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THE GROWTH OF THE GREEN FUNCTION FOR RANDOM
WALKS AND POINCARE SERIES

MATTHIEU DUSSAULE, LONGMIN WANG, AND WENYUAN YANG

ABSTRACT. Given a probability measure p on a finitely generated group T,
the Green function G(z,y|r) encodes many properties of the random walk as-
sociated with p. Finding asymptotics of G(z,y|r) as y goes to infinity is a
common thread in probability theory and is usually referred as renewal theory
in literature. Endowing I' with a word distance, we denote by Hy(n) the sum
of the Green function G(e,z|r) along the sphere of radius n. This quantity
appears naturally when studying asymptotic properties of branching random
walks driven by p on I" and the behavior of Hy-(n) as n goes to infinity is inti-
mately related to renewal theory. Our motivation in this paper is to construct
various examples of particular behaviors for H,(n). First, our main result ex-
hibits a class of relatively hyperbolic groups with convergent Poincaré series
generated by H,-(n), which answers some questions raised in [DWY22]. Along
the way, we investigate the behavior of H,(n) for several classes of finitely gen-
erated groups, including abelian groups, certain nilpotent groups, lamplighter
groups, and Cartesian products of free groups.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let I' be a finitely generated group endowed with a finite generating set. Denote
by |-| the induced word distance and by S,, = {z € I': |x| = n} the sphere of radius
n centered at the neutral element e of I'. We set

v = limsup 1 log S,
n—oo N
The number v is called the volume growth of I with respect to the chosen generating
set. Note that v is also the growth rate of balls, i.e. v = limsup,,_, %log tBn,
where B,, is the ball of radius n centered at e, see [Man12, Section 2.2] for more
details. The group I" has exponential growth (respectively sub-exponential growth)
if v > 0 (respectively v = 0) and this does not depend on the choice of the generating
set, although the exact value of v does, when non-zero.

Consider an admissible probability measure p on I'. Let p,(z,y) be the n-step
transition probability for the random walk (X}) with step distribution u. Define
for 0 < r < R the Green function

Gz, ylr) =Y "pal@,y),
n=0

where R is the radius of convergence of the series, which is also the inverse of the
spectral radius of the random walk. When r = 1 we write G(z,y) = G(z,y|1)
for simplicity. Note that we have G(z,y|r) = G(e, e|r)F(x,y|r), where F(z,y|r) is
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the first return Green function [Woe00, Lemma 1.13]. Define the growth function
associated with the Green function H,(n) as

H,(n)= Z G(e,x|r)

TES,

and the growth rate of the Green function wr(r) as

wr(r) = limsup 1 log H(n).
n—oo N

We will always consider random walks that are transient at the spectral radius,
i.e. G(z,y|r) is finite for every x,y € I' and for every r < R. By Varapoulos
Theorem [Woe00, Theorem 7.8], only groups with at most quadratic growth can
carry a random walk which is not transient at the spectral radius. In other words,
we will always assume that T is not virtually Z¢, d < 2. In particular, this ensures

that H,(n) and wr(r) are well defined for every r < R.

Notations. In all the paper, given two functions f and g, we write f ~ g if the
difference between f and g is bounded from above and below, that is |f — g| < C
for some constant C'. We write f ~ g if the constant C' depends on a parameter
L. Assuming further that f and g are positive, we write f < g if the ratio of f
and ¢ is bounded from above and below, that is % f < g < Cf for some positive
constant C. Similarly, if C' depends on L, we write f =<y ¢g. Also, if f < Cg, we
write f < g and f <y, g if C depends on L. If the dependency is not clear from the
context, we will avoid these notations.

This paper mostly deals with the asymptotics of H,(n) as n goes to infinity. A
fruitful line of research in the theory of random walks is to compute asymptotics in
space of the Green function, that is asymptotics of G(e, z|r) as x goes to infinity.
This is referred as renewal theory and goes back to Blackwell’s renewal theorem
for drifted random walks on R, see [Bla53] and earlier references therein. The
terminology renewal comes from an interpretation of the Green function G(e, x) as
the probability that a renewal event takes place at x for a suited process, see [Spi76,
Chapter 11.9].

In fact, the terminology renewal theory is used in a much broader setting and
we refer to [Fel66, Chapter XI] for a more complete exposition within the scope
of probability theory. Let us also mention that Lalley [Lal89] generalized classical
renewal theory, with a new approach to deal with asymptotics of certain counting
functions arising in geometric group theory. This led to significant research in
dynamical systems, where renewal theory is now a common thread.

Finally, note that Ledrappier interpreted the computation of the limit of Hy(n)
on the free group as a renewal theorem for the distance [Led01], see also [Led93] for
related results concerning the Brownian motion on the universal cover of compact
negatively curved manifolds. However, besides such specific examples, the behaviors
of H.(n) and wr(r) have not been investigated much in literature, so let us first
explain in which context these quantities occur.

Consider a probability measure v on Z>o = {0,1,2,...}. The branching random
walk driven by v and p on I', denoted by BRW (T, v, 1) is described as follows. One
starts with a single particle at e. For every n, every alive particle at time n dies after
giving birth to an independent number of children, according to the distribution of
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v, each of which independently moves on I' according to the distribution of u. The
measure v is called the offspring distribution.

In recent years, there has been a large body of work dedicated to understanding
the asymptotic behavior of BRW(T', v, 1) in terms of geometric features of I'. For
such study, one usually condition on non-extinction of the system, which boils
down to considering an offspring measure distributed on N = {1,2, ...}, see [AN04,
Chapter 1]. It is thus natural to assume that E[v] > 1, otherwise, conditioned
on non-extinction, v is the Dirac measure at 1 and the branching random walk is
nothing but the usual random walk whose step distribution is given by u. One of
the cornerstone result is that letting E[v] = r, then 1 < r < R if and only if the
branching random walk is transient, i.e. almost surely it does not visit every vertex
infinitely many times, see [BP94] and [GMO06]. Furthermore, if 1 < » < R, then
the branching random walk has exponential volume growth by [BM12]. Precisely,
letting M, be the cardinality of the number of elements of S,, that are ever visited
by the branching random walk, we have that almost surely,

1
lim sup — log M,, > 0.

n—oo N
In some cases, such as hyperbolic groups [SWX22, Theorem 1.1] and relatively
hyperbolic groups [DWY22, Theorem 1.1], it was shown that this growth rate
coincides almost surely with the growth rate of the Green function at 1 < r < R.
That is,
lim sup 1 log M,, = wr(r).
n—oo N

Moreover, for hyperbolic groups, we have H,.(n) < ¢™r() ie. the Green function
has purely exponential growth, see [SWX22, Theorem 3.1].

In fact, our original motivation for this paper was to answer some questions
raised in [DWY22] about branching random walks on relatively hyperbolic groups.
We introduce the following Poincaré series associated with p on I'. For r < R and
s € R, we set

(1.1) Or(r,s) =Y Gle,alr)e ") =3 " H,(n)e™*".

z€T n>0
The growth rate wr(r) is thus the critical exponent of this Poincaré series, i.e. for
s <wrp(r), Or(r,s) diverges and for s > wr(r), Op(r, s) converges.

Several criteria were found in [DWY22] to ensure that this Poincaré series di-
verges at s = wp(r). One of the missing pieces was whether there exists an example
with convergent Poincaré series. Our main result exhibits such an example by actu-
ally constructing a relatively hyperbolic group for which divergence of the Poincaré
series depends on r. Precisely, we prove the following.

Theorem 1.1 (Theorem 7.9). There exists a relatively hyperbolic group T, endowed
with a finitely supported symmetric admissible probability measure w, and there exist
1 <7y <71y <R such that

(1) for any r < r., Op(r,wr(r)) diverges,

(2) at r =ry, Op(r,wr(r)) converges.

Remark 1.2. We are unable to determine whether the second assertion is true for
any r > r,. If this were true, we would obtain a phase transition for the divergence
of the Poincare series and also for all the assertions in Corollary 1.3 below. However,
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up to changing the measure y, we have a weak form of a phase transition at the
level of the parabolic subgroups, see Remark 7.11 for more details.

We are now moving on explaining several applications of Theorem 1.1. Before
that, let us put into context the series ©r(r, s) under consideration. The question
whether Or(r,s) converges or diverges at s = wr(r) is of particular importance
for many properties such as the construction of boundary measures and growth
problems. It is also related to the parabolic gap property coined in [DWY22] that
we discuss next.

Consider a relatively hyperbolic group I and a maximal parabolic subgroup P.
The growth rate of the Green function induced on P is defined as

1
wp(r) = limﬂsup - log Z G(e, z|r).
nmree TeP

|z[=n

Following [DWY22], we say that I has a parabolic gap along P for the Green func-
tion at r € [1, R] if wp(r) < wr(r). If this holds along every parabolic subgroups,
we say I has a parabolic gap for the Green function at r and if this in turn holds
for every r € [1, R] we say that I has a parabolic gap for the Green function.

This notion is analogous to the parabolic gap condition introduced in [DOP00],
where first examples of convergent (standard) Poincaré series were constructed
without this parabolic gap condition. As an interesting consequence, the authors of
[DOPO00] produced Patterson-Sullivan measures having atoms at parabolic points
in the visual boundary of Hadamard manifolds.

In [DWY22], we proved that if there exists a relatively hyperbolic group with con-
vergent Poincaré series, then the parabolic gap condition fails. On the other hand,
having a parabolic gap has various applications related to asymptotic properties of
branching random walks, see in particular [DWY22, Theorem 1.8, Remark 5.4].

Motivated by this discussion and by the work of [DOP00], we make use of the
above theorem to further develop various properties with a similar behavior. We
introduce a family of Patterson-Sullivan type measures v, (r) associated with the
Poincaré series defined in (1.1) and a family of proper distances 9, which are quasi-
isometric to the word distance. We summarize here the different results we obtain,
see Theorem 7.9, Corollary 7.13 and Theorem 7.19.

Corollary 1.3. The pair (T, u) in Theorem 1.1 has the following properties:

(1) the parabolic gap for the Green functions holds for r < r, but fails at r = ry,
(2) the Patterson-Sullivan measure v.(r) is supported on conical limit points
for r < r, and is purely atomic and supported on parabolic limit points at

T =Ty,
(3) the growth tightness for the proper distance 0, holds for r < r, but fails at
=T

Remark 1.4. In [Peill], Peigné constructed a divergent Schottky group without the
parabolic gap condition. In view of our examples, it is relevant to ask here whether
there exist examples of divergent Poincaré series (1.1) without a parabolic gap for
the Green function.

Remark 1.5. The proper metric in (3) is defined by
0 (2,y) == wr(r)z" y| + |27y,
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so it is a linear combination of the word metric |z71y| and the 7-Green metric

|z~ y|, == —log c(<e’3|‘:>)' Cashen-Tao [CT16] have shown examples of product
groups with growth tightness for one generating set but not for another generating

set. The above examples within the class of relatively hyperbolic groups are new.

These theorems are the conclusion of several results that we prove along the
paper. If we restrict our attention to branching random walks, the study of H,.(n)
and wr(r) seems to be relevant only for r > 1. However, as we now observe, even
for r < 1, both these quantities appear naturally and are worth being studied.

For any subset A of ', the growth rate wa(r) of the Green function restricted to
A at r can be defined similarly to wr (r) Namely, we set

Hy (n Z G(e, z|r)

reS,NA

and
wa(r) = hmsup logHA r(n).
n—oo
We can interpret w4(r) via the first return kernel to A associated with ru, which
is defined by

pral@y) =Y > r"pa,z2)p(21, %) p(en-1,y), T,y € A.

n>1 ZlyeeyBn— 1¢A

Letting G, 4 denote the corresponding Green function, it holds that for every z,y
in A,
Gr a(z,yll) = G(z,ylr)

by [DG21, Lemma 4.4]. Consequently, the growth rate wa(r) coincides with the
growth rate at 1 of this new Green function G, 4. In general, there is no reason
for p, a4 to be a Markov transition kernel, that is, ZyeApnA(x,y) might not be
a constant equal to 1. When A is a subgroup of I, then p, 4 is A-invariant, so
Zye A Dr,a(z,y) is independent of «, but there is still no reason for this transition
kernel to be Markov. As a matter of fact, in various interesting cases, p, 4 is a sub-
Markov transition kernel. Letting ¢ be its total mass and setting p, 4 =t~ 1pT 4 and
GT 4 for the corresponding Green function, we see that Gy 4(-, |1) = Gy a(:,-|t).
Therefore, the growth rate wa(r) restricted to A at r coincides in this case with the
growth rate at some ¢t < 1 of a Markov transition kernel on A. As explained above,
in the context of relatively hyperbolic groups, letting A be a maximal parabolic
subgroup, the relation between w4(r) and wr(r) is of particular importance in
understanding the asymptotic behavior of H,.(n). In particular, this discussion
motivates the study of H,(n) and wr(r) also for r < 1.

In fact, a large part of our work is devoted to understanding the behavior of
Hj(n) for symmetric admissible and finitely supported random walks on amenable
groups and our study goes beyond applications to relatively hyperbolic groups.
Here is a summary of the different results we obtain.

Theorem 1.6 (Theorem 3.1, Theorem 4.1). The function Hi(n) is asymptotically
linear in n for the following classes of groups:
(1) if T is a free abelian group of finite rank endowed with a finitely supported
symmetric admissible probability measure, then Hqi(n) ~ Cn for any finite
generating set,
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(2) if T is a finitely generated nilpotent group of nilpotency class Npr < 2 en-
dowed with a finitely supported symmetric admissible probability measure,
then Hi(n) =< n for any finite generating set,

(3) if T is a lamplighter group endowed with the set of generators considered in
[BWO05], then for the simple random walk, Hy(n) ~ Cn.

Finally, elaborating on the work of Picardello and Woess [PW94], we prove
the following phase transition result for random walks on bi-trees. Consider the
Cartesian product of two regular trees T7 and T of respective degree I and lo. Let
1; be finitely supported admissible symmetric probability measures on T; and set
pw=oap + (1 —a)us for 0 < a < 1.

Theorem 1.7 (Theorem 5.1). The probability measure p on Ty X To satisfies the
following. If l; = ly, then for every fived r < R, H.(n) < ™) for alln > 1.
If Iy > 1y, then there exists a phase transition at some ro € (1, R) such that the
following holds.

(1) For every r < 1o, we have H,.(n) =< ™) for alln > 1.
(2) Atr =1y, we have H.(n) < n~'e™r (™) for all n > 1.
(3) For every ro < r < R, we have H.(n) < n=3/2emr(") for all n. > 1.

This theorem is a pivotal result in our paper. It is the conclusion of our general
study of H,(n) on finitely generated group and is also one of the main pieces in
proving Theorem 1.1.

Let us now give more details on how the paper is organized. It has seven sections
including the introduction. In the first half which consists of Sections 2, 3, 4 and 5,
we give general statements on H,(n) and wr(r), as well as various examples of
different situations. The second half focuses on applications to relatively hyperbolic
groups and is divided into Sections 6 and 7. It is based both on the first half and
on previous results of [DWY22].

More specifically, in Section 2, we consider the growth rate wr(r) at the special
value r = 1. We prove that wr(1) = 0 and study further continuity of the function
r— wr(r) at 1.

We then study the asymptotic behavior of H;(n) on amenable groups I' and
we prove Theorem 1.6 in Sections 3 and 4. We show in particular that Hi(n) is
asymptotically linear in n for abelian groups and provide partial results for nilpotent
groups, see Theorem 3.1 and Conjecture 3.5. This raises the question whether Hy(n)
always behaves linearly in amenable groups. We prove that it is the case for the
simple random walk on the lamplighter group in Theorem 4.1. The main strategy
in these two sections is basically to combine previously known renewal results, i.e.
about the asymptotics in space of the Green function and known results on the
large scale properties of the spheres .S,,.

