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Abstract

Let f = (f* |z € S), S CZ™, be a semigroup of ergodic measure-
preserving transformations of a probability space (2, P) and h a real ran-
dom function on S, such that hA(z + y,w) < h(z,w) + h(y, ffw) for all
z,y € S and w € 2. We prove that there exists a sublinear function
g : O — [—00;00) defined on O = int(cone(S)), and a set W C Q of
full probability, such that h(zn,w)/|zn] — g¢(z) for all w € W and all
sequences () C S with asymptotic direction € O. The moment condi-
tion for this reflects the size of the semigroup f, not that of S. However,
an additional independence assumption about h is made.

Keywords: vector semigroup, gauge, subadditive ergodic theorem, first
passage percolation.

1 Introduction

The main theorem of this paper is inspired by two results in two seemingly
unrelated areas of probability: the Cox-Durrett shape theorem well known in the
theory of first passage percolation, and our recent subadditive ergodic theorem
for double sequences which proved useful in studying TARCH processes, well
known in econometrics. Let us describe these results in more detail.

Consider the graph G = (S, E) with the set of vertices S = Z? and the set
of edges E = {{z,y} | |z — y| = 1}, where |z| = |z1] + |z2| for z = (z1,22) € S.
Let (e. | e € E) be a family of independent copies of some non-negative random
variable ¢ and, for all x,y € S,

A(x,y)= inf 7, 7= €l 1z for v = (zg,...,Tn),
( y) veF(w,y) v vy ; { i—1, z} F)/ ( 0 )

where ['(z,y) is the set of all paths from x to y in G. The value of e, is
interpreted as the time needed for, say, water to percolate through edge e.
Then A(z,y) is the first moment when the water appears at y if the percolation
started at . It is easily shown that A is a random semi-metric on S.

Denote h(z) = A(0,x). We may assume that all random variables are defined
on the sample probability space (€2, P) = (R¥, A\¥), where X is the distribution
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of ¢, and £.(w) = w, for w = (we | € € E) € Q. Then the triangle inequality for
A yields the following subadditivity property of h:

hz + y,w) < h(z,w) + h(y, ffw), (1)

where f*w = (wyye |e € E) and z+e={x+y,x+ 2} fore = {y,2} € E. Tt
is easily seen that each f* is a measure-preserving transformation of {2 and, for
all z,y € 5,
[ = fer, (2)
where the product of two transformations is understood as their composition.
Under appropriate conditions, the Kingman’s subadditive ergodic theorem
[Kingman, 1968, 1973] yields the existence of a norm ¢ on R?, such that for all
x € S almost surely
h(nz)
—— ——q(2). 3)

n n—oo

The Cox-Durrett shape theorem [Cox and Durrett, 1981, Theorem 3] can be
equivalently reformulated as follows: there exists a W C Q with P(W) = 1,

such that
h(2p,w)

|7

for all w € W and all (x,) C S with

— q(x) (4)

|zn| = o0 and In g (5)
||
If (5) holds, we call  the asymptotic direction of (x,,).
In econometrics, an IARCH process (X; | t € Z) is defined as a stationary
solution to the system of equations

Xt = (ao + Zaithi)Et; te Z,

i>1

where ag > 0, (a; | ¢ > 1) is a sequence of nonnegative numbers with Zi>1 a; =1
and (e; | t € Z) is a family of independent copies of a nonnegative random
variable € with Ee = 1. It is known that such a process exists if and only if
almost surely

Z Qiy Qg €41 €4y +in * " Eiqtoeetiy < OO (6)
k21
U1yt 21
However, this condition is not easily checked in practice. The state of the art
technique [Kazakevicius, 2018] consists in writing this sum as ), , 7k n, where

Mkn = Z Qg+ Qi €y w0 g i
i1+ tig=n

and using the subadditive ergodic theorem for double sequences [Kazakevi¢ius,
2019] to get an exponential upper bound for the main part of the sum.

Again, we can assume that all random variables in (6) are defined on the
sample probability space (2,P) = (RY,\Y), where X is the distribution of e,
and g;(w) = w; for w = (w;) € Q. Denote

S ={(k,n) €N?|Jiy,...,ip =1 (aj, ---a;, >0, i1 +---+ir=n)}



and, for (k,n) € S, h(k,n) = —logni,n. Then S is an additive semigroup and
h a random function on it which satisfies (1) with measure-preserving transfor-
mations f* defined by f*™Mw = (Witn | 2 = 1). Under appropriate conditions,
applying the Kingman’s subadditive ergodic theorem yields (3) with some func-
tion ¢ : S — [—00;00), which can be extended in a unique way to a function
defined on O = int(cone(S)) (the interior of the convex cone generated by S;
we call O the asymptotic cone of S). The extended function is a gauge, i.e. a
convex and positively homogeneous function on O. Theorem 2 of Kazakevicius
[2019] can be reformulated as follows: there exists a W C Q with P(W) = 1,
such that (4) holds for all w € W and all (z,,) C S with asymptotic direction
x € 0.

A natural question arises if there can be proved a general theorem including
both the Cox-Durrett shape theorem and Theorem 2 of Kazakevitius [2019]
as special cases. Let us think what such a theorem would look like. We are
given some additive semigroup S C Z™ (let us call it a vector semigroup), a
probability space (2, P), and a family f = (f* | « € S) of measure-preserving
transformations satisfying (2). If S contains 0, we additionally assume that f°
is the identity transformation. We call f an action of S on the probability space
(Q,P). We call an action f ergodic if, for all z € S\ {0}, the probability P is
fZ-ergodic, i.e. P(W) € {0, 1} for any measurable W C Q with (f%)"Y(W) = W.

Next, we are given some family h = (h(z) | € S) of random variables.
We write h(z,w) for the value of h(x) at the point w € © and think of h as
of a random function from S to R. We call that function f-subadditive if (1)
holds for all w € Q and z,y € S. If h is f-subadditive then, for all x € S, the
sequence (h(nz) | n > 1) is subadditive in the usual sense and the Kingman’s
subadditive ergodic theorem can be applied. It yields (provided Eh*(x) < oo)
the existence of ¢(x) € [—00;00) such that almost surely (3) holds. In general,
q(z) is a random variable (and so ¢ is a random function on S). However, it
is almost f®-invariant and therefore almost surely equals some constant if the
probability P is f¥-ergodic. Hence, if the action f ir ergodic, we may assume
that ¢(x) is non-random for all = # 0. We want ¢(0) to be non-random as well,
so we supplement the definition of f-subadditivity by the requirement h(0) = 0,
in case, where 0 € S.

It follows from (3) that, for all z,y € S and t € N,

gz +y) <q(x) +q(y) and q(tr) = tq(x),

so we may call ¢ a Z-gauge on S. It can be shown that every Z-gauge is extended
in a unique way to a gauge on the asymptotic cone of the semigroup S. We
denote the extended function by the same letter ¢ and call it the gauge associated
with h.

The Cox-Durrett shape theorem is valid if Eh(z)? < oo for all z € S = Z2.
The corresponding assumption in Theorem 2 of Kazakevicius [2019] is ERT (z) <
00. So the moment condition reflects the size of the semigroup {f* | z € S}
of measure-preserving transformations and not that of the semigroup S, which
in both cases is two-dimensional (we define the dimension of the semigroup S
as dimlin(S), the dimension of the linear subspace generated by S). To take
account of this, we should assume that the action f is of the form

fac — gﬂ'(w), (7)



where ¢ is an action of some [-dimensional semigroup 7" and 7 is a semigroup
homomorphism from S to T, i.e. m(x +y) = 7(x) + w(y) for all z,y € S. We
call m nontrivial if w(xz) # 0 for some x # 0. For example, in Theorem 2
of Kazakevicius [2019] (7) holds with T = N, w(k,n) = n and ¢" defined by
9"w = (Witn | © = 1). The theorem we are targeting should state that if
E(h*(x))! < oo for all x then (4) holds for any w in a set W of full probability
and all (x,) C S with asymptotic direction = € O. Unfortunately, we managed
to prove it only in the case, where some additional rather strong condition is
satisfied.

We call a family of random variables (Z, | y € T') almost independent if there
exists a ¢ < oo, such that, for all A, B C T with p(A, B) > ¢, the subfamilies
(Zy |y € A)and (Z, | y € B) are independent. Here p(A, B) = inf,ca yeplz—Yy|
is the usual distance between sets A and B in the space R™ comprising T'. The
main result of the paper is the following theorem.

