is an undistorted subgroup of Fm+p × Fm+p. In particular, we may choose
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C1 > 1 and sequences
{
gi
}sn+1

i=1
,
{
hi
}dn+1

i=1
⊂ Fm+p and

{
Ui
}sn
i=1

,
{
Yi
}dn
i=1

⊂ R±1 such that

(
1,Wn

)
=
(
g1, g1

)(
1, U1

)
· · ·
(
gsn , gsn

)(
1, Usn

)(
gsn+1, gsn+1

)
(
1,W ′

n

)
=
(
h1, h1

)(
1, Y1

)
· · ·
(
hdn , hdn

)(
1, Ydn

)(
hdn+1, hdn+1

)

where
∑sn+1

i=1

∣∣gi
∣∣
Fm+p

+ sn 6 C1E
′
n and

∑dn+1
i=1

∣∣hi
∣∣
Fm+p

+ s′n 6 C1E
′
n for every n ∈ N. There-

fore, we may write:

Vq
(
xn1 , . . . , x

n
m

)
= z1w1 · · · zTwT zT+1

sn∏

i=1

uiUiu
−1
i , ui := g1 · · · gi (35)

z1 · · · zT+1 =

dn∏

i=1

viYiv
−1
i , vi = h1 · · ·hi, (36)

where Vq
(
xn1 , . . . , x

n
m

)
∈ Fm is defined in Lemma 4.6. Moreover, observe that

∣∣ui
∣∣
Fm+p

6 C1E
′
n,
∣∣vj
∣∣
Fm+p

6 C1E
′
n, and max

{
sn, dn

}
6 C1E

′
n

for every 1 6 i 6 sn and 1 6 j 6 dn and n ∈ N. By using (35) and applying the retract
η : Fm+p ։ Fm and since w1, . . . , wT+1 ∈ kerη, we may write

Vq
(
xn1 , . . . , x

n
m

)
=

dn∏

i=1

η(vi)η(Yi)η(vi)
−1

sn∏

i=1

η(ui)η(Ui)η(ui)
−1,

where η
(
Ui
)
, η(Yj) ∈ B±1 ∪ {1}. Note that the word length of η(ui) and η(vj) in Fm is at most

equal to C1E
′
n. By applying Lemma 4.5 for Vq(x

n
1 , . . . , x

n
m) ∈ γβ(Fm), where β = rq+r+w(b2),

we conclude that there exists a constant C2 > 1, independent of n, such that

C1E
′
n > max

i,j

{
sn, dn,

∣∣ui
∣∣
Fm+p

,
∣∣vj
∣∣
Fm+p

}

> max
i,j

{
sn, dn,

∣∣η(ui)
∣∣
Fm
,
∣∣η(vj)

∣∣
Fm

}
> C2

∣∣∣Vq(xn1 , . . . , xnm
)
γβ+1(Fm)

∣∣∣
1

β−1

Am
β

for every n ∈ N. Now by using (33) we deduce that there exists C3 > 0 such that E′
n > C3n

1+ 1
β−1

for every n ∈ N. In particular, there exists C4 > 0 such that

En > C4n
1+ 1

rq+r+w(b2)−1

for every n ∈ N. The proof of the lemma is complete. �

5. The Rips construction

In this section we recall Rips’ construction from [41]. For other generalizations of the Rips
construction we refer the reader to [43], [26, Thm. 1.6], [8] and [3]. For the definition of the
C′(λ), λ > 0, small cancellation condition see [35, Ch. V]. Rips established the following theorem
in order to provide pathological examples of finitely generated subgroups of small cancellation
groups.

Theorem 5.1. (Rips [41]) Let Q be a finitely presented group with presentation

Q =
〈
a1, . . . , am

∣∣ R1, . . . , Rℓ
〉

where R1, . . . , Rℓ are (possibly empty) words of the free group on {a1, . . . , am}. There exist

explicit choices of sequences of integers {ri}
ℓ
i=1, {si}

ℓ
i=1 and {κqi}

m
i=1, {λqi}

m
i=1, q = 1, . . . , 4,
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such that the finitely presented group

Γ =

〈
a1, . . . , am, x, y

∣∣∣∣∣

R1xy
r1xyr1+1 · · ·xyr1+s1 , . . . , Rℓxy

rℓxyrℓ+1 · · ·xyrℓ+sℓ ,

aixa
−1
i xyλ1ixyλ1i+1 · · ·xyκ1i+λ1i , a−1

i xaixy
λ2ixyλ2i+1 · · ·xyκ2i+λ2i ,

aiya
−1
i xyλ3ixyλ3i+1 · · ·xyκ3i+λ3i , a−1

i yaixy
λ4ixyλ4i+1 · · ·xyκ4i+λ4i

i = 1, . . . ,m

〉

(37)
has the following properties:

(i) The presentation of Γ satisfies the C′(16 ) small cancellation condition, hence Γ is Gromov

hyperbolic.