Then, in Section 5, we prove Theorem 1.7. The behavior of H,.(n) that we exhibit
is of an again different form than the one described above, for (relatively) hyperbolic
groups and for amenable groups respectively. As a particular consequence, we
see that the quantity H,(n) may fail to be sub-multiplicative. This disproves an
argument due to Candellero, Gilch and Miiller [CGM12] as well as its consequences,
see Remark 7.14 for more details.

In Section 6, we focus on relatively hyperbolic groups. We introduce a proper
distance 9, onT', 1 < r < R, and its associated Poincaré series P(s). Forr < R, 0, is
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quasi-isometric to the word distance. The critical exponent of P(s) is 1 and we prove
that divergence, respectively convergence of P(s) at 1 is equivalent to divergence,
respectively convergence of the Poincaré series Or(r, s) at s = wr(r). Then, we use
P(s) to construct Patterson-Sullivan type measures v, on the Bowditch boundary
of the group. This allows us to find a characterization of divergence of Or(r,s) at
the growth rate wr(r) in terms of the support of the measures v,, see in particular
Theorem 6.17.

We then prove Theorem 1.1 in Section 7 and answer some questions raised in
[DWY22]. In particular, we show that whenever maximal parabolic subgroups are
amenable, I" necessarily has a parabolic gap for the Green function, see Corol-
lary 7.4. Along the way, we study further the distance 0, and prove that the
parabolic gap for the Green function is equivalent to growth tightness for the dis-
tance 0,.. In particular, we find that for suited r, I is not growth tight for 9,., which
allows us to partially answer a question raised in [ACT15], see Corollary 7.22.

2. THE GROWTH RATE OF THE GREEN FUNCTION AT 7 =1

We study wr(1) in this section. We first show that wr(r) always vanishes at 1
and then study continuity at this special value.

2.1. Nullity of the growth rate at r = 1. In this section, we do not need to
assume that the random walk is symmetric, nor that it is finitely supported. We
start with the following lower bound.

Lemma 2.1. Let I' be a finitely generated group and p an admissible probability
measure on I'. Then, wr(1) > 0.

Proof. Since the series > " Hi(n) = Y02 > crpr(e,z) = >po g1 = oo, we
have that )
wr (1) = limsup — log Hy(n) > 0. O

n—oo E
Remark 2.2. If p is finitely supported, then there is a constant C' > 0 such that

H,(1) > C for all n > 1. In fact, since the random walk driven by u is transient
and has bounded jumps at most Cy > 0, it will eventually visit the annulus

A(n,n+ Cp) = {x,n < |z| <n+ Co}.

Note that
Z Ge,z) = Z Zpk(e,x)
z€A(n,n+Co) €A (n,n+Co) k>0
= Y DY PXi=a).
z€A(n,n+Co) k>0
Thus,

Z G(e,z) > P(the random walk ever visits A(n,n + Cp))
z€A(n,n+Co)
> 1.

Now by [DWY22, Lemma 3.1 (1)], H1(n) < Hi(n + 1), hence
Z G(e,z) < Hi(n),

z€A(n,n+Co)
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which concludes the proof that H, (1) > C.

Proposition 2.3. Let T be a finitely generated group and u be an admissible proba-
bility measure on T'. Then wr(1) < 0. Moreover, if T' has exponential growth, there
exists C > 0 such that Hy(n) < Cn3.
Proof. Note that

Hi(n) < G(e, €)4Sh,
hence, if the volume growth rate

1
v = limsup — log 45,, = 0,

n—oo N

then wr(1) <0.
We assume that v > 0 in the remainder of the proof. Then there exist ¢; > 1
and vy, vg > 0 such that

(2.1) cfle””’ <#B, < c1e"",
where £B,, is the cardinality of the ball of radius n. By [Var91, Theorem 1],

canl/3

Pn(z,y) < coe”

1/3
for some cs, ¢3 > 0. Choose c4 so that c4/ c3 > vg. Then
0477,3 o0
eakl/3
Hi(n) < E E pr(e,x) + c2 E E c3e”
k=0 z€S, €S, k=can3+1
= /
1/3
<enP+1+c¢s E eV2e =k T
k=c4n3+1
Note that
o o)
_ 1/3 _ 1/3 _ 1/3
E e C3k} S / e Cgt dt S Cﬁn2e C3Cy n'
k=can3+1 can?

Thus we have
3 2 (0276261/3)77, 3
Hyi(n) <eqn® 4+ 14 crne 5 < cgn
and hence wp(1) < 0. O
Lemma 2.1 and Proposition 2.3 together yield the following corollary.

Corollary 2.4. Let T' be a finitely generated group and let u be an admissible
probability measure on T'. Then, wr(1) = 0.

We also have the following result.

Proposition 2.5. Let I' be a finitely generated group and let o be an admissible
probability measure on T'. Then, r — wr(r) is monotonically non-decreasing.

Proof. Since the Green function itself is non-decreasing in r, H,(s) < Hy(r), hence
wr(s) <wrp(r) if s <r. O
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2.2. Continuity of the growth rate. We start with the following result which
holds for every finitely generated group, without assuming that the random walk
is finitely supported. We assume however that it is symmetric.

Proposition 2.6. Let I' be a finitely generated group and let u be a symmetric
admissible probability measure on T'. Then, the function wr(r) is continuous for
0<r<R.

Proof. We modify the arguments in [DWY22, Lemma 3.1], where p was assumed to
be finitely supported and only the case 1 < r < R was treated. There are constants
c1 > 0 and vy > 0 such that #5,, < c1e”2". Fix 6 > 0. We choose ¢z so that for
every 6 <r < R-19,

v — ¢z (log R —log(R — 7)) < wr(r).

Note that since the underlying random walk is symmetric, for every z and every k,
we have py (e, 2)pr(e, x) < pax(e, e) and by [Woe00, Lemma 1.9], pai(e,e) < R™2.
Thus,

(2.2) prle,x) < R
for every € I" and k > 0. Consequently, we have for 6 <r < R — 9,
k
Z Z rkpk(e,x) < clevgn Z (%) < 015_1R€U2n_02(10g R—logr)n'
TES, k>can k>can

By the choice of ¢, we have that

ca2mn

1
wr(r) = limsup — log Z Zrkpk(e, x).

n—oo T

z€eS, k=0
Now for 0 < s<r < R-—9,
ca2n s can camn
H> Y dmen > (27 T S e,
€S, k=0 €Sy, k=0

and hence 0 < wr(r) — wr(s) < ¢ (logr —logs), since wr is non-decreasing by

Proposition 2.5. Now ¢ > 0 is arbitrary, so we prove that wr(r) is continuous in
0<r<R. O

The continuity at the inverse of the spectral radius seems to be a difficult problem
in general. It is already known that wr is continuous at R in hyperbolic groups
[SWX22, Theorem 1.1] and in relatively hyperbolic groups [DWY22, Theorem 1.1].
However, we do not know much beyond these classes of groups.

We now investigate further continuity at r = 1. By [Woe00, Theorem 12.5],
R =1 can only happen if I is amenable, hence the following discussion only applies
to amenable groups.

Assume that the random walk satisfies the following Gaussian lower bound.
There exists a sub-exponential function f, i.e. %log f(n) = 0, n — oo, such that
for every k, for every x € T,

(2.3) pr(e,x) 2 f(k)e™“w .
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Then

)

It follows that
wr(r) > —(1+¢)y/logr—1 4+ v.
Letting 7 1 1, we see that 0 > limsup,4; wr(r) > v. Therefore v = 0 and

lri?llwp(’f') =0.

Remark 2.7. We thus recover the fact that a Gaussian lower bound like (2.3) can-
not hold for groups of exponential volume growth, which was already noticed in
literature, see for instance the comments after [Ale92, (0.3)].

Proposition 2.8. Let I' be a finitely generated virtually nilpotent group endowed
with a finite generating set and let u be a finitely supported symmetric admissible
probability measure on I'. Then, the function wr s left-continuous at 1.

Proof. The fact that a Gaussiam lower bound (2.3) with f(k) = k~%?2 holds for
virtually nilpotent groups is well known, see for instance [Ale02, Corollary 1.9]. O

3. ABELIAN AND NILPOTENT GROUPS

Our goal in this section is to prove the following result.

Theorem 3.1. Let I' be a finitely generated nilpotent group of nilpotency class Nt
at most 2. Consider a finitely generating set S and a finitely supported admissible
symmetric probability measure p on I'. Then,

Z G(e, ) < n.
€S,
In general, there exists C' > 1 and 0 < 8 < 1 that only depends on Nr such that
1
En < Z G(e,z) < Cn? ",
rES,
Moreover, if I' = Z%, d > 3 then there exists C > 0 such that

Z G(e,z) ~ Chn.

€S,
3.1. Random walks in Z?. We start with the following result.

Proposition 3.2. Let u be a finitely supported symmetric admissible probability
measure on Z¢, d > 3. Endow Z¢ with a finite generating set S. Then, there exists
C > 0 such that

Z G(e,z) ~ Chn.

rES,
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Proof. Classical estimates show that G(e,z) ~ Cyllz|| =92, see [Woe00, Theo-
rem 25.11]. Here, ||z| is the norm of z given by the inverse of the covariance
matrix, which is symmetric and defines a positive definite quadratic form @ asso-
ciated with the random walk. These asymptotics actually hold in a more general
setting, namely it is only required that p has suited finite polynomial moments
related to the dimension d, as proved by Uchiyama, see in particular [Uch98, The-
orem 2]. The function z + ||z|~9¢*2 is (—d + 2)-homogeneous in the sense that for
a > 0, ||laz|| =2 = a=*2||z|| 792, Let us fix a generating set S for Z%. Then,
letting S,, be the sphere of radius n centered at e with respect to S, we have by
[DLM12, Theorem 1.1]

1 _ _
ﬁ? Z H33|| d+2 ~ Cin d+2.
n €S,
Moreover, by [DLM12, Theorem 1.4],
85, ~ Con ™,
hence
Z ]| 9+ ~ Csn.
rES,
Consequently,
Z G(e,z) ~ Cyn. O
€S,

For sake of completeness, let us consider the case of a (possibly lazy) simple
random walk on Z%, endowed with the standard set of generators. The quadratic
form @ associated with the covariance matrix introduced above is the Hessian at
u = 0 of the function

aw)= Y ula)e,
z€Z4

see [Woe00, Section 8 B, Section 13] for more details. Letting (e, ..., eq) be standard
generators defined by e; = (0,...,0,1,0...,0), where 1 is at the ith position and
assuming that p is of the form

d
1—«
"= OZ(SE + 7 Z(5ei + 5761.),

i=1
we have
l—ad
D(u) =a+ 5 ; cosh(u;),

where u; are the coordinates of u. In particular,

l-«

Q(z) = ——{z,z)

and so the explicit computations of [Woe00, Theorem 25.11] yield

D(452)n= 5 (1 — )~ d+3/2
2d—d+3/2

Gle,x) ~ ]2,

where || - ||2 is the Euclidean norm.
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Furthermore, the constant in [DLM12, Theorem 1.1] is given by

/ el 2dp,

where L is the boundary of the convex hull C of the generating set .S and duy, is the
cone volume on L. Applying this to our context where S is the standard generating

set and || - || is the Euclidean norm || - ||2, we get
—d —d —d
o 3 el [ el
€Sy B

where Bj is the unit ball for the || - ||;-norm {z, > |z;| < 1}, dBj is the unit sphere
{z,> |z;| = 1} and p; is the uniform measure on 9B;. Also, the constant in
[DLM12, Theorem 1.4] is given by d - vol(C) and the volume of the ball B; is given

by %T, see for instance [Bal97, Lecture 1]. We finally get

9d F(u)fg(l _ a)—d+3/2

—d
Z Gle,x) ~n- a H$||2 2dp : 9d—d+1/2
rES,

3.2. Non-abelian nilpotent groups. In general, for nilpotent groups, we cannot
prove such precise asymptotics. Let I" be a finitely generated nilpotent group. Set
''=r,1?=,T),.. I =[["" 1 T]. Let Nr be the nilpotency class of I, that is
Nr is the smallest n such that I+ is trivial. Note that the groups I'™/T"*! are all
finitely generated abelian groups and so have a well defined rank. The homogeneous
dimension of I' is defined as

Nr

D= Z n rank (/T 1) .
n=1
By [Ale02, Theorem 1.8, Corollary 1.9], there exists ¢ such that
‘2

1
(31) 7D/2 CT <pn(e :p) <cn —D/2 7c 2n ,
C

where D is the homogeneous dimension of I". This is enough to deduce rough
asymptotics for the Green function as we now show.

Lemma 3.3. For any positive a, b, c, there exists K > 0 such that as u tends to

infinity,
chfaefbu/n ~ Kuf(afl)'

n>1
Proof. The proof is adapted from [Woe00, Theorem 25.11]. We set t,, = %, so that
1
An:tn—tnflz— — 0.
U u—oo
Then,
1
Zutt Z en~%ebu/m — Z t;ae_%An.
¢ n>1 n>1

The right hand-side is a Riemannian sum of

/ t— 9 Vtqt
0

so it converges to a constant that only depends on a and b. (|
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Applying this lemma to a = D/2 and u = |z|?, we deduce from (3.1) that
for every symmetric finitely supported admissible probability measure on a finitely
generated nilpotent group,

(3.2) G(e,z) =< |z|~ P2

Guivarc’h [Gui73] and Bass [Bas72] independently proved that the homogeneous
dimension D is the degree of the polynomial growth of I', that is, letting B,, be the
ball of radius n,

B, =< nP.
Conversely, by the landmark paper of Gromov [Gro81], a finitely generated group
of polynomial growth is virtually nilpotent. Extending the work of Gromov, Pansu
[Pan83] proved deep results about the asymptotic behavior of the word distance
in terms of the geometry of the universal cover of I'. As a particular case of his
results, we have

B, ~ cn?,
see [Pan83, Proposition (5), Section (51)]. Although one might expect from these
asymptotics that #5, ~ ¢/nP~!, it is in fact much more difficult to obtain precise
asymptotics for #5,. However, Breuillard and Le Donne proved the following.

Proposition 3.4. [BD13, Corollary 9, Corollary 11] Let " be a finitely generated
nilpotent group endowed with a finite generating set. Let Nt be its nilpotency class.

(1) If Nr <2, then
B, = Cn® +O(n"~1)
and
49, < nP~ L
(2) In general, there exists 0 < § < 1 that only depends on Nr such that
iB, = Cn” + O(nPF)
and there exists C' > 0 such that
1
6nD_1 <5, < CnP=h.
This proposition allows us to conclude the proof of Theorem 3.1.

Proof of Theorem 3.1. Combining (3.2) and Proposition 3.4, we have for Np < 2
Z G(e,z) xn
€S,
and in general we have
1
En < x; G(e,z) < Cn? 58,

Together with Proposition 3.2, this concludes the proof of the theorem. (|

It is also conjectured that one can always take 5 = 1 in the above result of
Breuillard and Le Donne, see [BD13, Conjecture 10]. In such case, we would always
have Hi(n) < n. Conversely, note that since we already know that Gaussian
estimates (3.1) hold, the following conjecture is a reformulation of that of Breuillard
and Le Donne.
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Conjecture 3.5. Let I' be a finitely generated nilpotent group and let i be a sym-
metric admissible finitely supported probability measure and S be a finite generating
set. Then,

Z G(e,z) < n.

€S,

Finally, note that for the particular case of the Heisenberg group Hs(Z) whose
homogeneous dimension is 4, the fact that #5,, ~ Cn? for the standard set of genera-
tors is well known and was first proved by Shapiro, see [Sha89, Theorem, p.607]. See
also [DM14, Theorem 25] which is analogous to [DLM12, Theorem 1.1] for abelian
groups, which in turn is a key result that we used within the proof of Proposi-
tion 3.2. However, even for the Heisenberg group, it is unknown to our knowledge
if one can replace < with ~ in the asymptotics of the Green function (3.2).