THEOREM 1.1. Letl > 1, T be an l-dimensional vector semigroup, (¢¥ |y € T)
its ergodic action on a probability space (2,P), S another vector semigroup,
7 : S — T a nontrivial semigroup homomorphism and f* = ¢g™* for all
x € S. Further let h be an f-subadditive random function on S dominated by
some nonnegative random function hy, such that, for all a € S,

(a) hy(a) € LY(P) and

(b) the family (hy(a,g¥) |y € T) is almost independent.
Let O denote the asymptotic cone of the semigroup S, and q the gauge associated
with h. Then there exists a measurable W C ), such that (4) holds for allw € W
and all (x,) C S with asymptotic direction x € O.

Although condition (b) looks bad in the context of ergodic theorems, it
is satisfied in any application of Theorem 1.1 we can think of. Consider, for
example, the model of first passage percolation on Z2. For ¢ > 0 denote h.(a) =
infer, (0,a) Ty, Where T'¢(0,a) is the set of all v = (zo,...,2z,) € I'(0,a), such
that |z;] < cfor all i = 1,...,n. Since I';(0,a) C I'(0,a), each h. dominates
h. Tt is well known (see Cox and Durrett [1981]) that Eh(a)! < oo if and only
if Emin(eq, ... ,54)l < 00, where €1,...,e4 are 4 independent copies of €. The
same proof applies also for h.(a) if ¢ is large enough (¢ > |a| + 1, to be more
precise). Hence Eh.(a)! < 0o <= Eh(a)! < co. Moreover, h.(a, f*) is defined
by random variables e, .y with [y—z| < ¢, [z—2z| < ¢. Thereforeif A, B C S and
p(A, B) > 2c then (h.(a, f*) | z € A) and (hc(a, f*) | © € B) are independent
families of random variables.

Of course, it is an interesting question if condition (b) in Theorem 1.1 can
be dropped, and we intend to investigate it in the near future. Note, however,
that the best known result for first passage percolation in Z™ in the ”non-
independent” case [Boivin, 1990] is obtained under a stronger assumption than
Eh(a)™ < oo (although Eh(a)™*? < 0 for some & > 0 is enough).

We believe that Theorem 1.1 is not only interesting as a natural generaliza-
tion of the Cox-Durrett shape theorem, but can also serve as a tool for solving
some open problems in the theory of first passage percolation. For example,
define

h(z,k)= inf 7, for (z,k) € Z® xN,
vyel'(z,k)

where I'(z, k) ir the set of all paths from 0 to = of length k. Tt is easily checked



that B ~ ~
h(z+y,k+1,w) < h(z, k,w) + h(y,l, ffw),

therefore h is a subadditive random function on Z2 x N. Moreover, Theorem 1.1
applies to it under the same moment condition Eh(x)? < oo, as in the Cox-
Durrett shape theorem. The analogous trick proved to be useful in studying
the TARCH processes, and we hope it will be helpful as well in analyzing, for
example, strict convexity of the limit norm ¢(z) in first passage percolation.

The plan of the paper is simple: in Section 2 we establish some properties
of vector semigroups and in Section 3 prove Theorem 1.1.

Throughout the paper Z, Q and R denote, respectively, the set of all inte-
ger, rational and real numbers and Z, Q4 , R are their subsets consisting of
nonnegative numbers. We also denote N = Z, \ {0} and call the numbers in N
natural. We work mainly in R™, and |-| denotes some fixed norm in that space,
U(a,r) stands for the open ball with center a and radius r, [z;y] is the segment
with endpoints = and y. For A C R™, aff(A), lin(A), conv(A) and cone(A)
denote, respectively, the affine, linear, convex and the conical hull of A. For
convex A, int(A) denotes the relative interior of A, that is the interior in the
space aff(A).

We constantly use the fact that the set of all linearly independent families
(ai,...,ax) is open in (R™)*. The reason for this is that all determinants

aij; @25, 0 Qkj
a1j, @25, -~ Qkjy

d=| . : . : (8)
A1j, Q25,0 Qkjy

are continuous functions of (ay,...,ax), and the family (aq,...,ax) is linearly
independent when at least one of these determinants differs from 0 (in(8), a;;
denotes the jth component of the vector a;). Hence if (ay,...,ar) is a basis
of some linear subspace L and the vectors b; € L are close enough to a; then
(b1,...,bk) is also the basis of L. Moreover, the change of coordinates of some
fixed vector x € L is arbitrary small, if the perturbation of a basis is small

enough. This is because the coordinates of x in the basis (aq,...,ax) are equal
to d;/d, where

gy Gi-lg Tho Gitlg o Gk

gy Qimlgy Ty Qi 0 Gkgy
di=1| . . . . : , N 9)

g, Gimlgy Tie Gitlge 0 Gy
and this determinant is also a continuous function of (aq,...,ax). The same
argument proves that if x,a1,...,ar € Q™ then all coordinates of x are rational,
and if x,a1,...,ar € Z™ then all coordinates of x belong to d~'Z for some

natural d.

2  Vector semigroups

Cones. Recall that a conver cone in R™ is a subset C with the following two
properties: x +y € C and sz € C for all z,y € C' and s > 0. Two linear spaces



are associated with every convex cone C containing 0: the space lin(C') = C'—C
and the so-called lineality space Lo = C'N(—C). The latter is the greatest linear
subspace contained in C. If it is trivial (that is, if Ly = {0}) the cone is called
pointed.

If A= {a,...,ar} is a finite set then

lin(A) =Raj + - -+ Rax and cone(A) =Riar + -+ Ryag.

Clearly, cone(A) C lin(A) and therefore lin(cone(A)) = lin(A). Finitely gener-
ated convex cones are called polyhedral. Each polyhedral cone is a closed set
and contains 0.

For convenience, we use some concepts from convex analysis (for exact def-
initions and proofs see, e.g., Bruns and Gubeladze [2009]). If A is a finite set
then its convex hull P = conv(A) is a polytope. If P is a polytope then the min-
imal set Ay satisfying P = conv(Ap) is unique and is denoted by vert(P). The
points in vert(P) are vertices of P. If the set vert(P) is affinely independent, P
is called a simplex.

The following fact is a simple implication of the theorem about stellar tri-
angulation, but we did not find the proof in the literature so we provide our
own. For the notions of a polytopal complex and a triangulation we refer again
to Bruns and Gubeladze [2009].

LEMMA 2.1. 1. Let A be a finite set, a € A and P = conv(A). Then

where B is the set of all affinely independent B C A with aff(B) = aff(A).
2. Let A be a finite set, 0 £ a € A and C = cone(A). If C is pointed then

C= U cone(B),

a€BeB
where B is the set of all B C A that form a basis of lin(A).

Proof. 1. Let II be the set of all faces of P and Iy = {Q € 11 | a ¢ Q}. Then
II is a polytopal complex and Ilj its subcomplex. By Theorem 1.51 of Bruns
and Gubeladze [2009], there exists a triangulation IIf of Iy with vert(Ilj) =
vert(Ilp). Denote

' = I, U {conv(Q’, a) | Q" € TI}}.

By Lemma 1.50 of Bruns and Gubeladze [2009], II' is a triangulation of II.
Clearly, P ¢ IIy and therefore Q' C 9P for all Q' € IIj. Hence

Since the set IIj, is finite, the union in the right hand side is a closed set and
therefore it also covers P = int(P) (the latter equality is valid for any closed con-
vex P, see Rockafellar [1972, Theorem 6.3]). Each pyramid @ = conv(Q’,a) is
a polytope, and therefore coincides with conv(B), where B = vert(Q). Clearly,
a € B and B C vert(Ily) U {a} = vert(Ilp) U {a} C A. Moreover, B is affinely




independent, since @ is a simplex. Without loss of generality we can assume
that aff(B) = aff(A), then B € B.

2. Without loss of generality we can assume that 0 ¢ A. By Proposition 1.21
of Bruns and Gubeladze [2009], there exists a linear functional v with the fol-
lowing properties: v(z) > 0 for all 0 # z € C, the set P = {z € C | v(z) = 1}
is a polytope and C' = cone(P). Clearly, P = conv(z/v(z) | x € A). Fix
any 0 # = € C. Then z/v(z) € P and, by statement 1 of the lemma,
z/v(z) € conv(y/v(y) | y € B) for some B C A with the following three
properties: (1) a € B, (2) the family (z/v(x) | € B) is affinely independent,
and (3) aff(z/v(z) | v € B) = aff(z/v(z) | z € A).