(ii) N = 〈x, y〉 is a normal subgroup of Γ and there exists a short exact sequence

1 → N → Γ → Q→ 1.

Remark 5.2. In Rips’ construction the 2-generated group N can be chosen to be perfect, i.e.
N = [N,N ]. For example, it is possible to choose the first four relations in (37) as follows:

xyxy2 · · ·xyp1 = 1

xyp2xyp2+1 · · ·xyp2+p1−1 = 1

xyp4xyp4+1 · · ·xyp4+p3−1 = 1

xyp5xyp5+1 · · ·xyp5+p3−1 = 1

where p1, . . . , p5 ∈ N are large enough, gcd(p1(p2 − 1), p3(p5 − p4)) = 1, p2 > p1, p4 > p2 + p1
and p5 > p4 + p3. Note that the commutator [N,N ] contains the words

xp1yrp11 , xp1yrp1p2 , xp3yrp3p4 , xp3yrp3p5

where rpq := pq+ 1
2p(p− 1). It follows that yp1(p2−1), yp3(p5−p4) ∈ [N,N ] and hence y ∈ [N,N ].

In particular, xp1 , xp3 ∈ [N,N ] and so x ∈ [N,N ].

Interesting examples of finitely generated subgroups of hyperbolic groups are constructed by
applying the Rips construction to a finitely presented group Q with certain pathologies. By
following this point of view and using Corollary 3.8 we obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 5.3. Let Q be a finitely presented group whose Dehn function grows faster than any

fixed iterated of the exponential (e.g. Q has unsolvable word problem). Let Γ be a C′(16 ) small

cancellation group provided by Theorem 5.1 such that there exists a short exact sequence

1 → N → Γ → Q→ 1

where N is 2-generated and perfect. Let P = Γ×NΓ, choose a word length function |·|P : P → N

and fix m ∈ N. There exists an infinite sequence (wn)n∈N of elements in P with the property:

for every semisimple representation ρ : P → GLd(k) we have
∣∣∣
∣∣∣µ
(
ρ(wn)

)∣∣∣
∣∣∣
E

6 log · · · log︸ ︷︷ ︸
m−times

∣∣wn
∣∣
P

for all but finitely many n ∈ N.

Proof. Fix a left invariant word metric on Γ and equip Γ × Γ with the product metric. Since
N = [N,N ], Corollary 3.8 implies that there exist Cρ, cρ > 0, depending only on ρ, such that

∣∣∣
∣∣∣µ
(
ρ(g)

)∣∣∣
∣∣∣
E

6 Cρ
∣∣g
∣∣
Γ×Γ

+ cρ

for every g ∈ P . By using Proposition A.1, it follows that the distortion of P in Γ × Γ grows
at least as the Dehn function of the quotient group Q = Γ/N and in particular faster than any
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iterated exponential exp ◦ · · · ◦ exp︸ ︷︷ ︸
q−times

. In other words, we may choose a sequence (wn)n∈N with

∣∣wn
∣∣
Γ×Γ

6 log · · · log︸ ︷︷ ︸
(m+1)−times

∣∣wn
∣∣
P

for all but finitely many n ∈ N. This finishes the proof of the conclusion. �

6. Proof of Theorem 1.3 and Theorem 1.4

We now state and prove a more general version of Theorem 1.3 which additionally provides
an explicit sequence of elements satisfying (1) for every linear representation. We still denote
by Fm the free group on

{
x1, . . . , xm

}
and by k a local field.

Theorem 6.1. Let v =
[
b1, b2

]
be a basic commutator of weight r > 2, where b1, b2 ∈ Fm are

basic commutators with b2 < b1 and w(b1) + w(b2) = r. Suppose that A is a finite subset of

[Fm, Fm] such that the normal subgroup 〈〈A〉〉 of Fm contains the element v(xn1 , . . . , x
n
m) for

every n ∈ N. Consider the fiber product ∆A = Fm ×〈〈A〉〉 Fm and fix a word length function

| · |A : ∆A → N. For every representation ρ : ∆A → GLd(k) there exists Cρ > 0 such that for

every n ∈ N: ∣∣∣
∣∣∣µ
(
ρ
(
w(d, n)

))∣∣∣
∣∣∣
E

6 Cρ
∣∣w(d, n)

∣∣1−
1

rd+r+w(b2)

A (38)

where w(d, n) :=
(
1, Vd

(
xn1 , . . . , x

n
m

))
∈ 〈〈A〉〉 is defined as in Lemma 4.6.

