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Abstract

We introduce a simple dynamic model of opinion formation, in which a finite population of individuals hold
vector-valued opinions. At each time step, each individual’s opinion moves towards the mean opinion but is then
perturbed independently by a centred multivariate Gaussian random variable, with covariance proportional to
the covariance matrix of the opinions of the population. We establish precise necessary and sufficient conditions
on the parameters of the model, under which all opinions converge to a common limiting value. Asymptotically
perfect correlation emerges between opinions on different topics. Our results are rigorous and based on properties
of the partial products of an i.i.d. sequence of random matrices. Each matrix is a fixed linear combination of
the identity matrix and a real Ginibre matrix. We derive an analytic expression for the maximal Lyapunov
exponent of this product sequence. We also analyze a continuous-time analogue of our model.

Keywords: stochastic opinion dynamics, phase transition, Lyapunov exponents, real Ginibre ensemble, DeG-
root learning, consensus process, interacting particle systems, Brownian motion of ellipsoids
AMS subject classification: 60G20, GOF15, 93D50

1 Introduction

In this paper, we introduce two simple stochastic processes which we call Gaussian consensus processes. Model A
is a discrete-time Markov process and Model B is a continuous-time Markov diffusion. They are fairly reasonable
and yet highly mathematically tractable stochastic models of opinion dynamics.

Opinion dynamics is a popular subject in the current mathematical modelling and mathematical social
science literature, for example, see Hassani et al. [I1], Peralta et al. [22] and references therein. Often the focus
is on explanatory power; for example the recent survey by Devia et al. [§] compares the qualitative features of
the output of a variety of opinion formation models with opinion data from a selection of real world surveys.
In contrast, our focus will be on the theoretical probabilistic properties of a stochastic opinion formation model
that is designed to be highly tractable, but nevertheless displays qualitative features which match at least one

familiar aspect of opinion dynamics in the real world.
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Let us mention a few stochastic opinion dynamics models which are somewhat close to the current paper.
In the Weisbuch-Deffuant model [7], N individuals each hold an opinion in the interval [0, 1]; at each time step
two individuals are chosen uniformly at random, and if their opinions are less than e apart then they each
move their opinion towards the mean of their two opinions. The model converges almost surely to a limit in
which clusters of individuals all agree perfectly within each cluster, and the clusters are separated by distance
at least e. In a noisy variation considered by Pineda et al. [23], each individual occasionally resamples their
opinion from the uniform distribution on [0,1]. The bounded confidence cutoff, controlled by the parameter e,
is a nonlinearity which induces clustering of the opinions into multiple clusters when the non-linearity is strong
enough in comparison to the noise.

In the well-known DeGroot model, individuals correspond to vertices of a graph. Edges correspond to pairs
of individuals who influence each other. At each time step, each individual deterministically updates their
R-valued opinion to the mean of their neighbours’ opinions at the previous time step. Stern and Livan [24]
recently studied a stochastic variant of the DeGroot model in which the opinions are further modified at each
time step by the addition of Gaussian noise. Stern and Livan’s equation (3.4) allows the variance of the noise
terms to depend on the current state in a general way, which includes the one-dimensional case of our Model A
as a special case. However, their main object of study is a model in which the variance of the noise term is
constant. In the alternative models considered in Section 7 of [24], the variance of the noise term varies from
individual to individual according to how far their opinion is from the empirical mean. Stern and Livan’s main
focus is a numerical study of the effect of the community structure of the graph which governs the interactions.
In contrast, in our models, the opinions are in R? and the covariance of the noise term is a function of the

empirical covariance of the opinions, while the underlying graph is the complete graph on N vertices.

1.1 Models

The models that we introduce and study in this paper are mean field (the underlying graph is the complete
graph) and linear (there is no bounded confidence cutoff). This makes them probably less realistic as direct
models of opinion dynamics in the real world than some of the models mentioned aboveﬂ

The novel feature of our models is the combination of Gaussian noise and invariance under affine lin-
ear changes of coordinates; these two properties allow us to compute precisely the critical parameters on the
boundary between stability and instability, using the classical theory of Lyapunov exponents of random matrix
products.

In Model A, N > 2 individuals each hold real-valued opinions on d topics. Each individual updates their
opinions once every day. The opinions of individual i on day ¢ are represented by a row vector X;(t) € RY.
We collect these row vectors in an N x d matrix X (¢) whose i*" row is X;(¢). The initial condition X (0) may
be deterministic or random. For each time t € Ny, we denote by u*X(t) and Cov™ (t) the empirical mean and

empirical covariance matrix of the N opinion vectors at time t. The model has two parameters: o > 0 and

LOur models could potentially arise as linearizations when studying the stability of a fixed point of a deterministic nonlinear opinion
dynamics model when only a small amount of stochastic noise is added; however we will treat them as interesting stochastic processes

in their own right.



B € [0,1]. We may think of a as a measure of how much the individuals like to stand out from the crowd,
and 8 as a measure of their self-confidence. For each t > 1, conditional on X (¢ — 1), let Yi(¢),...,Yn(t) be
independent samples from the multivariate Gaussian distribution with mean pu~ (t — 1) and d by d covariance

matrix o CovX (¢t — 1). Then for each 1 <i < N, let
Xi(t) = pXi(t = 1)+ (1 = B)Yi(t) . (1)

Note that conditional on X (¢ — 1) the N opinion vectors Xj(t),..., Xn(t) are independent. Also, note that
(X (t))sen, s a discrete-time Markov process.

Model A is invariant under affine linear transformations of the opinion space: if f : x +— xzU + v, where U is
any d x d real matrix and v € R%, then the sequence (X'(t));0 defined by X[(t) = f(X;(t)) is a Markov process
with the same transition kernel as (X (¢));.

We will show in Proposition |1| that (COVX(t))tzo

evolution, the empirical mean process (/AX (t)) />0 is a martingale with independent Gaussian increments. This

is a Markov chain on its own, and conditional on its entire

structure enables us to reduce questions about the model to questions about the sequence of partial products
of a sequence M (1), M(2),... of i.i.d. random (N — 1) x (N — 1) matrices. Each matrix M (¢) is distributed as
a linear combination of the identity and a real Ginibre matriz. A random k x k matrix is called a real Ginibre
matrix if it has i.i.d. standard normal entries, and its distribution is called the real Ginibre ensemble of rank k.
A precise description of M (t) will be given below in

An important question about any opinion dynamics model is whether the opinions converge almost surely to
a consensus, i.e. to a finite limit in the opinion space R%. Theorem || answers this question for all values of N, c,
and 8. Our analysis reduces the problem to determining the sign of the maximal Lyapunov exponent of the
matrix product sequence. To keep the paper self-contained, we include a brief summary of the key definitions
and theorems about Lyapunov exponents of i.i.d. random matrix products. Extending a classical result of
Newman [20] about products of real Ginibre matrices, we use the fact that the law of M (1) is invariant under
orthogonal conjugation to compute the maximal Lyapunov exponent of our i.i.d. matrix product exactly. For
even N > 4 we express it as an infinite series involving the digamma function, and for odd N we express it in
terms of the exponential integral function Ei;. We believe this computation has not previously appeared in the
literature. In fact there are only a few random matrix ensembles with nontrivial maximal Lyapunov exponents
that are known to be expressible without reference to an inexplicit invariant measure on a projective space;
see for example [9, 14, 19, 20]. Our computation of the maximal Lyapunov exponent determines the precise
region in parameter space where consensus is reached almost surely. We show that outside of this region the
opinion vectors almost surely diverge as ¢t — oco. In the critical case, on the boundary of the consensus region,
almost surely the diameter of the set of opinions is neither bounded nor bounded away from 0 as t — oco. In
the supercritical case the individual opinions and the mean all tend to co almost surely.

We also obtain an expression for all N —1 Lyapunov exponents, and compute explicit positive lower bounds
on the gaps between successive Lyapunov exponents, in terms of the parameters (N, «, §). The gap between
the first two Lyapunov exponents has an interpretation in the opinion dynamics, given in Theorem [2 The
gap is the exponential rate at which the population’s opinions on the d different topics tend towards being

perfectly correlated. It is striking that even in a very simple linear model we can observe the formation of a
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one-dimensional ‘political spectrum’, whose alignment in the d-dimensional opinion space is random. This is
described in Theorem [3

Model B is a continuous-time analogue of Model A, with time running over [0,00). It is defined in detail
in §1.3 below. Briefly, the N opinion vectors diffuse, solving a stochastic differential equation. The diffusion
coefficient of each individual’s opinion is defined to be the unique non-negative definite symmetric square root
of the empirical covariance matrix of the N opinion vectors in R?. There is also a linear drift towards the
empirical mean of the N opinion vectors. We check that the SDE is well-posed using the Araki—Yamagami
inequality. We determine the critical strength of the linear drift term, above which consensus is reached almost
surely, as a function of N. The random matrix product that occurs in the analysis of Model A is replaced in
the analysis of Model B by the ellipsoid diffusion process described by Norris, Rogers and Williams [21], who

gave an elementary treatment of earlier work by Dynkin and Orihara.

1.2 Results about the discrete time model (Model A)

Recall that X (t) € R? denotes the empirical mean opinion at time ¢:

X RS
p (t) = NZXk(t)'
k=1

The coordinates of X (t) are ui¥(t), 3 (t),...,u5 (t). Consider the centred N x d matrix X (¢) with rows
X;(t) — pX(t) fori = 1,..., N. Each column of X () has sum zero. Define

1 _ _
Cov¥ (t) = X TX(t).

Thus Cov™ (t) is the d by d covariance matrix of the empirical distribution at time ¢. Its entry in row ¢ and

column j is
N
Cov’(1) = 1 37 (Xiealt) — ¥ (1)) (Xies (1) — (1)
k=1

We now describe the transition law of the Markov chain (X (t)),~,. At each time step ¢ > 1, conditional on

X(t—-1), Xi(t),...,Xn(t) are independent and for X;(¢) has the multivariate Gaussian distribution with mean

BXk(t — 1)+ (1= B)p™ (t — 1)

and covariance

p CovX(t—1),

where
pi=a(l-p)>*.

One can easily check that this description agrees with the one given earlier in the introduction.
Before stating our results, we rule out two special cases. Firstly we assume § # 1, since the case § = 1
corresponds to completely stubborn individuals who never change their opinion. Thus 8 € [0,1). Secondly, we

assume that almost surely there is no nontrivial linear combination of the d opinions on which all NV individuals



agree. In other words, we assume that CovX (0) is positive definite almost surely. For if we start with perfect
consensus on some topic represented by a linear functional of the d coordinates, then no individual can ever
change their opinion on that topic; we may as well ignore this topic, which has the effect of projecting the model

to a lower dimension. As a consequence, we must assume N > d + 1.

Theorem 1 (Phase transition). For any real m > 0 let ¢y, be the entire function defined for all x € C by

o efzs)(l _ S)mfl

I A L
bmlx) = e 3" S+ m) = vm) + [ s 2)
A 0 s
where 1 is the digamma function. Let z = % = NT’f)Q, and define
_ 1 Np? 201 1
A =Mi(a, B,N) = 5 {éf)N;l (210) +1OgN] =log B+ 5 [gb%(z) —logz|,

(where the final expression applies only in the case > 0.)

(i) If \1 < 0 then almost surely there exists a random limit js € R? such that for alli = 1,..., N, X;(t) = poo
ast — oo.

(ii) If \y = 0 then the mean ™ (t) and each of the individual opinions X;(t) diverge ast — 0o, almost surely.

(i) If A1 > 0 then for every deterministic row vector v € R\ {0}, almost surely for all i = 1,... N,

limg oo U - Xi(t)| = 0o and limy_yo0 |u - ™ (t)] = oco.
Remark 1. The function ¢, is defined by the left-hand equality in equation and we will prove in Lemma
that it is indeed equal to the final expression in .
Remark 2. We leave it as an open problem whether the conclusion of part (iii) holds in the case where
Ao, B,N)=0.
Remark 3. We show that as N — oo with a > 0 and 3 € [0,1) fized, we have Ay — % log(a(1 — B)% + 5%). See
Lemma[9.
Remark 4. We leave it as an open problem whether the conclusion of part (iii) holds in the case where

)\l(a767N) =0.

