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TRANSIENT RANDOM WALKS ON THE SPACE OF LATTICES

AXEL PENEAU AND CAGRI SERT

ABSTRACT. Given d > 2, we construct a Zariski-dense random walk on the space
of lattices SLq(R)/SL4(Z) that exhibits escape of mass. This negates the suggestion
of recurrence made by Benoist [Benl4] (ICM 2014) and by Bénard-de Saxcé [BS22]
(also asked in [BQI2]). For any p € (0,1), we also construct such a random walk
with finite LP-moment which shows that the moment assumption in [BS22] is sharp.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let G be a Lie group and A < G a lattice, i.e. a discrete subgroup of G with
finite covolume. A probability measure p on G defines a Markov chain on the state
space X = G/A: for x € X, the transition probability is given by p * 0, which is
the push-forward of p under the map g — gz. Similarly, the n'*-step distribution
of this Markov chain starting from z € X is pu*” % d,, where p*" denotes the n-fold
convolution of y. We will sometimes refer to this Markov chain as a random walk on
X. When G < GLg4(R) is a linear Lie group, we will say that a probability measure
v (equivalently the induced random walk on X) is Zariski-dense if the semi-group I',,
generated by the support of p is Zariski-dense in G. The random walk on X induced
by a probability measure p on G is said to be recurrent in law on X if for every € > 0
and = € X there exists a compact M < X and ng € N such that p*" «0,(M) >1—¢
for every n = ny.

It was suggested in [Benl4]| and in [BS22, §7| that when A is non-uniform, any
Zariski-dense random walk is recurrent in law on X (also asked in [BQI12, Question
2]). The following result says in particular that this is not the case:

Theorem 1.1 (Full escape). Given d > 2, there exist a Zariski-dense probability
measure p on SLg(R) and x € X = SLgq(R)/SLy(Z) such that p®N-a.s. yo - Yp_1-T —
0 and Yp—1-- Yo« — o0 in X asn — o0. In particular, for every compact subset M
of X, we have pu*™ % 0,(M) — 0 and hence the p-random walk on X is not recurrent
n law.

The homogeneous space SL4(R)/SL4(Z) is also known as the space of lattices in
R?. Indeed, the map g — g-Z? yields a natural identification between SLg(R)/SLg(Z)
and the set of lattices in R? with unit covolume. With the quotient topology, this
space is non-compact (equivalently, the lattice SLg(Z) is non-uniform). The escape
to infinity is captured by Mahler’s compactness criterion which says that a sequence
xp, € SLg(R)/SL4(Z) escapes to infinity as n — oo if and only if the sizes of smallest
non-zero vectors in the associated sequence of lattices tend to O.

Random walks on homogeneous spaces G/A in this generality were first studied by
Eskin-Margulis [EMO04]. Their result shows in the setting of the theorem above that
if ;1 has a finite exponential moment, then the random walk is recurrent on X (even
uniform in the sense that the compact M can be chosen independently of x € X'). Here
finite exponential moment means that there exists a > 0 such that [ [g[|*du(g) < o,
where ||.| is any choice of operator norm on End(R%). In their work, Eskin-Margulis
employed Foster-Lyapunov recurrence technique tracing back in this context to the
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work of Eskin—-Margulis-Mozes [EMMO98]. This technique was recently improved in
this context in the aforementioned work [BS22| of Bénard—de Saxcé who managed to
prove the recurrence in law of the random walk on X under finite L'-moment condition
on p, i.e. [log |g|du(g) < co.

Our next result says that, for p € (0,0], among the LP-moment assumptions (i.e.
[(log |lg])Pdu(g) < o), the L-assumption of [BS22] is sharp for recurrence in law:

Theorem 1.2 (Escape of mass under LP-moment, p € (0,1)). Given d = 2 and

€ (0,1), there exists a Zariski-dense probability measure p on SLg(R) with finite
LP-moment such that the associated random walk on SL4(R)/SLy4(Z) is not recurrent
mn law on X.

As opposed to Theorem [[L1], in Theorem we do not prove that there is a full
escape of mass starting from some x € X (i.e. u*" # 0,(M) — 0 as n — oo for every
compact M). We do not know whether there are examples with finite LP-moment
assumption exhibiting full escape of mass.

There are two special aspects of the constructions in Theorems [T and On the
one hand the probability measure p driving the random walk is a discrete measure
on SL4(R) supported on commensurator SLy(Q) of the lattice SLy(Z). This arith-
metic aspect plays a seemingly important role in the proofs. On the other hand,
and relatedly, the arguments used to prove the above results allow us to guarantee
the escape of mass of the random walk starting only from countably many points in
SL4(R)/SL4(Z). Although this is enough to negate the recurrence in law (suggested in
[Benl4l [BS22|), one may argue that these points have “obvious reasons to escape” in
the sense of [Wei04), §1. B] or [Dan85], and the existence of such examples relies on an
arithmetic feature. For this reason one is led to ask whether “non-obvious divergent
trajectories” exist.

