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RANDOM DIVERGENCE OF GROUPS

ANTOINE GOLDSBOROUGH AND ALESSANDRO SISTO

ABSTRACT. The divergence of a group is a quasi-isometry invariant defined in terms of pairs of points
and lengths of paths avoiding a suitable ball around the identity. In this paper we study “random
divergence”, meaning the divergence at two points chosen according to independent random walks or
Markov chains; the Markov chains version can be turned into a quasi-isometry invariant. We show
that in many cases, such as for relatively hyperbolic groups, mapping class groups, and right-angled
Artin groups, the divergence at two randomly chosen points is with high probability equivalent to the
divergence of the group. That is, generic points realise the largest possible divergence.

1. INTRODUCTION

The notion of divergence of groups was introduced and studied in [GNR93|] and [Ger94b], and roughly
it measures the lengths of paths joining two points z,y, and avoiding a ball of suitable radius around the
identity, as a function of the distance of {x,y} from the identity. It arose in the study of non-positively
curved manifolds and metric spaces. As it turns out, up to equivalence of functions, the divergence of a
group is a quasi-isometry invariant.

The divergence of a group has been computed in many examples, we recall some here. In [Ger94al,
Gersten showed that the divergence of graph manifold groups is quadratic, and in fact this characterises
graph manifolds among closed 3-manifolds. Mapping class groups also have quadratic divergence except
for a few exceptional surfaces [DRO9]. Tt was shown in that for any degree d,
there exists a CAT(0) group whose divergence is a polynomial of degree d, and a similar result was
also obtained in the case of right-angled Coxeter groups [DT15]. It was shown in [Sis12] that finitely
presented one-ended relatively hyperbolic groups have exponential divergence. Finally, groups with exotic
behaviour of the divergence function are constructed in [OOS09] and [GSIS].

The divergence measures the “worst-case scenario” for points x,y as above, meaning the points that
are “hardest” connect outside a ball around the identity (given a bound on the distance from the identity).
It is natural to wonder whether two “generic” points are easier to connect than the worst case scenario
or not. This can be made precise by choosing the points using independent random walks. In fact,
using the point of view from [GS21] of Markov chains as a “quasi-isometry invariant” version of random
walks, it is natural to consider Markov chains as well in this context. Indeed, considering divergence of
pairs of points chosen using independent Markov chains yields quasi-isometry invariants in a few possible
ways (e.g. taking expectactions). We do not pursue this here as actually in this paper we show that
in many cases generic points realise the worst case scenario for divergence, as we now state. We denote
div(z,y, p; §) the divergence of points z,y with respect to the basepoint p and auxiliary constant ¢, see
Definition for the precise definition. Also, the divergence of a group is only defined up to a certain
equivalence relation on functions that we denote =.

Theorem 1.1. Let (wy)n, (2n)n be independent copies of a random walk driven by a measure whose finite
support generates G as a semigroup, where G is one of the following:

e q finitely presented one-ended relatively hyperbolic group with infinite index peripheral subgroups.
e the fundamental group of a non-geometric graph manifold.

e the mapping class group of a closed connected oriented surface of genus at least 2.

e a right-angled Artin group whose defining graph is connected and not a join.

Then for all sufficiently small § > 0 there exists a function g with g(n) < divg(n) such that
Pldiv(wn, 2n,1;9) > g(n)] — 1.

Moreover, the same is true in the first two cases replacing the random walks with tame Markov chains in

the sense of [GS21].
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We note that work in progress of the authors with Mark Hagen and Harry Petyt will yield a Markov
chain version of the statement for the remaining two cases as well.

The theorem follows from our main theorem, Theorem [3.3] which roughly speaking gives a lower bound
on random divergence for many more cases than the ones mentioned above as well, and above we chose
some significant examples where this lower bound matches the divergence of the group. One example that
is covered by Theorem is that of acylindrically hyperbolic groups (in view of Lemma , yielding
the following.

Theorem 1.2. Let G be an acylindrically hyperbolic group and let (wy)n, (2n)n be independent copies
of a random walk driven by a measure whose finite support generates G as a semigroup. Then for all
sufficiently small § > 0 there exists a superlinear function g such that

P[div(wp, 2n, 1;6) > g(n)] — 1.

While we find it interesting that generic points have the largest possible divergence in many cases,
this is in a sense a negative result, meaning that this point of view does not yield new quasi-isometry
invariants in those cases. It is natural to ask:

Question 1. Does there exist a group which has random divergence (in any of its possible meanings)
which is strictly lower than its divergence?