Remark 5. In Pmposition@ mn we will give closed form analytic expressions for A\i(a, B, N) in the cases
where N is odd.

Fort=0,1,2,... let
M(t) = [ LGN ) + BIy-s, (3)

where (G(N _1)(t)) +>o 18 an i.i.d. sequence drawn from the rank (N — 1) real Ginibre ensemble and Iy, is the
(N —1) x (N — 1) identity matrix. The quantity A; appearing in Theorem [I|is in fact the largest Lyapunov

exponent of the product sequence (P(t));», defined by

The next statement describes all Lyapunov exponents, not just the largest one, including the gap between the

consecutive ones.
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Figure 2: Phase transition of A; for N = 3. The grey area

Figure 1: A, as function of a, 5 for N = 3 is where the model is unstable, i.e. \; > 0.

Figure 3: A, as function of o, 8 for N = 9 Figure 4: Phase transition of \; for N =9



Theorem 2 (Properties of the Lyapunov exponents).

(a) For parameters N,a, 3, and p = o(1 — 3)2, for each k = 1,...,N —1 the k' Lyapunov exponent A\ of the

i.i.d. random matriz product sequence (P(t)),~, is given by

1 \/ﬁ 2 N—k P
Ak = Ak, B,N) = §E <log <<5Wk + \/NX1> + Z NXi2>> )
i=2

where Wy, is a random variable distributed as the Euclidean length of the projection of the unit vector e
onto the orthogonal complement of the span of the first k — 1 rows of the matriz M (1), and X1,..., Xn_k

are i.i.d. standard Gaussians, independent of Wy,.

(b) The Lyapunov spectrum of (P(t)),~, is simple, meaning that the N — 1 Lyapunov exponents Ai,..., AN—_1

are distinct; moreover
0.15

(N — k) (M]fiﬁzp—kN—k)’

for every k in the range 1 < k < N — 2. (See Theorem @ for a stronger result about \y — \a.)

Ak — Apg1 2

Our third result concerns a normalized variant of model A. Let e,4,(t) be the largest eigenvalue of the
covariance matrix Cov™ (). Then define a normalized (i.e. shifted and rescaled) matrix X (¢) for t = 0,1,2, ...

th

whose 7' row is

A~

Xi(t) = emaa() ™ (Xilt) — ¥ (1)) -

This normalized matrix has the properties that its rows sum to zero and the largest eigenvalue of the covariance
matrix of the N vectors Xi(t),..., Xn(t) in R? is 1. These constraints mean that the normalized opinions can
neither converge to a consensus nor diverge to infinity. The affine invariance of model A implies that (X (t)>t>0
is a Markov chain on its own. Each transition may be described by applying the transition rule for model A to
the matrix X (¢) and then normalizing the resulting matrix.

To understand the dynamics of the normalized model, we are interested not in A; but in the gap Ay — Ao. In

the normalized model, a randomly oriented one-dimensional political spectrum emerges at an exponential rate
AL — Ag.

Theorem 3. Ast — 0o, Cov™(t)/||CovX ()| converges to a random rank one matriz, regardless of the value
of M(a, B,N). Equivalently, there is a random line £ through 0 in R? to which the normalized opinions

X, (t),... ,XN(t) all converge as t — oo. The exponential rate of convergence is A\1 — Aa, which satisfies

1 52 7
M= A= o (1 - [W} ) (1+0(1)) (4)

as N — oo with o and B fized such that p = (1 — 3)? > 0. If v, denotes a unit vector parallel to ¢, then
(X1(t).v, ..., Xn(t).0) converges in distribution as t — oo to a random variable that is uniformly distributed on

the (N — 2)-dimensional sphere

N N
SN—2 = {(l‘l,...,l'N)GRN :Z'ri:()a fo: }
i=1 i=1
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Finally, we show that the sequence of covariance matrices itself is a Markov chain. Let .%;X be the o-algebra

generated by Xg,..., X;.

Proposition 1. The sequence of covariance matrices (COVX (t)) is a Markov process with respect to its own

>0
generated filtration. Moreover, for each t > 1 the conditional distribution of Cov™ (t) given ﬂffl s a function

of Cov™ (t — 1) alone. We also have

N -1
N

E(CovX(t) | ZX,) = E(Cov¥(t)| X(t—1)) = < p+ 52> CovX(t—1) and

Var(Covgj(-(t) | ﬁt}fl) = Var(Cova(»(t) | Xi—1)

- (P

N T8 1)2]’\’7) (Covy; (t — 1) Covy(t — 1) + Covyy (t — 1)%) .

Fix an N — 1 by N matrix V' whose rows are orthonormal and all orthogonal to the vector (1,...,1). Then
the second sentence of Proposition |l may be rephrased by saying that the mapping X — %X TyTy X from the
space of real N X d matrices to the space of non-negative definite symmetric d by d matrices is a strong lumping

of the Markov process (X (1)),

1.3 Continuous-time model (Model B)

Model B is a natural continuous time analogue of model A. It has just two parameters: N, the number of
individuals, and v € R, which determines the drift of the opinion vectors towards their empirical mean.

Let B',...,BY be independent standard d-dimensional Brownian motions on the time interval (0,o0),
thought of as row vectors, and let B;;(t) denote the ;' coordinate of B’ at time ¢, so that B(t) is an
N by d matrix. Let Z(0) be a deterministic or random N by d real matrix whose rows represent vectors
71(0),..., Zn(0) € R% We suppose that the initial vectors are not all contained in any affine hyperplane. Then
define a continuous-time matrix-valued process Z(t);c[0,0c) to be the unique strong solution of the stochastic

differential equation

dZ;(t) = — (Zi(t) — p?(t)) dt + dB'()T(t) fori=1,...,N, (5)
where
1 N
pi(t) = N > Zi(1),
=1

CovZp(t) i= 3 (Zitha = W7 (1)) (Zult)s = W (1))

The SDE is intended to be a continuous time analogue of the discrete time model . We leave it as a
problem for the interested reader to determine whether may be obtained as a scaling limit of model A
as f — 1 and @ — oo in a suitable way. (The computations of the conditional expectations and conditional

variance of Cov™(t) given X (t — 1) given in Proposition [1| should be helpful in this task.) We should expect



to lose one parameter in passing to the scaling limit, since the choice of the constant in the time rescaling will
absorb one degree of freedom.

Writing Z(t) for the N by d matrix whose i'! row is Z;(t) — pu?(t), we have

1_ _
Cov?(t) = NZ(t)T Z(t).

We can write the stochastic differential equation fully in matrix form as
dZ(t) = —yZ(t)dt + dB(t)T(t) . (6)

The existence and uniqueness of the strong solution of the stochastic differential equation (@ will be checked
in Lemma [13] in
In order to state our main theorem about model B, we need some notation. Let 1z, denote the k by ¢

matrix whose entries are all equal to 1.

Theorem 4. Let Z(0) be an N by d real matriz such that VZ(0) has rank d. Let Gy be the right-invariant
Brownian motion on GL(N —1,R) defined by the initial condition Go = In_1 and the Stratonovich form matriz
SDE

0G(t) = W (HG(1), (7)
where W is an (N — 1) by (N — 1) matriz of independent standard Brownian motions. Then a strong solution

of equation with initial condition Z(0) is obtained by letting

! _ R

N
Z(t) = ‘”VTG(t/N)VZ() and

Z0)=vTvz) = <1N S N,N> Z(0),

2() = Z(t) + ]1V1NNZ( 1N1/ dF(t

where F is a 1 by d matriz of standard Brownian motions independent of W, and T(t) is the unique non-negative

definite symmetric square root of %Z(t)TZ(t).

We remark that the right-invariant Brownian motion G has nothing to do with the Ginibre matrices GV =1)(¢)
that we use in the analysis of model A. Rather, the notation is chosen to be consistent with Norris, Rogers,
and Williams [21], who showed that the process Y (t) := G(t)TG(t) is a Markov process whose characteristic
exponentsﬂ are N —2¢ for ¢ = 1,2,...,N — 1, and moreover the orthonormal frame of eigenvectors of Y ()
converges a.s. to a random limit in O(N — 1) as t — oco. (See also [20, 18], which appeared around the same
time as [2I] and contain computations of the characteristic exponents for more general right-invariant diffusions
on GL(n), including this as a special case.) From the leading exponent of Y and the construction in Theorem

we may read off the critical value of the drift towards the mean opinion, above which is stable:

>The characteristic exponents of Y (-) are the values lim;_,o +loge;(t) where e;(t) > --- > en_1(t) are the sorted eigenvalues of
Y(t).



Corollary 1. Z(t) — 0 and Z(t) converges a.s. ast — o0 if ¥ > 5 — 5. On the other hand, a.s. Z(t) and Z(t)

3
2N~

are both unbounded as t — oo if v < % —
Although we will not give the details, we remark that an analogue of Theorem [3also holds for Model B, with
the main difference being that the exponential rate of convergence is simply 1/N. Theorem 4| and Corollary

are proven in The final result proven there is the following
Proposition 2. The process Cov? (t) is a Markov process in its own filtration.

For the reader who is primarily interested in model B, it may be helpful to know that §3| relies very little on
although it would be a good idea to read the discussion of the matrix V', which precedes Lemma [1| in
before turning to

1.4 Possible extensions and open problems

e Does the statement of part (iii) of Theorem (1] also hold for the case when A\ («, 5, N) = 07
e Find an analytic expression (in terms of standard special functions) for A;(a, 8, N) when N is even.

e Study an asynchronous variant of Model A. In this variant, at each time step just one individual is chosen,
uniformly at random, to update their opinion. They update using the same sampling procedure that all

the individuals use at each time step in Model A.

e Generalize any of the results to weighted models, or to non-mean-field models, as described below.

As we remarked above, our Models A and B are mean-field models, meaning that each individual is equally
influenced by the other individuals. It may be also interesting to study the following extension of Model A,
which is not mean-field, and simultaneously can be viewed as an extension of the DeGroot learning model. It is
related to the model of Stern and Livan [24], but it shares with our models A and B the property of invariance
under affine linear transformations of the opinion space. Take a weighted directed graph on N vertices, with
loops allowed. The vertices have positive weights 3;, ¢ = 1,..., N, and the directed edges have non-negative
weights wj;, 4,5 = 1,...,n, where w;; = 0 if the directed edge from ¢ to j is not present in the directed graph,
and for each i we have Z;V:l wij = 1. As in Model A, each individual has an opinion vector X;(t) on day
t. Conditional on the matrix X (¢ — 1) whose rows are X;(t — 1),..., Xy (t — 1), the opinion vectors X;(¢),
i=1,..., N, are independent multivariate Gaussian random variables, whose conditional distribution is given
by

E(Xi(t)| X(t—1)) = BiXi(t = 1) + (1 = B)pi* (t = 1),

where
Xt —1) Z wjiX;(t—1)
and

N
Cov(Xi;(t), Xix(t) | X (¢ — 1)) = a(1 = Bi)> Y wjiwgi(Xij — piy (£ = 1) (X — i (£ = 1))
j=1
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here /if](‘ (t — 1) stands for the j** coordinate of X (¢ — 1). This graph structure will allow for more complicated
interactions and the emergence of clusters of similar opinions. It will also allow for heterogeneity of individuals
and might include a geographical component or be based on a social network. On the other hand, this model
would be much harder to tackle analytically.

Model A is the special case of the above model with w;; = 1/N for all ¢, j and §; = j for all i. On the other
hand the deterministic special case where @ = 0 reduces to the well-known DeGroot learning model [6].