The following two results address both of these aspects demonstrating that they
are not essential for the non-recurrence, or in other words, non-obvious divergent
trajectories exist. Moreover, their proofs indicate that constructions of non-recurrent
random walks do not rely on an arithmetic feature but instead exhibits a certain
flexibility with a Diophantine flavor.

Theorem 1.3 (Large support non-recurrent random walks). Let 0 <p < 1 andd = 2
There exist a constant € > 0 and a symmetric probability distribution p with finite LP-
moment, having no atoms and with support equal to SLy(R) such that for all compact
K < SL4(R)/SL4(Z), we have

(1.1) hmlnf— Z p (K -SLy(Z)) < 1—e.

n—+0 N

In both above and below results, the symmetry (i.e. invariance under push-forward
by the map v — 1) is an additional feature. With an easy modification, one can
construct non-symmetric probability measures with the same properties.

Theorem 1.4 (Uncountably many divergent points). Let d > 2. There exists an un-
countable, dense and measurable subset S < X and a symmetric probability distribution
p on SLg(R) which has no atoms, has full support and such that given (v,) ~ pu®
we have:

P(VmES,Wl---vnox — oo) =1.

n—ao
Note that by Chacon—Ornstein Theorem, the set of points x € X for which the

Cesaro averages %ZZ:I w** % 6, exhibit escape of mass has zero measure for the Haar
measure on X. Due to the specific nature of our constructions, it is possible that
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in our examples the Hausdorff dimension of divergent points can be analysed using
techniques in the study of divergent trajectories under diagonalizable flows (to mention
a few [Dan85, [Chelll, [KKLM17, [LSST20]). However, in general we believe that the set
of divergent starting points reflects a subtle Diophantine property of the heavy-tails
of the probability measure p. Indeed, we believe that the recurrence suggestion by
Benoist [Benl4] may be true when amended with a subtle Diophantine condition.

Finally, in a different direction, when g is not supposed to be Zariski-dense but
instead supported on a unipotent subgroup, examples of divergent random walks were
found by Breuillard [Bre05] even with compact support (which is impossible under
Zariski-density assumption by Eskin—-Margulis [EM04]). The example of p in [Bre(5|
is necessarily non-symmetric. As mentioned above, this aspect is not relevant for us:
we have both symmetric and non-symmetric examples for all studied phenomena.

2. PRELIMINARIES ON RATIONAL LATTICES

The goal of this brief section is to collect some basic facts about the SLy(Q)-orbit
of Z% in the space of lattices and record the key Lemma

In what follows, we endow R with the Euclidean norm and SL4(R) with the induced

operator norm |g| := max,cga\ (o) H‘ﬁc—m””. For i = 1,...,d, we denote by e; the it

standard basis vector in RZ.

Definition 2.1 (Systole of a lattice). Let A = R? be a lattice. We call the quantity
min{|v| : v e A\{0}} the systole of A and denote it by 5(A).

The following elementary linear algebraic fact will be used to show that once the
systole is made very small it cannot be enlarged by a relatively medium sized matrix.

Lemma 2.2. Let g € SLg(R) and let A = R be a lattice. Then |lg~t|716(A) <
(g - A) < [glo(A).
Proof. Let x € A\{0} be such that ||z|| = §(A). Then gz € g-A\{0} so §(g-A) < |gz| <
lg|6(A). By the same reasoning applied to the matrix g~! and the lattice g - A, we
get that 6(A) < g~ [d(g - A). O
Definition 2.3 (Rational height of a matrix). Let g € SLy(Q). Let q(g) be the smallest
common denominator of the entries of g. For simplicity, we will also use the notation
q'(g) ==alg™).
Lemma 2.4. Let g € SLy(Q) and x € Z%. Then ¢'(g9)x € g-Z%. In particular, g - 7.2
contains re; with 0 # |r| < ¢'(g) for anyi=1,...,d.
Proof. Indeed, ¢/(g)x € g - Z% if and only if g7'¢/(g)x € Z?. But since g~'¢'(g) €
Matgy(Z), the claim follows. O
Definition 2.5 (Height of a rational matrix). Let g € SLy(Q). We define the height
of g as:
H(g) :=logmax {|g, lg~" [, a(9).¢'(9)} -

We remark in passing that ||g71| < [g|¢~! and ¢’(9) < q(g)?! and in particular
H(g) < (d —1)logmax{|g|,q(g9)}. Moreover, H is subbadditive, i.e. for every g, h €
SL4(Q), H(gh) < H(g) + H(h) and satisfies H(g) = H(g™').

We now prove the lemma that will allow us to construct transient random walks.