If > cps2x =0 for some s, € R then

Z szv(x) =0 and Z smv(a:)ﬁ =0.

r€EB rEB

By property (2), s,v(z) =0 and s, = 0 for all z. Hence B is linearly indepen-
dent. If z € A then, by property (3), z/v(z) = >, cp Say(5y With some s, € R

which sum up to 1. Then z = ) _pt,x with t, = s;v(2)/v(x). Therefore
A C lin(B) and then lin(A) = lin(B). Hence B € 5. O

The properties of cones that will be needed later are summarized in the
following proposition.

PROPOSITION 2.1. Let A be a finite set, C = cone(A), L = lin(C) and Ly =
CN(=C). Denote Ay ={xz € A| —x € C} and A; = A\ Ag. Then:

1) LO = COIle(A()) = lin(Ao),

2) for all a € Ay,

C=1Lo+ U cone(B), (10)
a€EBeEB

where B is the set of all B C Ay, such that (x+ Lo | x € B) is a basis of quotient
space L/Lyg.

Proof. 1. If x € Ag then £z € C, hence Ay C Ly and lin(Ag) C Lo, because Lg
is a linear subspace. Conversely, let y € Ly and

y:Zszx, —y:thx

TEA z€A

with some s,,t, > 0. Then

If s, > 0 for some z then

and therefore z € Ag. This means that y = > sz € cone(Ap). Hence

zE€Ap

Ly C cone(A4y) C lin(Ag) C Ly.



2. Denote L = L/Lg. Tt is a linear space with elements & = x + Lo, € L.
Clearly, & = 0 if and only if € Lg. For example, £ = 0 for all x € Ay, while
i #0. For BC Lset B= {2 |z e B}. Then C = cone(A) = cone(A;) and
L =1lin(4A;) =1in(C).

If £ € C then +2 € C + Ly C C, therefore x € Ly and £ = 0. It means
that the lineality space of C is trivial and the cone C is pointed. Then, by
Lemma 2.1,

C = U cone(B),
a€eBeB
which is equivalent to (10). O

The set B mentioned in Proposition 2.1 is not so mysterious as it looks. If
we start from any basis (a1,...,ap) of Lo, extend it to a basis (a1,...,ar) of
L and denote B = {ap+1,...,axr} then B is the basis of L. Therefore B € B,
provided B C A;. Such sets B exist and any B € B can be obtained in this
way.

Semigroups. Recall from the Introduction that by a vector semigroup we call
any nonempty S C Z™, such that x+y € S for all z,y € S. If such a semigroup
contains 0, we call it a vector monoid. Obviously, SU {0} is a vector monoid for
any vector semigroup S. We call a vector semigroup k-dimensional if its linear
hull is a k-dimensional linear space.

For A C Z™, we denote by gp(A) and sg(A), respectively, the least group
and the least semigroup D A. If A ={ay,...,a} is a finite set then

gp(A) =Zay + -+ Zayp and sg(A) =Zyar + -+ ZLyay.

Hence these sets are discrete analogues of lin(A) and cone(A). Finitely generated
vector monoids are called affine monoids in Bruns and Gubeladze [2009).

Two groups are associated with every vector monoid S: G = S — S coincides
with gp(S), and Gy = SN (—29) is the greatest group contained in S. Clearly,
lin(S) = lin(G).

PROPOSITION 2.2. If A C Z™ is a finite set then there exists a d € N, such that
dx € sg(A) for all x € cone(A)NZ™.

Proof. Step 1: the case, where A is linearly independent.

Let A ={a1,...,a;} and L = lin(A); then (a1,...,ax) is a basis of L. Let
z' denote the coordinates of a vector € L in that basis. If a;; denotes the
jth component of a; then x' = d;/d, where d and d; are given by (8)—(9) (and
j1 < -+ < jg are chosen so that d # 0). Clearly, |d| € N. If z € Z™, then all
|d|x* = +d; are integers as well.

If © € cone(A) then © = s1a1 + -+ + sgay for some s; > 0. Clearly, s;
coincides with x?, therefore z* > 0. Hence if x € cone(A) NZ™ then |d|z® € Z,
for all ¢, and |d|z € sg(A).

Step 2: the general case.

Let B denote the set of all linearly independent subsets of A. By the result
of Step 1, for each B € B there exists a dg € N, such that dgx € sg(B) for
all z € cone(B) NZ™. Set d = [[zcpdp. If x € cone(A) NZ™, then it follows
from the Carathéodory theorem [Bruns and Gubeladze, 2009, Theorem 1.55]
that = € cone(B) for some B € B. Then dpx € sg(B) C sg(A) and a fortiori
dx € sg(A). O



To move further, we need another simple lemma. Let T be a partially ordered
set and Ty C T. We say that Tg is a minorant of T if for all x € T there exists
an xg € To with xg < 2. We wonder if T" admits a finite minorant. If, for some
x €T, theset {y € T | y < x} is finite then it contains a minimal (in 7°) element
xo, which obviously minorizes x. Therefore if all sets {y € T' | y < x} are finite
then the set Ti,i, of all minimal elements is a minorant of T', and it suffices to
find out if it is finite.

We are only interested in the case, where T C Zi, where [ is a finite set.
The elements of T are families x = (x; | ¢ € I) of nonnegative integers. If
y = (y; | ¢ € I) is another element of T' then x < y means that x; < y; for all
1 € 1. Clearly, all sets {y | y < z}, € T, are finite in this case.

LEmMMA 2.2. For any T C Zfr, the set Tiin s a finite minorant of T.

Proof. We use induction on the number of elements in I. If I = @ then T
contains only one element, the empty family. Hence T,;, = T is finite. Now
consider the case, where [ is not empty.

Suppose the set Tryi, is infinite and fix any a € T.. The set {x € T | a <
x} can contain only one element from Tinin, the a. Therefore one of the sets
{z € Twmin | z; < a;}, j € I, is infinite. There are only finitely many integers
between 0 and a;, therefore one of the sets T" = {z € Twin | ; = s}, s € Z,
is infinite. It is easily checked that T} ; = T’. But the partially ordered set T’
is isomorphic to the set 7" = {(z; | i #j) |z € T'} C Zi\{J}, because, for all
z,yeT’,

vy = (@i |i#F)) < (vili#))

Hence T’ . is finite by induction. We got a contradiction. O

min

Now we can prove the structural theorem for vector semigroups. It is an
analogue of Proposition 2.1, and also some generalization of Gordon’s lemma
[Bruns and Gubeladze, 2009, Lemma 2.9], well known in convex analysis.

ProOPOSITION 2.3. Let S be a vector monoid, A C S its finite subset, C =
cone(A), Se¢ = SNC, Gy = Se N (=Sc), G = gp(Sc), Lo = CN(-C) and
L =1in(C). Denote

Ay={z e A|—-x€Sc} and A=A\ A.
Then: 1)
Ay={z e A|-2€C}, Lo=lin(4y), L =1lin(4), (11)
sg(Ao) = gp(4o) C Go, gp(4) C G; (12)
2) if A1 = @ then there ezists a finite T C Sc, such that
Sc =Gy =G =T +gp(A);

3) if a € Ay then
Sc =T +gp(Ao) + U sg(B),
acBeB

where T is some finite subset of Sc and B is the set of all B C Ay, such that
the family (x + Lo | © € B) is a basis of the quotient space L/ Ly.



Proof. 1. If x € Ag then x € A and —x € S¢ C C. Conversely, if x € A and
—z € C then, by Proposition 2.2, —dx € sg(A) with some d € N. Then

—:E:—d:E—I—(d—l):EESc—I—ScCSC

and therefore z € Ag. Hence the first equality in (11) holds true. The second
one then follows from Proposition 2.1, and the third is obvious.

Clearly, sg(Ag) C gp(Ap), let us prove the converse relation. If z € Ag
then —z € S C Z™ and —z € Ly = cone(4p) (by (11) and Proposition 2.1).
Proposition 2.2 then yields —dx € sg(Ap) with some d € N. Thus —z =
—dz + (d — 1)z € sg(Ap), i.e. —Ag C sg(Ap). It yields

gp(Ao) = sg(Ao) —sg(Ao) = sg(Ao) +sg(—Ao) C sg(Ao) +sg(Ao) C sg(Ao).