Proof. By applying Lemma 4.6 for q = d, there exists C1 > 0 such that
∣∣∣
(
1, Vd(x

n
1 , . . . , x

n
m)
)∣∣∣

1− 1
rd+r+w(b2)

A
> C1n (39)

for every n ∈ N. Theorem 1.1 implies that the representation ρ is (d+1)-normal. By using (39)
there exist constants C2 > 0, independent of n ∈ N, such that for all but finitely many n ∈ N

we have∣∣∣
∣∣∣µ
(
ρ
(
1, Vd(x

n
1 , . . . , x

n
m)
))∣∣∣
∣∣∣
E

6 2d+1C2

(
d
∣∣v(xn1 , . . . , xnm)

∣∣
Fm

+
∣∣[v(xn1 . . . , xnm), b2(x

n
1 , . . . , x

n
m)]
∣∣
Fm

)

6 2d+1C2Cdn

6
2d+1C2Cd

C1

∣∣∣
(
1, Vd

(
xn1 , . . . , x

n
m

))∣∣∣
1− 1

rd+r+w(b2)

A

where Cd := (d+ 2)|v|Fm + 2|b2|Fm . �

The following corollary follows immediately from Theorem 6.1. Recall that γr(Fm) denotes
the r-th term in the lower central series of Fm.

Corollary 6.2. Let m, r > 2 be two integers. The fiber product Fm×γr(Fm)Fm of Fm with respect

to γr(Fm) does not admit a linear representation over a local field which is a quasi-isometric

embedding.

In particular, by Proposition A.2, Fm × Fm contains infinitely many non-commensurable
finitely generated subgroups satisfying the conclusion of the previous corollary.

We now state and prove a more general version of Theorem 1.4.

Theorem 6.3. Let v =
[
b1, b2

]
be a basic commutator of weight r > 2, where b1, b2 ∈ Fm are

basic commutators and b2 < b1. Suppose that B is a finite subset of [Fm, Fm] such that the

normal subgroup 〈〈B〉〉 of Fm contains the element v(xn1 , . . . , x
n
m) for every n ∈ N. Let QB =

〈x1, . . . , xm
∣∣B
〉
and ΓB be a C′(16 ) small cancellation group provided by Theorem 5.1 such that

1 → NB → ΓB → QB → 1
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is a short exact sequence and NB is finitely generated. Consider PB < ΓB ×ΓB the fiber product

of ΓB with respect to NB and fix a word length function | · |B : PB → N. For every representation

ρ : PB → GLd(k) there exists Cρ > 0 such that for every n ∈ N:

∣∣∣
∣∣∣µ
(
ρ
(
δ(d, n)

))∣∣∣
∣∣∣
E

6 Cρ
∣∣δ(d, n)

∣∣1−
1

rd+r+w(b2)

B (40)

where δ(d, n) :=
(
1, Vd

(
xn1 , . . . , x

n
m

))
∈ NB is defined as in Lemma 4.7.

Proof. First, let us note that the presentation of ΓB (see (37)) is of the form (34). Therefore,
by Lemma 4.7 there exists C3 > 0 such that

∣∣∣
(
1, Vd

(
xn1 , . . . , x

n
m

))∣∣∣
1− 1

rd+r+w(b2)

B
> C3n (41)

for every n ∈ N. By Theorem 1.1, the representation ρ is (d + 1)-normal and by using (41),
there exist C4 > 0, independent of n, such that for all but finitely many n ∈ N we have

∣∣∣
∣∣∣µ
(
ρ
(
1, Vd(x

n
1 , . . . , x

n
m)
))∣∣∣
∣∣∣
E

6 C4n 6
C4

C3

∣∣∣
(
1, Vd

(
xn1 , . . . , x

n
m

))∣∣∣
1− 1

rd+r+w(b2)

B
.

The proof of the theorem is complete. �

The following corollary follows directly from the previous theorem.

Corollary 6.4. Let m, r > 2 integers and Γm,r a C′(16 ) small cancellation group, provided by

Theorem 5.1, such that

1 → Nm,r → Γm,r → Fm/γr(Fm) → 1

is a short exact sequence with N finitely generated. The fiber product Pm,r := Γm,r ×Nm,r Γm,r
does not admit a linear representation over a local field which is a quasi-isometric embedding.

Since the free nilpotent group Fm/γr(Fm) is of finite type, it follows by the the 1-2-3-Theorem
in [5] that Pm,r is a finitely presented group for every r,m ∈ N. We close this section with the
proof of Theorems 1.3 & 1.4.

Proof of Theorems 1.3& 1.4. Note that for any groupH and g, h ∈ H, the normal closure 〈〈[g, h]〉〉
in H contains the element [gn, hn] for every n ∈ N. Now Theorem 1.3 and Theorem 1.4 follow
immediately by applying Theorem 6.1 and Theorem 6.3 for r = 2 and v(x1, . . . , xm) = [xj , xp]
respectively. �

7. A finitely presented example

The fiber products provided by Theorem 1.3 and Theorem 6.1 are not finitely presented by a
result of Grunewald [23] (see also [12]). However, Theorem 6.3 provides several finitely presented
examples. We provide here the a presentation of the simplest example P2,2 from Corollary 6.4.