Lemma 2.6. Let 0 < k < n be integers. Let (o, - ,¥n—1) € SLq(Q)™ and let

d—1

g:i="0""Vn—1. Assume that vy is a diagonal matriz diag(2=",2™,1,...,1) for some
integer m = 0. Then:
(2.1) —logd(g - Z%) = H(w) — Y H(v).

i#k
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Proof. We prove that:

k—1 n—1
(2.2) Sg-zh <2 [Tl ] ¢ ()

i=0 i=k+1
from which (ZJ)) follows directly. First we have ¢/(Ygs1- VYn-1) < ]_[?:_klﬂ q (i)
so by Lemma 2.4 there is a vector z in the segment [O,l_[?:_l{u,lJr1 ¢ (vi)e1] that is in
Yes1 - Yn - Z4. Therefore, there is a vector in the segment [0,27™ H?;klﬂ q (vi)e1]
that is in the lattice v - - - v, - Z¢. Hence,

n—1
S -2 <27 ] d(n)-
i=k+1
We then conclude using Lemma O

3. CONSTRUCTION OF THE RATIONAL COUNTEREXAMPLES

3.1. Laws with heavy records. In this part, after defining the notion of a proba-
bility measure with heavy records, we show the existence of such measures (Lemma
B3) and a stability property (Lemma [B.2). We then prove Theorem [l from the
introduction.

Definition 3.1 (Heavy records). Letn be a non-trivial probability distribution on Rxg.
Let () nen ~ n®N. We say that n has heavy records if we have almost surely:

n .
max; , T;

1
- .
Zi:1 T; n—o+o

Lemma 3.2 (Stability under small perturbation). Let X and Y be real random vari-
ables defined on the same probability space. Assume thatY is in L' and that both X
and X+Y are non-negative. Then Law(X) has heavy records if and only if Law (X +Y)
has.

Proof. Note that X and X +Y play symmetric roles so we only need to show one impli-
cation. Assume that the law of X has heavy records. Let (2, Yn)nen ~ Law (X, Y)®N.
Observe first that if a random variable Z belongs to L' and (2, )nen ~ Law(Z)®N ) then
by the law of large numbers max} ; z; = o(n). It follows that if for a random vari-
able Z, Law(Z) has heavy records, then E[Z] = +co0. In particular, E[X] = +o0,
Moreover, since Y is in L' and Law(X) has heavy records, Law(X + Y) is non-
trivial. Now, the fact that E[X] = +oo together with the law of large numbers imply
that n = o(X | x;) and hence Y, y; = o(3I_, x;) a.s. Moreover, since Y € L1,
max]"; y; = o(n) and by the heavy records property n = o(max}_; z;) a.s. The result
follows. O

Two direct consequence of Lemma is that if a random variable X has a law with
heavy records, then E(X) = 400 and the law of the integer part | X| also has.
We now construct a law with heavy records.

Lemma 3.3. Let n be the push-forward of the uniform probability distribution on [0,1]
by the map t — exp(t~2). Then n has heavy records.

Proof. Let (tp)n>1 be a sequence of independent uniformly distributed random vari-
ables with values in [0,1]. For all n € N and for all 1 < k < n, let u, be the k-th
smallest value of {t1,...,¢,}. We want to show that almost surely, we have:
max; exp(t;2) exp(uii)
= —
Siiexp(ti?)  Xpog expluy ) noe

(3.1)
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For that, by Borel-Cantelli Lemma, it is enough to show that:
(3.2) Ve > 0, Z (aexp uy, 2) < nexp(l/uii)) < +o0.

Let ¢ > 0 and n € N be fixed. We have 6exp(uii) < nexp(u2 ) if and only if

uii — uii < log(n/e). First note that if u;, < n=3/% and Uy = Uiy + 1 —9/4 then

for all n > 2, we have:

1
-2 -2 6/4 (1 _ 1/4
Uy — Uy 21N (1 (1+n5/4)2>>n .
Indeed 1 — a H:) = 1?3;};12 > x for all x < % Moreover, there is an integer k.

such that for all n > k., we have n'/* > log(n/e). Therefore, we only need to show
that > P (u1 n = _3/4) < +o0 and > P (u27n <upg + n_9/4) < +00. The first one is
straightforward: for all n > 1, we have

p <u1,n > n—3/4> —P <Vj <n, t; > n—3/4) _ <1 _ n—3/4>" < exp(—n'/4).

It therefore remains to show that > P (uzm < Uy, + n*9/4) < 400. Note that for all
i # j, the conditional distribution of ¢; relatively to ¢; knowing that ¢; < ¢; is uniform
in [t;,1]. Therefore, for all n € N, the distribution of ug,, relatively to u;, is the
minimum of (n — 1) random variables that are independent and uniformly distributed
in [uyp,1]. Therefore we have:

—9/4
P(uzn<u1n+n_9/4‘u1n> < (TL*l) <n7> .
’ ) ) 1_u17n

1 1
ul,n<§ + P ul,n>§

This concludes the proof. ]

Now we differentiate the cases u;, < % and uy, = %:

P <UQ,n < Uyt ’I’L_9/4) <P <UQ,n < Uy + ’I’L_g/4

<ot 4o,

Proof of Theorem[I 1l Let x be a finitely supported probability measure on SLg;(Q)
such that 'y is Zariski-dense in SLg(R). Let n be the push-forward of the uniform
probability distribution on [0, 1] by the map ¢ — |exp(¢~2)]. Then 1 has heavy records
by Lemma and Lemma [3.3l Let v be the push-forward of n by the map:

(3.3) n —> diag(2",27",1,...,1).