We expect that the analysis of Model A which we give in §2]in terms of a product of a sequence i.i.d. Gaussian
random matrices may be extended to this more general model. However, the individual matrices will not
in general be invariant in law under orthogonal conjugation, and therefore Newman’s method for the exact

computation of Lyapunov exponents, crucial in our argument, will not be applicable.

2 Analysis of Model A

2.1 Reduction to an i.i.d. matrix product

With some elementary linear algebra, we will reduce the question of convergence or divergence of the opinions
to the computation of the maximal Lyapunov exponent of a product of i.i.d. random matrices constructed in
a simple way from the real Ginibre ensemble. The computation of all the Lyapunov exponents for a product
of i.i.d. matrices drawn from the real Ginibre ensemble itself was performed by Newman [20] in 1986, using
Furstenberg’s formula for Lyapunov exponents in terms of invariant measures. We apply Newman’s method to
deal with our matrix product.

For any k,¢ > 1 let I, denote the k by k identity matrix, and let

11 ... 1
11 ...

lee=1. . ) k rows
11 1

£ columns

denote the £ by ¢ matrix with all entries equal to 1. We will use 0j ¢ to denote the zero matrix with k rows and
¢ columns, when it is helpful to emphasize the dimensions, but may simply write 0 otherwise.

Let W be any N x N square orthogonal matrix with final row <\/%, e ﬁ) Thus the first N — 1 rows of

W form an orthonormal basis for the vector subspace
Sy:i={z RN : gy +-- +ay=0}.
Let V be the N — 1 x N submatrix of W containing just the first N — 1 rows. Then
1,8V =01y,

vvT =TIy,
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and

1 -1 N-1 ... -1 1
VIV = ~| . : =In = ylvn-

-1 -1 ... N-1
VTV is an N x N matrix of rank N —1, such that the sum of the elements in each row and each column equals 0,

and such that for any column vector w € Sy, (VTV)w = w; since 1y yw is a zero vector. Consequently, vty

is the orthogonal projector from R onto Sy. We will use the fact that VIV is idempotent:
VTV) =vTwvvh v =vTV.

Lemma 1. Let N > 2 and let G be a random matriz drawn from the rank N real Ginibre ensemble. (This
means that GN) is an N by N matriz with independent standard normal entries.) Let GN=Y be a random
matriz whose distribution is the rank N — 1 real Ginibre ensemble. Let F' be an N by N — 1 matriz with

independent standard Gaussian entries. Then
waMwT L )
WeMVT L g and
vaMyT L gIN-1),

Proof. Tt is well known that the real Ginibre ensembles are invariant under conjugation by orthogonal matrices.
This is easy to check using the fact that the law of a mean zero Gaussian vector is determined by the covariances
of its entries. Indeed, for any orthogonal matrix U that is either deterministic or random but independent of

G™) we have

E(UGMUT), ;(UGNMUT), ;1) = E Z U iUs w Gy GO U Ut

koL k! P =1
N N
Z ku/kZU]lU’l = (UUT)iw (UUT) 50 = 60650 -
k=1 =1
Taking U = W, this implies
wewT =@, (8)

where G £ GV). Removing the final columns on both sides of we obtain
waMyT = (9)
and removing the final rows on both sides of @ we obtain

vTgWN) — g(N=1)
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Let X (0) be the N x d matrix whose rows are the vectors X;(0),..., Xx(0). Let X(0) = VIV X(0). Thus
X(0) is the N by d matrix whose rows are X1(0) — u(0), X2(0) — u(0), ..., Xn(0) — x(0). The sum of the rows
of X(0) is 0 € R? in other words each column of X (0) belongs to Sy. We can express this in matrix form as
1, yX(0) =0.

Lemma 2. Let GV) (t), t=1,2,..., be i.i.d. random matrices drawn from the rank N real Ginibre ensemble,
and for each t > 1 define

1
S(t) == vy + [BIN + ]er(N)(t)] vy,

Then the sequence (X (t)),>q defined inductively from the starting N by d matriz X (0) by
X(t)=S{t)X(t—-1) (10)

has the distribution described in Model A, meaning that we can take the vectors Xi(t),..., Xn(t) in Model A to
be the N rows of X (t), for each t > 0.

Proof. Let t > 1. For simplicity of notation, we will write X = X(t — 1), u = %ll,NX, X =VvXx,
G = G’(N)(t), and Xpew 1= X (1), fnew = %h,NXnew, Xnew = VIV X 0. Then i equals each row of %1N,NX,
and thus

1-p

For each k € {1,...,n} let G), denote the k' row of G and let n*) = G X.

N N N
Cov (T]z(k),n](k)> = Cov (Z Gk,mXZ(m), ZGk’lX](l)> = Z XmJ‘Xm,j =N- COV%)’(J' .
m=1 =1 m=1

Also, conditional on X (¢ — 1) = X, the row vectors 77(1), e ,n(N ) are independent, because the rows of G are

independent. So if

Xk,new =E [Xk,new ’ X] + %n(k)
then Xj e indeed has the distribution required by Model A. The matrix whose rows are 17("“), k=1,2,...,N,
equals GX. Hence, by combining the above, we get

_ 1-p [P ~s 1-p | P~ T
Xnew — |:/BIN + N ]-N,N:| X+ NGX == |:BIN + 7N 1N7N:| X + NGV VX

_ |1 T [P avTyx = L [P alvr
-~ [N1N,N+ﬁv V}X—k FOVIVX = SlvwX + [/;’IN+ SO|VIVR.

O]

From now on we will work with the sequence (X (¢)),>, that is generated from the initial value X (0) and the
p>10 @S described in Lemma We define a filtration by letting .%; be the
o-algebra generated by X (0) and (G(N)(i))1<i<t’ for each t > 0. We write pu(t) = % 1n 5 X (t) for the empirical
mean vector at time ¢, which was denoted u)_((;) in the description of Model A. We write X () = VIV X(t) for
the N by d matrix whose rows are X1 (t) — u(t), Xo(t) — p(t), ..., Xn(t) — u(t). For each t > 0, the sum of the
rows of X (t) is 0 € R%; in other words, the columns of X (¢) belong to Sy. We can express this as 1; y X (¢) = 0.

ii.d. random matrix sequence (G(N) ()
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Corollary 2. We have

X@t)y=vTy [MN + JPVGUV)(t)] X(t—1).

Proof. Since VTV1N7N =0, from we have, for each t > 1,

Xt)=vV'vx@t)=vT'v [MN + \/gG(N)(t)} VIvXit—-1)=vTv [BIN + ﬁG(N) (t)] X(t-1).
O

Lemma 3. For each t > 1, let L(t) := WS(t)W?T. Then the entries of L(t) are independent and may be

represented as
_ \/%F@j(t)""ﬂfsi,j if1<j<N-—1,
i, N if j = N.

Here 0; j is 1 if i = j and 0 otherwise, and (F'(t)), is an i.i.d. sequence of N by N —1 matrices with independent

Li;(t)

standard Gaussian entries.

Proof. We have

1
wsyw? =w [NlN’N + BvTv} wT + /%WG(N) evTvwT. (11)
For the first term on the RHS of , we have
1 1-—
W1+ BVTV] wh=w [BIN + NB1N,N} WT = Diag(8,...,05,1).

Here Diag(f,...,3,1) denotes the N by N diagonal matrix whose diagonal entries are all equal to 3 except for
the last one, which is equal to 1. For the second term on the RHS of , by the second equation of Lemma
we may equate WG (H)VT with F(t). Now, VW7 is Iy with its final row removed, or equivalently In_;
with an extra column of zeros added on its right. Hence WGW) (1) VTVWT is equal to F(t) with an extra final

column of zeros. O

Lemma [3| gives us an alternative representation of the sequence (X (t)),~, in terms of the initial value X (0)

and the i.i.d. sequence (L(t));>: for each ¢ > 1 we have
Xt)=WILWX(t—1),

or

WX(t) = L)WX(t—1).

The matrix consisting of the first N —1 rows of WX (¢) is VX (¢). Note that each L(t) is a block-lower-triangular
matrix, with two blocks of size N — 1 and 1, so (VX (t)),>, is a Markov chain on its own: if we denote by M (?)
the top-left (N — 1) x (N — 1) submatrix of L(t), then

(VX(#) = M) (VX(E-1),

14



For every t > 0 we have
VXt)=(VVHVX(H) =VIVIV)X(t) =VX(1),

and VX(t) determines and is determined by X (¢) because V acts injectively on the subspace Sy. Hence

(X(1)) 1> is also a Markov chain on its own. Indeed, it satisfies
Xt)=VIVXt)=VIMHVX(t-1)=VIMHVX(t-1). (12)
Since VIV = Iy — %IN,N =1Iny— %1N,111,N, for each t > 0 we have
X(t) = X(t) + 1np(t) - (13)
We may check from the definition of S(¢) that
St)Ini=1n;.
(By Lemma [3) this is equivalent to the statement that the final column of L(t) is (0,...,0,1)7.) Hence
Xt)=SHXt-1)=StOX{t—-1)+S®)Inipt—1)=SH)X(Et—1)+LIyp(t—1).
An induction now shows that for each t > 0 we have

X(t)=5()...5(1)X(0) + 1n1(0).

We may alternatively write

M) = \[ £ 0 + 1,

where (G(Nfl)(t))»o is an i.i.d. sequence drawn from the rank (N — 1) real Ginibre ensemble. (GN=1(t) is

obtained from F'(t) by removing its final row.) Define
St)y=VIM#)V.
Then becomes

X(t)=8W)Xt—-1)=V" ( %GW*%) + 51N1> VX(t—1). (14)

or, using the fact that VIVX(t—1)= (VIV)2X(t-1)= (VIV)X(t-1) = X(t - 1),

X(t) = ,/%vTGUV—U(t) VX(t-1)+ BX(t—1). (15)
Another calculation shows that

plt) — plt — 1) = LI () vV X (- 1), (16)

where Fiy(t) is the final row of F'(t). We see that for every ¢ > 1, the random variables p(t) —pu(t—1), X (t), and
(X(8))g<s<t—1 are conditionally independent given X(t—1). Since X(t — 1) and u(t — 1) are both functions of
X (t—1), it follows that the two terms on the right-hand side of are conditionally independent given X (t—1).

15



From we may check that the conditional distribution of p(t) — u(t — 1) given X (¢t —1) is a d-dimensional
Gaussian with mean 0 and covariance £ X (t — 1)7 X (t — 1) = %COVX (t—1).

Iterating and using VV7T = Iy, for each t > 0 we obtain

X(t)=8()...51)X(0)=VIM®)...M(1)VX(0). (17)
(In the case t = 0, the empty product of matrices is to be interpreted as the identity matrix Iy.) Using
equation to evaluate the telescoping sum pu(t) — (0) = S°L_, pu(r) — p(r — 1), it follows that

t
— p — — —
X()=5()...51)X(0) + 1n140) + 1n; ; \/;FN(T)VS(T‘ —1)...5(1)X(0). (18)

Since the random variables S(1),5(2),... and Fx(1), Fx(2),... are independent, the formulation makes
the conditional independence structure explicit. We have shown the following statement which will be useful

later:

Lemma 4. The sequence (Y(t))po is a Markov chain on its own, and conditional on (X (t)),., the sequence

£>0
of mean increments (u(t) — pu(t —1));>; is a sequence of independent Gaussians with covariance matrices given
by
+ p
Cov (,u(t) —u(t—1)] (X(t))tzo) = LCov¥(t-1).

Lemma 5. The sequence of means (1), 11(2),... converges almost surely if and only if the series >, CovX(t)

converges almost surely. On the event that both converge, all the individual opinions converge to limy_, oo pu(t).