3.3. Polycyclic groups and groups of intermediate growth. Let us conclude
this section with a small discussion on possible ways to generalize our results for
nilpotent groups.

By a seminal result of Mal’cev [Mal51], finitely generated torsion free nilpotent
groups are exactly the lattices in simply connected nilpotent Lie groups, see also
[Rag72, Theorem 2.18]. A further topic of interest would be the growth rate of the
Green function for lattices in simply connected solvable Lie groups. By [Rag72,
Theorem 4.28], these are exactly torsion free polycyclic groups. Moreover, every
finitely generated polycyclic group has a subgroup of finite index which is torsion
free by [Rag72, Lemma 4.6].

This gives motivation for studying H;(n) for polycyclic groups. The exponent

1/3 in Varapoulos’ on-diagonal upper bound p,, (e, e) < e~ that we used within

the proof of Proposition 2.3 is known to be optimal for polycyclic groups of expo-
nential growth. Indeed, by [Ale92, Theorem 1], we also have p, (e, e) 2> e=ean'’? for
such groups. In order to get asymptotics of Hi(n), optimal off-diagonal upper and
lower bounds would be needed. However, as already mentioned, Gaussian-type es-
timates like (2.3) cannot hold for groups of exponential volume growth and finding
optimal upper and lower bounds would have to involve somehow the growth rate

v. This in turn would require new material.

In another direction, it is not hard to see that the rough asymptotics of the Green
function in Theorem 3.1 hold for any virtually nilpotent groups. Indeed, let I" be
a virtually nilpotent and N be a finite index nilpotent subgroup of I". Consider a
word distance | - |[r on ' and a word distance | - |y on N. Then, the restriction of
|- |r to N is bi-Lipschitz to | - |x. Moreover, if |z|r = n, then x is within a uniform
bounded distance of a point y € N. In particular, G(e,z) < G(e,y) and |y|n < n.

We find that
Z G(e,x) < Z G(e, x).
z€l,|x|r=n zEN,|z|N=n
Moreover, |- [p P72 < |- |3 "2 and given the asymptotics of Proposition 3.4, the

sphere S, (T") for | - |r and S, (N) for | - |y satisfy that £5,(T") < £S,(N). Thus we
have
> Gle,x) < n PTS, (D) < n= P28, (N).

z€l,|z|r=n
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As explained above, virtually nilpotent groups are exactly the groups of polyno-
mial growth, by a celebrated result of Gromov. Answering Conjecture 3.5 would
thus settle the case of polynomial growth. It would be interesting to see if the linear
asymptotics of Hy(n) also hold for groups of intermediate growth.

4. THE LAMPLIGHTER GROUP AND DL GRAPHS

Beyond nilpotent groups, studying the growth rate and the asymptotics of Hy(n)
for general finitely generated solvable groups seems to be a difficult task. Our next
goal is to compute precise such asymptotics for the lamplighter group, which is the
first step into this direction.

The lampligther group L, is the restricted wreath product Z, ¢ Z. The study
of this group is a classical topic in geometric group theory and we refer to [CM17,
Lecture 15] for an overview of its properties. The usual description of L, is as
follows. Consider the line Z and suppose that there is a lamp at each site of Z.
Every lamp can be either off or lit with ¢—1 different colors, so that it has ¢ different
possible states. At the beginning, every lamp is switched off. The lampligther is
at the origin of Z and can either change the state of the lamp where they stand or
take one step to the left or to the right in Z. Those possible actions are considered
as the generators of the group. Elements of L, are then described by the position
of the lamplighter on Z and the states of the lamps, which can be seen as a function
7 — Zg with finite support.

There is a one-to-one correspondence between the lamplighter group Z, ¢ Z and
the vertices of the Diestel-Leader graph DL(q, ¢), which is defined as the following
horocycle product. Consider the (¢ + 1)-regular tree T, and let h be a horofunction
based at some fixed chosen point at infinity (see [BWO05, Section 2] for a precise
definition and also [CM17, Section 15.4], where h is called a height function). Then,

DL(q,q) = { (21, 22), i € Ty, h(x1) = —h(z2)}.

Thus, any element x of Zy 1 Z can be written as x = (1, 22), z; € Ty.

Following [BWO05], what we call here the simple random walk on L, is the simple
random walk on DL(q, ¢) endowed with the product graph distance. In other words,
it is the simple random walk on the graph whose vertices are elements of DL(q, q)
and two vertices (z1,x2) and (y1,y2) are connected by an edge if x; and y; are
connected with an edge in T, for ¢ = 1,2. This is exactly the simple random
walk on L, endowed with an appropriate set of generators described in [BWO05,
Section 2], see in particular [BWO05, (2.3)] for a formula for the probability measure
u (with a = % since we do not consider biased random walks here).

In terms of lamplighting, we need to change a bit the above description to under-
stand this random walk. Think of the lamps not placed at each vertex of Z but at
the middle of each edge. Suppose the current position of the lamplighter is k € Z.
They first toss a coin. If “head” comes up, they move to k+ 1 and switch the lamp
on the transverse edge to a state chosen at random in Z,. Otherwise, they move to
k — 1 and also switch the lamp on the transverse edge to a random state.

Lamplighter groups provide a great source of examples of particular asymp-
totic behaviors of random walks, see [KV83], [Ers01], [Ers03], [Rev03a], [Rev03b],
[BNWO06] just to name a few. We prove here that Hj(n) is still asymptotically lin-
ear in n for the simple random walk. Our study is based on the renewal theorems
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of [BW05], see also references therein for other significant results related to random
walks on these groups.

Theorem 4.1. Consider the simple random walk on L. There exists C such that
Z G(e,z) ~ Chn.
€S,

We identify L, = Z41Z with DL(g, ¢) as above, with h a fixed horofunction. By

[BWO05, (4.1)], the word distance in L is given by

d(z,y) = d(z1,y1) + d(z2,y2) — |h(y1) — h(z1)].
Note that h(yz2) — h(z2) = —h(y1) + h(x1), so

d(z,y) = d(z1,y1) + d(z2,y2) — |h(y2) — h(z2)].

The identity element e is identified with (01, 02) in DL(q, ¢), where o; is the root
of T,. In particular, we have h(01) = h(0o2) = 0. For (z1,z2) € DL(q, q), we now
set, following [BWO05],

|z:| = d(0i, i) = 0; +wi,
h(l‘l) = Oi —u;
and
§:=1Uj + Uy =01 + V2.
The quantities d and u are defined in terms of geometric features of T,, see [BWO05,
Section 2, Figure 1] for more details. The elements z1 and x5 are completely deter-
mined by |z1|, |z2| and h(z1) = —h(x2). Thus, any element (z1,22) is completely
determined by uy, 02 and s.
Let us now describe the sphere of radius n in L,. By what precedes,
d(e,:v) = |.’L'1| + |.’L'2| - |h($1)| =U; +0; +us +09 — |01 — u1|.
We first find the = € S,, with h(x1) > 0. For such z,
d(e,x) =2u; +Us+ 02 =Uu; +01 +200 =u; +02+ 5.

We write S(n,m) the set of z € T, with |2| = n and h(z) = m, —n < m < n, and so
|n—m| needs to be even. Let us compute the cardinality of S(n,m) for small values
of n,m, when ¢ = 3, i.e. T, is the 4-regular tree, which is the Cayley graph of F5.
We write F» = (a,b) and we fix the point at infinity defining the horofunction h to
be a®. We have S(1,1) = {a~%,b,b~'} and S(1, 1) = {a}, so

4S(1,1) = 3, #5(1,-1) = 1.

For n = 2, we have 5'(2,~2) = {a %0 b,a” b7t ba,ba" 1, 0% b7 ta, b7 a1t b7 2],
S(2,0) = {ab,ab='} and S(2,—2) = {a?}. Therefore,

15(2,2) = 32, #5(2,0) = 2, #5(2,-2) = 1.
Similarly, we prove that
£5(3,3) = 33, #5(3,1) =2 x 3, £5(3,—-1) =2, #5(3,-3) =1,
85(4,4) = 3%, 45(4,2) =2 x 3%, #5(4,0) =2 x 3, 85(4,—2) = 2, #5(4,—4) = 1.
In general, we have for 0 < k <n

ﬁg(na n) =q", ﬁg(na _n) =1
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and
8S(n,n —2k) = (g—1) x¢" 1 F1<k<n-1

Note that if z € g(n,n — 2k), then u =k and 9 = n — k. In fact, u is the number
of steps upward in direction to a® and 9 is the number of steps downward.

We now consider the set A(4, 5, k) = {(z1,22),u1 = 1,00 = j, s = k}, with i <k,
j < kandi<k—j (the last condition being equivalent to h(x1) > 0). Then, by
what precedes, for 0 < j < k,

ﬂA(Ov.]a k) = (q - l)qk_la ﬁA(kajv k) = (q - 1)qk_1

and for 0 < i < k,

8AGE, j, k) = (¢ — 1)%¢" 2.
Now, for j = 0, we have
and for 0 < i < k,

BAG,0,k) = (¢ = 1)g" .
Finally, for j = k, we have

BA(0,k, k) = (¢ = 1)¢" ", tA(k k. k) = ¢",

and for 0 < i < k,

BAG, ko k) = (g — 1)g" .

We are now ready to prove Theorem 4.1.

Proof. The following asymptotics of the Green function are proven in [BWO05, The-
orem 4.2]. We have, as |z| tends to infinity,

g+1
q—1

(41) Gle,a) ~ 2 (

stq° (u1(s —02) + (5 —u1)02) + 51102 +5(5 — w1 ) (5 — 02)> :

We fix (x1,x2) € So, and h(z1) > 0,50 2n =6+ 02 +u; and 03 + 1y < 5. In
particular, s > n. Also, since 02,u; > 0, we have s < 2n. Conversely, choose any
couple (02,5) satisfying n+1<s<2nand 0 <03 <2n—s. Set u; =2n —s — Vs.
Note that s > n implies that 2n —s <s—1,500<u; <s—1—-02 and 0 <05 < 5.
We find that u; < s — 92 and so any such triple (uq,02,5) defines a point (x1,x2)
with h(z1) > 0. By (4.1), setting u; = 4, 93 = j, s = k we get the following. The
sum of the Green function along points = in the sphere So, satisfying h(x1) > 0
can be written as

2n  2n—k

Y G~ Y Z%M(i,j,k)

(z1,22)€S2n, k=n+1 j=0
h(x1)>0

(L5 =) + (= )

+ ki + k(k — i) (k —j)).
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Thus, replacing u; with 2n — s — 02, we find

2n  2n—k
Z Z Z kﬂA2n—k J, 3. k)
($17$2)€Szn k=n+1 j=0

h(xz1)>0

(%hm — k=)= )+ 2kt = 20)j)

+k@2n—k—j)j+k(2k+5 — 2n)(k—j))-

Since the dominant term in $A(i, j, k) is ¢*, we find

2n  2n—k
S Glew) ~C 3 Y (@ k- )k =)+ 2k -+ — 20)]
(z1,22)ES2n, k=n+1 j5=0

h(x1)>0
+k@2n—k—j)j+ k(2k+j —2n)(k — j))
~ CQTL.

By symmetry, we have the same asymptotics for h(z1) < 0. Now, if h(z1) = 0, then
u; = § — 02. Combining this with 1y + 02 + 5 = 2n, we get s = n, so the sum of the
Green function along Ss,,, assuming further h(z;) = 0 is asymptotic to a constant
C3. Thus, we find that ) g G(e, ) is linear in n. The same proof with more
delicate sums to handle, when con51dering the integer part of n/2, shows that the
same is true for So,4+1. This concludes the proof of Theorem 4.1. O

Lamplighter groups are solvable and thus amenable. They are actually classical
examples of non-polycyclic solvable groups, see for instance the comments at the
end of [DK18, Chapter 13]. In light of the discussion in Section 3.3, this raises the
following question.

Question 4.2. Is it true that
Z G(e,z) < n

holds for every symmetric finitely supported admissible probability measure on a
finitely generated amenable group ? If not, can a counter-example be found among
finitely generated solvable groups 7

Also, let us conclude this section with further comments on horocycle products.
We refer to [Woel3] for a more complete exposition. Given two hyperbolic spaces
X1, Xo, one can perform a construction similar to that of DL(g, ¢) by choosing two
Busemann functions hy, respectively ho, based at infinity on X7, respectively Xo.
The horocycle product of X; and X is the set of pairs (x1,z2) € X7 x Xo with
hi(x1)+ ha(z2) = 0. Interesting examples of such spaces are the horocycle product
HT(p, q) of H(p) with a homogeneous tree of degree ¢+ 1 and the horocycle product
Sol(p, q) of H(p) and H(gq). In both cases, H(p) is the standard Poincaré upper half-
space with suited rescaling of the hyperbolic metric. Amenable Baumslag-Solitar
groups BS(1,q) act properly discontinuously and co-compactly via isometries on
HT(q, q), see [FM98]. On the other hand, the spaces Sol(p, ) are classical examples
of solvable Lie groups and play an important role in Thurston’s geometrization
theorem. We refer to [BSW12] and references therein for further details. A next
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subject of interest would be the study of H;(n) on amenable Baumslag-Solitar
groups and on lattices of Sol(p, ¢). Note that the later are examples of polycyclic
groups.

5. CARTESIAN PRODUCTS OF TREES

In this section, we study the behavior of H,(n) for random walks on T x T”,
where T, T’ are regular trees. The asymptotics for the Green functions are given
by the work of Picardello and Woess [PW94], see also [Woe00, Section 28] and
references therein for the particular case of T' x Z.

Let T1,T5 be regular trees of degree l1,lo > 3. We consider the lazy simple
random walk p; on T; whose transition kernel p;(z,y) is defined by

% if x,y are connected with an edge in 77,
pi(z,y) =1 sifz=y,
0 otherwise.

In particular, u; is an admissible symmetric finitely supported probability measures
on T;. For every aq, a0 > 0, a1 + ag = 1, we let p be the probability measure on
Ty x Ty given by

(5.1) = Q1 + asis.
In terms of Markov operators, this means that
P,=a1P, @I+ a2l ® P,,.
As noted in [PW94, Section 3], the lazy simple random walk on T3 x T with

e ol i _ Vii— _
w(x,x) =1/21s given by a; = l1l+lz' Set p; = %—I—Tl and R = m. Then,

pi is the spectral radius of p;, see [PW94, (2.2)] and p = R~ is the spectral radius
of p, see [PW94, Section 3]. We prove here the following.

Theorem 5.1. If Iy = la, then for every r < R, we have H.(n) =< enwr(r) If
Iy > lo, then there exists a phase transition at some ro € (1,R) such that the
following holds.

e For every r < 1o, we have H,(n) < e™r(),

e At r=rg, we have H,(n) < n~temwr(r),

e For every ro <1 < R, we have H,(n) =< n=3/2emr(),

The remainder of the section is devoted to the proof of this theorem. By [PW94,
Theorem 3.1], for every r < R, for every Ay > 0, there exist r1, 7 such that as
x = (x1,22) € T1 x Ty tends to infinity and |za|/|z1] = A converges Ao, we have

l l 1
G(e,z[r) ~ Gi(e, 1|r1)Ga(e, mara) (|$1| +— ) (|x2| + ) 52C);
ll — 2 |$1|

Iy —2
where C'(\) is a continuous positive function.
The numbers r; and r are the unique solutions of the system
alrfl + 042751 =7r!