Example 7.1. Let Z2 =
〈
a, b

∣∣[a, b]
〉
be the free abelian group of rank 2 and consider the word

Vr(x, y) := xy100r+1xy100r+2 · · ·xy100r+100

r ∈ N∪ {0}, on the letters {x, y}. By applying the Rips construction for the given presentation
of Q = Z2 we obtain the Gromov hyperbolic group

Γ2,2 =

〈
a, b, x, y

∣∣∣∣∣

[a, b]V0(x, y) axa−1V1(x, y) a−1xaV2(x, y)

bxb−1V3(x, y) b−1xbV4(x, y) aya−1V5(x, y)

a−1yaV6(x, y) byb−1V7(x, y) b−1ybV8(x, y)

〉
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where N2,2 = 〈x, y〉 is normal in Γ2,2 and 1 → N2,2 → Γ2,2 → Z2 → 1 is exact. The fiber
product P2,2 = Γ2,2 ×N2,2 Γ2,2 is finitely presented and a finite presentation of P2,2

4 is obtained
by [5, Thm. 2.2] as follows:

P2,2 =
〈
a, b, xL, yL, xR, yR

∣∣ R
〉

where the set of relations R consists of the following 21 words5:

[a, b]V0(xL, yL)V0(xR, yR) [xL, xR], [xL, yR] [yL, xR], [yL, yR]

axLa
−1V1(xL, yL) axRa

−1V1(xR, yR) a−1xLaV2(xL, yL) a−1xRaV2(xR, yR)

ayLa
−1V5(xL, yL) ayRa

−1V5(xR, yR) a−1yLaV6(xL, yL) a−1yRaV6(xR, yR)

bxLb
−1V3(xL, yL) bxRb

−1V3(xR, yR) b−1xLbV4(xL, yL) b−1xRbV4(xR, yR)

byLb
−1V7(xL, yL) byRb

−1V7(xR, yR) b−1yLbV8(xL, yL) b−1yRbV8(xR, yR).

The group P2,2 is linear (since Γ2,2 is, see [2, 44]) and it does not admit a quasi-isometric
embedding into any general linear group over a local field.

8. Examples from Grothendieck pairs

In this section we discuss some known constructions of fiber products which also fail to admit
quasi-isometric embedding into any general linear group over a local field.

For a discrete group H denote by Ĥ its profinite completion. Suppose that H is residually finite
group and K is a subgroup of H. Following [12], we say that the pair (K,H) is a Grothendieck

pair if the inclusion ι : K −֒→ H is not an isomorphism while the induced map ι̂ : K̂ → Ĥ between
profinite completions is.

8.1. Platonov–Tavgen criterion. Fiber products have been previously used for the construction
of Grothendieck pairs. Platonov–Tavgen [39] constructed the first examples of Grothendieck
pairs (K,H) of finitely generated residually finite groups. More precisely, their methods provide
the following criterion for the existence of Grothendieck pairs between fiber products, see also
[4, Thm. 6.3] and [10, Thm. 5.1].

Theorem 8.1. (Platonov–Tavgen [39]) Let 1 → N → Γ → Q → 1 be a short exact sequence of

groups, where Γ is finitely generated, and set P = Γ ×N Γ. Suppose that Q has no non-trivial

finite quotient and H2(Q,Z) = 0. Then the inclusion ι : P −֒→ Γ × Γ induces an isomorphism

ι̂ : P̂ → Γ̂× Γ̂ of profinite groups.

Example 8.2. (Platonov–Tavgen [40]) Let F4 be the free group on four generators
{
a, b, c, d

}
.

The Higman group introduced by Higman in [28] is the group with presentation

H =
〈
a, b, c, d

∣∣ a−1bab−2, b−1cbc−2, c−1dcd−2, d−1ada−2
〉
.

The group H does not admit non-trivial finite quotients and H2(H,Z) = 0 (e.g. see [10, Lem.
4.2]). Consider the associated short exact sequence 1 → N → F4 → H → 1 and P := F4×N F4.
SinceH is an infinite group the fiber product P is not finitely presented by [23] and hence cannot
be isomorphic to F4 × F4. Theorem 8.1 implies that (P, F4 × F4) is a Grothendieck pair.

4The generators a, b, xL, yL, xR, yR of P2,2 correspond to the elements (a, a), (b, b), (x, 1), (y, 1), (1, x), (1, y)

respectively.
5Since second homotopy module of the given presentation of Z2 is trivial, there are no relations of the form

Zσ given by part (4) of Theorem 2.2. in [5].
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8.2. Bass–Lubotzky examples. Bass–Lubotzky in [4] constructed the first examples of Gro-
thendieck pairs (K,H) of finitely generated linear groups which are representation superrigid
and K is not commensurable to a lattice in any product G1(k1)× · · · ×Gm(km), where Gi is a
simple algebraic group defined over a local field ki. Their examples are constructed as the pair
(Λ ×L Λ,Λ × Λ)6, where Λ is a cocompact lattice in the exceptional simple rank 1 Lie group

F
(−20)
4 and L is a normal infinite index subgroup of Λ such that the quotient Λ/L satisfies the

conditions of the Platonov–Tavgen criterion.