Let u = (k +v)/2. Then H,v = n has heavy records and H,k is bounded, where H
is the height function (Definition 25]). Therefore, H,p has heavy records by Lemma
0.2l

Now let (y,) ~ p®N. For all n € N, write m, = maxo<p<, H(yx) an s, =
Zz;é H(v). Then —logd(Yo- - Yn_1 - Z%) = 2m, — s, by Lemma As a con-
sequence 6(o - - - Y1 Z%) — 0 almost surely. With the same argument, we also show
that §(y,_1--- 70 - Z%) — 0 almost surely. O

3.2. Laws with escape of mass and finite polynomial moment. Here, we intro-
duce the notion of a probability measure with escape of mass, a weakening of heavy
records property. We prove the existence of such measures (Lemma [3.5]) and after
recording a stability property (Lemma [3.7)), we prove Theorem
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Definition 3.4. Let n be a probability distribution on Rsg. Let (2)neny ~ 1N, We
say that 1 has escape of mass if:

n—+00 I<isn

n
de >0, VM € R, limsupP (2 max T; —in >M> = €.
i=1

Note that a probability measure with heavy records has escape of mass and one
with finite L'-moment has no escape of mass by the law of large numbers.

In the next lemma, for every p’ € (0,1), we construct a law with finite L¥ -moment
and escape of mass.

Lemma 3.5. Let p > 1 and let n be the push-forward of the uniform probability
distribution on [0,1] by the map t — t~P. Then n has escape of mass. More precisely,
there exists a constant €, > 0 such that given (t,)n>1 independent and uniformly
distributed in [0, 1], we have:

1<i<n

n
(3.4) Vn=>1,P (2 max t, ’ — Z t.r = (2n)p> > ).
i=1

Proof. Let (tp)n>1 be independent and uniformly distributed random variables on
[0,1]. For all 1 <k < n, let uy,, be the k-th smallest element of {ti,...,t,}. We want
to exhibit a constant €, > 0 such that (3.4) holds. First note that for all n € N, we
have:

n n

-p _ -p _ ,—DP _ —p

2 max 17— 36 =ugf = >k,
= i=1 k=2

The strategy of proof goes as follows. First we show that there exists a universal
constant a > 0 such that:

k
(3.5) Vn =1, P(V2<k<n7 uk,n>2_>>a
n

Then we show that there is a constant €, such that:

1

k 1 (& K
(36) Vn=1, P[V2<k<n, o < Uk, and ug, < o (Z E—P> >,
/=1

Note that if uy, < % for all 2 < k < n, then >} ,u,? < (2n)P Y7, k~P. Note also

n
_1

that if u1, < 5= (37_; k7P) 7, then uyy = (2n)P ro k7P + (2n)P. Therefore (3.06)

implies (34). First we prove ([B.5). Note that for all & < n, we have:

k k
p<ukn<_>:p<#{1<i<n ti\—}>k>
’ 2n 2n

<P <ﬁ exp(]ltigﬁ/w) > exp(k:/lO))

i=1

A

< exp(—k/10)E <exp <1t1<%/10>)n

< exp(—k/10) (1 + %(exp(l/lo) - 1)>n

exp(1/10) — 1

< exp (—k/10) exp ( 5

) < exp(—k/30),
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where we used the i.i.d. property of ¢;’s in the second inequality and (1 + «)" < e®"
in the second to last inequality. Note moreover that for all k < n, one has:

k j k
(3.7) P <ukn > — ‘\72 <j <k, ujp,=> iﬂ) >P (ukn > —n> > 1 — exp(—k/30).

2n

Then by induction, we show that:

(3.8) P (V? <j<n, uj,

WV
S
~
Il

=
=
N
<
bl
3
\
DO
<C
)
N
<o
A\
“W
QQ
3
\
|
~_

Therefore, we have ([3.5)) for a = [[;_,(1 — exp(—k/30)) > 0.
1

Write aj, := (220:1 k*p)fi Note that the conditional distribution of u; , relatively
to (ugn)k>2 is simply the uniform probability distribution in [0, us ], therefore :

1.

ap

a .
(3.9) P (Ul,n < ﬁ ’ (uk,n);@g) = min{1, Dnusn
Note also that for all K > 0 and for all n > K, one has:
(3.10)

P <uz,n > %) - <1 - %)n + G)% (1 - %)nl < (1 + %) exp(—K).