We proved that sg(Ag) = gp(Ao). Hence this set is a group which is con-
tained in S¢. Therefore sg(Ag) C Gy. The last relation in (12) is obvious.

2. We follow the lines of the proof of Gordon’s lemma. Let A = Ay =
{a1,...,a;}. If € S¢ then & = s1a1 + - -+ + sgap with some s1,...,s; € R.
Thus

x=|s1]ar+ -+ [sk]ar + = (13)

with a z from some bounded, and hence finite, set R C G. So S¢ C gp(4) + R.

Let T be a finite set, which intersects each nonempty ScN(gp(4)+z2), z € R.
If z € S then z = y + z with some y € gp(A4) and z € R. The intersection
ScN(gp(A)+ z) is nonempty, therefore it contains some zg € T'. Let g = yo+2
with yo € gp(A), then z —zg = y —yo € gp(A4) and = € T + gp(A). Hence
Sc C T + gp(A). The converse relation also holds true, because (12) implies
gp(A) = gp(Ao) C Go C Sc. Hence Sc =T + gp(A).

It remains to prove that S¢ is a group: then it will coincide both with Gg
and G. Fix an arbitrary z € T, then z € S¢ and nz € S¢ for all n € N. Let
nz = yn+ 2, with y,, € gp(A) and z,, € T. Since T is finite, there exist ny < no,
such that z,, = zp,. Then for n =no —ny > 1 we get

nZ =Mz = N1Z = Yn, + Zny — Y1 — Zny = Yna — Yny € 8P(A).

Hence —z=(n—1)z—nz € (n — 1)z + gp(4) C Sc.

We have proved that —T C S¢. Then —S¢ = —T — gp(4) C S¢ and
therefore S, is a group.

3. For short, denote B, = {B € B |a € B}. If x € Sc then z € C
and it follows from Proposition 2.1 that @ € Lo + cone(B) with some B €
Bs. Let (a1,...,ap) C Ag be a basis of Ly and B = {ap4+1,...,ar}. Then
T = s1a1 + - -+ + Sgagr with some s; € R; moreover, s; > 0 for ¢ > p. Again,
(13) holds with a z from some bounded, and hence finite, set R(B) C G. So
x € gp(Ag) + sg(B) + R(B).

For B € B, and z € R(B) set S(B,z) = ScN(sg(B)+z2). f B = {b1,...,by}
then each x € S(B,2) has a unique representation of the form =z = 2 + z'b; +
-« + 29b,, where 2 € Z. For z,y € S(B,z) let us write z < y if 2° <y for
all 7. Then < is a partial order on S(B,z), and that partially ordered set is
isomorphic to Zz_. It follows from Lemma 2.2 that there exists a finite minorant
T(B,z) of S(B, z). Clearly, T(B,z) C S¢c and S(B, z) C T(B, z) + sg(B).

10



Denote T' = Upcp, .er(p) T(B; 2); then T'is a finite subset of S¢. If 2 € Sc
then, for some y € gp(A4y), B € B, and z € R(B),

x—yeS(B,z) CT(B,z)+sg(B) C T +sg(B).
Hence So C T + gp(Ao) + Upep, sg(B). The converse relation is obvious. [

The following example shows that relations C in (12) cannot be replaced by
equalities.

EXAMPLE 2.1. Let S = Z? and A consists of 4 vectors (+1,+1). Then C = R?,
Sc = S =72 and therefore G = Gy = Z2. On the other hand, A9 = A and

sg(Ao) = gp(Ao) = {(w1,72) €Z* | 1 =22 (mod #)2}.

The asymptotic cone of a semigroup. Let S be a vector semigroup and
L =1in(S). Denote
S* = U S/n.

n>1

Clearly, S* is a semigroup too, although not a vector semigroup, because S* ¢
Z™. However, S* C Q™ and sx € S* for all z € S* and positive s € Q.
Obviously, S C S* C L and therefore L = lin(S*).

The set C' = cone(S) is a convex cone, therefore aff(C') = lin(C) = lin(S) =
L. Tt is well-known that then O = int(C) is also a convex cone, moreover
lin(O) = L [Rockafellar, 1972, Theorem 6.2]. We call O the asymptotic cone
of S. If x € O, then © = syx1 + -+ + sgxp with some z1,...,2; € S and
S1,.-.,8, € Ry. If t; are rational numbers close enough to s; then the vector
y =tz + -+ tpap € S* is arbitrary close to 2. Hence O C S*.

Our next goal is to show that every point = € O lies in the relative interior
of some full-dimensional simplex with vertices in S*, and derive some corollaries
from that. To this end, we introduce some more notation. If P is a simplex
and aff(P) = lin(P) = L we call it an L-simplez. An L-simplex is called an
S-simplex if all its vertices belong to S*.

Let P be an L-simplex with vertices ag,...,ax, then a; € L for all i and
(a1 — ag,...,ar — ag) is a basis of L. Since P — ag is the image of the set
{(s1,...,5%) € RE | 51 + -+ s, < 1} by the homeomorphism (s1,...,sk) —

Zle si(a; — ap), we get
int(P) = {Zfzosiai | 80,...,8: >0, Zf:osi =1}

If x € int(P) then = — ap = Zlesi(ai — ap) with some s; > 0, such that
Zf:l s; < 1.

Now let b; € L and |b; — a;] < d for ¢ = 0,..., k. If § is small enough then
(b1 —bo, . ..,br—bg) is another basis of L. Moreover, the coordinates of x — by in
basis (b1 — b, - .., bx — bo) are close to s1,. .., s, and therefore they are positive
and their sum is less than 1. Hence if § is small enough then @@ = conv(by, ..., bk)
is another L-simplex and z € int(Q).

Consequently, the following statement holds true: if P is an L-simplex with
vertices in O and x € int(P) then there exists an S-simplex @ with = € int(Q).

11



PROPOSITION 2.4. Let S be a wvector semigroup and O its asymptotic cone.
Then:

1) each x € O lies in the relative interior of some S-simplez,

2)if 0 € O then S is a group,

3)ONQ™cC S*.

Proof. 1. Let x € O, L =1in(S), (e1,...,ex) be a basis of L and
ag=xz—cler+---+er), a=zx+ee;fori=1,...k,

where € is so small that a; € O for all 4. If

k k
Zsiai:() and Zsi:()
i=0 i=0

then
k k k
0= Z ST + EZ(Si — S0)e; = EZ(SZ — 50)é;,
i=0 i=1 i=1

which yields s; = sg for i = 1,...,k. Then 0 = Zf:o si = (k+ 1)sp and
therefore s; = 0 for all s. Hence the family (ao,...,ax) is affinely independent
and P = conv(ag,...,a) is an L-simplex. Since

. ag _|_ PN + ag

k417

z € int(P). It remains to apply the statement just before the proposition.

2. Let 0 € O and P be an S-simplex with vertices ay, ..., ag, such that
0 € int(P). Then 0 = spag + -+ + sgar with some positive s; whose sum
equals 1. The equality remains valid if we multiply it by any natural number,
therefore without lost of generality we can assume that a; € S for all 7. Since
(a1 — aog, . ..,ar — ap) is a basis of L and

—ag = s1(a1 —ag) + - - + sk(ar — agp),

all s; are rational. Therefore multiplying once again the initial equality by some
natural number we get, for some ng,...,n;y € N,

noag + - -+ + ngax = 0.

Denote C' = cone(ao, . . .,ax). If z € C then z = Zf:o s;a; with some s; > 0.
Then, for some natural ¢ large enough,
k
—r=t0—z= Z(tnZ —si)a; € C.
i=0

Hence —C' C C, i.e. C is a linear space — coincides with L = lin(C). By
Proposition 2.3, S is a group.

3. Let x € ONQ™ and P be an S-simplex with vertices ag, .. ., ax, such that
x € int(P). Suppose x = spag + - - - + siar with positive s; whose sum equals 1.
It follows from

k
Qm > Tr —apg = Zsi(ai —ao)
i=1
that s1,...,s, € Q. Clearly, then also sg = 1 — Zle s; is rational. Hence
x € S*. O
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Homomorphisms. Let S and T be two vector semigroups and « : S — T
a semigroup homomorphism, that is 7(z + y) = 7(z) + 7(y) for all z,y € S.
Clearly, then 7(tx) = tw(z) for all z € S and t € N. If 0 € S then

7(0) = (0 4+ 0) = 7(0) + =(0),

which implies 7(0) = 0. Hence in this case T is a vector monoid as well. If
0 ¢ S, we can extend 7 to a homomorphism from S U {0} to TU {0} by setting
m(0) = 0.