8.3. Bridson–Grunewald examples. Bridson–Grunewald in [10] used fiber products in order to
construct the first examples of Grothendieck pairs of finitely presented residually finite groups.
Their examples provide a negative answer to a question of Grothendieck from [22] and are con-
structed as follows. First, they fix a finitely presented group Q with compactK(Q, 1) Eilenberg–

MacLane space satisfying the conditions of the Platonov–Tavgen criterion (i.e. Q̂ = 1 and
H2(Q,Z) = 0). Then they use the construction from [43] to obtain a short exact sequence

1 → N → Γ → Q→ 1

where N is 3-generated and Γ is a residually finite hyperbolic group satisfying the C′(16 ) small
cancellation condition. The counterexample to Grothendieck’s question is the pair of residually
finite groups

(
Γ×N Γ,Γ×Γ). The fact that the fiber product Γ×N Γ is finitely presented follows

by the 1-2-3-Theorem in [5].

Let R 6= 0 be a commutative ring. For a group H, denote by RepR(H) the category of
representations of H into AutR(M) where M is a finitely presented R-module. Grothendieck
established a connection between the profinite completion of a finitely generated group and its
category of representations. More precisely, given a group homomorphism u : K → H of finitely

generated groups which induces an isomorphism û : K̂ → Ĥ of profinite groups, Grothendieck
proved that the restriction functor u∗R : RepR(H) → RepR(K) is an equivalence of categories
(see [22, Thm. 1.2]). In particular, if (K,H) is a Grothendieck pair and R = k is a local field,
every linear representation ρ : K → GLd(k) extends uniquely to a representation ρ̂ : H → GLd(k)
(see the discussion in [22, §3]).

In the view of Grothedieck’s theorem and the Platonov–Tavgen criterion, one deduces the
following bound on the Cartan projection of linear representations of a certain class of fiber
products.

Theorem 8.3. Let Γ be a Gromov hyperbolic group and fix a word length function | · |Γ : Γ → N.

Suppose that 1 → N → Γ → Q → 1 is a short exact sequence of groups where Q has no non-

trivial finite quotients and H2(Q,Z) = 0. For every representation ρ : Γ ×N Γ → GLd(k) there

exist C, c > 0 such that
∣∣∣
∣∣∣µ
(
ρ(γ, γw)

)∣∣∣
∣∣∣
E

6 C
(∣∣γ
∣∣
Γ
+
∣∣γw

∣∣
Γ

)
+ c

for every γ ∈ Γ and w ∈ N .

Proof. Let us set P := Γ×N Γ. Note that by Theorem 8.1 the inclusion ι : P −֒→ Γ× Γ induces
an isomorphism between profinite completions. By applying Grothendieck’s theorem [22, Thm.
1.2] we obtain a representation ρ̂ : Γ× Γ → GLd(k) extending ρ, i.e. ρ̂ ◦ ι = ρ. Therefore, since
Γ× Γ is finitely generated, there exist C, c > 0 such that

∣∣∣
∣∣∣µ
(
ρ(γ, γ, w)

)∣∣∣
∣∣∣
E

=
∣∣∣
∣∣∣µ
(
ρ̂(γ, γw)

)∣∣∣
∣∣∣
E

6 C
(∣∣γ
∣∣
Γ
+
∣∣γw

∣∣
Γ

)
+ c

for every γ ∈ Γ and w ∈ N . The conclusion follows. �

Theorem 8.3 immediately applies to the previous fiber product constructions in [39, 4, 10].
We also deduce the following corollary.

6Lubotzky in [34] exhibited similar examples where Λ is a cocompact lattice in Sp(d, 1), d > 2.
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Corollary 8.4. Let Γ be a Gromov hyperbolic group and N be a normal subgroup of Γ. Suppose
that Q = Γ/N is a finitely presented group which is not Gromov hyperbolic, has no non-trivial

finite quotients and H2(Q,Z) = 0. Then any representation of P = Γ ×N Γ over a local field

fails to be a quasi-isometric embedding. Moreover, the group P is not commensurable to any of

the fiber produts in Theorem 1.3 or Theorem 1.4.

Proof. Suppose that there exists a representation ρ : P → GLd(k) which is a quasi-isometric
embedding. By using Theorem 8.3, we deduce that the inclusion ι : P −֒→ Γ× Γ is also a quasi-
isometric embedding (i.e. the distortion of P in Γ × Γ is linear). In particular, by Proposition
A.1, the Dehn function of the quotient Q = Γ/N is linear and hence Q has to be Gromov
hyperbolic (see [21]). This is a contradiction and hence such representation ρ does not exist.