Let K be such that (1 + 2K)exp(—K) < «/2. Then for all n > 2K, one has
P (u27n > %) < 5 and for all n < 2K, one has PP (uzm > %) = 0. Therefore, for
all n € N, one has:

2K

P<u2n<—‘V2<j<n,u]~n>i>>
’ n ’ 2n

DO =

Then by (3.9), one has:

a . 7 a
P(”l,néﬁ’v2<]<nauj,n> >>—p-

2n) ~ 8K
As a consequence, we have (38) and therefore [34) for e, = $72. O

We remark in passing that for p > 1, the probability measure 7 considered in the
previous lemma has a finite L”-moment if and only if p’ < %, and a, (and hence ¢,)
converges to zero as p \, 1.

Remark 3.6. For a more intuitive understanding of lemma [3, note that when we
rescale, the family of random wariables (nuyp,...,nup,) converges for the weak-*
topology to a Poisson clock. Let (t;) be independent and uniformly distributed random
variables in [0,1] and let (yi)k=1 be ticking times of the Poisson clock of parameter 1
in Rsq. Then for all M € R, one has:

n +00
i TP _ P> = P> P
L, P (2 0 2 M) g (yl 2, )
i=1 k=2
Note that for p < 1, the sum Z;;)% yk_p s almost surely not defined.

Lemma 3.7. Let p > 1 and let n be the push-forward of the uniform probability
distribution on [0,1] by the map t — t™P. Let e, be as in Lemmal33 Let a € (0,1),
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M = 0, and K be a probability distribution on [0, M]. Let u = an + (1 — a)k and
(z,,) ~ u®N. Then we have:

1<i<n 2

n
(3.11) Vn)l,P(Q max xini>apnpnM> Za—ep.

Proof. Let B, = ad; + (1 — a)dy be the Bernoulli distribution of parameter «. Let
(an) ~ ™V let (b,) ~ &®N and let (i) ~ BEN be globally independent. Then
(inan + (1 = i)bp)n ~ u® so we write z,, := inay, + (1 —i,)by, for all n € N. Let
Sp =141 + -+ + 1, for all n € N. We claim that P(s,, > an/2) > «/2. Indeed
E(n — s,) = (1 — a)n so by Markov’s inequality, we have:

l-«a

">1—-a/2) < <1-—a/2.
o/ 1—a/2 o/

n—s

P(s, < an/2) = P (

For all k € N, we write j; := min{j > 1|s; = k} and y; = x;,. Then the random
integer jj, is almost surely well-defined and sj, _1 < sj, soij; = 1 for all £ and therefore
yr = aj, for all k. The data of (j )i is independent of the data of (a;); so (yx) ~ n®N
and the joint data of (yx)x is independent of the joint data of (sy),. By Lemma 3.5

we have:
sn> = Ep.
Therefore
an agp
Vn=1,P (%g}g@;nyk - Z Yr = (25,)F and s, > 7) >

Vn}l,]P’(? max yk—Zyk (2s8,)P

1<k<sn

which implies (.17)). O
We are now in a position to prove Theorem from the introduction.

Proof of Theorem [L.2. Let p € (0,1) and d > 2 be given. Let k be a probability
measure with finite support on SL;(Q) whose support generates a Zariski-dense sub-
semigroup in SLg(R). Let M := maxX equpp(x) H(g), where we recall that H(.) is the

height function from Definition Let p' € (1, %) and n be the push-forward of
the uniform probability distribution on [0,1] by the map ¢ — [t7'| and v be the
push-forward of 1 by the map:

n — diag(2",27",1,...,1).

Let u = (k + v)/2. Note that H,(u) is weakly LY? so it is L? and in particular p has
finite LP-moment. Let now £, > 0 be as in Lemma and (Yp)n ~ u®Y. Then by
Lemma [B.7], applied with n and H.x with o = 1/2, we have:

n
Ent
: > > — > 2
(3.12) Vn>1,P (2 1r£1{a<>%H Vi) Z; (n/2)" nM) 4
So by Lemma [2.6] we have:
. n = —lo 1 Y = (n " n Zz. ]
(3.13) vn =1, P(—logd(y - yn 2% = (n/2)" —nM ) > =

It now follows from Mahler’s compactness principle that the random walk induced by
p on SLi(R)/SL4(Z) is not recurrent in law.

4. DIOPHANTINE COUNTER-EXAMPLES WITH NO ATOMS

This final section is devoted to the proofs of Theorems [[.3] and [[.4
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4.1. Preliminaries. First let us quantify how small perturbations influence the sys-
tole.

Lemma 4.1. Let d be a positive integer. Let g, h € SLy(R). Then:
6((g +h)-2%) < (|hllg™"] +1) 6(g - 2.