We believe that both a positive and a negative answer would be interesting. If the answer is positive,
then random divergence is a new quasi-isometry invariant. If the answer is negative, then in every group
generic points realise the largest divergence, which would be very surprising.

Outline. In Section [2] we introduce the notion of f-divergent element of a group, where f is a function,
which is similar to a notion introduced in [GS21] and has implicitly been used in certain computations of
divergence, for example for mapping class groups. Roughly, f-divergence gives lower bounds on length
of paths outside neighborhoods of the cyclic group generated by the element, in terms of the function
evaluated at the radius of the neighborhood. Lemma [2.13|says that if a group contains an f-divergent
element then the divergence of the group is = nf(n), and this bound is optimal in the cases mentioned
in Theorem We note that any acylindrically hyperbolic group contains an f-divergent element for
some diverging function f.

In Section [3] we state the various assumptions under which we can control random divergence, and in
fact we have two different sets of assumptions for random walks and for Markov chains, Assumptions [A]
and |B] In this section we also state our main theorem, Theorem In fact, we decided to turn two key
propositions in the proof of the theorem into black boxes, so that in the future to extend the theorem to
other cases one only needs to prove the two propositions. The scheme of the proof is the following:

Assumption A N

Proposition 3.1 and Proposition 3.2 ———=) Theorem 3.3

\

Assumption B

FIGURE 1. A recap of implications in this paper

In Section @] we establish the propositions under the two sets of assumptions, and in Section [5] we prove
Theorem [3:3] Using this and computations of divergence from the literature we then prove Theorem [I.1]
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2. f-DIVERGENCE

In this section, we define f-divergent elements and give some examples of groups containing such
elements. The motivation for this study is that often, the divergence of a group originates from the
existence of such an element.

2.1. Definition and examples. We first define an X-projection; roughly the idea is that given a group
G acting on a hyperbolic space X, we can use closest point projections in X to define coarse retractions
onto subsets of G.

Definition 2.1. ([GS21] Definition 3.2]) Let G act on a hyperbolic space X, with a fixed basepoint xy,
and let A C G. An X-projection w: G — A is a map such that for all h € G, we have that w(h)xo in a
closest point in Axg to hxg.

We can now give the definition of an f-divergent element.

Definition 2.2. Let G be a group with a fived word metric. Let f : RT — RT be an increasing diverging
function. We say that g € G is f-divergent if there exists a non-elementary action of G on some hyperbolic
space X where g is lozodromic, and a constant 6 with the following property. Let m: G — (g) be a fized
X -projection. If xz,y € G have dg(w(x),7(y)) > 0 and « is a path in G from x to y avoiding the
d-neighborhood of (g), then o has length at least f(d). See Figure[d

() > f(d)

FIGURE 2. Picture of f-divergence taken from [GS21] (where f was assumed to be
super-linear, but this is not the case here).

Having defined these special elements, we give a few examples.

Example 2.3. o Let G be an infinite hyperbolic group acting on its Cayley graph with respect to
a finite generating set. Then there exists an exponential function f such that G contains an
f-divergent element (see [GS21] Lemma 3.4] ).

e Let (G, P) be a relatively hyperbolic group, where all P € P have infinite index in G. Then there
exists an exponential function f such that G contains an f-divergent element for the action on
the coned-off Cayley graph Cay(G,S U P), where S is a finite generating set for G (see [[GS21],
Lemma 3.5]).

e Let G be an acylindrically hyperbolic group, acting acylindrically and non-elementarily on the
hyperbolic space X. Then any loxodromic element g for this action is f-divergent for some
diverging function f (depending on g). This essentially follows from [MS20, Proposition 10.4] as
we show below in Lemma 2.5 (we believe this also follows from arguments in [Sis16]).

o Let G be the mapping class group of a finite-type surface S (with finitely many exceptions), acting
on its curve graph CS. Then pseudo-Anosov elements are f-divergent elements for some linear
function f; for short, we will say linear-divergent. In fact, a similar result holds for hierarchically
hyperbolic groups, see Lemma below.

o Let G be a group of isometries of a proper CAT(0)-space containing a rank-one element go. Then
go is a linear-divergent element, see Lemma [2.7 below.

2.2. Proofs of f-divergence. In this subsection we show that the elements described in the last two
examples of Example[2.3|are indeed f-divergent for the claimed f. We start with the following well-known
result in hyperbolic geometry, which we will use throughout this paper.
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Lemma 2.4. Let X be a §-hyperbolic space. Let Q) be a quasi-convex proper subspace and mg : X — Q a
closest-point projection. Then there exists a constant R > 0 only depending on § and the quasi-convexity
constant of Q such that the following holds:
o 7 s R-coarsely Lipschitz.
o For all z,y € X, if dx(mg(x),m7g(y)) > R then there are points mi,mo € [x,y] such that
dx(mi,mg(z)) < R and dx(ma,mq(y)) < R where [x,y] is a geodesic between x and y. Further,
the subgeodesic of [x,y] between my and mqy lies in the R-neighborhood of Q.