PROPOSITION 2.5. Let S and T be vector semigroups and w : S — T a semi-
group homomorphism. Then m is extended to a linear operator from L = lin(S)
to lin(T).

Proof. Without loss of generality we can assume that both S and 7" are monoids
and m(0) = 0. Let (a1,...,ar) C S be a basis of L and u the unique linear
operator from L to lin(7") which maps a; to w(a;) for i =1,... k. Let x € S,
then x = Zle s;a; with some s; € d~'Z, where d is some natural number. Set
t; = ds;. Then

k k
dac—f—Zt;ai = Zt:raia
]::1 z:lk
dr(x) + Zt;w(ai) = thw(ai),
i=1 i=1

k k
dr(x) + Zt;u(ai) = Zt?‘u(ai)

and therefore

k k

k k
m(x) = é(z tHu(a;) — Zt;u(ai)) = é Ztiu(ai) = Z siu(a;) = u(x).
i=1 =1

i=1 i=1
O

In the sequel we will denote the extended operator by the same letter 7, and
|l7c|| will stand for its norm. Hence |7(z)| < ||| |z| for all z € S.

S-cones. Let S be a vector semigroup and L = lin(S). By S-cone we call any
set of the form C' = cone(ay,...,ax), where (a1,...,ar) C S is a basis of L.

Such a cone is the image of Ri by the homeomorphism (s, ..., sg) — Zle Siaq,
therefore lin(C') = L and

int(C) = {Zlesiai | $1,...,86 > 0}.

Moreover, equality —a; = Zle s;a; implies s; = —1, therefore —a; ¢ C for all
7, and, by Proposition2.1, C is pointed.

If (a1, ...,ax) C S* is a basis of L then n;a; € S with some natural n;. Then
cone(as,...,ar) = cone(nias,...,ngay) is an S-cone.
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PROPOSITION 2.6. Let S be a k-dimensional vector semigroup and O its asymp-
totic cone. For each x € O\ {0} there exists an S-cone C = cone(as,...,ax)
with © € int(C). If © is a nontrivial homomorphism from S to another vector
semigroup T then a; can be chosen so that w(a;) # 0 for all i.

Proof. Let L = lin(S) and =z € O\ {0}. It follows from the Carathéodory
theorem [Bruns and Gubeladze, 2009, Theorem 1.55] that = sy1a1 + - - - + sgag
with some linearly independent (a1, ...,a;) C O and some s, ..., s = 0. Since
x # 0, at least one of coordinates s; differs from 0. Let, for instance, s; > 0.
Denote a = a1 — €(az + - -+ + ax), where € is so small that a € O. Clearly,
(a, a9, ...,ax) is another basis of L. If ¢, ..., ¢, are the coordinates of x in that
basis, then

k k k
Z s;a; = tia + Ztiai =tia1 + Z(tl — etl)ai,
1=1 1=2 1=2

which implies t; = s1 > 0 and t; = s; + es; > 0 for i = 2,..., k. Now let
b1,...,br be the vectors from S*, such that |by —a| < § and |b; — a;| < 6 for
t=2,...,k. If § is small enough then (by,...,bx) is yet another basis of L and
all coordinates of = in that basis are positive. Hence C' = cone(b, ..., bx) is an
S-cone and x € int(C).
Let 7 be a nontrivial homomorphism from S to T' and 7(ag) # 0 for some

ag € S. Define b, = b; if w(b;) # 0, and b, = nb; + ap if w(a;) = 0, where n is a
big natural number. Then 7(b}) # 0 for all <. Moreover,

B, nbi+0(1) b

B = albd o) Bl T O™
as n — o0o; therefore, for n large enough, the family (b},...,b}) is linearly
independent and z € int(cone(d], ..., b})). O

Gauges. If C is a convex cone and ¢ : C' — [—00;00), we call the function ¢
a gauge if, for all z,y € C' and s > 0,

q(z+y) <q(r) +q(y) and q(sz) = sq(z). (14)

If C is merely a semigroup and condition (14) holds for all natural s, we call
q a Z-gauge on C. If C'is a semigroup and sz € C for all x € C' and rational
s> 0, we call C' a Q-cone. In that case ¢ is called a Q-gauge if condition (14)
holds for all rational s > 0.

Note that if .S is a vector semigroup then S* is a Q-cone.

PROPOSITION 2.7. Let q be a Z-gauge on a vector semigroup S and O the
asymptotic cone of S. Then

1) the function q is extended in a unique way to a Q-gauge on S*;

2) the restriction of ¢ on O NS is extended in a unique way to a gauge on

0.

Proof. Step 1: we prove statement 1.
For each = € S* there exists a natural k, such that kx € S. If lx € S with
another natural [ then

lg(kz) = q(klx) = kq(lz),
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which implies

alke) _ qllz)

k l
Therefore the following definition is correct:
k
g (x) = Q(—kx) itkres.

Let z € S*, 0 <t € Qand kx € S, It € N with some natural £ and [. Then
kitx € S and therefore

o (t) = Q(]sz) _ ltq]illf:v) ().

If 2,y € S* then kxz € S and ly € S with some natural k£ and [. Then also
kl(z 4+ y) = l(kz) + k(ly) € S and therefore

Faty) = q(kl:vl:lr ty) l(J(k:v);rlkq(ly) — @) + 0 ).

Hence ¢* is a Q-gauge on S*.

Obviously, ¢*(z) = g(z) for x € S and ¢* is the unique Q-gauge on S* which
extends q.

The remaining proof is similar to that of continuity of a convex function.
We denote L = lin(S), k = dim L and speaking about a neighborhood of some
x € L we mean a neighborhood in L.

Step 2: we prove that for each z¢ € O there exists its convex neighborhood
U C O, such that ¢* is bounded from above on U N S*.

Let U = int(P), where P is an S-simplex with vertices ayo, . . ., ax, such that
xo € int(P). If x € UNS* then & = spag+- - -+ spax with some positive s; whose
sum equals 1. Since the family (a1 — ao,...,ar — ap) is linearly independent,
equality

x —ag = si1(ar —ag) + -+ + sk(ar — ap)

implies that sq,..., sk are rational numbers. Clearly, then sy is rational, too.

Therefore i

(@) <Y siat () <
i=0

where ¢ = max; ¢*(a;).

Step 3: the case, where ¢*(x,) — —oo for some sequence S* 3 x,, — = € O.

Let U C O be a convex neighborhood of z, such that ¢* is bounded from
above on UNS*. Fix any y € UNS*, find a rational €, such that y—e(x—y) € U,
and set z, = y — e(z, —y). If n is large enough then z, € U N Q™, therefore
zn, € S* (by Proposition 2.4) and the sequence ¢*(z,) is bounded from above.
Then y = (2, + €xy,)/(1 + €) implies

¢ (zn) + €q*(zn)

— = )
1+¢ o0

7" (y) <

ie. ¢*(y) = —oc.
Now let 3’ be an arbitrary point in O N S*. The segment I = [y;y'] is
a compact set covered by sets U(z'), ' € I, where U(z') C O is a convex
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neighborhood of 2/, such that ¢* is bounded from above on U(z’) N S*. Hence
there exists a finite covering of I by the sets U(z'). Let Uy U---U Uy, be such a
covering, and y € Uy, vy € U, Uy NU;y1 # D fori=1,... k—1.

Choose a y; € S* in each U; N U;41 and denote yo = y, yx = y'. Then
[yi1;9:) C U; for all s = 1,..., k. We know already that ¢*(yo) = —oo, let us
prove that ¢*(y;) = —oo for all i. Let ¢ > 1 and suppose ¢*(y;—1) = —oc. Find
a rational € small enough, so that z = y; — e¢(y;—1 — y;) lies in U;. Since z € Q™,
it belongs also to S*. Then y; = (z + ey;—1)/(1 + €) implies

(2) +eq” (yi-1)

q*
q"(yi) < T+ e = —00,

ie. ¢*(y;) = —oc.