1

(5.2)

By symmetry, the same holds when |z1]/|z2] = A converges to A € [0, +00),
switching the indices 1 and 2 and replacing the function C with a function C’
which is also continuous and positive.
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Set f; = Y4=1 and

Gi (T) =

rt = (1/2) (1 + Fi(r)
By [PW94, (2.4)], we have that
Gi(es, milr) = Gi(r) Fy(r)\ ",
hence in particular G;(e;, e;|r) = Gi(r). Since 1 < G;(r) < Gi(p; '), we have
(5.3)  Hi(r)= > Gilesailr) =Ll — )" Gi(r)Fi(r)" < emni(),
z; €T |xi|=n
where

wr, (r) = log(l; — 1) + log Fy(r).

We now fix » < R and we consider n > 0. The sphere S,, in 77 x Ty can be
decomposed as

Sn=J Sk xS,
k=0

Then, for every k < n, there exists a unique couple (r1(X),72())) satisfying (5.2)
n—k

with A = %=, Moreover,

1 1

—C\N) = ————

w7 Y T T w7

and for k > n/2, A <1, hence by the continuity of C()),
1 1

— O\ X ——————.

a7 Y = T )7

(14 X1)°2C(N)

Similarly,
1 1

V)=
mp2 Y ) = T
and so for k < n/2,

(1+N)>2C"(X)

IR NN S
|25/ 7 (] Jz2])>/

Setting x; = ZZTQ, we thus have
1 n
Z G(e, z|r) xmz Z Z Gi(e,xz1|r1(N))Ga(e, z2|ra(N))
TES, k=0 mlesi wQeSifk

(k+r1)((n — k) + r2)

_ 1

= 5z 2k +r)((n—k) + ro) Hy, (re (X)) H_ (ra (V).

NIE

el
Il
=)

Applying (5.3), we see that

(5.4) Hy(r) = #Z(k—i—m)((n—k)-l—lig)exp (nT(N)),
k=0
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with A = 2% and

W) = T (1)) + o yen (raOV)

In order to find the asymptotics of H,(r), we thus need to find where the function
U()\) takes its maximum value.

Now let t =r~' —1 and t; = t;(\) = r;(\)~* — 1. Then (t1,t2) solves the system
of equations

(5.5)

042\/155 —ﬂ% = Aalx/t% —ﬂ%

Lemma 5.2. The functions XA — t1(\) and X — ta(\) are continuously differen-
tiable. Furthermore,

{Ozltl + agte =1,

_ Dot A7)
ooto + N2auty ’
A lag (t% - ﬂ%)
Qo - aots + XN2agty
Proof. Let U be the open set (81, +00) X (B2, +00) x (8,4+00) x (0,400) with
B=p— 1. We set

T (tl,tg,t,)\) elUw— (a1t1+a2t2—2t,a2\/t§—B%—)\am/t%—ﬁf)

Then

oY
E - (_27 O)

o —
m = (O, — Q7 tl - ﬂ2> .

-2 0
( 0 —alwt%—ﬁ2>
is invertible. The implicit function theorem shows that the solution (1, t2) of (5.5)

is continuously differentiable in the variables (¢, A). The formulas for #;(\) and
th(X) are then derived from (5.5). O

and

For t; > (1, the matrix

Define
@i (t) =logl; + log (t — /12 = ﬁf) )

Then ) \
(A) = 1+/\<P1(t1()\)) + 1 +)\902(f2()\))-
Since
1
(56) lt) =~

we have that
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and hence
() O 5y ) ), 2lt2) —r(6)
_p2(ta(N) — o1 (i (V)
(1412 '
Furthermore,
o8 \I]H()\) B _ﬁ le2(£2(0) = er (B ()] - 1+ /\C;l(azttlzlﬁ/\gaﬂl)'

By Lemma 5.2 and (5.6), we see that ¢1(t1(\)) (resp. ¢@a(t2(N))) is strictly
increasing (resp. decreasing) in A. It follows that there is at most one Ag € [0, 4+00)
such that ¥/(\g) = 0. Note that to(0) = B2, t1(0) = o ' (t — aaf2) > 1, and

Pa(t2(0)) = %bg (la—1).

On the other hand, limy_, oo t1(A) = 81, limy—s oo t2(A) = a;l(t —a1f1) > Bo,
and

lim_ 1 (1(0) = 5 log (h —1).

A—+oo

Assume [ = Il = [. Then for Ao = g2 we have that ¢;(\o) = t2(Ao) = t and

P'(A\g) = 0. Note that
2 ;2 _ 32
V() = VB =

agt
by Lemma 5.2 and (5.6). By Lemma 5.3 (ii) below, we can deduce that

(59) H,(r) = 0w _ e (A )

This concludes the proof of Theorem 5.1 for the case I1 = Is.

<0

Assume now that Iy > l5. Then, we have that 31 < 2 and 1(81) > p2(82).
Since limg_; 400 p1(8) = —00, there exists tg > @161 + a8z > 51 such that

¢1 (a7 (to — @2f2)) = @2(B2).
If t < tg, then
01(t1(0)) = @1 (07" (t — 282)) > 1 (a ! (to — 282)) = pa(t2(0))

and hence ¥/(\) < 0 for all A > 0. It follows that W()\) takes its unique maximum
at A = 0. By Lemma 5.3 (i) below,

(5.10) H,(r) = n~3/2e" log 1 (a7 * (t—a2p2))

Similarly, if ¢ = ¢y, then 0 is also the unique maximum point of ¥(A), and we
have further that ¥/(0) = 0,

\/(fo — azf)? — a1 B}
<0

v(0) =~ B

Thus, Lemma 5.3 (iii) below shows that

(5.11) Hy(n) = n~1e"¥© = p-lenios (i (t=azp),
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It remains to consider the case that ¢t > ty. Since tg > o151 + azf2 we have
Hm @ (t2(N) = @2 (' (t—1B1)) < 2(B2) <@1(B1) = lim p1(t1(N),
A——+oo A——+oo
and
©1(t1(0)) = @1 (7' (t — a2B2)) < 1 (a7 " (to — a2B2)) = @2(t2(0)).

Thus there exists Ao > 0 such that ¢1(t1(Ao)) = @2 (t2(Xo)). By (5.8), ¥"(Xo) < 0,
and we see from Lemma 5.3 (ii) below that

(5.12) H,.(n) < enw1(ti(Xo))

To conclude, what is left to do is proving that ro > 1, i.e. to < 1/2. Lengthily
computations would prove that

hence we necessarily have to < 1/2. However, we see that at to, we have by (5.11)
H,(n) < n~te"?(0) = pn=1e" log g1 (o (t=a2f2)) Ty particular,
wr(ro) =logyr (ai ' (to — azfa)) = log pa(B2) > 0.

Since wr(1) = 0 and wr is increasing, we see directly that ro > 1. This ends the
proof of Theorem 5.1. O

Lemma 5.3. Assume that ® € C?([0,400)) is eventually decreasing and has a
unique maximum point at 0 < g < co. Define

Fn) =" k(n — k)e" 7).
k=0

(i) If Ao =0 and ®'(0) < 0, then
f(n) =< ne™®©),
(i) If Ao > 0 and ®"(N\g) <0, then
f(n) =< nd/2en®(o)
(i11) If Ao =0, ®'(0) =0 and ®"(0) < 0, then
f(n) < n3/2en®(0)

Proof. (i) For any 0 < e < —®’(0), there exists 6 > 0 such that |®'(\) — &'(0)| <
¢ for every 0 < A < 4. By the mean value theorem, for \ < ¢,

(@(0) — £) A < B(A) — B(0) < (P/(0) + &) A,

If 2% < §, then we have k > (1+6)"'n. Thus

f(n) > Z k(n— k)e"q)(n%k)

k>(146)"1n

S nen®(0) Z (n — k)en(q,/(o)—a)"—;k
k>(146)"'n

>nen®(0) Z ke((b/(o)—a)k
kg%n

=nen®0)
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Since 0 is the unique maximum point of ®(\), there exists n > 0 such that
®(A) < ®(0) —n for all A > §. Thus

Z k(n — k)e"q)(n;k) < e (@O)=m)

k<(14+6)~1n
Also,
S k- k)R <pen®© 3T (- e (P Oe) 25
k>(14+6)"1n k>(110)-1n
<nen®(©) Z Le(®'(0+e)(148) 'k
kg%n

Snen@(o) Z ke((b/(o)—i-a)(l-i-é)’lk
k=0

Combining the last two displays yields the desired upper-bound.

(ii) For 0 < 1 < —w < ¢g, there exists § > 0 such that

(5.13) —cs (A= X0)? S B(N) — D(No) < —c1 (A — Ao)?
for |[A — Ag| < 6. Clearly, we have that

Y k(- ket () < pten(®00)-n)
ki |22 —Xo| >4

for some 1 > 0. Now,

Z k(n _ k)end)(ﬂ;k) ~<n3en®(Xo) Z le_cln(%_l_k0)2
n

b |2 ao] <6 b |22 ao] <

(1+>\075)71 . 2
x7,L?>en'i>()\o) / efcln(z 717)\0) dx.
(I4+Xo+96)—1

By a change of variables, we get

é
ST k(n— ke ?(UF) =pfeno) / o—erny® (Hd%)z
ki |2k 2o | <6 -5 Yy 0

5v/n )
x7,L5)/2en<1>(>\0) / e~ 1% (2

—8/n
x”5/2enq>(>\0).

The lower bound can be proved by the same arguments, changing ¢; with cs.
(iii) The proof of (iii) is similar to that of (ii), except that we need to replace (5.13)
with

—coA? < B(N) — B(0) < —c1\?

and the order of magnitude is not "T_k = Ao £ 4 anymore, but k > (1+§)"!n
as in (i). O
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6. TWISTED PATTERSON-SULLIVAN MEASURES

In this and next sections, we will give applications of our results to relatively
hyperbolic groups. We start here by investigating the properties of Patterson-
Sullivan like measures on the Bowditch boundary of such groups, which we define
by using suited Poincaré series.

6.1. Some background on relatively hyperbolic groups. Since their introduc-
tion by Gromov, relatively hyperbolic groups were studied by many authors through
several equivalent definitions. We will mainly use the viewpoint of Bowditch [Bow12]
and Gerasimov-Potyagailo [GP13], [GP15], [GP16] in the sequel. Consider a finitely
generated group I acting properly via isometries on a proper geodesic Gromov hy-
perbolic space X. Define the limit set Ar as the closure of I' in the Gromov
boundary 0X of X, that is, fixing a base point ¢ in X, Ar is the set of all possible
limits of sequences g, - xg in X, g, € I'. The proper action of I on X by isometries
extends to a convergence group action on Ar by homeomorphisms, which means
that the induced action on the space of distinct triples is properly continuous (see
[Bow99, Proposition 1.11] for example). If Ar contains at least three points, then
I" acts minimally on Ar.

A loxodromic element x € I is an infinite order element with exactly two fixed
points z_ # x4 in Ap. Moreover, x acts via North-South dynamics on Ar in the
sense that for any & # x4, "¢ converges to + as n goes to +o0o. Then x4 is
called the attracting fixed point of x and x_ is called its repelling fixed point. The
fixed points of any two loxodromic elements are either the same or disjoint. So I'
contains infinitely many loxodromic elements with pairwise disjoint fixed points.

A point £ € Ar is called conical if there is a sequence g, of I' and distinct points
&1,& in Ar such that g,& converges to & and g,( converges to & for all { # £ in
Ar. A point € € Ar is called parabolic if its stabilizer in I' is infinite, fixes exactly
& in Ar and contains no loxodromic element. If, in addition, its stabilizer in " acts
co-compactly on Ar \ {¢}, then £ is called bounded parabolic. Say that the action of
I" on X is geometrically finite if the induced convergence group action on the limit
set Ar is geometrically finite: Ar only consists of conical limit points and bounded
parabolic limit points. See [Bow99] for more general facts on convergence groups.

A group I is called relatively hyperbolic with respect to a collection of subgroups
P if it acts geometrically finitely on a proper geodesic hyperbolic space X such that
the stabilizers of parabolic limit points are exactly the conjugates of the elements of
P. Elements of P are called maximal parabolic subgroups. We will write Py for the
choice of a set of representatives of conjugacy classes of elements of P. By [Bow12,
Proposition 6.15], such a set Py is finite.

The limit set Ar in the Gromov boundary of X is called the Bowditch boundary
of I'. By [Bow12, Theorem 9.4], it is unique up to equivariant homeomorphism and
in particular does not depend on the choice of a proper geodesic Gromov hyperbolic
space X on which I' acts geometrically finitely. We will write 0T for the Bowditch
boundary of I in the sequel. A relatively hyperbolic group is called non-elementary
if its Bowditch boundary is infinite; equivalently, §0T" > 2.

We now fix a finite set Py of representatives of conjugacy classes of maximal
parabolic subgroups. When P € Py and g € T', we call gP a maximal parabolic
coset.
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Definition 6.1. Let gP be a maximal parabolic coset and 7, L > 0 be fixed con-
stants. A point p on a geodesic « is called (n, L)-deep in gP if

B(p,2L)Na € N,(gP).

It is called an (1, L)-transition point if it is not (n, L)-deep in any maximal parabolic
coset gP.

The following set of inequalities is called weak relative Ancona inequalities and
will be helpful below. They extend similar inequalities proved for hyperbolic groups
by Ancona [Anc88] for r = 1, by Gouézel-Lalley [GL13] on co-compact Fuchsian
groups for r < R and by Gouézel [Gould] in full generality for r < R. The
version for relatively hyperbolic groups that we use here were first proved for
r = 1 by Gekhtman-Gerasimov-Potyagailo-Yang [GGPY21] and then by Dussaule-
Gekhtman [DG21] for r < R.

Lemma 6.2. [GGPY21, Theorem 1.1][DG21, Theorem 1.6] Let T' be a relatively
hyperbolic group and let i be a finitely supported admissible and symmetric prob-
ability measure on I'. Then, for every c,n, L > 0 there exists C > 0 such that for
every r < R, the following holds. For every x,y,z € I', if y has a distance at most
¢ to an (n, L)-transition point on a geodesic from x to z, then

S GG, 2Ir) < Ola 2Ir) < OG(a, gl Gy, =Ir).

Note that the constant C is independent of r € [1, R]. In other words, the Green
function is roughly multiplicative along transition points on a geodesic. In both
[GGPY21] and [DG21], these inequalities are formulated in terms of the Floyd dis-
tance, which is a suited rescaling of the word distance. However, the statement for
transition points directly follows from [GP15, Corollary 5.10] which relates transi-
tion points with the Floyd distance. We also refer to [GGPY21, Section 9] for more
details.

We will also use the following at some point.

Lemma 6.3. [Yan22, Lemma 2.14] There exist universal constants n, L with the
following property. Let v be a geodesic ray ending at a conical point & € OU. Then
v contains a unbounded sequence of (n, L)-transition points x,,.

In the remainder of this section, we consider a finitely generated relatively hyper-
bolic group I'. When speaking of a transition point, we mean an (7, L)-transition
point with (7, L) satisfying Lemma 6.3. We also fix a finitely supported symmetric
and admissible probability measure p on T'.

6.2. Busemann cocyles. Given z,y,z € I', let B,(z,y) := d(z,2) — d(y, 2) and

K, (z,ylr) = ggzl‘:g The function B, is called the Busemann function associated
with the distance d at z.

Following [BBO07], we define the r-Green distance by

G(x,ylr)

Gle,elr)

Then K, (z,y|r) = e~ [4r(@2)=dr(u:2)] is the exponential of the Busemann function

for the r-Green distance. We also write |z~ 1y, = d,.(z,y), and |~ 1y| = d(z, ).
Consider the distance for x,y € T":

dp(z,y) = —log F.(x,y) = —log

0, (2,y) = wr(r)|z™ yl + a7yl
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Lemma 6.4. If 1 < r < R, then the distance 0, is proper and quasi-isometric to
the word distance.

Proof. The proof is standard, but we write a complete argument for sake of com-
pleteness. First we prove that for every r < R, there exist C; > 0 and o3 > 0 such
that for every x € T’

(6.1) Gle,z|r) < Cre~@ll,
Since p is finitely supported, there exists ¢ > 0 such that

G(e,x|r) = Z " pn(e, ).

n>clz|

Moreover, by (2.2),
pr(e,x) < R7™.