As was stated above, the following lemma will follow from [MS20, Proposition 10.4].

Lemma 2.5. Let G act acylindrically and non-elementarily on the hyperbolic space X. Then any loxo-
dromic element g for this action is f-divergent for some diverging function f (depending on g).

Proof. We note that the statement of [MS20), Proposition 10.4] involves some ’acylindrically intermediate’
space Y for for (G, X); by [MS20, Section 10] one can take Y = G (with a word metric), which is what
we will do in this proof.

Let g be a loxodromic element as in the statement of the lemma, where the quasi-isometric embedding
(9) < X has constants (a,b). Then a path along (g) is a L-Lipschitz discrete path for some L depending
only on a and b. Let F be the constant from [MS20], Proposition 10.4] associated to L and let p : Rt — R™
be the corresponding diverging function. Let d’ be such that for all d > d’, we have p(d) > 2(a+ 1). Let
6 > a(8R + 2F + b) where R is from Lemma and let:

0 ifd<d
J(d) = 2O i g > g,

Let a be a L-Lipschitz (discrete) path, say from a~ to a™), such that dg(m(a™),7(a™)) > 6 and staying
outside of the d-neighborhood of (g). We want to show that £(a) > f(d).

Let 3 be the discrete path along (g) from 7(a™) to w(at. Then, by [MS20, Proposition 10.4], as f3 is
L-Lipschitz, we have:

max{lg(a),lc(8)} > (dx(a™,a™) —dx(a™,m(a”)) —dx(a®,m(a™)) = F) p(d).
Now, by Lemma [2.4] there exists R > 0 only depending on (g) such that:
dx(a,a") —dx(a™,7n(a”)) —dx(a,m(at) > dx(n(a”),n(a™)) — 4R.

If d < d’, then f(d) = 0 and there is nothing to show. Hence, we only need to consider d > d’. By the
choice of 0, we have that dx(m(a™),m(a™)) > 4R + F, hence for all d > d':

le(B) < adx(m(a”), m(a™)) +b < (a+1)dx(n(a”),n(a"))

< D 1 (r(07), (%)) < pld) (dx (w(a"), 7(0*)) ~ 4R~ F).

Hence, {g(a) > p(d) (dx (m(a™),m(aT)) — 4R — F) > p(d)8/2 = f(d), as required. O

The following lemma is similar to what was done in the proof of [Sis17, Proposition 5.9] for the mapping
class group, which only relies on the HHS structure of G; we include the lemma here for completeness.
We refer the reader to [BHS17, BHS19, [Sis19] for general background on hierarchically hyperbolic spaces,
which we do not recall in detail here since in this paper hierarchical hyperbolicity is only used in the
following lemma. In short, we will use that a hierarchically hyperbolic structure (X, &) gives a collection
of hyperbolic spaces CY, for Y € &, and there is a “main” (formally, C-maximal) hyperbolic space CS.
Moreover, there are coarsely lipschitz (projection) maps 7y : X — CY and we will use mostly two things.
First, the distance formula, which gives an estimate on the distance between two points in X in terms of
their projections to the various hyperbolic spaces; we spell out the part of the estimate we need in the
proof below. Second, we need the Bounded Geodesic Image axiom, which says that if =,y project far in
some CY, for Y # S, then any geodesic from 7g(z) to ms(y) passes uniformly close to a specified point

ps-
Lemma 2.6. Let G be an hierarchically hyperbolic group (with structure (G,&)) and with an element

go acting loxodromically on the main hyperbolic space CS. Then gg is a linear-divergent element for this
action.



RANDOM DIVERGENCE OF GROUPS 5

Proof. We let m : G — (go) be a CS-projection, as defined in Definition where S is the C-maximal
element of &. Let Ly such that Lo/2 > max{12F,2R, so}, where E is the constant from the Bounded
Geodesic Image axiom, R is from Lemma for the hyperbolic space CS and the quasi-convex subset
(go)xo and sq is from the distance formula. Define f(d) := (A\y'A\[*(d — v1) — 12)/2 where (A\1,v;) are
the constants associated to 2Ly and (Mg, v2) are the constants associated to Lg in the distance formula.
Let 0 be such that 8/a — b > 20E where (a,b) are the quasi-geodesic constant for (go)xg C CS. We note
that both f and 6 only depend on the HHS structure of G and on gg.