Proof. Let x € Z% be such that 6(g-Z%) = ||gz|. Then |z| < |g~||gz| = [g~*|6(g-Z%)
so || < [hf|g"[(g - Z7). Therefore |[(g + h)z| < d(g - Z%) + [Al|g~"]o(g - 2%) O

Lemma 4.2. Let n,d > 2 be integers. Let y1,...,7, € SLq(R). Let 44,...,7), €

Maty(R) and let 7 = maxi<p<n W Then:

n n
[Tw-T]w
k=1 k=1

Proof. We prove this result by induction on n. Assume that Lemma holds for n—1
1.€.,

n
< (L +7)" | [ Il
k=1

n—1 n—1 n—1
[Tw-1]w|<r—0Da+)" Tl
k=1 k=1 k=1

Then we multiply everything by v, and we have:

n—1 n
o [ T =T 1w
k=1 k=1

Moreover, we have:

n n—1
[T =%
k=1 k=1

We conclude using the triangular inequality. O

n
<t =D +7)" ] ] Il
k=1

n—1 n
<=l [T el < 7@+ T T Il
k=1 k=1

Lemma 4.3. Let n,d > 2 be integers. Let v1,...,7% € SLg(R). Let v,...,7, €

SL4(R) and let T = maxi<p<n Hyf\ﬁv_xj‘/ku' Then:

6 (e 27) < (1 +rn(l+7)" [ vkurw,;lro 5 (e 2)
k=1

Proof. Let g := v1 -+, and let h := ~{- -4, — 71+ Yn. By Lemma 2] we have
A < (1 + 7)" T Tr_y |7%]. Moreover, we have |g| < [Tr_; [v;'|- We conclude
using Lemma 11 O

Now we can construct the measure p mentioned in Theorem [[.3l Let d = 2 be fixed.
Let Ig € SLg(R) be the identity matrix. Let (Ej;),, ;, be the canonical basis of
Matgyq(R). Given t € R, we write Ny = I+ tE; 2. Note that ¢t — Ny is a continuous
group homomorphism from R to SLg(R).

4.2. Proof of Theorem [1.3l The idea is to construct a measure that has rational
approximations that satisfy an escape property similar to (8.13) for all n large enough
depending on the level of approximation. Around a certain interval of time depending
on the level of approximation, the upper bound of the Cesaro averages we get using
(B11)) stays below 1 — e before the error term in the rational approximation becomes
non-negligible. The issue is that then we do not have an upper bound on the Cesaro
averages at all times, so we only get a liminf in (I.TJ).
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Proof of Theorem[1.3. Let d > 2 be an integer, let 0 < p’ < 1 and let 1 < p <
1/p’. Let n be the push-forward of the Lebesgue measure on [0,1/2] by the map
t — |t7P|. Let v be the push-forward of n by the map a — diag(2%,27%,1,...,1).
It is straightforward to construct a probability measure with full support on SL;(Q)
such that its push-forward by the height function H has finite first moment. So let
Ko be such a probability measure. Let ug = v + ko/2 and let fiy := %ﬂo, where
for a probability measure n on SLg(R), we write 7 for the push-forward of n by the
inverse map v — y~'. The measure fiy can alternatively be constructed as follows.
Let u € [0,1] be uniformly distributed, let s € {—1,1} be uniformly distributed and
independent of u and let ¢ ~ kg be independent of the joint data of u and s. If
u > 1/2, let v = g° otherwise, let v = diag(2°*",275*"" 1,...,1). Then v ~ fip. We
write U for the Lebesgue measure on [0, 1].

Let j > 0 be an integer and assume that we have constructed a family of exponents

er. € {0, 1}}.
Note that A; is the push-forward of the uniform probability distribution on {0, N -
denote it by X — by the map [ : (€x)g>1 — ch:1 €x27 . We construct ;41 as follows.
Let p 1= (NuAj)*po, fij = %(Mj +/15), and kj := (N4 ;) %Ko, where N is the morphism
R — SL4(R) defined above. Let (un, Sn, gn,s kn)n ~ (Z/l® (%5_1 + %51) ® Ko ®)\’)®N.
For all n > 1, write:

1 <i; <--- <i;. Let A\; be the uniform distribution on { f;:l €27

X —p —p
(4.1) Yo 1= Ly, s1/29n + 1y, <1 pdiag(29 2% 1,00, 1),

write hi, 1= Ny (k,)» write Yo = hhyn and write 7, := (v5,)*". Then (7,) ~ & and
() ~ ,u?N and () ~ ,&?N. Note that H(h},) < i;log(2) almost surely and for
all j and n. Let M := [ H(y)dro(v) and let M’ := [log(|y||v~ ") duo(y). The
constant M is finite by construction of kg and M’ is finite by construction of v. Let
a; be the smallest integer such that a? > (4M [ep + 2i510g(2))a;, where g, > 0 is the
constant given by Lemma Let i;41 = i; + 1 be the smallest integer such that:

As 1/p'
271 H19g, (1 4 27+ )24 oxp <<M> ) <L

Ep
This allows us to define a sequence (i;) ey such that 1 <i; < iy < .... Furthermore,
let lo : (er)k=1 — 2peq €27 % and h? := Ny, write 7° = h?’y, and write

AL = (y°)*". The distribution of 4;° has no atoms and full support since it is given
by the convolution of two probability measures, namely (Ngoo(.))*)\/ and po, where the
former has no atoms and the latter has full support, and each of these properties is
preserved under convolution. It is also straightforward to see from the construction
that the distribution of +,° has finite L” -moment. These same properties hold for the
distribution of 4;° which is moreover symmetric.