Hence ¢*(y') = —oo. We thus proved that in the considered case ¢*(2’) =
—oo for any ' € O N S*. Define g(a’') = —oo for all ' € O. Then ¢ is a gauge
on O, which extends ¢*. The extension is unique, because every convex function
on O, which equals —oco at some point, is identically equal to —oc.

Step 4: the remaining case.

Suppose that there is no sequence (x,) C S* with z,, = = € O and ¢*(z,,) —
—oo. In that case ¢* is bounded from below in each compact subset of O and
therefore, by the result of Step 2, is bounded in some neighborhood of each
point of O. We prove that ¢* is locally Lipschitz.

Let xp € O. Find € and ¢, such that U(zg,2¢) N L C O and |¢*(z)| < ¢ for
all x € U(xg,2¢) N S*. Take any two different z,y € U(xg,€) N S* and denote
k= |e/|z —y|| and z = (k + 1)z — ky. Since

|z — x| < |z — mo| + K|z —y| < e+ € = 2,

we get z € U(xzg,2¢) C O. Moreover, z € Q™ and therefore z € S*. Then
x = (ky + 2)/(k+ 1) implies

kq*(y) + q¢*(2)
kE+1

¢(z)—a(y _ 2 _ 2

“(r) —q¢"(y) < -q"(y) = < < —lz—yl
q¢"(x) = q"(y) 7 (y) T 1 S ol
Because of symmetry, the analogous inequality with ¢*(y) — ¢*(z) on the left

hand side also holds. Hence
") =" (W)l < —lz —yl.

It is well known that any uniformly continuous (and hence any Lipschitz) real
function defined on a dense subset of a metric space F is extended in a unique
way to a continuous function defined on the whole E. Therefore there exists
an open covering (U;) of O and, for each ¢, a continuous function g; : U; — R,
which agrees with ¢* on U; N S*. By continuity, any two functions ¢; and g;
agree on the intersection U; N U;. Therefore there exists a continuous function
g : O — R, which extends the restriction of ¢* on O N S*.

For all 2',y' € S* and positive t' € Q,

¢ (@' +y) <q" (@) +¢"(y) and ¢ (t'a") =t'q"(2').

Taking the limits, as 2’ - € O,y -y € O and t' — ¢t > 0, yields that g is a
gauge on O. The extension ¢ is unique, because every convex function on O is
continuous. |
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3 Subadditive ergodic theorem

Almost independence. Recall from the Introduction that a family of ran-
dom variables (Z, | x € S) is called almost independent, if there exists a
¢ < o0, such that, for all nonempty A, B C S with p(A,B) > ¢, the fam-
ilies (Z, | * € A) and (Z, | * € B) are independent. Here S C Z™ and
p(A,B) = infyca yep|r — y| is the usual distance between sets A and B. It is
easily checked that the notion of almost independence does not depend on the
norm |-| on R™.

A sequence (Z; | i > 1) is almost independent when it is I-dependent for
some natural [, that is, if for all n the families (X1,...,X,) and (X; | ¢ = n+1)
are independent.

If (Z;) is a sequence of iid zero-mean random variables and S, = Z1+- - -+ Z,,
then almost surely

Sn—ne:n(&—e) — —00,
n
and therefore the random variable
M = sup(S,, — ne) (15)
n>=>0

is almost surely finite. It is also known [Borovkov and Borovkov, 2008, Theo-
rem 4.6.1 (iii)] that, for k > 2, E|Z|¥ < oo implies EM*~! < co. The following
proposition extends this statement to the case, where (Z;) is almost indepen-
dent.

PROPOSITION 3.1. Let Z be a random variable with E|Z|¥ < oo and EZ = 0,
where k = 2 is a natural number. If (Z;) is an almost independent sequence of
copies of Z, Sp = Z1 + -+ Z, and M is defined by (15) then EM*~! < cc.

Proof. Suppose that the sequence (Z;) is [-dependent. For each r = 1,...,1
define

j—1
Mr - Sup(Zr + ZT-H + -+ Z’I"Jr(jfl)l - .76) = sup Z(Zr—i-il - 5)-
i>0 20 =5
Ifn=sl+r withseZ, and 1 <r <7’ then
n 7’ s l s—1
ZZi_WEZZZ(ZT-Hl —e)+ Z Z(Zr-i-il —€) < ZMm
i=1 r=1i=0 r=r/+1 i=0 r=1

and therefore M < er:1 M,.. Since each sequence (Z,4; | i > 0) consists of iid
random variables, M, € L¥~1(P) for all r. Hence M € LF¥~1(P). O

Let S be a vector semigroup. From now on we look at it as the locally
compact metric space, S U {oo} being its one-point compactification. Hence if
(x5,) C S then x,, — 0o means |z,| — oo. If h is some real function on S then
h(z) —— 7 ¢ means that h(z,) — c for any sequence (z,,) C S with |z, | — oo.

PROPOSITION 3.2. Let k > 1, S be a k-dimensional vector semigroup, Z a non-
negative random variable with EZ* < oo and (Z, | x € S) an almost independent
family of its copies. Then almost surely
Z
ﬁ—>0, as S 3 x — oo.
x
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Proof. Let (ai,...,a;) C S be a basis of L = lin(S) and z* denote the coor-
dinates of a vector x € L in this basis. Let d be a natural number, such that
di' € Z for all z € S and all i. For z € L define ||z| = max;|dz’|. It is
another norm on L, which takes integer values for x € S. All norms in a finite-
dimensional space are equivalent, therefore it suffices to prove that Z/||z|| — 0,
as S 3z — oo.

Set S, ={z € S| || =n}. Then

|Sn] < {(s1,...,8%) € zZF | mzax|si| =n} = O(nkil), (16)

as n — oo. Next, fix 0 and denote p, = P(Z > nd). Then

an_lpn = an_l ZP(@ <Z/§<i+1)

n>1 n>=1 i=n
=Y P(i<Z/6<i+]1) an 'S iFELczgs<iin S E(Z/0)F <00, (17)
i>1 i>1

For A,B C S denote p(4, B) = infyca yenlz — y||, and let [ be a natural
number, such that p(A4, B) > [ implies independence of families (Z, | z € A)
and (Z, | x € B). For y € S define

Sply) ={z €S, |dr=dy (mod )},

where dz = dy (mod ) mean that dz® = dy’ (mod l) for all i = 1,...,k. Tt is
easily seen that there exists a finite B C S, such that S, = {J, 5 Sn(y) for all
n.

If 2,2’ € S, de = dx’ (mod 1) and = # 2/, then ||x — 2’| > I. Therefore each
family (Z; | © € Sp(y)) consists of 1ndependent random variables. Then, for n
large enough,

P(max Ty > 5n) Z P( max Z > 5n) < Z(l — (1 — p,)IS@y

€Sy €S,
yeB
< |B|(1 -1 —pn)‘s"‘) < [BI(1 = e 15 1Pn/2) | B |Sulpa /2,
and (16)—(17) imply

E P(max Ly > 5n) < 0.
rES,
n>1

By the Borel-Cantelli lemma, almost surely only finite number of events
{maxy,es, Z; > dn} occur. Therefore almost surely

lim — max Z, < 6.
n—oo N x€Sy,

The obtained inequality is valid for any ¢, therefore, for almost all w,

1
— max Zy(w) — 0.
n ||z|=n

Fix w, for which the latter relation holds. Then ||z, | — oo implies
Zy,, (W) < 1

X
znll = llznll tzi=lzn]

Zy(w) — 0.
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The maximal ergodic theorem. Recall from Introduction that if € is a
measurable space, then any measurable f : € — Q is called a transformation
of Q. If f is a transformation, we write fw instead of f(w), and if g is another
transformation then gf stands for the composition go f. Hence (gf)w = g(fw).

Let S be a vector semigroup. By its action on a measurable space {2 we mean
a family of transformations (f* | € S) with the following two properties: (1)
fEHY = fofY for all 2,y € S, and (in case 0 € S) (2) O is the identity on Q. If
0¢ S and (f* | x € S) is an action of S on 2, we can extend it to the action
(f* | x € SU{0}) by adding the identity transformation as f°.

If (f* | x € S) is an action then z, —z € S implies that f? is a bijection
between 2 and 2, and f~% is its inverse. For any = € S and W C (2, we denote
W) = (f*)"1(W). If —z € S, that set coincide with the image of W by
the transformation f~%, therefore our notation is not ambiguous. We say that
a measurable set W is f*-invariant if f~*(W) =W.