Proof. By Kolmogorov’s one series theorem, for each i = 1,...,d, the random series Y ;o [wi(t) — pi(t — 1)]

converges almost surely conditional on (X (t)) >0 if and only if

> Var (pilt) = pilt = 1) | (X(5)) 15) < o0 (19)
t=1

Condition holds if and only if

i Covi (t) < oc. (20)
t=0

If holds for each i = 1, ..., d, then since for each i # j we have 2 ‘Covffj(t)‘ < Covffi (t)+ Covfj(t), we must
have 322 Cov¥ (t) < co.

For the second statement, note that if 3" Cov™ (¢) converges then Cov™(t) — 0 as t — oo, and since

N
% S IX () — ()2 = Te(Cov™ (1))
j=1

we find that

max || X;(t) —p(t)]| -0 ast— occ.
j=1,.,N

Thus if the sequence p(t) converges to some limit o, then X;(t) also converges to s for each j € {1,...,N}.
O
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We now wish to discover for which choices of the parameters «, 3, N the series > ;2 Cov™ (t) converges

almost surely. Define
P(t):=M@)M({t—1)...M(1).

We will prove that the series > ;7 CovX(t) a.s. converges if and only if the leading Lyapunov exponent for
the i.i.d. random matrix product sequence P(-) is strictly negative, and we will identify necessary and sufficient
conditions on the parameters (N, «, /3) for this to occur by computing this Lyapunov exponent explicitly. By the
argument shown in the proof of Lemma |1} for each ¢ > 1 the law of M (t) is invariant under conjugation by an
arbitrary element U of the orthogonal group O(N — 1), where U may be random as long as it is independent of
G(t). This fact will be the key to evaluating the Lyapunov exponents, and it is used in the proof of Proposition

which we now give.

Proof of Proposition[l. Let t > 0. We have Cov™ (t) = +X(t)TX(t). By equation (I7), X(t)” X(t) has the
same distribution as X (0)T VT P(#)'VVT P(t)V X (0), which simplifies to

—~

XOTX) 2L X0)VIPH)TPHVX).

Note that the vector VX (0) can be any random (N — 1) by d matrix that is independent of the sequence
(P(t))>1- Write A = NCov¥X(t). Then A is a non-negative definite symmetric matrix; in fact A = K7 K where
K = P(t)VX(0). So

XOIVIPt+1)TPt+1)VX(0) = KTMEt+1)TM({t+1)K .

We claim that the conditional law of K7 M (t4 1) M (t+ 1)K given K is a function of A. Indeed, suppose K’ is
some other real (N — 1) x d matrix such that K’ K’ = A. Then there exist partial polar decompositions of K
and K’ of the form K = QDO, K' = Q' DO, where O is an orthogonal d x d square matrix, D is an (N —1) x d
matrix whose (i, j) entry is 0 if 7 # j and non-negative if i = j, and @ and @’ are orthogonal (N —1) x (N —1)

square matrices which are random but may be taken to be independent of M (¢ 4 1). Then note that
QTMt+ 1Mt +1)Q=Q"Mt+1)TQQ™Mt+1)Q=L"L,

where L := QT M(t +1)Q. But L has the same law as Q"7 M (¢ + 1)@, because the law of M (¢ + 1) is invariant
under conjugation by the element Q~'Q" € O(NN — 1), which is independent of M (¢t + 1). So

KM@+ 1)TME+ 1)K L KTM(t+1)TM(t + 1)K

The formulae for the conditional expectation and conditional variance of CovX (t) given ﬁt)f 1 are obtained by

a long but elementary calculation which we omit. O

Lemma 6. For each j =1,...,d, the sequence (log Covfj(t))»o 1$ a random walk with i.i.d. increments. The

increments are distributed as the log of a non-central x* random variable.

Proof. We noted in the introduction that Model A is invariant under affine changes of coordinate. This extends

to affine maps to opinion spaces of different dimensions. If A is any IV x d real matrix and U is any d x d’ real
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matrix, then the law of (X (¢)U)i>o given X (0) = A is equal to the law of (X (¢)),>( given X (0) = AU. Likewise,
>0 given CovX(0) =C

given Cov™X (0) = UTCU. In the special case d = 1, the covariance matrix

if C'is any non-negative definite symmetric d x d matrix then the law of (UTCOVX t)U)
is equal to the law of (COVX(t))t>O
Cov™(t) is simply the empirical variance Var™ (t), and the proof of Proposition [1| shows that log(Var™ (¢)) is
a random walk with i.i.d increments which have the distribution of log || Mj(1)||?, where M;(1) is the first row
of M(1). The quantity ||M;(1)||?> has a non-central x? distribution. For each j = 1,2,...,d, applying affine
invariance with U being the d x 1 matrix given by U;; = d;;, we find that the matrix entry Covfj (t) on the

diagonal also follows a random walk with the same description. O

2.2  Analysis of the i.i.d. matrix products

In this section, we analyze the sequence (P(t));>1 by applying some of the standard theory of Lyapunov expo-
nents of i.i.d. random matrix products. The reader may find all of the necessary theory in the monograph of
Bougerol, which is part A of the two-part book [4]. For completeness, we include a review of the basic definitions

and results, which readers familiar with the topic may skip.

2.2.1 Brief review of Lyapunov exponents of i.i.d. matrix products

The sequence (P (t))tZl is an example of a sequence of partial products of an i.i.d. sequence of random matrices. A
comprehensive theory of the behaviour of such sequences was developed from the 1960s to 1980s by Furstenberg,
Kesten, Kifer, Guivarc’h, Raugi and Le Page, and some specific results relevant to the matrix products considered
in the present paper were published by Newman and Cohen.

Let 1 be a Borel probability measure on the group GLk(R) of invertible k& by k matrices and let Y7,Y53,. ..
be an i.i.d. sequence of matrices distributed according to pu. For Y € GLg(R) let ||Y|| denote the operator norm
of Y. Assume that E(log™ ||Y1|]) < co. The leading (or upper, or maximal) Lyapunov exponent \; associated
to w is defined by

A = lim %E(log Yo 1Al

n—oo
This limit exists in R U {—o0} since the sequence E(log||Y,, ...Y1]|) is subadditive. Furstenberg and Kesten
showed that in fact

1
v = lim —log|Y,...Y1]| a.s.
n—oo N

This may be shown quite easily as a consequence of Kingman’s subadditive ergodic theorem since the random
sequence log ||Y,, ... Y1|| is also subadditive.

Denote by T, the smallest closed sub-semigroup of GLy(R) containing the support of u. 7T}, is called
contracting if there exists a sequence (Ay),, -, of matrices in 7}, such that | Anl| =t A, converges to a rank one
matrix. 7}, is called strongly irreducible if there is no non-empty finite collection of proper linear subspaces
of RV=! that Y] a.s. preserves set-wise. In particular if 7, u = GLi(R) then T}, is both contracting and strongly

irreducible. Assume now that 7}, is contracting and strongly irreducible, and in addition that

E(log(max(|[Y1], [IY;'[1))) < oo
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The Lyapunov exponents Ay, ..., A; are defined for each i =1,...,k by
1
AL+ -+ A =max lim —log [|[P(t)vy A--- A P(t)vil| ,
t—oo t

where the maximum is over all choices of i vectors vy, ...,v; € R¢, and |Jwy A -+ Aw;|| denotes the i-dimensional
volume of the parallelepiped spanned by vectors wy, ..., w;. The limits all exist and are finite, and the maximum
is also finite. Moreover, Ay > Ao > -+ > A,

v t—o0 1 v

The maximum here is in fact achieved by all v outside a certain (random) codimension-one subspace of R¥, and
for each v € R* \ {0} we have
1
tlggloglog |P(t)v|| = A1 as.

The sum of the first £ Lyapunov exponents is the maximal Lyapunov exponent of the induced action of the

matrices P(t) on the exterior power /\k Rk, In particular the sum of all k& Lyapunov exponents is
o1
A+ -+ A= lim —logdet P(t), a.s.
t—oo t

Letting the eigenvalues of P(t)T P(t) be e1(t) > ea(t) > --- > ex(t) (repeated according to multiplicity), we

have
1
2t

The Lyapunov exponents are all the possible values of lim_,o 1 log || P(t)v| as v ranges over R*\ {0}.

A = i 1 t).
b= fim g logex(?)

Guivarc’h and Raugi [I0] proved that when T}, is contracting and strongly irreducible, we have A\; > Ag.
Moreover, there is exponential contraction on projective space at rate Ay —Ao. We measure distance on projective

space using the metric
d(v,w) = sin(f(v, w))

where (v, w) is the angle between any two non-zero vectors v and w in R*¥ and ¥ and @ are their classes

in P (Rk) Then for any two deterministic non-zero vectors v, w € R¥\ {0}, almost surely

1 S
lim sup - log & <P(t)v,P(t)w> < —(A1— X)) <O, (21)

t—o0 t
where we use the convention that log0 = —oo. There may also exist random vectors v and w, depending on the

whole sequence (V) ;, for which fails.

There is a unique invariant probability measure 7 on projective space P(R¥). Invariance means that if v is
a random non-zero vector in R¥ such that the class of v in P (Rk) is distributed according to 7, and M is a
matrix distributed like M (1), independent of v, then the class of Mv in P (]Rk) is also distributed according to
7. The support of 7 is all of P (Rk) Finally, A1 may be expressed as an integral with respect to :

A = /IE <log ”ﬁﬁ”) dr(v).
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2.2.2 The maximal Lyapunov exponent of P(t) = M (t)...M(1) for t >0

Following Newman [20], note that for our random matrix M, for any orthogonal matrix Q € O(N — 1), the
law of Q7'MQ = QT MQ coincides with the law of M. (One just has to check that the entries of QT MQ are
pairwise uncorrelated Gaussians with the correct means and variances, a simple calculation.) It follows that the
invariant measure 7 is also invariant with respect to the group O(N — 1). There is a unique such measure on

P (RN_l). It also follows that the distribution of Hﬂgﬁ” does not depend on v, so

A1 = E (log [|M]])

where M is the first row of M. Recalling the notation p = a(1 — 3)2, we have

2 N-1
log<<5+\/\/% ) —1—2;\)[)(?)], (22)

where X1,..., Xny_1 are independent standard Gaussians. Notice that when N = 2 the second term inside the

)\1 == /\1(04757N) =

logarithm is an empty sum. Let x2(x) denote the non-central x? distribution with v degrees of freedom and

non-centrality parameter . Then equation (22) can be interpreted as

A= % (log % + E(log Y)) (23)

where Y ~ x4, _ 1( > Next, for Y, ~ x2(k), we have

[e.e] .
1 /rN\J v
- —K/2 —(Z N
E(log Y, x) = log2 +e JZO 7(5)vli+3). (24)
where () = % is the digamma function. This follows from the statement that each non-central chi-

squared random variable is a Poisson-weighted mixture of standard chi-squared random variables. Precisely, if
J ~ Poi(r/2) and, conditional on J = j, Y is a x? r.v. with v + 2j degrees of freedom, then Y ~ x2 (k).
Putting this together, we have

1 2p NB2\ & (NﬁZ)j N-1 1 2 N2
2p . - P
A\ 5 ogN+exp< 2/))]:0 i w(jJr 5 ) Q[OgN+¢(N1)/2(2p )}

1
=log B+ 5 [¢(N—1)/2 (2) —logz] ,

where z = N3%/(2p) and

o
x’
Zﬁ (7 +m), ¢m(0) = (m).
=0 7
This expression is the one stated in Theorem (1} the proof of the second part of equation is deferred to
Lemma [l

By conditioning on W} and using the tower law for expectation we may rewrite the expression for A\; as
1
Al B, ) = 5 (log £ + E(E(log Ve W) )
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NB2W2
p
use equation (24)) to obtain an analogue of equation (25)), featuring the moments of W,f in the coefficients of the

infinite series. Note that W7 = 1, so this agrees with the previous expression for A\, when k = 1.

where conditional on W; we have Y, ~ X?\/— k( ) Proceeding as we did in the case k = 1, one could now

2.2.3 Singular value decompositions

For any k x k real matrix P, there exists a singular value decomposition P = ADB, where A and B are
orthogonal k£ x k matrices and D is a diagonal matrix D = Diag(dy,...,dg) with dj > do > -+ > di > 0.
The diagonal factor D is uniquely determined subject to this condition, and the non-negative numbers d; are
called the singular values of P. (Since PP = BTDATADB = B~'D?B, the d; are also the positive square
roots of the eigenvalues of PT P.) However, the pair (A, B) is not uniquely determined by P because there are
non-trivial orthogonal matrices which commute with D. In the case where the singular values of P are distinct,
the ambiguity in B consists of a choice of sign for each row of B.