We now aim to show that for all j > 1

Ep

2a;
(4.2) i le (~10g0 (5757 - 27) = (2" — 1)a} — log(2)) = 2.

This easily finishes the proof. Indeed since i; — +o00 and a; > (i; log(2))z7%1,
we have a; — +o0. Therefore, letting K < SL4(R)/SLg(Z) be compact, B :=
maxgex (—log d(r)) and jo := min{j > 1](2? — 1)a} —log(2) = B}, for all j > jo, we
have:

2a;
1 X €
- IP’(”OO---”OO-ZdeK)g -
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which implies (LT).
The rest of the proof is devoted to showing (42]). By Markov’s inequality and
additivity of the expectation, we have:

n
Vn=1P (Z H(gx) = 4Mn/5p> S %p

k=1
Moreover, by Lemma [3.5] we have:

n
Vn=1 P <2maxuk Z uk (2n) ) = Ep.

Therefore, since H is subadditive, = ('y%)s", ~) = v, where v, is as in @1,
and H(h},) < ijlog(2) for all j > 1, we have:

= —d aM 3e
Vn>=1, P (2 rlglgicuk Z_] H¥) = (2n)P —n (Z + i log(2)>> > Tp.
Therefore, by Lemma 26 and using again H (hi,) < i;10g(2), we deduce:
; ; AM 3
Vn>1, P ( log § (ﬁ{ . Zd) > (2n) —n (— +2i; log(2)>> > %.
€

P
Therefore, by definition of a;, we have:

(4.3) Vn = aj, P(—logé(’y{---ﬁﬂ ) ) 2%.
By concavity of z — 2?7, we have for all n > 1
1oty 1 dus () < / g1 1)” ity ().

Moreover, A; is supported on [0, 1] so log(th [ H(hj )~Y|) < 1 almost surely and for all
k and j. Therefore [log(|v||y~ )" du;(v) <1+ M’. Hence by Markov’s inequality:

4nM’+1 4 5
HP’(H% 7= exp< mELE) ) <2

Therefore, by construction of 7;,1, for all a; < n 2aj, we have:
P<<1+2 BHin(l+270) HMHH AN 1) 2) <2
4
k=1
Moreover, for all z, we have | N, — Iy|| = |z| and |l (k) — 1j(kn)|| < 27%+171. There-

fore, we have % < 27%+1+1 Hence, by Lemma 3] for all n > 1, we have:

5 (7 S/
(71 " Tn ) (1 +92- 1j41+1 (1 + 9~ Z]+1+1 H H HH ) 1>
5(7{---7n~Zd> k=1

Hence, for all a; < n < 2aj, we have:

P(é(&fo--ﬁ;?-zd) 225(7{---%-2‘1)) <%”.

Then by (£3), we have:

Vaj; < n < 2a4, P <—log5 (’yfo--ﬁzo -Zd) > (2P —1)n? —10g(2)> > — — —
which implies ({.2]) and hence finishes the proof. O
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4.3. Proof of Theorem [T.4l. We start by introducing the notion of a law with simple
record. It will be used to construct the tail of the measure p in Theorem [[.41

Definition 4.4. Let ) be a probability distribution on 7 and let (x,) ~ n®N. We say
that n has simple record if we have almost-surely:

#{kgn

In other words, with probability 1, the maximum max;<, x; s reached exactly once for
all but finitely many n.

<N

xkzmaxxi}al as n — 0.

The next lemma gives a construction of a law with simple record.

Lemma 4.5. Let ) be the measure on Nxq such that n{l} = 1713 —(1+1)"13 i.c., the
push-forward of the uniform measure by u — |u=3|. Then n has simple record. More-
over, for n®N-a.e. (x;), we have max;<, x; = n? for all but finitely many n.