< 3 (7)< (5)"

n>clz|

Therefore,

This proves (6.1).
Second, we prove that for every r > 1, there exists Co > 0 and ag > 0 such that
for every z € T,

(6.2) Gle,z|r) > Cye™o2lol,

Indeed, since the support of  generates I', there exists a path zg = e, x1,...,z, =
such that n < |z| and p(xy 'zk41) > 0. In particular, we find that

Gle.alr) > Gle,all) > plagtar) - playl o),
which proves (6.2). We conclude that for 1 < r < R, the Green distance is quasi-
isometric to the word distance and that G(e, z|r) vanishes at infinity. Consequently,
the distance 0, also is quasi-isometric to the word distance and satisfies that as x

goes to infinity, 0,(e, ) tends to infinity. In particular, any ball for ?,. is contained
in a larger ball for the word distance and thus is finite, so 9, is proper. (|

Remark 6.5. According to [GL13, Lemma 2.1], for any non-amenable group I’
and any finitely supported symmetric admissible probability measure u, G(e, z|R)
converges to 0 as |z| goes to infinity. As a consequence, the distance dp is proper,
although it might not be quasi-isometric to the word distance.

Define the corresponding Busemann cocycle
(6.3) Be(x,y;7) = wr(r)Be(z, y) — log Ke(z,y|r)
Lemma 6.6. There exists a constant C' > 0 with the following property. Let & € OT
be a conical point, and x,y € T'. There exists a neighborhood V. =V (z,y) of £ in
T'U Il such that for any z € VNT:
|Bg($, y) - Bz(x,y)| <C,

|log Ke(x,y|r) — log K (x,y[r)| < C.
Proof. The statement for Be is proved in [Yan22, Lemma 2.20]. Also, by [DG21,
Proposition 4.1}, the Martin kernel K, (-, e|r) = G(, z|r)/G(e, z|r) extends continu-
ously to K¢ (-, e|r) as z converges to a conical limit point £. This follows from weak

relative Ancona inequalities. In particular, K, (z,y|r) converges to K¢(z,y|r) as z
converges to &, so the statement for K¢ also holds.
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As a consequence, the Busemann cocyle B, (z,y) extends to a coarse cocycle
B¢ (z,y) at a conical point . That is,

Be(z,y) = limsup Be(x,y)
z—E€

does not depend on the choice of z — £, up to a bounded additive error C' inde-
pendent of &.

6.3. Quasi-conformal densities. A Borel measure x4 on a topological Hausdorff
space T is regular if u(A) = inf{uw(U) : A C U,U is open} for any Borel set A in
T. It is called tight if pu(A) = sup{u(K) : K C A, K is compact} for any Borel
set A in T. A finite Borel measure is called Radon if it is tight and regular. It is
well-known that all finite Borel measures on compact metric spaces are Radon, see
[Bil99, Theorem 1.1, Theorem 1.3].

Denote by M(II") the set of finite positive Radon measures on dI'. Then I' acts
on M(9T) via g.v(A) = v(g~tA) for any Borel set A in 9.

Definition 6.7. We call a map = — v, equivariant if for every z,g € I', we have
Ve (A) = v (g1 4)
for every Borel set A C JT.
Definition 6.8. Let w € [0, 00[. We call a I'-equivariant map
v:T' - M), x— vy
an w-dimensional quasi-conformal density if for any x,y € I" the following holds

dvs

(6.4) (€) = e PV Ke(a, ylr),

dvy
for vy-a.e. points £ € OI', where the implicit constant does neither depend on z,y,
nor on &.

By the equivariant property of u, we see the following result.

Lemma 6.9. Let {v, }rer be a o-dimensional quasi-conformal density on OT. Then
the support of any v, is OL .

Proof. By definition, the support supp(u,) is a maximal closed subset such that any
point in OI"\ supp(u,) has an open neighborhood which is v,-null. It is well-known
that OT' is a minimal T-invariant closed set, see for instance [Bow99, Section 2.
Thus, it suffices to prove that the support of v, is G-invariant. This follows from
equivariance and quasi-conformality, since v;(A) = vg,(gA) for any Borel subset
A C OI' and v, and vy, are absolutely continuous with respect to each other. [

As explained in the introduction, we associate the following Poincaré series to u
and to the word distance, by setting

Or(r,s) := g Gle,z|r)e ==l = g Hy(n)e™" = G(e,elr) g e~ slzl=lzl
zel n>0 zel

where we recall that H,.(n) =) .5 G(e,z|r) and that the critical exponent wr(r)
is defined by

wr(r )—hmsup log H,(n).

n—oo
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The group I is of divergent (resp. convergent) type for the Green function if Op(r, )
is divergent (resp. convergent) at s = wr(r).
Recall 0,.(z,y) := wr(r)|z~y| + |27y,

Lemma 6.10. The series defined as follows

Vs > 0, Pr(s) := Z o5 (@:w)

zel

has critical exponent 1, and the divergence of Pr(s) at s = 1 is equivalent to that
of Or(r,s) at s = wr(r).

Proof. By [GL13, Lemma 2.1], G(e, z|R) goes to 0 as |z| tends to infinity. Thus,
G(e,z|r) < G(e,z|R) <1 for large enough z. In particular, we see that for s > 1,

Z Gle, z|r)Pe szl < CZ Gle, z|r)eswr (Ml

zel zel
The right-hand side converges, so the left-hand side also converges. Conversely, for
s <1,

Z Gle,z|r)e srMlzl < ¢ Z Gle, z|r)sesormlzl,

zel zel
The left-hand side diverges, so the right-hand side also diverges. Thus, the critical
exponent of Pr(s) is 1.

Also, note that Pr(1) = Orp(r,wr(r)), so the second conclusion of the lemma
follows. O

Write pu(f) = [ fdu for a continuous function f € C(9I'). We endow M (9I")
with the weak topology. That is, a sequence pu,, € M(IT') converges to p if p,(f)
converges to u(f) for any f € C(9T'). Equivalently, by the Portmanteau Theorem
[Bil99, Theorem 2.1], u, converges to y if linrgioréf pn(U) > u(U) for any open set
Ucor.

We start by constructing a family of measures {v{},er supported on I' for any
s > 1. First, assume that Pr(s) is divergent at s = 1. Set

1

vy = e~ (%) . Dirac(z),
Pr(s) ;

where s > 1 and o € I'. Note that v is a probability measure.

On the contrary, assume that Pr(s) is convergent at s = 1, Patterson introduced
in [Pat76, Lemma 3.1] a monotonically increasing function H : R>g — R>¢ with
the following property:

(6.5) Ve >0, I, Vi >t., Va>0: H(a+1t)<explae)H(t).
and such that the following modified series
Pr(s) =Y H((x,2))-e "2
zel

is divergent for s < 1 and convergent for s > 1. Then define measures as follows:

s 1 —s0-(x,2) :
UJC:—E e I\ H(0,(x, 2)) - Dirac(z),

where s > 1 and xz € I



30 M. DUSSAULE, LONGMIN WANG, AND WENYUAN YANG

Choose s; N\, 1 such that v$i are convergent in M(OI' UT') for all z € T'. Let
vy, = lim v}’ be the limit measures, which are called Patterson-Sullivan measures
associated with the Poincaré series Pr. Note that forcing the Poincaré series to
be divergent at 1, we have v,(0T') = 1. In the sequel, we write PS-measures as
shorthand for Patterson-Sullivan measures. We also write 0I'°°™ for the set of
conical limit points in the Bowditch boundary.

Proposition 6.11. The PS-measures {v,}zer on the Bowditch boundary are ab-
solutely continuous with respect to each other and satisfy

vy ~
(6.6) VEEOT: SE(€) e,
dvy
vy ~
(6.7) Vv, a.e. § € 0T : %(S) = e wrMBEY K (2, ylr),
)

where the implicit constant is independent of x,y and &.

Remark 6.12. If T is of divergent type for Green function, then Theorem 6.17 below
says that PS-measures have no atoms on Bowditch boundary and give full measure
to conical limit points, so (6.7) holds for vy-a.e. € € OI'. In this case, v is an
wr (r)-dimensional quasi-conformal density.

Proof. Since 0, satisfies the triangle inequality and lim;_, o, ;I(:r)t) =1, we see that
{vs : x € T'} are absolutely continuous with respect to each other,

on(ey) < Vo o ()
e < i, —(¢) <e )
We now verify the quasi-conformality at conical limit points. We only consider
the case where T is of convergent type, the divergent type being simpler. Let € > 0
and t. the number be given by (6.5) for the function H. Let ¢ = d”m be the Radon-
Nikodym derivative, uniquely defined up to a vy-null set. Let & 6 ‘9T be a conical
limit point and consider the open neighborhood V of £ and the uniform constant
C given by Lemma 6.6.
Let f be a continuous function supported in V. One can choose V also such that
0,(y,z) >t for all ze€ V. If z € V satisfies 9,.(x, z) > 0, (y, 2), then we have

H(ar($7 Z)) - H(ar(xa Z) - DT(y7 Z) + ar(y’ Z))
< ee[ar(m,z)—ar(yxz)] . H(ar(y,z))
< e (CHBe@v) L (2, (y, 2)).

Since H is increasing, we have
(6.8) CTH®(y,2)) < HQ.(z,2)) < CH(0:(y, 2)),
where C, = e“(©+P<(@¥) > 1 depends on €,C and (z,y), but not on z € V.

Note that C’ — 1 as € — 0. By symmetry, the conclusion (6.8) also holds if
0 (z,2) <0.(y,2) for z € V.



THE GROWTH OF THE GREEN FUNCTION AND POINCARE SERIES 31

Using (6.8), we get the following estimates. First,

S — L e—sDT(w,z) . 2 p
) =5 2 H, 2 ()
< Cee™ "= —° H(0,(y,2))f(2)

= Cee‘S%ﬁ(w’y)Vj(f)

and second

1 —s0,(z,2
vi(f) = mzze "2 H (0, (2, 2)) f(2)

> O e B(mw) Ze*“ YHH (0, (y, 2)) f(2)

zev
= Cee_S%ﬁ(m’y)VZ( f)
where the implicit constants depend only on C but not on e. Letting s — 1, we get
Cole By, (f) < vy (f) < Cee™ BmVy (f)

for any continuous function f supported in V. As e — 0, Cc. — 1, hence it follows
that

9() = D<)

for vy-a.e. conical limit point £ € JT'. O

6.4. Shadow Lemma. The key observation in the theory of PS-measures is the
Sullivan Shadow Lemma shedding some light on the relation between the PS-
measure and the geometric properties of the boundary.

Recall that OI' is a visual boundary for the Cayley graph Cay(G,S): any two
distinct points z,y € Cay(G, S) U JI' can be connected by a geodesic. See [GP13,
Proposition 2.4].

Definition 6.13. Let C' > 0 and = € I". The shadow Ilc(z) at x is the set of
points £ € JI" such that there exists some geodesic v = [e, £] intersecting B(z, C).

The partial shadow ¥ (x) at z is the set of points £ € OI" such that some geodesic
[e, €] contains a transition point C-close to x.

We now state the Shadow Lemma in our context, whose proof follows closely the
proofs of [Yan22, Lemmas 4.1 & 4.2] with Lemma 6.6 replacing Lemma 2.19 there.
Let us denote by U™ (g) the set of all conical limit points in ¥e(g).

Lemma 6.14 (Shadow Lemma). Let {v;}zer be an wr(r)-dimensional PS mea-
sures on the Bowditch boundary OI'. Then there exists Cy > 0 such that for any
C > Cy and x € T the following two inequalities hold

(6.9) e~ rMzlG(e, z|r) <o ve(Vo(z)) < ve(lle(z)),
(6.10) Ve (TS (1)) <o e~ rMzlG (e, x|r).

Remark 6.15. If v, has no atoms at parabolic points which form a countable sub-
set of the Bowditch boundary, then we obtain the full strength of the partial
shadow lemma without having to restrict our attention to conical points. The
upper bound (6.10) for the partial shadow uses the relative Ancona inequalities
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(Lemma 6.2), while it is unknown whether the upper bound holds for the usual
shadow.

Proof. Let F' be a set of three loxodromic elements with pairwise disjoint fixed
points. For each f € F, let a := Usezfi[e, f] be an (f)-invariant quasi-geodesic
between two fixed points f_, fi € OI'. Let Uy C OI' be an open neighborhood of
f+ so that for any n € Uy, the projection of 7 to the axis a has a distance to e
at least C. By [DWY22, Lemma 2.4], for any = € T, there exists f € F so that
[z71,n] contains a transition point C-close to e. Thus, Uy C 27! W ().

As T acts minimally with a dense orbit in 9I', the I'-orbit of any open set U C oT"
covers JI', so U have positive v.-measure. Hence, setting

D =min{v.(Us): f€F} >0
which is independent of x, we have
Ve(z7 ' Wo(x)) > D.
Since v, is equivariant, the lower bound in (6.6) implies
G(e, z|r) _
rla) GlEZIT) 1y
G(e,e|r) ve(z™ Vel@)
| G(e,z|r) '
G(e,elr)
Since G(e, e|r) is bounded by G(e, e|R), this concludes the proof of the lower bound.
For any ¢ € ;v_lkllg’“(x), there is a geodesic v from 27! to ¢ which intersects
B(e,C) and contains a transition point. Thus, |B¢(z71,e) —d(z71,e)| < 2C. By
the relative Ancona inequalities (Lemma 6.2), there is a constant C; independent
of r such that

v (We () = vy s (2~ W () > e

> De-wr(nl

1
Kg(x_l,eh“) = lim 7(;(;6 2 2|7)

< .
=€ Gle, z|r) < CiG(e, lr)

Also, by (6.7) there is a constant Cy > 0 such that for v.-a.e. conical limit point
£ € oreen,

dv..— _
Vg—1 (5) S OQG_WF(T)BE(I I’G)KE(I_1,6|T)-

dve
Combining together the above estimates, we have

V(TS (2)) = vyt (2~ 1T (2))
<, / e Be O K (271 elr)due (€)
m*llllcco“ (z)

< 01Ce?Cwr () L gmerM=lG (e, 2|r),
which finishes the proof of the upper bound. O

Proposition 6.16. Suppose that v, gives positive measure to the set of conical
limit points. Then T is of divergent type for the Green function.

Proof. List I' = {x1,...,2;,...} such that for all 4, |z;| < |z;41]|. Let Cy be given
by Lemma 6.14. For any C' > Cj, set

(6.11) A= () | o&" ().

n=1i=n
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By Lemma 6.3, we have 9°°"I' = A¢. In other words, any conical limit point is
shadowed infinitely many times by elements of T
We claim that ©p(r,wr(r)) is divergent. Recall that

Or(r,wr(r) = > e rG e, z|r).

xzel

By Lemma 6.14, we see that

> el e,alr) = Y vV (a)

lz|>n lz|>n

- ve( U UE™ () = ve(Ac) > 0.

lz|>n

This is true for all n > 0 and v.(A¢) is independent of n. Thus, Or(r, s) is indeed
divergent at s = wr(r). O

Theorem 6.17. If T is of divergent type for Green function, then ve has no atoms.
Otherwise, v, is purely atomic and supported on the set of parabolic points.

Proof. First of all, the otherwise statement follows from Proposition 6.16. Indeed,
if T' is of convergent type, then v, cannot give positive measure to conical limit
points, hence it is supported on the set of parabolic limit points. Since this set is
countable, v, is necessarily purely atomic.

Assume now that T is of divergent type. Let ¢ € 9T be a bounded parabolic point
so that the stabilizer P € P acts co-compactly on OT'UT'\ {¢}. Let K C TUIT'\ {q}
be a compact fundamental domain. For a point y € T, we let mp(y) be the set of
nearest point-projections

mp(y) ={p € P:d(y,p) = d(y, P)}.