Let f = (f* | =z € S) be an action of S on © and P some probability on §.
We say that P is f*-invariant if P(f~*(W)) = P(W) for measurable W C Q. If
P is f*-invariant for all z € S, we call f an action of S on the probability space
(Q,P). We call that action ergodic, if P(W) € {0,1} for all measurable W C ,
which is f*-invariant for some 0 # x € S.

The proof of any ergodic theorem is usually preceded by some ”maximal
ergodic theorem”. In our case the role of it is taken by the following theorem,
although its formulation does not contain any max.

)

THEOREM 3.1. Let k > 1, S be a k-dimensional vector semigroup, A C S a
finite set, C' = cone(A), Sc = SNC and 0 # a € A. Let (f*| x € S) be an
ergodic action on a probability space (2, P) and Z € L¥(P) a random variable,
such that EZ = 0 and the family (Z(f*) | © € S) is almost independent. Then
almost surely

1< _
—|I| s Z Z(fer(zfl)a) —0, asSe xZy 3 (x,8) = 0.
i=1

Proof. For short, set

S

Z(z,5,w) = Z Z(frti=tay),

i=1
It suffices to prove that almost surely

— Z(z,s)
lim <
ScXZy>(x,s)—00 |(E| + s

0, (18)

because then the analogous inequality with —Z instead of Z gives

Jim Z(x,8) >
ScxXZy>(x,s)—00 |‘T| +s
Denote Ay = {.I € A | —T € Sc}, Ay = A\Ao, Lo = lln(Ao) and L =
lin(A). The cases, where a € Ay and where a € Ay, are a bit different, but the

difference is not very big, so we consider them together. Let B be the set of
all B C Aj, such that the family (z + Lo | € B) is a basis of the quotient
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space L/Lg. By Proposition 2.3, S is the union of finitely many sets of the
form b+ gp(Ag) + sg(B), where b € S¢, B € B and (in the case, where a € A;)
a € B. Therefore it suffices to prove (18) with b + Sy instead of S¢, where
So = gp(Ao) +sg(B). .

Obviously, Z(b+ vy, s,w) = Z(y, s, fbw) and

|6+ Yn| + sn = 00 <= |yn| + $n — 0.

Since P is fP-invariant, it suffices to prove that almost surely

— Z
T :9)
SoxZ4+3(y,s)—o0 |y| + s

(19)

Let (a1,...,ap) C Ag be a basis of Ly and B = {apt1,...,ax}. If a € Ay, we
may assume that a; = a, and if a € A; then a € B and we assume that a; = a.
Let L' = lin(ag, ..., ax) in the first case and L' = (ai,...,ai—1) in the second,
then in both cases L = Ra @ L’. Find a ¢ < oo, such that, for all ¢t € R and
ze L/,
[t] + |z] < c|ta + z|.
Each y € Sy is written in a unique way as y = ta + z with ¢t € Z and

z € L’N Sc; moreover, t > 0 in the case, where a € A;. The following identities
then are easily checked: if ¢ > 0 then

t+s t
Z(y, s,w) Z Z(fFHm0ew) =y (D), (20)
i=1
if t + s <0 then
[t]+1 [t|4+1—s
Z(y,s,w) =Y Z(f= U %)= Y Z(fm U w), (21)
j=1 j=1
and if t <0 <t + s then
[t]+1 —[t|+s

Z(y, s,w) = —Z(f*w) + Z “O ey 4 Nz D) (22)

i=1

Consider the case, where £ = 1. Let W be the set of all outcomes w, such
that, for all z € S,

1 ;

LS (07—

n “ n—o00

By the ergodic theorem, P(W) = 1. Let us fix w € W and prove that (19) holds
at w. Let So X Zy > (Yn, Sn) — 00 be any sequence, for which

m Z(yusuw) = lim Z(ynasnuw)

(23)
SoxZy3(y,s)—oo  |Yy| + 8 n—oo |yn| + sn

We need to show that the limit on the right hand side is nonpositive. In the
considered case L' = {0}, therefore y,, = t,a for some ¢, € Z, and |t,| + sn, —
oo. Without loss of generality we can assume that either ¢, > 0 for all n, or
tn + 8, <0 forall n,ort, <0< s, for all n.
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If ¢, > 0 for all n then without loss of generality we can assume that either
t, — oo or t, = O(1). In both cases (20) implies

tntsn tn
Z(ynrsmow) = > Z(fO D ZZ (=Da0) = o(ty + sn) = 0(|yal + 50).
=1

If ¢, + s, <0 for all n then 0 < s,, < [t,| and therefore |t,,| — co. Without loss
of generality we can assume that either [¢,| — s, = 00 or [t,]| — s, = O(1). In
both cases (21) yields

~ [tnl+1 _ tn]+1—sn _
Z (Y, Spyw) = Z Z(f*(]*l)aw) B Z Z(f’(ﬂfl)aw)
Jj=1 j=1

= o(|tn| + sn) = o(|yn| + sn).

If t, < 0 < t, + sy, for all n, then 0 < [t,| < s, and therefore s, — co. Without
loss of generality we can assume that either s, — |[t,| = 00 or s, — |t,,| = O(1),
and that either |t,| — oo, or |t,| = O(1). In all 4 cases (22) implies

‘t”‘-‘rl Sn_‘tnl
Z(ynssnow) = =Zw)+ Y Z(F W)+ Y0 Z(F )
J=l1 i=1

= o(|tn| + sn) = o(|yn| + sn).

Now consider the case, where k > 2. For any = € S and e denote

S S

My(z,e) =supy (Z(f07V7) —¢), Mi(w,e) =sup) (~Z(f7D") —¢)
520 i—1 520 i=1

and

M(z,e) = My(z,€) + M_(x,¢).
By the almost independence assumption and Proposition 3.1, EM (z, €)' < cc.
The intersection L' NS¢ is a vector semigroup and its dimension does not exceed

dim L' = k — 1. Therefore, by Proposition 3.2, for almost all w,
M z
W—m, kai L' NS¢ 3 2 — oo. (24)

z

Let us look at how random variables Z(y, s) with y = ta + z are dominated
by M(+a,e). We will assume that s > 1, but the obtained inequalities will be
also valid for s = 0, because Z(y,0) = 0. If t > 0 then (20) implies

t+s t
Z(y,s,w) = Z(Z(f”(i*l)aw) —€) + Z(—Z(f”(i*l)aw) —¢)+e(2t+s)
i=1 i=1

< Ma, €, f*w) + €(2cly| + 5).
If t + s < 0 then (21) yields analogously

Z(y, s,w)

lt]+1 [t|+1—s
= Z () =+ Y (2T ) — ) (2t +2 - 5)
j=1

< M(—a, €, ffw) + e(2cly| + s).
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Finally, if t <0 < ¢+ s then by (22),

It] —|t|+s
Zy,s,w) = Y (Z(f 0% —e)+ > (Z(f7H0 V%) —€) +es
j=1 i=1

< M(—a,e, f*w') + M(a, €, fw) + €s

with W’ = f~%.

Let W be the set off all outcomes w, such that (24) holds for z = a and for
x = —a (in the case, where a € Ap), and for all € = g;, where (g;) is some fixed
sequence tending to 0. Denote W; = Wifae Ay, and Wy = W N fa(W) if
a € Ap. In both cases P(W;) = 1. Let W3 be the set of all outcomes w, for
which

§—00

1o .
- Z Z(frri=bayy — 0, zeb.
s

i=1

By the ergodic theorem, P(W5) = 1. Set W = W7 N Wa, then also P(W) = 1.

Fix w € W and prove that (19) holds at w. Let So X Z4 3 (yn, $n) — 00 be
any sequence, for which (23) holds. Without loss of generality we can assume
that either |y,| — oo, or s,, — oo and all y,, coincide with some fixed y € Sp.
In the second case limit (23) equals 0, because w € Wa. It remains to consider
the first case — where |y, | — .

Let y, = tha+ 2z, with t,, € Z and z, € L' NS¢ (in the case, where a € Aj,
all ¢,, are nonnegative). If a € A;, it follows from the majorization inequalities
obtained above that

Z(Yn, Sn,w) < M(a, e, f*rw)
lyn| + 50 [yn|

+e(2¢+1).