Now observe that if P0 := Γ0×L0Γ0 is a fiber product from Theorem 1.3 or Theorem 1.4, then
any finite extension of a finite-index subgroup of Γ0/L0 surjects onto a non-trivial free abelian
group. On the other hand, every finite extension of the group Γ/N has finitely many subgroups
of finite index. It follows by Proposition A.2 that P0 cannot be commensurable to P . �

In particular, the previous corollary shows that fiber product in Example 8.2 and the Bridson–
Grunewald fiber products in [10, §7, §8] do not admit quasi-isometric embedding into any general
linear group over a local field.

Remark 8.5. Let Λ be a superrigid cocompact lattice in either Sp(d, 1), d > 2, or the exceptional

rank 1 Lie group F
(−20)
4 . In contrast to Theorems 6.1 & 6.3 and Corollary 8.3, by using Corlette’s

Archimedean superrigidity [17], we exhibited examples of Zariski dense infinite index subgroups
H of Λ×Λ all of whose discrete faithful representations into any real semisimple Lie group are
quasi-isometric embeddings. More precisely, the group H is constructed as the fiber product
Λ×N Λ, where Λ/N is Gromov hyperbolic (see [42, Thm 1.1 & Prop. 4.1]).

Let us remark that when (Γ ×N Γ,Γ × Γ) fails to be a Grothendieck pair, then, linear
representations of Γ ×N Γ might not extend to the product Γ × Γ. We close this section with
such an example where Theorem 1.4 applies but Theorem 8.3 does not.

Example 8.6. Let F2 be the free group on {x1, x2} and let γ2(F2) = [F2, F2] and γ3(F2) =
[F2, γ2(F2)]. Observe that ∆2 = F2 ×γ2(F2) F2 is a normal subgroup of F2 × F2 and ∆3 :=
F2 ×γ3(F2) F2 is a normal subgroup of ∆2 with ∆2/∆3

∼= γ2(F2)/γ3(F2) ∼= Z. Let π : ∆2 ։ Z

be the surjective homomorphism

π(δ, δw) = wγ3(F2), δ ∈ F2, w ∈ γ2(F2)

with kernel ∆3. Consider the representation πλ : ∆2 → SL2(k) obtained by postcomposing
π with the homomorphism Z = 〈t〉 → SL2(k), t 7→ diag(λ, λ−1), λ ∈ k∗. Let us set w12 :=
(1, [x1, x2]) so that π(w12) = t and fix a representation ρ : ∆2 → SLd(k). We claim that if
|λ| > max

{
ℓ1(ρ(w12)), ℓ1(ρ(w

−1
12 )
}
then the product representation

πλ × ρ× ρ : ∆2 → SL
(
k2 ⊕ k2d

)
, γ 7→ diag

(
πλ(γ), ρ(γ), ρ(γ)

)

does not extend to a representation ψ : F2 × F2 → SL(k2 ⊕ k2d).
Suppose that such an extension ψ exists. Let us observe that

ℓ1(ψ(γ))

ℓ2(ψ(γ))
= max

{
1,
ℓ1(πλ(γ))

ℓ1(ρ(γ))

}

so if ψ(γ) is 1-proximal then ℓ1(πλ(γ)) > ℓ1(ρ(γ)) and its attracting fixed point is in P(k2⊕02d).
By the choice of |λ| > 1 it follows that the proximal limit set of the image of πλ × ρ × ρ in
P(k2 ⊕ k2d) contains two elements, namely the two lines [e1] and [e2] (where {e1, e2} is the
canonical basis of k2). Since ∆2 is normal in F2×F2, ψ(F2×F2) has to preserve the limit set of
ψ|∆2 = πλ × ρ× ρ. In particular, there exists a normal finite index subgroup L of F2 ×F2 such



28 KONSTANTINOS TSOUVALAS

that ψ(L) fixes the lines ke1 and ke2. Note that there exists r ∈ N such that (1, xr1), (1, x
r
2) ∈ L

and hence ψ
(
1, [xr1, x

r
2]
)
acts trivially on k2 = ke1 ⊕ ke2. On the other hand, we have that

πλ
(
(1, [xr1, x

r
2])
)
= πλ

(
(1, [x1, x2]

r2)
)
= πλ(w12)

r2

since [xr1, x
r
2][x1, x2]

−r2 ∈ γ3(Fm) and {1} × γ3(F2) ⊂ kerπ. In particular, the restriction of
ψ(1, [xr1, x

r
2]) = (πλ× ρ× ρ)(1, [xr1, x

r
2]) on the subspace k2 ⊕ 02d is non-trivial. This is a contra-

diction, hence an extension ψ : F2 × F2 → SL(k2 ⊕ k2d) of πλ × ρ× ρ cannot exist. �

Appendix A. Distortion of fiber products into direct products and

commensurability

A.1. Distortion of fiber products into products. We review here a fact for the distortion of a
fiber product into the ambient direct product.