Define 7mp(A) := Ugeamp(a). As 0K is disjoint with OP = {q}, the shortest
projection Z := wp(K NT') has bounded diameter by [GP16, Proposition 3.3]. By
enlarging 7, assume without loss of generality that 1 € Z.

Note that a maximal parabolic P has the contracting property by [GP16, Propo-
sition 8.5]: any geodesic [z, y] with large projection to P is uniformly close to wp(x)
and 7p(y). Thus, for any y € I'N K and p € P, any geodesic [e, py] passes within
uniformly bounded distance of p € pZ. Consequently, |py| ~ |p| + |y|. Moreover,
[e, py] exits P with bounded distance to pZ, so p is within a bounded distance of a
transition point on [e, py]. Now, by the relative Ancona inequalities in Lemma 6.2,
G(e,py|r) < G(e,p|r)G(e,y|r). Here the implicit constants in ~ and < are inde-
pendent of y and p.

We can estimate the vJ-measure of an open neighborhood

Uy ={q} U{pK :p € P;|p| > n}

as follows

ve(Un) < Z ve(pK) < L Z Z e—swr(r)|:0y|[G(e,pyv)]s,

|p|>n PF(S) lp|>nyeK
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hence

1 —swr(r)|p| ,—swr(r)|y s s
ve (Un) < Pris) Yo > e llemrer@bliG e, yir)*[Gle, plr)]

p|>nyeK
<V (K) Y e MG e, pir))°.

lp|>n

By [DWY22, Corollary 3.9], © p(r,wr(r)) is convergent. Also, by the Portman-
teau Theorem [Bil99, Theorem 2.1], limsup,_,; v5(K) < v (K). Letting s — 1 and
then n — oo, we see that v.(U,) — 0. Thus, v, has no atoms at parabolic limit
points. By Lemma 6.3, a conical limit point £ is contained in infinitely many partial
shadows U¢(zy,). By Lemma 6.14, as x,, — &, the ve-measure of U (z,,) tends to
0, so conical limit points are not atoms as well. ([

7. CONVERGENT POINCARE SERIES AND APPLICATIONS

This final section is devoted to answering some questions raised in [DWY22]
where we initiated the study of branching random walks on relatively hyperbolic
groups. In particular, we end here the proof of our main result, Theorem 1.1.

One important notion that was coined in [DWY22] is the parabolic gap for the
Green function whose definition we now recall. Let u be a probability measure on
T, let Py be a finite set of representatives of conjugacy classes of maximal parabolic
subgroups and let P € Py. We set

Hp,(n) = Z G(e,z|r)

zeS,NP
and

1

wp(r) = limsup — log Hp (n).
n—oo N

Definition 7.1. If wp(r) < wr(r), we say that T’ has a parabolic gap along P for

the Green function at r. If for every P, for every r € (1, R], wp(r) < wr(r), then

we say that I" has a parabolic gap for the Green function.

One of the consequences of having a parabolic gap for the Green function is
that H,(n) is roughly multiplicative and the Green function has purely exponential
growth. Namely, by [DWY22, Theorem 1.8], if " is a non-elementary relatively hy-
perbolic group and if p is a finitely supported admissible and symmetric probability
measure on I, then for every 1 < r < R, there exist C' and C’ such that for all n,

1
(7.1) EHT(n—I—m) < H,(n)H.(m) < CHy(n+ m)
and
(7.2) ée’w(” < H,(n) < C'emr(n),

As proved in [SWX22], these two properties (7.1) and (7.2) hold for all hyper-
bolic groups. It was proved in [DWY22] that if maximal parabolic subgroups are
amenable and if » < R, then the parabolic gap condition holds, hence so do the
properties (7.1) and (7.2). Under additional assumptions on the random walk, this
was also proved at R. Among the unanswered problems in [DWY22] are the fol-
lowing questions. Does the parabolic gap condition holds at R as soon as maximal
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parabolic subgroups are amenable ? Does there exist examples of relatively hyper-
bolic groups endowed with a finitely supported admissible symmetric probability
measures such that the properties (7.1) and (7.2) fail ? As particular cases of our
work, we answer these two questions here.

7.1. First return to maximal parabolic subgroups. We gather the results of
Section 2 to prove that whenever maximal parabolic subgroups are amenable, the
parabolic gap for the Green functions holds.

Consider the first return kernel p, p to P for ry defined by

pre(@y) =Y > r"pa,21)p(21,2) - p(2n-1,Y)-

Denote by pfj}l the nth convolution power of this transition kernel and by G, p the

associated Green function. As explained in the introduction, for every z, y € P,
G p(z,y[1) = G(z,y|r) by [DG21, Lemma 4.4]. Set t. p = > _pprpr(e,z). Then
t;_]lgpn p is a symmetric admissible and P-invariant transition kernel, thus defines a
random walk on P.

Proposition 7.2. Let ' be a relatively hyperbolic group and let P € Py. Consider
an admissible and symmetric probability measure pp on I'. If t, p <1, then we have
wp(r) <05 in particular, wp(r) < wr(r).

Proof. Denote t = ¢, p for simplicity and let G; be the Green function associated
with ¢t~!p, p. By Proposition 2.3, > wep, z|—n Gt(e, 2|1) has growth rate at most
0. Since t < 1 we have that

G(e,z|r) = Gr,p(e,z|1) = Gi(e, z|t) < Gi(e, z|1).
Therefore wp(r) < 0. O

Proposition 7.3. Let I' be a relatively hyperbolic group and let P be a maximal
parabolic subgroup. Consider an admissible and symmetric probability measure
on T'. If P is amenable, then for every r < R, wp(r) < 0.

Proof. Since G(e, z|r) < oo, we deduce that the spectral radius of p, p is at most
1. By [Woe00, Corollary 12.5] and the fact that P is amenable, the spectral radius
of t. }Dpn p is 1 and hence ¢, p < 1. The result follows from Proposition 7.2. O

Note that we do not need to assume that p is finitely supported in this proposi-
tion, although we need this assumption in the following corollary, which also relies
on [DWY22, Theorem 1.8] mentionned above, where the assumption is crucially
used.

Corollary 7.4. Let I' be a relatively hyperbolic group endowed with a finitely sup-
ported admissible and symmetric probability measure p. Assume that mazimal par-
abolic subgroups of T' are amenable. Then T' has a parabolic gap for the Green
function and so (7.1) and (7.2) hold.

Note that t1, p is the probability that the random walk associated to p eventually
returns to P. We see that ¢t p < 1 for all P € Py. Otherwise, the random walk
would visit P infinitely many times with positive probability, which in turn would
imply that it accumulates at the parabolic limit points fixed by P. This would
contradict the fact that the random walk almost surely converges to a conical limit
point [GGPY21, Theorem 9.14].
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More generally, consider a branching random walk on I" whose step distribution
is given by p and with mean offspring r. Following [CGM12], by collecting all par-
ticles returning to P, one gets a Galton-Watson process with mean offspring ¢, p,
see precisely the proof of [CGM12, Proposition 4.3]. Consequently, the branching
random walk returns to P infinitely many times if and only if ¢, p > 1. In such
case, the branching random walk must accumulate in P. Moreover, the same argu-
ments as in [CGM12, Proposition 4.4] show that there are almost surely infinitely
many cosets gP, such that the branching random walk accumulates in gP. On the
contrary, if ¢, p < 1, then for all coset gP, the branching random walk eventually
leaves gP. This follows from the fact that g is visited finitely many time almost
surely and that starting a branching random walk at g, it comes back to gP only
finitely many times, see also [CGM12, Proposition 4.5] for a more detailed proof.

Define now

rp =sup{r > 1:t. p <1 forall PePy}.
Then for 1 < r < rp, we have wp(r) < 0 for all P € Py, hence T" has a parabolic
gap for the Green function and H, (n) has purely exponential growth. Moreover, rp
is the transition for the branching random walk spending infinite times in maximal
parabolic subgroups : if 7 < rp, then the branching random walk eventually leaves
every coset gP, P € Py, while if r > rp, it accumulates in infinitely many cosets
gP for at least one of the P € Py.

Recall that the limit set A of a branching random walk inside the Bowditch
boundary I is the set of accumulation points in 9T of the trace of BRW(T', v, ),
which is the set of elements of I' that are ever visited by the branching random
walk. We take the occasion to derive the following consequence which sheds some
light on the geometry of the limit set.

Proposition 7.5. Let T' be a relatively hyperbolic group endowed with a finitely
supported admissible and symmetric probability measure . Consider a probability
measure v on N with mean r < R. Let A be the limit set inside the Bowditch
boundary of I' of the branching random walk associated with p and v.

(1) If r < rp, then almost surely, A does not contain any parabolic limit point.
(2) If r > rp, then almost surely, A contains an infinite number of parabolic
limit points.

Note that A cannot contain all parabolic limit points in case (2). Otherwise,
since parabolic limit points are dense, A would coincide with the whole Bowditch
boundary, but this is impossible since its Hausdorff dimension with respect to the
shortcut distance is at most half the Hausdorff dimension of the whole boundary
by [DWY22, Theorem 1.1, Theorem 1.2].

This result is a consequence of the following one. For x € T" and C > 0, we
denote by Q(x, C) the partial cone at x of width C, which is the set of points y € T’
such that x is within C' of a transition point on a geodesic from e to y.

Proposition 7.6. Let I' be a relatively hyperbolic group endowed with a finitely
supported admissible and symmetric probability measure p. For every r € [1, R],
there exist f > 0 with the following property. Consider a probability measure v on
N with mean r < R. For any x € T, the probability that the branching random walk
visits Q(z,C) is at most C1(1 + |x|?)G (e, z|r), where Cy is a constant.

The proof of this proposition relies mostly on material from [DWY22] and its
proof is postponed to the Appendix.
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Proof of Proposition 7.5. As we saw above, if r > rp, then the branching random
walk accumulates in infinitely many cosets g P for at least one P € Py. In particular,
the limit set A contains all parabolic limit points fixed by gPg~!, for every such
coset gP. Thus, we only need to prove (1) to conclude and we assume that r < rp.

Recall that a sequence z,, in I'" converges to a parabolic limit point £ fixed by
gPg~t, P € Py, if and only if the sequence of projections of z,, on gP tends to
infinity. Thus, £ € A if and only if the branching random walk visits infinitely many
Oz, C), with z € gP. Fix g € T and P € Py. Denote by A,, the event

A, = {BRW(I‘, v, ) visits Q(z, C) for some x € gP, with |g” x| = n}
Then, by Proposition 7.6,
P(4,) <Ci(1+n)’ > Gle galr).

zEP,|z|=n

Since g is a transition point on a relative geodesic from e to gz, by relative Ancona
inequalities we get
P(A,) < Cy(1+n)’Hp..(n).

Since t, p < 1, wp(r) < 0 by Proposition 7.2 and so Hp,(n) decays exponentially
fast as n goes to infinity. This proves that

Z P(4,) < c.

By the Borel-Cantelli lemma, we deduce that almost surely, the branching random
walk only visits finitely many Q(z,C), x € gP, hence £ ¢ A. Since parabolic limit
points are countable, this settles the proof. (|

The critical case r = rp remains open. In the context of free products, the
branching random walk needs to visit gP infinitely many times in order to accumu-
late at £. As a consequence, the authors of [CGM12] prove in Propositions 4.3, 4.4
and 4.5 that for r = rp, almost surely, A does not contain any parabolic limit
point. However, for arbitrary relatively hyperbolic groups, the branching random
walk can visit infinitely many partial cones Q(z, C), x € gP, without entering gP
at all. Thus, we might need new material to figure this critical case.

7.2. Convergent Poincaré series. Let I' be a relatively hyperbolic group and
let p be a finitely supported symmetric admissible probability measure on I". We
consider the Poincaré series Or(r, s) defined above and for P a maximal parabolic
subgroup, the Poincaré series © p(r, s) defined by

Op(r,s) = Z Gle, z|r)esde)

reP

In [DWY22, Example C], we proved that if a finitely generated group I'g can
be endowed with a symmetric finitely supported admissible probability measure g
such that Or,(ro,wr, (o)) is convergent for some ro < Ry, then the free product
I' = Ty * Z% can also be endowed with a symmetric finitely supported admissible
probability measure p such that Or(r, wr(r)) is convergent for some r < R depend-
ing on 9. Here, Ry denotes the inverse of the spectral radius of py and R the
inverse of the spectral radius of u.
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Note that in this situation, I" is relatively hyperbolic with respect to the conju-
gates of Ty and Z?. When considered as a maximal parabolic subgroup of T', we
will write P for I'g in the sequel, for sake of consistency with the previous sections.

The question of whether such a couple (T'g, ug) exists was left unanswered, but
we announced that it was possible to construct one. We provide the details of this
construction here and prove a more precise result.

Let F,, be the free group with n generators and let 'y = F,, x F,;,, n # m.
The Cayley graph of I'g is a Cartesian product of two regular trees Tj,, 1;, with
respective degrees [y = 2n and lo = 2m. We consider the measure pg on I'g defined
by (5.1). We deduce the following from Theorem 5.1.

Proposition 7.7. There exists 1 < rg < Ry such that for r < rg, the Poincaré
series Or, (r,wr, (1)) is divergent and for ro < r < Ry, it is convergent.

We now recall how the measure p is constructed on the free product I' = I'g x I';
where I'; = Z®. Let p1 be any finitely supported symmetric admissible probability
measure on Z?. Following [DWY22], we assume that d > 3 for convenience, so
that the random walk associated with p; is transient at the spectral radius, i.e. the
Green function G, (e, e|R1) is finite, where R; is the inverse of the spectral radius
of M-

For 0 < a <1, we set

fa = ap1 + (1 — a)puo.
For simplicity, we write u = uo below. We write G for the Green function associated
with u and G; for the Green function associated with p;. By [DWY22, (10),(11)],
there exist two numbers wg q,» and wi o, and continuous non-decreasing functions
Ci.o of 7 < R such that

1
(7.3) G(e,z|r) = ————Go(e, z|Co,a(r)), z €T
1- Wo,o,r
and
1
(7.4) G(e,z|r) = WGl(e,xKLQ(T)L rel; =2
- Wl,a,r
Furthermore, we have (4,0(r) = %, and

(7.5) wo,a,r = Z P (X, =¢€ X, #e,1<k<n, first step chosen using auq)r".

n>1

Similar expressions hold for wy o, and (o1 (7).

Lemma 7.8. For fized o, the functions w; o and (o i(r) are (strictly) increasing
mr.

Proof. The functions w; o, are power series in r with positive coefficients, so they
are increasing. It follows from the above expression of (, ; that these functions are
increasing too. O

We prove here the following.

Theorem 7.9. If a is small enough, then there exist r.(a) < ry(a) < R so that
the following holds. For r < r.(«a), the Poincaré series Or(r,wr(r)) is divergent
and I' has a parabolic gap for the Green function. On the other hand, at r = ry(a),
it is convergent and wp(r) = wr(r), where P =T.
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In the proof of Theorem 7.9, we shall also use the following result which is an
enhanced version of [DWY22, (14)].

Lemma 7.10. For every € > 0, there exists ag such that for a < «ag, the following
holds. For every r € [0, R] and for every x € I'y \ {e}, we have

G(e,z|r) <.

Proof. By [DWY22, Lemma 3.15], if & < g, then wy o, stays bounded away from
1 and (3,o(r) converges to 0 as « tends to 0 uniformly over r < R. We conclude
from (7.4) that for small enough «, independently of r, for every x # e € T'; we

have
Gile,z[Cra(r)
1- w1, a,r -

G(e,z|r) < O

We are ready to complete the proof of Theorem 7.9. Let us first explain briefly
how the quantities «, r.(c) and r¢(c) are chosen.