We will consider a sequence of singular value decompositions P(t) = A(t)D(t)B(t), where P(t) = M (t)... M(1)
as above. Recall that we are interested in the asymptotic behaviour of Cov™ (t). In terms of the singular value
decomposition, we have
CovX(t) = %)_{(t)TX(t) _ %X(O)TVTP(t)TP(t)VX(O) _ %X(O)TVTB(t)TD(t)ZB(t)VX(O). (26)

Note that the final expression does not involve A(t).

Lemma 7. The singular value decompositions P(t) = A(t)D(t)B(t) fort = 1,2,3,... may be chosen so that
B(t) converges as t — oo to a random orthogonal matric B € O(N — 1). The limit matrix B depends on
the choice only up to multiplication of each row separately by +1. Up to this row-by-row sign ambiguity, B is
distributed according to the Haar measure on O(N — 1), and in particular, the first row By is distributed (up
to sign) according to the uniform measure on the sphere SN=2. Regardless of the choice, D(t)l/t converges to
a deterministic diagonal matriz D with distinct positive diagonal entries satisfying D11 > -+ > Dy_1 N—1.
Moreover, fori=1,...,N—1 we have D;; = exp(X\;), where \y > Xg > --- > Ay_1 are the Lyapunov exponents
of the sequence (P(t))t>0-

Proof. We will use the results of Guivarc’h and Raugi [10] which are also stated in [4], Chapter 4, Theorem 1.2
and Corollary 1.3. The theorem concerns a sequence of random matrix products S, =Y, ...Y; where Y7, Y5, ...
are i.i.d. real k£ by k matrices matrices with common distribution y, and Y7 is almost surely invertible. Denote
by T}, the smallest closed sub-semigroup of GL;(R) that contains the support of the distribution of Yi. For
any p € {1,...,k — 1}, T, is defined to be p-strongly irreducible if there does not exist a finite union L of
proper linear subspaces of the exterior power A” R¥ such that, for all M € T),, (A" M) (L) is contained in L.
Here \” M denotes the unique linear endomorphism of A” R* which maps any decomposable vector of the form
VI A Ay to (Mor) A--- A (Mwy). Also for any p € {1,...,k — 1}, T}, is defined to be p-contracting if there
exists a sequence {M,, : n > 1} in T}, such that || A? M, ||~ AP M,, converges to a rank one matrix. Guivarc’h
and Raugi proved that if T}, is p-strongly irreducible and p-contracting for every p € {1,...,k — 1} and in
addition E(log™ || Y1]|) < oo, (where || - || denotes the operator norm with respect to the Euclidean norm), then

almost surely the following hold:

21



e There exist polar decompositions S,, = K, D,U,, with K,,,U, € O(k) and D,, diagonal with non-negative
entries, such that K,, =& K as n — 0o, where the random limit matrix K is also orthogonal.
e Taking the positive definite (2n)™ root, (S!S,) 1/2n
such that for each i € {1,...,k}, D;; > 0 and, for i« < d, if D;; > 0 then D;; > D;11+1. We also have
1/n
((Dn)i,i) — Dij.

The numbers 71, ...,7; € RU{—00} defined by ~; = log(D; ;) are called the Lyapunov exponents of the random

— KTDK where D is a deterministic diagonal matrix

sequence (S,). They satisfy the relation

k
> i =E(log|det Y(1)]),
i=1
so all 7; are finite (equivalently, all D; ; are positive) if and only if E(|log(|det Y (1)])]) < oc.

We apply the above result to our random matrix products P(t) = M (t)... M (1). Welet P(t) = A(t)D(t)B(t)
be a singular value decomposition of P(t), chosen so that in each row of B(t) the leftmost nonzero entry is
positive. We must check that the conditions of the theorem are satisfied in this case. We have kK = N — 1 and
the support of the distribution of M (1) is the group GL(R), so T, = GLi(R). It is straightforward to check
that T}, is p-strongly irreducible and p-contracting for each p € {1,...,k —1}. The details are spelled out in [4],
Chapter 4, Proposition 2.3, which asserts that if 7, contains an open subset of SL;(R) then T}, is p-strongly
irreducible and p-contracting for each p € {1,...,k — 1}. It remains to check that E(log™ ||[M(1)||) < co, which
is also straightforward; indeed E(||M(1)]]?) < EQ M(l)fy) < o0o. To see that the Lyapunov exponents are
strictly positive, and hence distinct, we must check that E(|log(|det M (1)|)]) < oco. The quantity det M (1)
is a non-constant polynomial function of the (N — 1)? independent non-degenerate Gaussian matrix entries
of M(1), and therefore det M (1) has a distribution with a continuous density on the real line. (In fact, from [I5]
§2] one may read off an explicit recursive description of the distribution of det M (1) as a mixture of almost
surely non-degenerate Gaussians, with the recursion indexed by the parameter N.) In particular the density
of det M (1) is bounded on a neighbourhood of 0, which implies that E(|log™ (| det M (1)|)|) < oo, and we also
have E(log™ (| det M (1)])) < E((N—1)log™ (||M(1)]|)) < oo because ||M(1)]| is the largest singular value of M (1),
while | det(M(1))| is the product of the singular values.

The entire sequence (P(t));>; is invariant in law under conjugation by any member of the orthogonal
group O(N —1). This implies that the limit matrix B must be distributed (up to its row-by-row sign ambiguity)
according to Haar measure on O(N — 1), since this is the unique right-invariant Borel probability measure
on O(N — 1). Consequently, up to sign, B; is distributed according to the uniform measure on the unit
sphere SN=2 ¢ RN~1. Finally, the statements about the dependence of B and D upon the choices of polar
decompositions P(t) = A(t)D(t)B(t) follow from the fact that almost surely the singular values of P(t) are
distinct for each ¢t > 1. O

We will denote the Lyapunov exponents of the sequence (P(t));>; by A1 > --- > An_1. That is, letting
D = lim;_,0o D(t)"/* be the limit given by Lemma |7, we have D;; =exp(\;), fori=1,...,N —1.
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2.3 Proof of Theorem [

Proof of Theorem [l We already computed the explicit value of the maximal Lyapunov exponent \; in
By Lemma to prove part (i) of Theoremit suffices to show that A\; < 0 implies that >_3° Cov™ (¢) converges
almost surely. This follows from Lemma [7]and equation (26). Indeed, if A1 < 0 then D11 = exp(A1) < 1so D(t)
converges exponentially fast to 0. Since B(t) also converges, implies that Cov™ (t) almost surely converges
exponentially fast to the zero matrix, which implies the convergence of the series > 3~ Cov™ (t).

Part (ii) concerns the critical case where A\; = 0. We saw in Lemma |§| that Cov{fl (t) is a random walk with
i.i.d. increments distributed as the log of a non-central x? random variable, which has positive finite variance
and mean 0 in the critical case. This random walk is almost surely unbounded above. This follows, for example,
from Theorem 5.1.7 in [16]. In particular Y 5 Cov™(t) almost surely diverges. It then follows from Lemma
that p(t) almost surely diverges as t — oc.

Suppose A; > 0. Let ¢ be the o-algebra generated by (X (t))t>0. Let B = lim;_,oo B(t) be the ¥-measurable
orthogonal matrix described in Lemma |7, where (to make it well-defined) the choice of signs is made so that
the first non-zero entry in each row of B is positive. We will study the sequence of dot products u - X;(¢).
We will use the conditional Lévy-Borel-Cantelli lemma to show that almost surely, conditional on ¢, we have
|u - X;(t)] — oo almost surely for each ¢ = 1,..., N. Conditional on (¢, X (t — 1)), the distribution of u(t)
is Gaussian with mean y(t — 1) and covariance £Cov™ (¢t — 1), and the distribution of each X;(t) is Gaussian
with mean X;(t) and covariance £Cov™ (¢ — 1). (Indeed, conditional on & each of X1(¢),..., Xn(t) and pu(t)
determines the others.) It follows that conditional on (¢, X (¢t — 1)), the distribution of u - X;(t) is Gaussian; we

now compute its variance, using equation :
Var(u- X;(t)|4,X(t—1)) = puCovi(t—1)u’
= %uX(O)TVTB(t ~ )T D(t - 1)2B(t — 1)VX(0) u” .

By Lemma [7] we see that as ¢ — oo the matrix D(t)/Dy 1(t) converges almost surely to the d by d matrix whose
entries are all 0 except for a 1 in the top-left corner. Also B(t) converges a.s. to the ¢-measurable random limit
B in O(N). Hence a.s. we have
DLl(tl_l)QVar(u Xi(0) |9, X(0 - 1))~ 2 (u- (BVX()”

Let W denote the ¥-measurable random variable |u - (B1V X (0))|, which is the absolute value of the sole entry
of the 1 by 1 matrix «uX(0)"VTBT. The assumption that Cov™(0) is a.s. positive definite implies that the
column vector uX (0)7V7T is a.s. nonzero. Recall that the law of Bj is absolutely continuous with respect to the
uniform measure on the sphere SV=2 (up to its sign ambiguity). Since B is independent of X (0), we deduce
that W # 0 almost surely. For any R > 0 we may bound the Gaussian density by its maximum and integrate

over (—R, R) to obtain

2R 2V/N R

Pl 501 < BRI XE=D) < e X019, X~ ))'2 ~ VZpWDia(t— 1)

For any ¢ > 0 we have

2V/NR _0 2v/N Re-(a=9(t-1)
V2rpWDya(t—1) V2rmp W ’
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almost surely. The RHS above is summable in ¢ when € < Aq, hence
P(lu- X;(t)| < R for infinitely many ¢t ) =0.

Since this holds for each R > 0, we have |u - X;(t)| — oo almost surely.

Essentially the same argument applies to u - u* (t), using
Var(u - X (1) |9, X (t — 1)) = %u CovX(t — 1) uT.
O

The interpretation of Theorem [2|is that there is a random direction in R? in which the opinions line up in
the limit ¢ — oo. The law of this direction is the unique invariant measure on P(R?) under the action of the
group of linear isometries of the quadratic form ()_( 0T X (0)) ' The convergence of the population of opinions
to one-dimensionality occurs exponentially with rate Ay — \o. Later we will show that A\; — A2 behaves like 1/N

in the case 8 = 0, and is at least c(«, 3)/N? in the general case.

2.4 Proof of Theorem [2

Proof of part (a) of Theorem @ We will apply a theorem of Guivarc’h and Raugi [10], which is given in [4,
Ch. 4, Thm. 1.2]. Let k € {1,..., N — 1}. Recall that in the proof of Lemma [7| we checked that the random
matrix product sequence (P(t)),>, is k-strongly irreducible and k-contracting. Guivarc’h and Raugi showed
that these conditions imply that there is a unique invariant measure for the action of the random matrices
M(1),M(2),... on the projective space P (/\k ]RN_1> . We will explain in detail what this mean

The sum of the first & Lyapunov exponents is the maximal Lyapunov exponent for the induced action of
the matrix product sequence (P(t)),>, on the k™ exterior power AFRN!. This exterior power is the (Nk_l)—

dimensional Hilbert space with orthonormal basis
(61'1/\--~/\6ik:1§i1<"'<ik§N—1). (27)

Any linear map L : RV~! — RN~1 induces a linear map L : /\k RN-L /\k RN~! which acts on basis elements
by

L:ej N---Nej, — (Lejy) N+ N (Ley,)

for each tuple (i1,...,4;) such that 1 < iy < --- < i < N — 1. To express (Le;;) A--- A (Le;,) in terms of
the orthonormal basis , one expands the k-fold wedge using multilinearity together with the antisymmetry
relation, which says that for any permutation ¢ in the symmetric group Si, and any 1 <47 <--- <4 < N —1
we have

a(in) N N eo(iy) = sgn(a) ey A-o- Aeg, .