Proof. Let (z;) ~ n®N. First we claim that max;<, x; > n? for all but finitely many n
almost surely. Indeed, for all n > 1, we have:

P (maxxi < n2> =n{l,...,n2 —1}" = (1 - n_z/g)n < exp <fn1/3) .

i<n

Moreover »; _, exp (fnl/ 3) < 400 so by Borel-Cantelli Lemma, with probability 1
there exist only finitely many indices n such that max;<, z; < n?. Now we claim that
for all 1 < i # j < n and for all [ € N5, we have:

(4.4) P (.%'j =1 Ll}

maxxy = I; = l) =

k<n n{O,...,l}'
Indeed, for all I, the conditional distribution of (x1,...,z,) knowing that maxy<, z) <
N L <1{0,4.4l}77>®n . ... g
lis ({0, ) = \ 50T . Therefore, for all 1 < ¢ < n, the conditional distribu

. . . (1 ®n—1
tion of (2;)ixj<n knowing that maxj<, z < [ and the value of x; is (nig,l,}l?) ?

which proves ({@4)). Note moreover that for all [ € N, we have n{l} < 1=%3 and [ — n{l}
is a decreasing function on N>(. Moreover, for all I > 7, we have n{0,...,l} > 1/2.
By (&34), we have for all n > 3, for all [ > n? and for all i # j < n:

P<$j=l

Hence, for all n > 3, we have:

<n

maxzry = r; = l> < 2n 8/,

max xy = nz) < (n—1)2n783 <2073,

P(Hz’;&jgn,xi:xj:maxxk
k<n

k<n

Hence, for all n > 3, we have:

P <E|z' £JSN, T, =T = r]glax $k> <2n B 4 exp <fn1/3> .
<n

Moreover »; -, 2n~5/3 < 40 so by Borel Cantelli’s Lemma, with probability 1, the

set of indices n such that max;<, x; is reached at least twice is almost surely finite,

which concludes the proof. O

We are now ready to give the proof of Theorem [[L4l For the proof, we again start
with a measure k(¢ that has full support and such that H.xg has finite first moment
and then take its barycenter with a measure v that is the push-forward of a measure
with simple records by a well chosen function and convolute this with a measure Ny,
which has no atoms. However, we have to construct both v and A\, at the same time.
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Proof of Theorem [T.4) Let 1 be the measure on N> such that n{l} = 1713 —(141)~1/3,
Let k be a probability measure on SLg(Q) that has full support and such that Hyxk
has finite first moment and write M := [ Hdk. We define two increasing sequences of
integers (z])j>1 and (I; )j>1 by induction. Let [y =¢; = 1. Let 7 > 1 and assume that
we have constructed i; and I;. Assume also that [; < ;. Let l;4q := [j(i;1log(2) +
ljlog(2) + 2M)] and let 4;4q be the smallest integer such that i1 > max{l;,i; + 1}
and:

2 b1t i(1 4 27+ Y 2 exp((2M + 141 log(2) + 1)5) < 1.
Let (j,) ~ 7®Y and let (g,) ~ x®N be independent Let (€7),504>1 € {0, 13V an
(sn) € {—1,1}" be fixed. For all n > 0, we write t, := >}, € k2= For all n > 1, we
write v, := g, when j, = 0 and ~, = d1ag(2lﬂn,2* n,1,...,1) otherwise, and write

Yn = (Ng,vn)%. For all j,n € N, we write tJ, := > _, e£27% and hi, = 4 and 5 A =

(hZﬁn)S". Note that for all j,n, we have |t,, — tﬁl| < 27%+1+1 gand W < 274t

Write ng for the random smallest integer such that for all n > ng, we have n? <
maxy <, Jir and # {k < n|jr = maxp<, jir} =1 and Y7, H(gr) < 2Mn. Such a ng
exists with probability 1 by Lemma 5] and by the law of large numbers. Let (j,,) and
(gn) be fixed such that ng is finite and let n > max{ng, 2}. Let k,, be the unique integer
such that ji, = maxp<, jir and let j := jr, — 1. Then we have >, _ H(gx) < 2Mn,
therefore 3}, H(v) < lj11+nljlog(2) +2Mn and Y, _, H(hj) < nijlog(2). So by
Lemma, 2.6, we have:

—logd (’y{ A7 ) Lit1 —n(ljlog(2) + i;log(2) + 2M)

n lj+1
> _ > Wy
(1 n? — 1> Lt 3

Moreover, for all k < n, we have |h], [(h])~!] < 2 and || < max{2M,l;11}. By
Lemma [4.3] we have:

§ (1 AnhoZ?)
5 (@{ . ‘ﬁ%héZd)
From that, we conclude that ¢ (5/1 o -'NynhoZd) — 0.

Now let (j,) ~ 7®N, let (g,) ~ «®N and let (€8) =111 € {0, 1Y and (s,) €
{—1, 1} be uniformly distributed and assume that all these random variables are glob-
ally independent. Let S := {N; |t = Y00 | €2 %, (ex) € {0,1}N}. The set S is in bijec-
tion with {0, 1} so it is uncountable. Then (’yn)n is i.i.d., write u for the distribution
of 1. Then p is symmetric has full support and no atoms and 9 (’yl e ’ynhOZd) -0
for all hg € S with probability 1, as desired. O

< 14279+ (1 4 275 ) 2 exp((2M + 141 log(2) + 1)n) < 2.

We will note that on the above example we have no control over the moments of u
nor on its regularity.
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