Suppose that Γ is a finitely presented group, S is a finite generating subset of Γ and F is a
finite subset of Γ. Let us set P := Γ×N Γ, where N = 〈〈F〉〉, and fix the word length function
| · |P : P → N with respect to the finite generating subset

{
(g, g) : g ∈ S

}
∪
{
(1, w) : w ∈ F

}
of

P . The distortion function DistΓ×Γ
P : N → N of P in Γ× Γ is defined as follows:

DistΓ×Γ
P (q) := max

{∣∣(γ, γw)
∣∣
P
:
∣∣γ
∣∣
Γ
+
∣∣γw

∣∣
Γ
6 q
}
.

Observe that a different choice of left invariant word metric on P gives a different distortion
function equivalent to DistΓ×Γ

P .
Let Fm be the free group on {a1, . . . , am}, |·|Fm be the standard word metric on Fm and let us

fix a presentation PΓ :=
〈
a1, . . . , am|R

〉
of Γ. If w ∈ Fm is a word of the form w = x±1

i1
· · ·x±1

is
,

xi1 , . . . , xim ∈ {a1, . . . , am}, we declare its length as ℓ(w) = s. For w ∈ 〈〈R〉〉 define its area

Area(w) := min
{
r : w =

r∏

i=1

giRig
−1
i , g1, . . . , gr ∈ Fm, R1, . . . , Rr ∈ R±1

}
.

The Dehn function δPΓ : N → N of the presentation PΓ of Γ is defined as follows

δPΓ(q) := max
{
Area(w) : w ∈ 〈〈R〉〉, ℓ(w) 6 q

}
.

For two functions f : N → R+ and g : N → R+ we write f � g if there exist constants
c1, c2, c3 > 0 such that g(n) 6 c1f

(
c2n
)
+ c3n for every n ∈ N. Given two isomorphic finite

presentations P1 and P2, then δP1 � δP2 and δP2 � δP1 . We refer the reader to [20] and the
references therein for more background on Dehn functions.

The following proposition provides a lower bound on the distortion of the fiber product P
in Γ × Γ in terms of the Dehn function of a presentation of the quotient group Γ/N . It is a
consequence of a more general result in [29, Prop. 3.2]. I would like to thank Claudio Llosa
Isenrich for referring me to [29, Prop. 3.2] which implies Proposition A.1. In the case where R
is empty (i.e. Γ is a free group) the following proposition follows by [38, Thm. 2].

Proposition A.1. Let Γ be a finitely presented group and PΓ = 〈a1, . . . , am|R〉 be a finite pre-

sentation of Γ. Let also F be a finite subset of Γ, let N = 〈〈F〉〉 and fix a presentation PΓ/N of

the quotient group Γ/N . Then for q ∈ N we have

δPΓ

(
DistΓ×Γ

P (q)
)
� δPΓ/N

(q).

For the reader’s convenience we provide a proof of the previous proposition.

Proof. Let π : Fm ։ Γ be the projection of Fm onto Γ and S be a subset of Fm such that
π(S) = F . We may assume that PΓ/N = 〈a1, . . . , am|R ∪ S〉 since the Dehn functions of two
presentations of the same group are equivalent. We want to obtain an upper bound for the
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Dehn function δPΓ/N
. Let q ∈ N and w ∈ 〈〈R ∪ S〉〉 be an element with ℓ(w) 6 q. We may find

w1, . . . , wd+1 ∈ Fm and s1, . . . , sd ∈ S±1 such that

(1, w)
(
〈〈R〉〉 × 〈〈R〉〉

)
= (w1, w1)(1, s1) · · · (wd, wd)(1, sd)(wd+1, wd+1)

(
〈〈R〉〉 × 〈〈R〉〉

)
,

w1 · · · wd+1 ∈ 〈〈R〉〉 and |(1, π(w))|P =
∑d+1

i=1 ℓi + d, where each wi ∈ Fm is a product of ℓi

elements in {a±1
1 , . . . , a±1

m }. Now observe that Wd :=
(
w1s1 · · · wdsdwd+1

)−1
w ∈ 〈〈R〉〉 and

∣∣Wd

∣∣
Fm

6

d∑

i=1

|si|Fm +

d+1∑

i=1

ℓi + q 6 max
s∈S±1

|s|Fm

(∣∣(1, π(w))
∣∣
P
+ q
)

6 max
s∈S±1

|s|Fm

(
DistΓ×Γ

P (q) + q
)
.