By [DWY22, Lemma 3.14], as « converges to 0, (y.o(R) converges to Ry. Let us
now fix any 71 > rg, where rq is given in Proposition 7.7. Thus, there exists « so
that (a,0(R) > r1 holds for any o < ay. Since (g, (r) is increasing in r, there exist
ry« < 14 < R depending on « such that (s,0(7+) = ro and (o.a(ry) = r1.

We will also need to choose some € > 0 only depending on o, 1 and r; such
that Equation (7.10) holds below. Then, we choose o small enough such that the
conclusions of Lemma 7.10 holds for such € and such that there exist 7, <ry < R
with (a,0(rs) = ro and (o,a(ry) = 71.

Proof of Theorem 7.9. The proof follows the lines of [DWY22, Example C]. We will
write as announced above P for I'y when it is considered as a maximal parabolic
subgroup of I'. In particular, we write

wr, () = limsup 1 log Z Gole, x|s)

oo z€lo,|z|=n

for the growth rate of the Green function Gy associated with py and

wp(r)zlimsupllog Z G(e,z|r)

oo zEP,|z|=n

for the growth rate of the Green function G associated with y, induced on P.
By (7.3), we see that

(7.6) wp(r) = wr, (Co,a(r))-

We will also write Or,(r, s) for the Poincaré series associated with pg on I'y and
Op(r,s) for the Poincaré series associated with p induced on P, defined as above
by
Op(r,s) = Z Gle, z|r)e Il
zcP

If o is small enough, there exist r. < ry < R with (4 0(r«) = 1o and o.o(r4) = r1.
First, if » < r,, then (p,o(r) < 9. By Proposition 7.7, Or,((o,a(r), wr, (Co,a(r)))
diverges, hence ©p(r,wp(r)) also diverges. Consequently, according to [DWY22,
Corollary 3.9], wp(r) < wr(r). Moreover, since I'; is amenable, we also deduce
from Proposition 7.3 that the induced growth rate on I'; considered as a maximal
parabolic subgroup is smaller than wr(r). In other words, ' has a parabolic gap
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for the Green function on (0,7.]. Therefore, [ DWY22, Lemma 3.7] yields that the
Poincaré series Or(r,wr(r)) is divergent for r < r,.
Next, fix r = ry4 so that (o o(r) =11 > 7. According to [DWY22, (15)],

k k

Or(r,s) <Gleelr)d | > Gleszlr) ool 3 & Gleylr) sy

k>0 \zelp\{e} Gle,elr) yel1\{e} (e e|r)

By (7.6), wp(r) = wry(€o,a(r)) = wr,(r1) and so wr(r) > wr,(Co,a(r)). Moreover,
by Theorem 5.1, rg > 1, so that r; > 1 and so we deduce from Lemma 2.1 and
Proposition 2.6 that wp,(r1) > ¢ > 0. Therefore,

77 wr(r) > ¢> 0.
Using (7.3) and Proposition 7.7, we see that
G(e :C|r) _ 1
7.8 GG T —orMlzl « 1 g |
| ) GI;{ } Gle,elr ) ~ Gole,e|r) FU(T17wF0(r1)) < o0
zclo\1e

Also, Z% has polynomial growth and so by (7.7)

wl a, 7‘ — 1 —
(7.9) Z wr(Mlyl < _ Z e vl < .
verie) G Gle,elr) ) Gi(eselCralry)) yeriel
We then choose € > 0 such that
1
(710) 02 = EW@FD(TlvwFO (Tl))Cl < 1.

Note that € does not depend on p but only on C, ug and r1.In particular, it does
not depend on « and so by Lemma 7.10, we can choose « small enough so that for
every y € I'1 \ {e},

G(e,y|r) <e.

Combining (7.8), (7.9), (7.10) and (7.2), we get

1 k
Or(r,wr(r) < Gleelr) Y (eGO(—@ro (Co,05 W (Co,a(r)))G)

2\ “Gole, elo.ar)

G(e,e|r)ZC§,

k>0

so that ©rp(r,wr(r)) is finite.

Finally, we deduce from [DWY22, Lemma 3.7] that at » = r4, I' does not have
a parabolic gap for the Green function. Since I'y is amenable, we necessarily have
wr(r) = wp(r) by Proposition 7.3. This concludes the proof. O

Remark 7.11. In the proof of Theorem 7.9, note that we can choose r; arbitrarily
close to rg. Unfortunately, as r goes to rg, Or,(r1,wr,(r1)) tends to infinity, so
e satisfying (7.10) converges to 0. Consequently, the parameter a also tends to 0.
In other words, as r; tends to rg, we need to choose a measure p that tends to the
measure po distributed on I'y. Now, since the functions ¢, ; of  depend on a, we
cannot guarantee that ry tends to .. In particular, we cannot prove that there is a
true phase transition for the convergence of the Poincaré series Or(r,wr(r)) at 7.
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Corollary 7.12. If a is small enough, then the following holds. For r = ryg(a),
T does not have a parabolic gap for the Green function and (7.1) and (7.2) do not
hold.

Proof. By Theorem 7.9, if r = ry(«), then the Poincaré series Or(r, wr(r)) is con-
vergent and I" does not have a parabolic gap. Assume by contradiction that there
exists C' such that
H.(m+n) < CH.(n)H.(m).
Then, the quantity C'H,.(n) is sub-multiplicative, hence by Fekete’s lemma,
wr(r) = lim 1 logCH,(n) = ér;fl % log CH,(n).

n—00 M

Thus, for every n, we have

CH,(n) > e™r(™),
This implies that ©p(r,wr(r)) diverges, which is a contradiction. In particular, we
see that (7.1) fails. Now, (7.1) is a direct consequence of (7.2), with C' = (C")3,
hence (7.2) also fails. O

We also deduce the following from Theorem 6.17 and Theorem 7.9.

Corollary 7.13. If « is small enough, then the following holds. For r < r.(«a),
the measure v, on the Bowditch boundary has no atom and is supported on the set
of conical limit points. For r = ry(a), it is purely atomic and is supported on the
set of parabolic limit points.

Remark 7.14. In [CGM12], the authors prove that in the context of free products,
we always have wp(r) < wr(r) for every maximal parabolic subgroup P, i.e. " has
a parabolic gap for the Green function. However, their proof relies on an unproved
statement, namely that the quantity H,.(n) is sub-multiplicative for every finitely
generated group and then apply this property to the maximal parabolic subgroup
P, see precisely the proof of [CGM12, Lemma 4.7] and also [DWY22, Remark 3.17].
However, by Theorem 5.1, we see that sub-multiplicativity fails for the Cartesian
product of two regular trees if r > rg. Moreover, by Corollary 7.12; in the above
example, if r = r4(a), then I" does not have a parabolic gap for the Green function.

7.3. The growth tightness property. Let d be a proper left invariant distance
on I'. The growth rate of I' for d is defined as follows:

5(F, d) := lim sup 1Ogﬂ{;1; el: d(e,x) < n}

n— oo n

A nontrivial quotient T of T’ means that the kernel of the canonical projection I' — T’
is an infinite normal subgroup of I'. We say that I' is growth tight for the distance
d if for every nontrivial quotient I" of T, endowed with the quotient distance d from
d, we have 6(T',d) < §(T, d).

Let us assume that I' is a relatively hyperbolic group. Whenever a maximal
parabolic group P has growth rate §(P,d) strictly less than §(T,d), we say that T’
has a parabolic gap along P fir the distance d. When I' has parabolic gap along
every maximal parabolic subgroup, we say that I' has the parabolic gap property.

Recall that by Lemma 6.4, 9,.(z,y) = wr(r)|z~y| + |z~ 'y|, is quasi-isometric to
the word distance for » < R. By Lemma 6.10, we have §(I',9,.) = 1. The following
result relates the gap property for Green functions to the gap property for the
distance 6(T", ;).



42 M. DUSSAULE, LONGMIN WANG, AND WENYUAN YANG

Proposition 7.15. Let I' be a group endowed with a probability measure p such
that the p-random walk is transient at the spectral radius, i.e. G(e,e|R) is finite.
Let A CT be any subset. If wa(r) <wr(r) for some 1 <r < R, then §(A4,0,) < 1.

We need the following lemma, which generalizes [Tan17, Lemma 3.1] in hyper-
bolic groups with a similar proof.

Lemma 7.16. Under the assumption of Proposition 7.15. For any 0 € R, r < R
and A C T, define

1
wa,r(0) :=limsup — log Z [G(e,z|r)]? .
n—oo N
zEA,|z|=n
Then wa »(0) is a convex function on R. If T is a relatively hyperbolic group, then

wr,(0) is a true limit.

Proof. Denote HY (n) := Y Gle,z|r))’. For 6y, 6 e Rand 0 < t < 1, by

the Holder inequality,
o000 () < (O () (Y (m))' .
Thus wy,, is convex:
wAyr(teo + (1 — t)@l) < twA,r(HO) + (1 — t)wAyr(Hl).

If T is a relatively hyperbolic group, the same proof as in [DWY22, Lemma 3.2]
shows (there with 6 = 1) that for A = T, the sequence H?(n) is sub-multiplicative,
that is, H?(n +m) < CH?(n)HE (m) for some C > 0 . Thus, the limit exists by
Feketa’s lemma. (]

mEA,\m\:n[

As a convex function on R, wr (f) is a continuous function of § € R, and is
differentiable, except maybe at countably infinitely many points.

Proof of Proposition 7.15. To show 6(A,0,) < 1, it suffices to find some € > 0 such

that
Z e~ (1=)or(e) — Z e~ (1=Qwr(n)lz| [G(e,az|7")]17€ < 00.
€A €A
By Lemma 7.16, the function wg »(6) is continuous in 6 € R. If wa(r) < wr(r),
we can choose €, > 0 small enough so that

wa(r) +n < (1 —e)wr(r),

and at the same time, by continuity of wa ,(6) at § = 1, the following holds : for
large enough n,

> [Glealn)] T < enlear ),
z€A,|x|=n
By definition, wa (1) = wa(r), so the two inequalities above yield
Z e_(l_e)wr(r)‘””‘G(e,:E|7“)1_6 < 00,
T€A
which is the desired inequality. O
Given f € I" and € > 0, let V. s be the set of barrier-free elements x € I, that is,

elements for which the e-neighborhood of some geodesic [e, ] contains a geodesic
segment representing f. The following is analogous to [Yanl9, Theorem C].
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Lemma 7.17. Let I' be a relatively hyperbolic group with parabolic gap property
for Green function. Then there exists some € > 0 such that the set V := V. ¢ has
growth rate strictly less than 1 for any element f € T': §(V,0,) < 1.

Proof. By Proposition 7.15, it suffices to prove wy (r) < wr(r). Set

a’(n) =e™ " Z G(e,z;7).

zeV,|x|=n

Assume that wy(r) > wp(r) for every maximal parabolic subgroup P; otherwise
the parabolic gap concludes the proof. If wy(r) > w > wp(r), one obtains

a’(n+m)<c¢y Z a” (1) Z a”(j)

1<i<n 1<j<n

by the same argument of [DWY22, Lemma 3.7] where a“(n) is summed up over I'
instead of V. This implies via a variant of Feketa’s lemma in [DPPS11, Lemma 4.3]
that the series 3_, o), e *I#IG(e, 7;7) diverges at s = wy(r).

Fix any L > 0. We choose an L-separated net A C V in word distance: if for
any x,y € A we have |z~'y| > L and for any y € V, there exists z € A such that
|z~1y| < L. Note that if |[z~1y| < L, then G(e,x;r) <1, G(e,y;r). Since any ball
of radius L in word distance contains a fixed number of elements, we deduce that
©4(r, s) < ©4(r,s) whenever they are finite. Thus, wa(r) = wy(r).

Following [Yan19, Section 4.2], we use a ping-pong argument to construct a free
product of sets inside I': if L is large enough, there exist a finite set of elements
B C T such that the set W(A, B) of alternating words over A and B embeds into
T" as a free semi-group under the evaluation map. This construction uses only the
word distance. Now, by [DWY22, Lemma 3.8], we have w4(r) < wr(r) and then
5(V,0,) <1 by Proposition 7.15. O

Proposition 7.18. If a relatively hyperbolic group T’ has parabolic gap for the
Green function, then it is growth tight for the distance 0,.. Otherwise, there exists
a nontrivial quotient T such that 6(T,0,) = 6(T,0,).

Proof. (1). We follow the proof of [Yan19, Corollary 4.6] in our setup. Let N be
the infinite kernel of I' — I'. We form a set A by choosing a shortest representative
h € hN for each hN € G so that ?,.(e, h) = ?,-(e, hN). By definition of the quotient
distance, the growth rate of the set A for 0, is exactly the growth rate of I' for .

We now choose a sufficiently long loxodromic element f € N, which exists since
N is infinite. If | f|/e is large enough, we see that any geodesic [e, h] cannot contain
f in its e-neighborhood. Indeed, if not, the loxodromic element f produces two
transition points on some [e, h] with a distance comparable with |f|. Now, we use
the following fact given by Lemma 6.2: if u, v are two transition points in this order
on a word geodesic [z, y], then

(7.11) 0 (z,y) ~ 0 (z,u) + 0, (u,v) + 0, (v, y)

where ~ denote the equality up to a uniform additive constant. We could then
shorten 9,.(e,h) by an amount d,(e, f) = wr(r)|f| + |f|r, giving a contradiction
with the above choice of h € hIN as the shortest one.

In other words, we proved that A C V. y. Hence, §(A,9,) < 6(Ve,f,0,) <1 by
Lemma 7.17. The growth tightness follows.
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(2). Assume that wp(r) = wr(r) for a maximal parabolic subgroup P. Then,

Z e 0r(e) _ Z e—WP(T)G(e,xh‘)

z€eP zEP
hence, we see that the growth rate for 0, induced on P equals 1.

Fix a loxodromic element f € G. For any large enough n, the quotient group I'
defined as G/{{f™)) is again a relatively hyperbolic group, and P N {{f™)) is trivial
(see [Yan22, Lemma 8.9]). Thus, the set of elements in P embeds into I' whose
image we denote by P, so §(P,0,) > §(P,0,.) = 1. Therefore, §(I',d,) = 1. O

Relatively hyperbolic groups endowed with a word distance are always growth
tight by [Yan14, ACT15]. In fact, any co-compact action of a relatively hyperbolic
group on a proper geodesic space contains a contracting element and thus is growth
tight. Here, the existence of a contracting element in the co-compact action fol-
lows from the fact that in a relatively hyperbolic group, a loxodromic element is
contracting with respect to all word quasi-geodesics: any c-quasi-geodesic outside
the C-neighborhood of the axis has C-bounded projection for some C' = C(c). See
[GP16, Proposition 8.5].

On the contrary, as a corollary of Theorem 7.9 and Proposition 7.18, growth
tightness for 0, may fail and depends on 7.

Theorem 7.19. There exists a relatively hyperbolic group I' endowed with a finitely
supported symmetric and admissible probability measure p such that the following
holds. There exist 1 < ry < ry < R such that I' endowed with the distance 0, is
growth tight for r <, but is not for r =ry.

Note that the proper distance 0, is quasi-isometric to any word distance for
r < R by Lemma 6.4. We say that a metric space (X, d) is D-coarsely geodesic for
some D > 0 if for any two points z,y € X, there exists a (1, D)-quasi-isometric
embedding ¢ : [0,1] — X for [ := d(x,y) so that ¢(0) = z,¢(l) =y, and
|d(¢(m), ¢(n)) —[m —n|| <D
for any 0 < m < n < [. It is an open question whether the Green distance is a

geodesic distance on hyperbolic groups, see [BHM11, Section 1.7]. We shall however
derive the following corollary from Theorem 7.19.

Corollary 7.20. Forr =y, (I',0,) is not a coarsely geodesic metric space.