3 Although we are simply extending the computation of Newman [20], the details of this argument were not included in Newman’s
paper, and we are aware of some papers on Lyapunov exponents in the mathematical physics literature in which similar calculations

are performed with incorrect justification.

24



(In particular, any k-fold wedge with repetition is 0, which is why such wedges are not included in the basis.)
One can check that if L; and Lo are two linear maps from RV ~! to RV~! then (L1Ls) = LyLs. The induced

action of the identity map is the identity, so (L=1) = (L)~'. In particular,

— e~

P(t) = MMt —1)... M(1),

—

and P(t) is almost surely invertible.
Any invertible linear map on /\k RN~ descends to a self-map of the projective space P </\k RN _1>. The
theorem of Guivarc’h and Raugi mentioned above states that there is a unique invariant probability measure 7

for this projective action. Let O(ﬁ? 1) denote the group of transformations of P ( /\k RN *1) induced by the

action of O(N — 1) on RV~L. Since 7 is unique, it must be invariant with respect to O(ﬁj 1), because the
matrices M (t) are invariant in law under conjugation by O(/N — 1) and hence the matrices ]\7(?) are invariant
in law under conjugation by the induced orthogonal transformations of A? R¥~!. Furthermore, the measure 7y,
is supported on the closed subvariety D C P ( /\]€ RN _1) which is the image under projectivization of the set D
of decomposable vectors in /\k RN=1. A non-zero vector in /\k RN—1 is called decomposable if it is of the form

v1 A -+~ A vg, where vy,...,v; are any k linearly independent vectors in RN¥~!. The action of O(N — 1) on D

is transitive, and this implies that for any two points x,y € D, the distributions of ”ﬁﬁ“ and Hf‘gﬁ” coincide.
Indeed, there exists some U € O(N —1) such that U(z) o y, and the law of M is invariant under conjugation by
U, so the law of M is invariant under conjugation by U. Let M{“ denote the N — 1 by k& matrix whose columns
are the first & columns of M where M is a matrix distributed like M (1). Applying Furstenberg’s integral formula

—

to compute the maximal Lyapunov exponent of the sequence (P(t)) oy e find that
>

H61 AREE /\6]€H
= E(log|M(e1) A--- A M(ex)])

- %E <log det ((Mf)TMf>> .

(Note that in the top-dimensional case k = N —1 this reduces to the usual determinant formula E log(| det M|) for

)\1(()[,5,]\[)+"'+)\]€(05,B,N> = E <log HM(el/\/\ekH>

the sum of all the Lyapunov exponents.) Comparing the above formulae for k and k—1 (for any 2 < k < N —1),

we obtain

det ((MF)" MF
(@, B, N) = 5E | log ((aat)” )

2 det ((M{“)T M{“)

(Note that the determinants above are related to the volume of the relevant parallelepipeds.)

(28)

The ratio whose logarithm appears in the above formula is simply the squared length of the projection of
row k of M onto the orthogonal complement of the span of the first £k — 1 rows of M. Row k is the sum of two
independent vectors, namely Se;, and %G;ﬁ where G, is a mean zero Gaussian vector whose covariance
matrix is Iy_1. Let Sp_1 be the span of the first £ — 1 rows of M, and let m;_1 denote the orthogonal projection
onto the orthogonal complement of S;_1. Then we can decompose Gy, as the sum of three mutually orthogonal

components Gy = v; + vy + v3, where v; € Si_1 and vy is in the span of m;_1(ex). Row k is independent
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of S;_1, so conditional on S;_1, vy, v2 and v3 are conditionally independent Gaussian vectors, and conditional
on Sk_1, |[v2]|? has a x?(1) distribution, and ||v3]|? has a x2(N — k — 1) distribution. Since these distributions
do not depend on Sj_1, it is also holds unconditionally that ||v2||? and ||v3||? are independent with these two
x? distributions. Finally, vy is parallel or antiparallel to m_1(e) with equal probability conditional on |lva]|.
Recall that p = a(1 — 3)?. We obtain

2

T 7k
det ((0)" arf) Va(l - p) Va(l - p)
T = Tvz + Py_1(Bex) | + 7]\7@3
det ((M{H) Mf‘1>
2 N—k
d VP VP 2

4 X + ﬁWk> + =) X7, (29)

(\/N VN =
where X1,..., Xy_j are independent standard Gaussian random variables, independent of W}, and W}, is the
random variable distributed as ||Py_i(e)|. Combining equations and yields the desired formula
for A\g(a, B, N). O

Proof of part (b) of Theorem[4 For 1 < k < N — 2, note that W, strictly stochastically dominates Wj41. To
see this, observe that Wj, is also the distribution of P;_1(en—_1), since the law of Si_; is invariant under the
orthogonal transformation which exchanges coordinates & and N — 1. Note that P, = Py Px_1 so Py(eny—_1) =
Pi(Py_1(en—1). Define

Vi = (,BWk + \/MXI)Q _,_Nz_:ka(l_ﬂ)z)(?

N i=2 N -

It follows that A1 < Ak, because Ay = E(log Vi) and Axy1 = E (log Vi41), for coupled random variables such
that Vi > Vg4 almost surely. Note also that 0 < Wy, <1 almost surely. Let

Er ={X1 <0and |Xy_g| = max(|X1|,...,|Xn_k|]) > 1}.
Note that
e the sign of X7 is independent of the absolute values | X1|,...,|Xy| and P(X; < 0) = 1/2,
o P(max(|X1|,...,|Xn_k|]) > 1) >P(|X1] >1)=2P(X; >1) > 0.3,
e the events that | Xy_x| = max(|X1],...,|Xn_k|) and max(|X1],...,|Xn—k|) > 1 are independent,
e by symmetry, P(|Xy_r| = max(|X1|,...,|Xn_k])) = 1/(N — k).
Therefore
P(Ey) = P(X1 < 0, | Xn_p] > 1 and [Xn_x| = max((X1],. .., | Xy 4)) > & x 0.3 x — = 012
2 N—-k N-k

Note that 0 < Wj, <1 a.s. and on the event X; < 0 we have

2
(6% + “a(lﬁjmxl) <pwp+ 0 Dxr g AU sz
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Therefore on the event E}, we have

Vit1 a(liﬁ)QXQ au;f )QXJQV k 1

=1- <1- <1- .
@ - N—k a1 - _NB* _

o (W + LD x, )’ +ZN S YA R at-pp VK

Since V11 < Vj surely, and for 0 < z < 0 we have log(1 — z) < —z, we find
—0.15
(N — k;)( s + N - k:)

E(log(Vi+1/Vk)) <

which is to say that
0.15

(N—k)( A+ N - k)

for every k in the range 1 < k < N — 2. Notice that this lower bound on the gap between successive Lyapunov

A = Apg1 =

exponents is asymptotic to 0.15a(1 — 8)2/(N(N — k)) as 3 approaches 1 from below. O

Proof of Theorem[3. Since CovX(t) is a non-negative definite symmetric matrix, its operator norm is its largest
eigenvalue. Then the fact that Di; > Dso implies that the right-hand side of equation is dominated
asymptotically by the contribution of the top-left entry of D(t), and hence

CovX (1) C

— , where C=X(0)TVTBI BiVX(0).
[CoX ] el OV B BivX(0)

The limit above is a random d by d matrix of rank one (since B; has rank one), as long as C' # 0. It remains to
check that C' # 0 almost surely. Indeed, C could only be zero if B1V X (0) = 0, but we assumed that the initial

opinions are almost surely not all equal, which implies that VX (0) # 0; then since B; is uniformly distributed

SNfZ

on the unit sphere , up to it sign ambiguity, the probability that B lies in the left kernel of VX (0) is zero.

We defer the proof of equation to the next section; see Lemma, |10| below. O

2.5 Some properties of the Lyapunov exponents \;(«, 3, N)

In the next statement, we use the exponential integral defined for x > 0 as

o0 ,—TU T U
Ei(z) = / € du= / C du- ~v — log(x).
1 u 0 u

Proposition 3. Suppose that N is odd and 8 > 0. Let m = (N — 1)/2. Then

Mi(a,8,N) = log + 3 (Eu RSN e {e - (m‘l)D (30)

1
=1

Np2 _  Np?
20 T 2a(1-p)%"

where z =
First, we will prove an auxiliary fact. Recall the definition of the function ¢y, in equation ({2)).

Lemma 8. For all m > 0 we have

_ B 0 (_x)k B . 1 (1 o efxs)(l o S)mfl )
) = v(m) =3 ey = wim)+ | ds.

...(m+k—-1) s
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Proof. Differentiating the expression in (2], and using the fact that ¥(y + 1) — ¥ (y) = 1/y, we get

() =~ (m) — Zw+ )5 -

(7 —1)!
i
= o) o+ D]+ YT k4 1) = b ) (31)
| 1 = x? _ > xJ B 1
= i | jzz:oﬂ(erJ) (m+s>
where £ ~ Poi(z). Note also that
, O jt+m—1
(xmex(b;n(ﬂf)) _ ' 0$ ; — gl
=

so that ¢,,(z) satisfies the second-order linear differential equation

@l + (x+m)d, =1;  m(0) =v(m);  ¢,(0) =

The expression for ¢/ (x) can be simplified further:

¢m($)—m Z]_1 < j+m>]m [Zj! Z::(J—l)(J—i'm)

L =1 j=0 j=1
e | . = 7 1z,
= e xjgoj!(j‘i‘m‘f'l) = m¢m+1(x)'
Iterating this formula ¢ times, we obtain that
, 1 T x? zt ,
_ et :
om(®) = T D T mm DT D) mm 1) mr =1 ™)
Noting that 0 < ¢/, (z) <1 for all m and letting ¢ — oo we obtain
/ - (*x)j
= ) 32
Pm(2) jzom(m—f—l)...(m—l-j) (32)
Recalling that ¢,,(0) = 1(m), we obtain
B e (—x)it!

Pm(@) =v(m) JZ(:) G+ 1) -mm+1)...(m+7)
To get the second expression for ¢,,(x), note that

1—e % x?s 1352 > (—x)kskt

L T D DE

k=1
and thus
Lad—e)(1 —s)m ! LIS (—x)ksht m—1 — (=) m—1
/0 . ds——/o — (1—-s5)""ds=— kF(k)/OS (1—-s5)"""ds
k= k=1

1
. (—z)F T(k)T(m > —x)k
:72( ).()()_ka( (—=)

ZakT(k) T(m+k)
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Proof of Proposition[3 In case of an integer m = (N — 1)/2, the expression obtained in can be further
simplified to

—

= DU (F2) | (=D R (2a)
) = "y [Z i ] (—a)m [ £l ]

Let ) .
o (i—1)! T (i —1)! -
A= (i 1). e’ B= (@ 1?' <m _ 1), C = log(x) + Eij(x).
o (o) = (o) !
Then
d , e® (m-1De® ee* (m-1)! 2 (—x)]
e s T A T ; i
d (m—1)! x2 (—x)m—2
A= 1- —.
dx (—z)™ [ ST + (m—=2)!]"
ic_l—e_“”_(m—l)'. _(—:L')m_l e’
de = (—x)m (m—11) x
d = (m—1)! o p .
hence %(A -B+(C) = Z T(—x)] = ¢,,(z) according to (32). Hence, ¢,(x) = A — B+ C + const.