By the definition of the Dehn function δPΓ , we may write

Wd = z1Riz
−1
1 · · · zℓRℓz

−1
ℓ

where ℓ 6 δPΓ

(
|Wd|Fm

)
and R1, . . . , Rℓ ∈ R±1. Similarly, since the element w1 · · ·wd+1 ∈ 〈〈R〉〉

is a product of at most
∣∣(1, π(w))

∣∣
P
elements in {a±1

1 , . . . , a±1
m } and

∣∣(1, π(w))
∣∣
P
6 DistΓ×Γ

P (q),
we may write

w1 · · ·wd+1 = v1R1v
−1
1 · · · vsRsv

−1
s

for some s 6 δPΓ

(
DistΓ×Γ

P (q)
)
. Therefore, we can write

w =

d∏

i=1

(w1 · · · wi)si(w1 · · · wi)
−1 ·

s∏

i=1

viRiv
−1
i ·

ℓ∏

j=1

zjRjz
−1
j

as product of at most d + s + ℓ � δPΓ

(
DistΓ×Γ

P (q)
)
conjugates of elements in S±1 ∪ R±1. It

follows that the Dehn function of 〈a1, . . . , am|R ∪ S〉 is dominated by δPΓ

(
DistΓ×Γ

P (q)
)
. �

A.2. Commensurable fiber products. We also prove the following standard fact concerning
commensurability of fiber products of hyperbolic groups.

Proposition A.2. Let Γ1 and Γ2 be two non-elementary torsion-free hyperbolic groups and N1, N2

two normal finite-index subgroups of Γ1,Γ2 respectively. Suppose the fiber products Γ1×N1Γ1 and

Γ2×N2 Γ2 are commensurable. There exist groups G1, G2 and G3 with the following properties:

(i) G1 is a finite extension of a finite-index subgroup of Γ1/N1.

(ii) G2 is a finite extension of G1.

(iii) G3 is a finite extension of Γ2/N2 and G2 has finite index in G3.

Proof. We may assume that there exists a normal finite-index subgroup Q1 of Γ1×N1 Γ1 which
is isomorphic to a finite-index subgroup of Γ2×N2 Γ2. There exist normal finite-index subgroups
Γ′
1 ⊂ Γ1 andN

′
1 ⊂ N1 such thatQ1∩diag(Γ1×Γ1) = diag(Γ′

1×Γ′
1) andQ∩

(
{1}×N1

)
= {1}×N ′

1.
Note that since Γ′

1 ∩ N1 has finite index in N1, we may choose a characteristic finite-index
subgroup N ′′

1 of N contained in Γ′
1 ∩ N1. In particular, N ′′

1 is normal in Γ′
1 and Γ′

1 ×N ′′
1
Γ′
1

is a finite index subgroup of Q1. We set G1 := Γ′
1/N

′′
1 and observe that G1 maps onto the

finite-index subgroup Γ′
1/Γ

′
1 ∩N1 = Γ′

1N1/N1 of Γ1/N1 with finite kernel, so (i) is satisfied.
By assumption, there exists a monomorphism ϕ : Γ′

1 ×N ′′
1
Γ′
1 −֒→ Γ2 ×N2 Γ2 with finite-

index image, say Q2. Observe that ϕ({1} ×N ′′
1 ) and ϕ(N

′′
1 × {1}) (resp. ϕ−1(Q1 ∩ ({1}×N2))

and ϕ−1(Q1 ∩ ({1} ×N2))) commute and are non-abelian. By using the fact that centralizers
of non-trivial elements in Γ1 and Γ2 are cyclic, it follows that ϕ(N ′′

1 × N ′′
1 ) ⊂ N2 × N2 and

ϕ−1(Q2 ∩ (N2 ×N2)) ⊂ N ′′
1 ×N ′′

1 . In particular, ϕ(N ′′
1 ×N ′′

1 ) has finite index in N2 ×N2. We
may choose a characteristic finite-index subgroup R2 of N2 × N2 contained in ϕ(N ′′

1 × N ′′
1 ).

The group R2 is normal in Γ2 ×N2 Γ2, hence we set G2 := Q2/R2 and G3 := (Γ2 ×N2 Γ2)/R2.
Note that G2 maps onto Q2/ϕ(N

′′
1 ×N ′′

1 ) = Γ′
1/N

′′
1 = G1 with finite kernel, so (ii) is satisfied.
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Moreover, G2 has finite index in G3 which in turn maps onto Γ2×N2 Γ2/N2×N2 = Γ2/N2 with
finite kernel. �
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[18] J. Danciger, F. Guéritaud, and F. Kassel, Convex cocompact actions in real projective geometry, preprint,

arXiv:1704.08711, 2017.

[19] S. Douba, B. Flechelles, T. Weisman and F. Zhu, Cubulated hyperbolic groups admit Anosov representa-

tions, preprint: arXiv:2309.03695, 2023.

[20] S. M. Gersten, Isoperimetric and isodiametric functions of finite presentations, Geometric group theory

1 (1993), 79-96.

[21] M. Gromov, Hyperbolic groups, in Essays in Group Theory, Ed. M. Gersten, MSRI publications, p. 75-263

Springer Verlag, 1987.
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