The proof requires the following observation of independent interest. Recall that
an element of infinite order ¢ in a finitely generated group I is called contracting
for a distance d on T' if any d-metric ball in " disjoint with the subgroup (g) has
C-bounded projection to (g) for some universal constant C' > 0. In a D-coarsely
geodesic metric space, this is equivalent to the bounded image property: there
exists C' = C(D) > 0 such that any D-coarse geodesic outside the C-neighborhood
of {g) has shortest projection of diameter at most C to it. For simplicity, we can
take the same C' for both statements.

Lemma 7.21. Any lozodromic element in a relatively hyperbolic group is contract-
ing with respect to 0, where 1 <r < R.

Proof. By (7.11), the proper distance 0, is coarsely additive along the set of transi-
tion points on the word geodesic. That is, if z is a transition point on [z, y] we have
0,(z,y) > 0, (x, 2)+0,(z,y)— D for some universal D > 0. Let «y be a quasi-geodesic
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preserved by a loxodromic element g. Then ~ is Cyp- contracting with respect to
word distance for some Cy > 0. We claim that the shortest projection z of any
point z to  for the distance 9,- is Dy-close to the shortest projection w of = to ~y for
the word distance. Indeed, as w is uniformly close to a transition point on [z, z],
we see that 0, (x,2) + Do > 0, (z,w) + 0, (w, 2) for some Dy = Dy(Cy) > 0. By the
definition of d,-shortest projection, we have 9,(x, z) < 0,(z,w) and thus the claim
follows.

We now prove that v is contracting for 9,.. Pick any 9,-distance ball B centered
at x disjoint with . Let y € B so that the projections denoted by u, v respectively
of z,y to v realizes the d,-diameter of that of B to . By Lemma 6.4, 9, is quasi-
isometric to word metric for 1 < r < R. For r = R, by [GL13, Lemma 2.1],
f(n) :=max{G(e,z|R) : x € Sp,} — 0 as n — o0, so f(n) is a proper function. We
can thus choose 0,.(u,v) large enough so that [u='y| > Cp, hence the contracting
property of « in word distance implies that u,v are uniformly close to transition
points on [z,y]. By the additive property of d,(z,y) along transition points, we
obtain d,(x,y) > 0r(z,u) + 0, (u,v) + 0,(v,y) — Dy for some Dy > 0. As B is
a 0,-distance ball disjoint with ~, we have 0,(z,y) < 0,(x,u). We then obtain a
contradiction if 9,.(u,v) > Dj. Thus, the contracting property for 9, follows. [

Proof of Corollary 7.20. Assume on the contrary that 9, is a coarsely geodesic dis-
tance for r > r,. By Lemma 7.21, the axis of any loxodromic element satisfies
the bounded image property for coarse geodesics, so any loxodromic element is
contracting in the sense of [Yan14]. As the action on I' is co-compact, the same
argument as in [Yan14] holds verbatim by replacing word geodesics with coarse 0,.-
geodesics and we can show that 0, on I' is growth tight. However, this contradicts
Theorem 7.19. Thus the corollary follows. O

In [ACT15, Question 1], Arzhantseva-Cashen-Tao asked whether growth tight-
ness is invariant among cocompact actions on geodesic metric spaces. Cashen-Tao
[CT16] showed the first examples of product groups with growth tightness for one
generating set but not for another generating set. Examples of non-growth tight
relatively hyperbolic groups with non-cocompact actions were already considered in
[ACT15, Obs. 7.9]. As the action is not-cocompact, the induced pseudo-distance on
the group pulled back from the action is not quasi-isometric to the word distance.
It is natural to ask the following variant of Arzhantseva-Cashen-Tao’s question for
relatively hyperbolic groups about quasi-isometry invariance of growth tightness :
if a proper (pseudo-)distance d on T" is quasi-isometric to the word distance, does
the growth tightness for d hold ? In our last corollary, we produce examples of
non-geodesic distances on relatively hyperbolic groups I' that answer negatively
this question.

Corollary 7.22. There exists a relatively hyperbolic group with a proper left invari-
ant distance quasi-isometric to the word distance which does not have the growth
tightness property.

APPENDIX A. PROBABILITY THAT THE BRANCHING RANDOM WALK VISITS
PARTIAL CONES

We consider a relatively hyperbolic group I'. Our goal is to prove Proposition 7.6.
The proof basically consists of a reorganization of arguments of [DWY22]. We first
recall some notations and definitions.
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Given a subset A of I', we write G(z,y; A|r) for the Green function restricted to
paths staying in A, expect maybe the first and last point. That is,

Gy Al =3 3 e (e )iz ).

n>021,...,2p—1€A

Fix C > 0 and x € T'. The C-partial cone Q(x,C) consists of points z € G such
that z is within C of an (5, L)-transition point on the geodesic [e, z]. Let C' > 0 be
any sufficiently large constant given by [DWY22, Lemma 2.9] so that the relative
thin triangle property holds for (7, L)-transition points : for every triple (x,y, 2)
of T, any (n, L)-tranition point on [x,y] is within C of either an (7, L)-transition
point on [z, z] or an (1, L)-transition point on [y, z].

Let B([x, z]) be the ball centered at the middle point of [z, z] of radius d(z, z)/2.
Define U(z) to be the union of the balls B([x, z]) for all geodesics [, z] between x
and z € Q(z,C). That is,

U(z) = U{B([x,z]) V[, 2],Vz € Qz,C)}.

It is clear that Q(x, C) is contained in U (x).
Fix € € (0,1/2). Let Uc(z) be the set of points z € U(x) such that [z, z] contains
a transition point w being at distance at least ed(z, z) to one of the endpoints:

max{d(w,x),d(w, 2)} > ed(z, z).

For any m > 1, let Uc(x, m) be the set of elements z € U(x) such that d(z,z) > m.

We now consider a finitely supported symmetric and admissible probability mea-
sure u on I' and a probability measure v on N. We denote by BRW(T', v, 1) the
branching random walk associated with v and p. In what follows, we shall often
use the following estimates proved in (6.2). There exists a > 0 such that for any
z €T, for every r > 1,

(A1) Gle,z|r) > eIl
Also, by Lemma 7.2 there exists ¢; > 0 such that for any n > 1,
(A.2) £S5, < cre’

Lemma A.1. For any € € (0,1/2), there exists ko > 0 such that for every k > ko,
the following holds. For all but finitely many x € T': the following event

E;, .= {BRW(, v, u) first enters U(z) at a point z € Uc(x, klog|z|)}
has probability at most G(e,x|r).

Proof. Let us freeze all particles of BRW(I', v, 1) when the event E; happens, and
denote by Z the collection of frozen particles. Set m := xlogn for simplicity, where
n = |z|. Then for z € Z we have

(1) d(z,2) =m,

(2) max{d(y,x),d(y,z)} > ed(z,z) — 3C where y is an (7, L)-transition point

on [e, z] given by [DWY22, Lemma 6.6].

As the genealogy path from e to z does not intersect B(y,ed(z, z) — 3C), the ex-
pected number of particles frozen at z € Uc(x) is upper bounded by

led(x,2)—3C]

Gle, 2 [Uc(@))°Ir) < Gle, 2 [B(y, ed(z, ) — 3C)|°|r) < e
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where 6 = §(n, L) be given by [DG21, Proposition 3.5]. As a consequence, there
exist €; = €1(€,0,v) and ng > 0 such that for any m > klogng, we have by (A.2)
that

E[1Z] < Z G(e, 2 [B(y, ed(z, z) — 3C)°|r) < Z ey - ehv=e T < ome
z€U(z,m) k=m

erm

Choose & so that n"“t > an holds for any n > ny. Then,
P(E)) <E(fZ>1)<e ™" <e ™ < Gle,a|r)
where the last inequality uses (A.1). (]
Similarly, we prove the following.

Lemma A.2. For every K > 1 and C > 0, there exists ko > 0 such that for all
K > Ko, the following holds. For any sufficiently large n > 1, the following event

Ey := {BRW(T', v, 1) eventually visits a point z € Q(x,C) with d(e, z) < Kd(e, x)
but without entering B(z, klog|z|) where |x| > n}
has probability at most G(e, z|r).

Proof. We freeze particles when the event F5 happens and denote by Z the set of
frozen particles. By [DWY22, Lemma 2.11], if y € [e, 2] is a transition point C-close
to z, the expected number of particles frozen at z € B(e, K|x|) is upper bounded
by
Gle, 7 [Bly, nlog|v| = C))|r) < ™"

where ¢, depends on C, 4. Thus, we have

E[tZ] < Z Z Gle, z;[B(y, klogm — C)]°|r) < Z cre?Ememem®™

m>n zESKm m>n

Choose k,ng > 0 so that com®® —vKm > am holds for any m > ng. The conclusion

follows again. O

Lemma A.3. For any K > 1, there exist g, ko such that for all e < €y and k > Ko,
the following holds. There exists ¢ < 0 such that for all but finitely many x € T,
the following event
Es := {BRW(T, v, 1) first enters U(x) at a point
z € U(x)\ Uc(z, klog|z|) with |z| > K|z|}

has probability at most ¢ - G(e, x|r).
Proof. Let V be the set of z € U(x) \ Ue(x, klog|z|) satisfying |2| > K|z|. By
definition,

(1) either d(z,z) < klog|z|,

(2) or the [e,1 — e]-percentage of [z, z] does not contain any (7, L)-transition

point.

If K and k are fixed, noticing that

(K= 1|z| <d(z,2) < (1+1/K)|z|,

the case (1) is impossible for sufficiently large |x|. Thus, it suffices to consider
the case (2). Set K; = ¢(1 +1/K) and K2 = (1 — 2¢)(1 — 1/K). By [DWY22,
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Lemma 6.1], there exist a unique coset P, € P such that if y;,y2 are the entrance
and exit points of [z, z] in N, (P.), then

(A.3) max{d(z,y1),d(y2,2)} < ed(z,z) <e(l+1/K)|z| < Ki]z|,
and
(A.4) d(y1,y2) > (1 —2€)d(z,z) > (1 — 2¢)(1 — 1/K)[z] > Kol2|.

Before moving on, we need the following facts about y;. By relative thin triangle
property, there exists a constant C depending only on C so that z is C-close to
a transition point on [e,y1]. Moreover, there exists Cy depending on C,7 so that
the projection WNn(pz)(e) of e to Ny(P;) is within Cy of y1 and y; is Co-close to a
transition point on [e,w] for any w € N,(P,). For given P € P, let P(y;) denote
the set of w € N, (P) with d(w, 1) < d(e,y1), where y; is Ca-close to N, (P (€)-

Consider first the sub-event E3¢ of E3, where BRW(T, v, ) enters N, (P,) at a
point w € P,(y1). Thus, d(e,w) < d(w,y1) + d(e,y1) < 2|y1]. The same proof of
[DWY22, Lemma 6.6] implies that B(y1, d(y1, ) —3C) is contained in U(z). Thus,
the particle does not visit B(y1, d(y1,z) — 3C). Assume first that |y1]| > 2|x|. Note
that there exists ng, ko > 0 so that for any |x| > ng, we have

kologly1| < |y1] — |z| — 3C < d(y1,z) — 3C.

In particular, the branching random walk does not visit B(y1, ko log |y1|) before
arriving at w. Now, if |y1]| < 2|z|, then d(e,w) < 2Jy1| < 4|z|. By definition of
Es, the branching random walk does not visit B(z, ko log|z]). In summary, this
sub-event F3q is included into the event Es in Lemma A.2 with constants C and
K = 4, so there exists ko > k > 0 so that the probability of Es is at most G(e, z|r).

Now, it remains to consider the particles of BRW(T', v, 1) in the event Ej5 that
do not enter N, (P,) at some point w € P,(y1). Then, we have the following two
sub-events denoted by E3; and Esy respectively: the particles either do not visit
N, (P,) at all or do visit N,,(P,) but at a first entrance point w not in P;(y1). Let
us denote by W the set of points w € N,(P) \ P(y1) for all P € P where y; is
Cy-close to 7N, (py(e) and [y1| > |z[. In the first case, we freeze particles when they
first enter the set V. In the second case, we freeze particles when they first enter
the set W. We denote by Z3; and Z39 respectively the sets of frozen particles. We
have

(A.5) E[fZ5] < Z G(e, 2z P,)|¢ ’r),

zeV

(A.6) E[f1Z3:] < Z G(e,w; P.)%|r),

weWw

We first bound E[fZ35] in (A.6). Recall that 7y, (p.)(e) is Cy-close to yy. If
BRW(T', v, u) enters N, (P;) \ P.(y1) at a point w, by [DWY22, Lemma 2.12], for
every M > 0, there exists 79 such that for all n > ny,

Ge,w; [Ny (P))°|r) < &Ml €0) < oMl

for some ¢o = ¢o(C) > 0. Using (A.1), we first sum up over y; with |y1| > || and
then w € P,(y1) with d(y1,w) > d(e,y1):

ﬁZS2 Z co - eV Z (v=M)m

n>|xz| m>n
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Choosing M > 2v 4 « that is is independent of 1, we have that for n > no,
E[fZ3;] < ce 1 < ¢G(e, z|r)

where ¢ depends on cg, thus on 7.

We are left to bound E[tZ3;] in (A.5). As the support of p is finite, we can
replace each edge in the geodesic from z to y2 € N,(P,) by a p-trajectory with
uniformly bounded length. Moving possibly the endpoint y2 up to a bounded
distance depending on supp(u), this produces a trajectory outside N, (P;) for the
p-random walk from z to yo so that its length is bounded above by a linear function
of d(ya2, z). This implies the existence of a positive 8 independent on z,y1,y2 and
71 such that

G(z,yg; [N'r](Pz)]C’r) > o Bd(y2,2) > e BK1lz|
Taking into account that
G(e, z; [Nn(Pz)]c}r) . G(z,yg; [N,,(Pz)]c}r) < G(e,elr) - G(e, Yo; [N,,(Pz)]c}r)
we obtain

(A7) G (e, 23 [Ng(P)]°|r) < G (e, y2; [Ny(P2))°|r) - 51,

As above, the projection 7y, (p,)(e) has a distance at most C, depending on 7 to
y1. By [DWY22, Lemma 2.12], for every M > 0, there exists ny such that for all
n > Mo,
G (e, ya; [Ny (P2))°]r) < e MATnry(9):92) < e Mdlvzwn) < ¢y o= KoM

for some ¢y = cp(n) > 0. Summing over z € V with |z| > K|z|, choosing M > 0 so
that M Ky > K1 + v + «, we have by (A.7) and (A.1) that for n > 7o,

E[1Z3] < Z cocy - eVTAEI=MER)n < o—alzl < G (e, x|r).

n>K|z|

where ¢ depends on ¢y, c;. The lemma is proved. ([l
We can now finish the proof of Proposition 7.6.

Proof of Proposition 7.6. Using the thin-triangle property, we see that if z is con-
tained in U(z) \ Ue(x, xlog|x|), then z € Q(x, ) for some uniform C.

Fix any K > 1. Let e be small enough and « be large enough such that the
conclusions of Lemmas A.1, A.2 and A.3 hold. Using (A.1), the probability that
the branching random walk visits B(x, log |z|) is bounded by

Z Gle, z|r) < ce™1o8121G e, z|r)e e lel < |2|° G, (e, x)
z€B(z,k log |z])

for some 8 depending on «, x and v.

Now assume that the branching random walk visits U(z) through paths outside
B(z, klog|z|). If the events F; and E3 do not happen, then the event Es happens:
BRW(T', v, u) first visits U(x) at a point z € U(x) \ Ue(x, k log |z|) with |z| < K|z,
without entering B(z, xlog |z|). Therefore,

P(BRW(T, v, ) visits Q(z,C)) < P(BRW(T, v, u) visits U(z))
<P(BRW(T, v, u) visits B(z, klog|z|)) + P(F1 U Ex U E3)

<C(1+ |x|5)G(e,:v|r) O
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