Jj=m
Now we will show that this constant is, in fact, zero. Indeed,

lim ¢ = lim (log() + Ei1 (z)) = —7,
and
m—1 7 m—11—1 . m—1
_ (i— 1! (—x)F o) = (i —1)! (i —1)! .
LT g WL gty T
B m—1 1 (’L _ 1)| m—1 1 o B m—1 1 m—1 (Z . 1)' m—1 o
EP 3P Der D SE Rl DY D Dy iy D IR
m—1 m—1 m—1 m—1 m—1 m—1
B (j—1)! i—1 1 o) G—D!'/m-1 1 o) — 1 -
D= <]~_1> DM STOEDIE = ( ) #3 FOE =B+ Y 40w

m—1 1
z]0 . (3
=1
So, since ¢ (0) = ¢(m) = =y + 1+ 5+ - + i,
s (1—1)! m—1
dm(r) = A— B+ C =log(x) + Eiy(z) + ) [e‘x— < . ﬂ , z >0,
i=1
which together with Theorem [I] yields the statement of the claim. O



Remark 6. Let » = -5 From Proposition@ we obtain

20(1-p)*"
0, when N = 3,
1—e77
Ei; (=) 5, when N =5,
)\l(a)ﬁaN):logB"i_ 9 + (Z—1>(2—67Z) 1

5,2 2.2 when N =17,

2—2+2)3—eF) 2
(z Z+2 l( ¢ )— 3, when N =9.

z z

Lemma 9. As N — oo with o, 3 and p = o1 — B)? all fized,

(. B, N) = %log (p+ B2) +o(1). (33)

Proof. Set z = Ny/2, where y = % = a(lﬁjﬁ)z = O(1) and y > 0. Recalling that m = (N — 1)/2, from

Theorem [I] we have

N2 2
2)\1:¢Nz1< P )-i—logp

2p N
N_1 1 (1 —67%) (1—5)¥ds 2
21!)< 5 )+/0 5 +logﬁzlogp+o(1)+l
where 1 (1 - 6_¥) (1-— s)¥ds N -5 e
1:/ :/ (I—e2)(1—g) % dt
0 s 0 t

since ¢ (z) =logz + O(1/z) as x — oo, see [1, 6.3.21]. As In(1 —z) < —z for all € [0,1),

N-3 t t 3
log(1——)<—=(1-=).
e (1-5) <= (1-%)

Since In(1 —2) > —z —2? for 0 < x < %, when ¢ < N/2 we also have

N3\ (1 Lty N=3/ t £\ _t
g 8 N~ 2 N N2)T 2

L= [7 (1o ¥) Y
0

[\

Let

Then
N/2 =
L(1-3/N,N)>1> / (1 — e—%t) <1 — t) d > I.(1,N/2).
0
On the other hand, if I.(k, 00) = limp/_ye0 I+ (k, M), then 0 < I (k,00) — L.(k, M) < 2e7%M/2 and I (k, M) is

continuous in k, therefore
& yt ¢ dt
I:/ (1—6_7) e 2— +o(1)
0 t

as N — oo. The integral I can be computed by differentiating it with respect to y: if

f(y):/ooo (1_6—@’;)6—;?:/0“ ey it
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then

oy = [ ety — L _
)= [ eoia= —. g0 -0
So I = f(y)+o(1) =In(y + 1) + o(1), yielding (33). O

Remark 7. By differentiating I.(k,o0) with respect to k, bounding the derivative, and integrating again, one

can obtain an error bound of the form O(y/N) + O(e~N/2), where the implied constants do not depend on y.

Remark 8. For large N and fized 5, this expression for A1 equals zero when

1+8
a=ax(f) = 1—B+()
where oy = aer(B) is defined as the value of a which makes \1 equal to zero.
Lemma 10. As N — oo,
1 B2 12 1
o= — |1 - | L= — 4
)\1 )\2 2N< |:p+62:| >+O<N> (3)
(in particular, if § =0, we get A\ — A = 12?\(,1) .)
Proof. From Theorem [2] we have 2X\o = Elog ), where
N-2
VP >2 P 52
= | W+ =X + — X7, 35
Q= (s ygn) + X % (35)
where X1,..., Xny_9 are i.i.d. standard normal. It is easy to verify that
p &
szl—ﬁ- 2 € [0,1] (36)
(5‘1‘ 1/ 51) 52 + &5+ '+£]2\7—1)
where &1,...,&n_1 are i.i.d. standard normal, independent of Xi,..., Xy_o. Hence
2); — log(p + 8%) = Elog Q — log(p + 8%) = Elog (1 + 1) , (37)

where

BAWE — 1)+ 28Wa YR X + £ X7 + £ [£N5” X2 - N]

p+ 5
For the rest of the calculations, we assume that N is large. Define the events

/]’,:

= {1+ + & NI < NS}, A = {Jal < N, |g| < NV},
={IX3+- -+ &, ~ N <N°/%}, By ={|Xi| < NV},

and let & = Ag N A1 N By N B;. The Massart and Laurent bounds (Lemma 1 in [I7]) for the chi-squared
distribution x with k degrees of freedom state that

P(X—k>2\/@+2a:) <e T P(X—k<—2\/%) <e
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Hence, noting that the events in Ay and By deal with chi-squared random variables with N — 3 degrees of

freedom, and using the trivial bounds for standard normal random variables, we conclude (set z = N'/4) that
P(e7¢) < ¢q exp (—62N1/4) (38)

for some c1,c9 > 0.
On & we have [W3 — 1| < N=3/4(1 + 0(1)) and thus n = O(N~3/%). As a result,
n? 3
log(1+n) =n— 7 +em

where we can assume that 0 < ¢, < 1. Consequently,

2
We have
2 2
SEUMERLES 4 1o ]E[2 W\/ﬁXl}
R = | G oNe + N + oG 1+ BN | LN

B 1+0(1) o 2pto(l) _ p 2p+38° (1
N  p+p? N N p+p2 N

el ()

since X is symmetric even on <7, and E [(Zfi 12 X f - N > 1@@} and E [53 1 WC] are exponentially small. Further,

2
(p+ B E[?*1,] =E !<5Z(W22 1)+ 25W2@X1 + %Xf + %(Y - 3)> 1@/]

VN
2
= W +0+E [(52(%2 1)+ %X% + %(Y —3))214

_ 45 +—IE[Y21M] +o<1> _ 4% 2PN =) —|—0<1>

N N2 N N N2 N

_ p(2p+4p%) 1
()

where Y = EN 2X 2 _ (N — 3) is centred chi-squared random variable with N — 3 degrees of freedom, using

again the fact that X; is symmetric, and E [Y2 1{;7@] is exponentially small. Summarizing,

2p + 332 + 22 1 3p+ 532 1
E [log(1 +n)1y] = —% [(pp+ oz (’;+62)2} +o <N> __r (pp+7ﬁ2) ‘o <N>

On the other hand, bythe Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and we obtain

E log(@) Lore]| < /Elog?(QVE L] = /Elog?(Q) - vB(7)
< VEIg%(Q) - e % exp (a1 /2) (39)

where @ is defined by . Since

E [log*(Q) 1g>1] < E [log?(Q) 1>1] < E[Q%] = O(1);
N
p

E [log*(Q)1g<1] <E[Q '1g«] <E[Q7'] < —E

X22+---+X]2V_2] ~ p(N —5)
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Figure 5: a., as function of N for =0

equations and imply that E [log(1 + 7)1.<] = o(1/N) and thus

p 3p+53° 1
TNGp+p2? (N) ‘

Combining this with and subtracting , we get

p (p+ 262 1
nohm S o ()

E [log(1 +n)] =

In the particular case 8 = 0, the expectation in is straightforward to compute analytically, and evaluates
(see [5]) to

log % +¢ (%57)
: .

Trivially, A1 is an increasing function of o and the critical value of « is

et~ Yo (5 (250))

(see Figure . The other Lyapunov exponents are also known in the g = 0 case (see [20]). For k=1,...,N—1

)\1(0&,0,]\7) =

we have

2a N—k
5 .
For 5 > 0 we have the following bound.

Proposition 4. For 8 > 0, we have
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Proof. From Theorem 1} we see that A\; = 0 if and only if
N2 2p
Pz ( % ) gy =0
where p = a(1 — 82). Let per(8) = (1 — B)%aer(B) be the p for which the displayed equality above holds for a
given (. Since ¢y, () > ¢ (0) = 1p(m) by Lemma we get for 8 >0

2per(8) — on <N/32
N "2\ 2pa(B)

yielding pe;(8) < per(0). O

2Pcr(0)

log ——— > < —¢¥ (0) = log ~

Lemma 11. For N > 3 (i.e., m > 1) the function p.(B) is decreasing in (3.

Proof. Indeed, p.(B) satisfies
m(2) +log per(B) = const

where z = N32/(2pe(B)). Differentiating w.r.t. 3 we get

/

/ NB N52 / / / /
o) |22 - S+ =0 = lade) - 1) = N8O (o).

But ¢,,,(-) is an increasing function with ¢/, > 0, and by

oo

/ —z S 7 —z - Z —z
= E — < E —=1- 1 40
“Om(2) = z¢ Zjim+)) = S G+ kz_ i ¢ < (40)
since m > 1, yielding p/(8) < 0 for all 3 € [0,1). As a result

acr(ﬂ)(l - B)Q < acr(ﬂO)(l - 50)2
whenever 5 > 5y > 0 and N > 3. O

Remark 9. It seems from numerics that Lemma 1s true for N = 2 as well, but we do not have a proof of
this.

Lemma 12. If m > 1, then as x — oo

Om(z) =logx + mT_l +o <1> .

X

Proof. From the integral representation

1 — TS —s m—1
() = (m) = (=™ =)™y

S

= 1£s—m— 1 —e "ds lﬂ - m —1)s|ds
_/0 ——ds — 1)/01 d+/0 —[(1—9) L+ (m—1)s]d
(m = 1)(1— )

+1

=~ +logz +Eij(z) — (m—1) +
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where

= [ (M ) [ e s

k
:Z< g ( 1>+R=(m—1)—¢(m)—7+R

(from the Newton series for the digamma function) where
1 —zs
Riw [ S g = -1 (- D
0 S

Note that sup,co1719(s)| < m —1 and by Peano’s formula
-3 32
g(s) = (m = 1)(m = 2)(1 = 0(s))" ;.
for some 0 < 0(s) < s. Hence for 0 < s < 1/2 we have |g(s)| < Cy,s? for some C,, > 0. Consequently,
1/2 1 o0 1
|IR| < Cm/ s2e 5 ds 4 2(m — 1)/ e ds < C’m/ se P ds + (m—1)e /% = — + o(z7?)
0 1/2 0 €T
yielding
) m—1 . m—1 1 m—1
Om(x) —logz =¢(m) +~v+ Eij(x) — (m—1) + — + 1 =Ei(z)+ — +0 (w2> = +o(1/x)
O

Proposition 5. For N > 4 fized, we have

2N 1
aCT’(/B) ~ m . ﬂ as /B /( 1
Proof. Make z depend on [ by substituting o = a(f) into z = % From the equality

M (aer(8), 6, N) =Tog 5+ 3 [65-1(2) ~log ] =0

we find that log 3 is equal to a function of z. By the inequality , this function of z is decreasing in z. Using

Lemma [I2 we obtain
-1
0=2log 8+ m7(1 +o(1))

so that we must have z — oo as 5 " 1. Hence

(N —3)/2

—1
O:2logﬂ+m7(1+o(1))):2logﬁ+ 1+ 0(1)
20507‘(6)(175)2

so that log 51

2N og B~ 2N 1

r ~ : ~ : 1
)~ N3 G N3 15 *°7

when N > 4, as required. O
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3 Analysis of Model B

Recall that model B is defined by the It6 form matrix stochastic differential equation @:
dZ(t) = —yZ(t)dt + dB(t)T(t)

where

Z(t) = <1N — ]irlN,N) Z(t)

CovZ(t) = —2Z(t)T Z(t),

and T'(t) is the unique non-negative definite symmetric square root of CovZ(t).
Lemma 13. The stochastic differential equation @ has a unique strong solution.