Without loss of generality we can assume that either |z,| — oo, or t,, = oo and
all z, coincide with some fixed z € L’ N S.. In both cases the first summand
in the right hand side of the inequality tends to 0, for any € = ¢; (in the first
case this is true, because w € W and |y,| > |za|/c, and in the second case —
because |y,| — c0). Hence

Z ny“ns
i ZWns 50, w)

<€(2c+1
Py B o )

for all I, which means that limit (23) is indeed non-positive.
If a € Ap then the majorization inequalities yield

Z (Y Snyw) o M (a, €, f7w) + M(—a,¢, f"w) + M(—a,¢, f*w')
[Yn| + sn h Yn

+e(2¢+1),

where w' = few. For € = ¢, the first summand in the right hand side tends to
0 in both cases, where |z,| — oo (because w,w’ € W), and where z, = z for all
n. Hence limit (23) is again non-positive. O

Subadditive random functions. Let f = (f* | z € S) be an action of a
vector semigroup S on a probability space (2,P) and h = (h(z) | z € 5) a
family of random variables defined on 2. We think of A as of a random function
from S to R and denote the value of h(z) at outcome w € Q by h(z,w). A
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random function h is called f-subadditive, if h(0) = 0 and, for all 2,y € S and
w € Q,
h(z +y,w) < h(z,w) + h(y, ffw).

If h is f-subadditive and Eh(z)" < oo for all z € S then, for all z € S,
the sequence (h(nz) | n > 1) is subadditive in the usual sense and, by the
Kingman’s subadditive ergodic theorem, h(nz)/n tends almost surely to some
random variable g(x). If the action f is ergodic, the limit random variable is
degenerate, therefore we can assume that ¢ is a non random function on S. Then,
by the same Kingman’s theorem, ¢(z) = lim,_,oc Eh(nz)/n. By subadditivity
and invariance, for all z,y € S and t € N,

Eh(nz + ny) o Eh(nz) + Eh(ny)

g(r +y) = lim - < lim - = q(z) +a(y),
and Eh(nt Eh(nt
q(tz) = lim (ntz) =t lim Eh{ntz) = tq(x).
n—o0 n n—oo Nt

Hence ¢ is a Z-gauge on the semigroup S. By Proposition 2.7, the restriction
of g on O NS (where O is the asymptotic cone of S) is extended in the unique
way to a gauge on O, which is called the gauge associated with h.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let S be k-dimensional. For each S-cone C' =
cone(as,...,ar) with all w(a;) # 0, and each j = 1,...,k, let W(C,j) denote
the set of all outcomes w, for which

S

Y (hi(ag, gt D™w) — Ehy (a5)) — 0,

i=1

1
ly| + s

as 1(SNC)xZy > (y,8) — o0. By Theorem 3.1, P(W(C,j)) = 1. Set
W = Ne.; W(C,j) and W, = Nyer g ¥(W). Since the set of all S-cones is
countable, P(W;) = 1.

Let W5 and W3 be the sets of all outcomes w, such that, for all a € S,

respectively,

h y
M—)O, as T 3y — oo,
vl
and ” )
na,w
—— ——q(a).
n n—o00

By Proposition 3.2 and the Kingman’s subadditive ergodic theorem, P(W3) =
P(W3) =1. Set W =W, N Wa N Ws, then P(W) =1 as well.

Let us prove that (4) holds for any w € W and any sequence S > z, —
oo with @, /|z,] — « € O. By Proposition 2.6, there exists an S-cone C' =
cone(ay, ..., ax), such that m(a;) # 0 for all ¢ and = € int(C). We can assume
that z,, € C for all n. Denote A = {a1,...,ax} and Sc¢ = SN C. Since the
cone C is pointed, Proposition 2.3 yields that S¢ = Ag + sg(A) with some
finite set Ag C S¢. The sequence h(zy,w)/|xy,| is thus decomposed into a finite
number of subsequences (in each subsequence x,, = a + z}, with some a € Ay
and z, € sg(A)) and it suffices to prove that each subsequence tends to ¢(z).
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Suppose x, = a + x1,, with a € Ay and z1,,, € sg(A). By subadditivity,

h(zp,w) _ h(z1n,w)  hila, g”(ml’")w)

The second summand in the right hand side tends to 0, because so does any
its subsequence with |7 (z1,,)| — oo (since w € Wy and |w(x1,,)| < |7 |21,0] ~
Il |zn|), and also any its subsequence with 7(z1,) = y (since |z,| — 0).
Therefore
h(zn,w) o h(z1,n,w)
X
By Proposition 2.2, there exists a d € N, such that dz € sg(A) for all z € Sc.
Denote a’ = (d—1)a and z3,, = a’ + 2, = da+x1,,. Then a’ € Sc, x2., € sg(A)
and similarly to above we get

+ o(1).

h(xrhw) > h(xgﬁn,w) _ h+(a/,gﬂ(z2,n)w) — h(«IQ,n;W) _|_0(1)
] @] 2] [l

Since |xj | ~ |zy]|, it suffices to prove that for j = 1,2

h(xjﬂlv W)

— x).
N q(z)

We can use the facts that z;,, € sg(A) and z;,/|zjn| — .

We do not need anymore the sequence (z,) used to build z;,,, so we omit,
for short, the index j and write z,, instead of z; ,,. Let 2% denote the coordinates
of a vector z € L in the basis (a1, ..., ax).

Fix € < 3 and find y € int(C)) N S*, such that

i

lme<Z cl4e fori=1,....k (25)
yl

Let p be a natural number, such that py’ € N for all 4. Define
1—e)xl 1 i
Sp, = min {&J p, t, = max {M-‘ P
i g i pYy*
For all 4, . ‘ ‘
sny' <, < toy'

and all three numbers are integers, therefore z,, — s,y € sg(A) and t,y — z, €
sg(A).

Clearly, i, ~ x'|x,| and therefore s,, ~ |z,|s, tn ~ |z, |t with
s=(1—e)min$—z ir t:(l—l—e)maxx—z. (26)
vy vy
Then (1 —€)? < s <t < (1+ €)?, hence, for n large enough,
(1—e)a'|z,| <zl < (1+ )|z, and (1 —€)?|zn] < sn <t < (14 €)?|2nl.
It yields

1—¢)2\ . .
(76)>$1|$n| < dex’|xy|

2 = suy’ < (14 '] = (1= '] < (1 e— 57
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and

i i 2, i (1+¢)? i i
toy' —x, < (14 €)%y’ |zn] — (1 —€)z'|a,| < ( T —1+6)x || < 8ex’|xy|.
Moreover, _ _
In — Y, i sy za'—(1—e€)a’ =ex’
|Zn|
and . .
thy' — b,

=ty —a' > (1+e)a' — 2" = ex’,

|7

hence :C; — spyt — 0o and t,y — :C; — 0.
Now, by subadditivity,

h(zn,w) < h(sny,w) + h(zy — spy, VW) (27)
and

h(xnvw) = h(tnva) - h(tny — Tn, fmnw); (28)
moreover,

h(sny,w . hthy,w

% — sq(y) ir % — tq(y), (29)

because w € Wi.
Let us estimate two remaining terms. Denote z,, = x,, — s,y, then 2! — oo
and z! < 4ex’|z,| for n large enough. Again by subadditivity,

ko z
h(zm, f57V0) < Z Z ho(ag, frntG=Daig),

i=1 j=1
. ) .
where Yin = spy + > <y ci 20 ir- Since z;, — 0o and w € Wy, we get
~X

i
Z'n,

S (s (i, fUntD%0) — Ehy (a:)) = o(2 + 1 (yin)])

j=1
= o(z;, + 17|l |yin]) = o(|zn)-
Therefore
T T S 2 (e < e

with ¢ =4 Zle 2'Eh (a;).
Similarly to above,

=— h(tny — an, f*w)

lim < 2ce.
n—o0 |$n|
Then (27)—(29) yield
h(zy, — h(zn,
tq(y) — 2ce < lim hiwn, w) < lim Mwn, w) < sq(y) + ce.
n—oo |$n| n—o0 |$n|

Here € can be arbitrary small, y depends on e but satisfies (25), s and ¢ are
calculated by (26), and ¢ does not depend on e. If € approaches 0, y tends to z,
and s, t to 1. Therefore taking the limits, as e — 0, we get h(z,,w)/|x,| = ¢(x).
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