Proof. We claim that the coefficients —vZ(t) = —y (Z(t) — 15,117 (t)) and T'(t) are globally Lipschitz functions
of the state Z(t). The existence and uniqueness of a strong solution follows from this claim by a well-known
theorem of It (see for example [12, Thm IV.3.1] or [13, Thms 5.2.5 and 5.2.9]). Since all norms on a given
finite-dimensional space of matrices are equivalent, it does not matter which norm we use to check the global
Lipschitz condition. It is easiest to use the Frobenius norm. The Frobenius norm || Al|2 of an m by n (real or
complex) matrix A is simply the square root of the sum of the squares of the absolute values of its entries.
The absolute value of a rectangular real or complex matrix A is the unique non-negative definite Hermitian
square root of A*A, where A* denotes the Hermitian conjugate of A. Note that T'(t) = % }7(75)! We apply
the Araki-Yamagami inequality (originally proven in [2, Thm 1] for operators on a Hilbert space, but see [3|
Thm VIL5.7, eqn VIL.39] for a version that applies to arbitrary rectangular real or complex matrices). This
says that the map that sends any matrix A to its absolute value |A| is Lipschitz with constant v/2 with respect
to the Frobenius norm:
I1A] = Bl [l2 < V2||A - Bllz. (41)

This shows that the map Z(t) ~ T(t) is a (v/2/N)-Lipschitz map from the space of N by d real matrices
to the space of d by d real matrices, with respect to their Frobenius norms. Since the map Z(t) — Z(t)

is an orthogonal projection with respect to the Frobenius norm, it is 1-Lipschitz, and hence the composition
Z(t) + T(t) is (v/2/N)-Lipschitz. O

From the uniqueness statement, we may deduce the following corollary:

Corollary 3. The process Z(-) is affinely invariant: if M is any d by d real matriz and v € R? is any row
vector, then (Z(t)M + 1n10)¢>0 is the unique strong solution of the SDE (6)) started from the initial condition
Z(0)M + 1n v, (with the same driving Brownian motions).

Note that Z(-) satisfies an autonomous SDE, namely

dZ(t) = (IN - %1 N, N) dZ(t) = —vZ(t)dt + dB(t) T(t),

where B(t) = (In — +1n,5) B(t). We also remark that the infinitesimal covariation of the process Z(-) satisfies
(in matrix form) dZ(t)TdZ(t) = CovZ(t) dt.
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3.1 Proof of Theorem /4]

Norris, Rogers, and Williams [21] discuss the right-invariant Brownian motion G on GL(n, R), satisfying G(0) =
I, and

0G = (0B)G
where d denotes the Stratonovich differential, which is convenient here for the simple form of its chain rule,
and B is a standard n?-dimensional Brownian motion, thought of as an n by n matrix of independent standard

Brownian motions. The Ito form of this matrix SDE is
1 1
dH:dBG+§dBdG:dBG+§Gdt.

The right-invariance implies that for each u > 0, the process (G(t + u)G(u)~! : t > 0) is identical in law
to G and is independent of the process (G(r) : r < w). Therefore, conditional on G(u) = K, the process
(G(t+wu) : t > 0) is identical in law to (G(¢)K : t > 0), which is a right-invariant Brownian motion started
at K. The process G(-) almost surely exists for all time. The authors of [2I] note that (G_l)T is identical in
law to G, and that if v(0) € R™ is any fixed vector then the process defined by v(t) := G(t)v(0) satisfies the
autonomous Stratonovich form SDE

ov(t) = (OB)v(t) .
They define X (t) = G(¢t)G(t)T and Y (t) = G(t)TG(t), and study the properties of the two processes X and Y
in the space of positive-definite symmetric matrices. In particular, they show that each of X(-) and Y(-)
is a Markov process in its own generated filtration. Moreover, the law of Y is invariant under similarity
transformation Y + KTY K, for an arbitrary fixed element K € O(n). (In [21] this is stated for K € GL(n),
but in fact orthogonality of K is required to make the similarity transformation preserve the initial condition

G(0) = 1.)

Lemma 14. Let W be an N — 1 by N — 1 matriz of independent standard Brownian motions and let R be a
continuous semimartingale adapted to the same filtration as W, such that the columns of R are almost surely
orthogonal. Let S be the solution of the matriz Ito equation dS = dW R with initial value S(0) = On_1 4. Then

S is an N — 1 by d matriz of independent Brownian motions, also adapted to the same filtration as W.

Proof. S is a continuous matrix martingale, so by Lévy’s characterization of multidimensional Brownian motion

it suffices to check the covariation:
d d

dS;jdSke =Y > dWiaRajdWipRpp = dt Yy SipdapRaj Ree = Six ¢ dt.
a=1 b=1 a,b

With this background in hand, we are in a position to prove Theorem [

Proof of Theorem[]. Let the processes W, H,Z,Z, F and T be as constructed in the statement of Theorem
We begin by showing that the process V' Z, which takes its values in the space of N — 1 by d matrices, and is
equal to V Z, satisfies the following Stratonovich form SDE:

AV Z)(t) = -V Z(1)Dt + \/1N0W(t)VZ(t) , (42)
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where W is an N — 1 by N — 1 matrix of independent standard Brownian motions. This follows on applying

the Leibniz rule to the defining equation for Z, which we recall:
Z(t) = e "WVTG(t/NWZ(0).

The final term in arises from setting
Wt - \/Nwt/]\[

where W is the driving matrix of Brownian motions in (7)), which we use in the form G(t/N) = W, /NG(t/N).
We now convert into It6 form:

AV Z)(E) = —'VZ(t)dt + \/INdW(t)VZ(t) + 2\}NdW(t)d(VZ)(t) . (43)

We may compute the covariation term dW (t)d(V Z)(t) by computing the infinitesimal covariation of dW with
both sides of , obtaining
1

1
IN_1dtVZ(t) = —=V Z(t)dt.
e I (t) (t)

L aww aw vz = i

VN
Substituting this back into we obtain

AW () d(VZ)(t) =

AV Z)(t) = — (y - 2}) VZ(t)dt + \/%dW(t)VZ(t) — AV Z()dt + \/1NdW(t)VZ(t) L ()

We see that the passage from Stratonovich to It6 form merely requires a modification of the coefficient of the
drift of VZ towards 0.
Since VVT = Iy_1 and VIV Z(t) = (In — +1n.n) Z = Z(t), we have

NCovZ(t)=ZW) Z(t) = z)'VIVVIVZ(t) = z0) I VIV Z(t) = (VZ@) TV Z(¢).
Recall that Z was constructed as
Z(t) = e "WVTG(t/N)WVZ(0),
so we have
VZ(t)=VZ(t) = e"'VVTG(t/N)V Z(0) = 'G(t/N)V Z(0),
and hence

NCovZ(t) = (VZ)'VZ(t) = e 2" Z2(0)"VTG(t/N) G(t/N)V Z(0) . (45)

Since G(t/N) € GL(n,R) for all ¢, we find that G(t/N)VZ(0) has the same rank as VZ(0), namely d, and
hence Cov?(t) is strictly positive definite, and so T(t) is non-singular. Since the positive definite square-root
map is analytic on the space of positive definite symmetric matrices, T'(¢) is a continuous semimartingale, and
so is T(t)~!. Define

R(t)=VZ@H)T(t)™,

and observe that since T'(t) is a symmetric matrix, we have
RW)TR(t) = NT()~ (VZ)'VZOTX)™ =TH) ' Tt)°’T()™" = La,
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which is to say that R(¢) is an N — 1 by d matrix with orthogonal columns. Moreover, R is a continuous
semimartingale adapted to the same filtration as W. Now we apply Lemma[I4] to obtain an N —1 by d matrix S

of independent Brownian motions such that
dS(t) = dW(t)R(t) = dW (t)VZ()T(t)" !,

and hence
dS(t)T(t) =dW () VZ(t).

This means we may rewrite (44)) as

A(VZ)(t) = —~AVZ(t)dt + \/%dS(t)T(t) . (46)

Multiplying on the left by V7 and using VZ = VZ we obtain

dZ(t) = —7Z(t)dt + \/%d(VTS)(t)T(t) . (47)

Now define

B(t) = VTS(t) + \/1N1N,1F(t) . (48)

Since the columns of VT are orthonormal and orthogonal to the unit column vector ﬁl N,1, We see by a
calculation similar to the proof of Lemma [14] that B is an N by d matrix of independent standard Brownian
motions.

Recall that Z is constructed from Z(0) and the process Z by solving

AZ(t) = dZ(t) + \/%1N,1dF(t)T(t) . (49)

Combining , , and , we obtain equation @ To check that we have a strong solution, note that
F and S may be recovered from B, so it is apparent from and that Z(t) is a measurable function of
(Bs)o<s<t- This completes the proof of Theorem O

Proof of Corollary[]. When ~ > % — %, we have 27 > % Now, % is the leading Lyapunov exponent of
the process Y (t/N) = G(t/N)TG(t/N) (see [21]). Hence by equation we have Z(t)T'Z(t) — 0 a.s., which
implies that Z(t) — 0 a.s., and in fact T(t) decays exponentially, which implies that Z(t) — Z(t) a.s. converges
as t — oo.

On the other hand, suppose that v < %— % Then a.s. the leading eigenvalue of Cov? (t) grows exponentially
as t — 00, so Z(t) and Z(t) must both be unbounded as t — oo. O

We conclude this section with a few remarks about the process CovZ. Almost surely the rank of CovZ(t) is
equal for all ¢ to the rank of CovZ(0), and the minimal affine space containing {Z(t),..., Zx(t)} is R? for all
t. This follows from the fact that G(¢) stays in GL(N — 1,R) for all time, almost surely.

Finally, we will prove Proposition [2, which states that CovZ(t) is a Markov process in its own filtration.
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Proof of Proposition[3 We use to compute

1
and ) N1
T _ T _ —
dW ()Tdv Z(t) = —\/NdW(t) dW )V Z(t) = i VZ(t)dt,
hence
1 N -1
d(VZ2) ) d(VZ)(t) = \/—N(d(VZ)(t))TdW(t)VZ(t) = T(VZ(t))TVZ(t) = (N —1)Cov?(t).

Taking the It6 differential of both sides of the equation NCov?(t) = VZ(t)TV Z(t), we find

NdCovZ(t) = d(VZA)'VZ(Et)+(VZ)TdVZ(t) +aVZ(t)h dVZ(t)

= (N = 1= 29N)CovE () + ——(VZ(8)T (W ()T + dW (£)V Z(¢)
VN
We now use the (canonical) decomposition V' Z(t) = R(t)T(t), and another application of Lemma [14] to express
this as
NdCov?(t) = (N — 1 — 2yN)Cov?(t) + VlﬁT(t)(dS(t)TR(t) + R(t)TdS(t))T(¢),

where S(t) is some N — 1 by d matrix of independent Brownian motions adapted to the same filtration as W.
Another calculation similar to the proof of Lemma shows that because R(t) has orthogonal columns, we
may replace dS(t)T R(t) by a d by d matrix U of independent standard Brownian motions adapted to the same
filtration as W. We obtain

NdCovZ(#) = (N — 1 — 2yN)CovZ(#) + \/%T(t)(dU(t)T +AU)T (),

Since T'(t) is a function of CovZ(t), this implies that (Covz(t))t>0
filtration. This result is similar to the result in [21] that the process Y (t) = G(t)TG(t) is a Markov process

is a Markov process in its own generated

in its own filtration. However, we were not able to deduce Proposition [2] directly from the Markovian nature
of Y. O

Remark 10. With extra work we believe that it should be possible to show that the mapping from Z to Cov? is a
strong lumping, which is to say that for any time s > 0, conditional on COVZ(s), the future process (COVZ(t))t>S

and Z(s) are independent.
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