Let a be a path in G as in Definition from o~ to at, avoiding the d-neighborhood of (gg) and
such that D := dg(n(a™),m(a™)) > 0.

The main ingredient to this proof is to show that if a domain U € & is such that dy(a™, 7y (a™)) is big
then so is dy (o™, a™). For two points 2,y € G and L > 0, we say that U € REL(z,y, L) if dy(z,y) > L.

Claim 1. For all L > Lg, if dy(a™,m(a™)) > L then dy(a™,a™) > dy(a™,n(a™))/2. In particular, if
U € REL(a,w(a™),L), then U € REL(a™,a™", L/2).

Proof of Claim. We first note that there exists a constant K7 such that for all U € & the projection map
v : G = CU is (K, Ky)-coarsely Lipschitz. Hence dy(m(a™),m(at)) < K1D + K. let L > Lo and let
U e REL(a,m(a™), L).

The first case is if U # S, then by the Bounded Geodesic Image axiom, there exists a constant F
such that p% N Ng([rs(a™), ms(m(a™)]) # 0. By hyperbolicity of CS and the choice of 6, we have that
p% N Ne([rs(a™),ms(m(at)]) = 0. Hence, using the Bounded Geodesic Image axiom, we can bound
dy(at,m(at)) < E. Now, let 3 C [rs(m(a™)),ms(m(a™))] be the points = such that dg(z,m(a™)) >
10E. Then we have that p% N NEg(B) = 0 and so by the Bounded Geodesic Image axiom, we get that
dy(B~,B%) < E. Noting that dy (r(a™),m(at)) =dy(B~,8%) + 10E < 11E, we get that:
dy(a™,at) > dy(a™,m(a™))—dy(r(a™),m(a™))—dy(n(a™),a’) > dy(a™,7m(a™))—12E > dy(a™,n(a"))/2.

If U = S, then by hyperbolicity of CS and Lemma [2.4] we have that:

ds(a™,at) >ds(a,m(a™)) — 2R > ds(a™,m(a™))/2.
This finishes the proof of the claim. O

Let L = 2Ly, then by the choice of (A1, 1) above the claim, and the distance formula we have that:
d<dg(a™,m(@™) <h Y f{du(a w0 )} +m.
Ues

Where we recall that {{A}}L =Aif A> L and {{A}}L = 0 otherwise.
By the choice of constants (Ag,v5) for Ly we have:

da(a™,a") > A" ) {{du(aioﬁ)}}

Ues

> Z fldv(a m@ )Y} — e

U€REL(a~ m(a™),L) o
> A AT (d =) — v > f(d)
where we go from the first to the second line by using Claim [I} Hence ¢(a) > dg(a™,a™) > f(d). O

—
L/2

The following lemma shows the existence of a linear-divergent element for CAT(0) groups with a rank-
one isometry. We do this by looking at the associated action of the group on the BBF quasi-tree and
using the contracting properties of this element. It might be possible to use a similar argument when in
place of using the BBF quasi-tree one uses the hyperbolic space defined for a CAT(0) space in [PSZ22].

Lemma 2.7. Let G be a group of isometries of a proper CAT(0) space with a rank-one element go. Then
go s a linear-divergent element.

Proof. We note that by [BBF15, Examples 2.1-(3), Theorem H], there is a quasi-tree X such that G has
a non-elementary action on X, and gq is loxodromic for this action.

Further, the X-projection 7 : G — (go) is in fact within bounded error of a closest point projection,
see [BBF15 Lemma 4.9] (and the comment above said lemma). Now, go is loxodromic for the action on
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Y and hence by [BF09, Theorem 5.4], is Bj-contracting for the closest point projection 7 : G — {go). We
show that this implies that gg is a linear divergent element.

Indeed, let a be a path from o~ to o staying outside of the d-neighbourhood of {go) and such that the
Y-projection (and hence the closest point projection m : G — (go)) satisfies d (7(a™), 7(a™)) > 6 := 10B;
where B is from the axis of gg being Bj-contracting.

We first note that B(a™,d/2) N (go) = 0, hence diam (7(B(a~,d/2))) < By and so in particular o is
not properly contained in B(a~,d/2) and hence ¢(a) > d/2, as required. O

2.3. Divergence and WPD elements. In this subsection we recall the notion of WPD element and
we argue that f-divergent elements, for f a diverging function, are WPD. As we recall WPD elements,
we also establish some notation, following [GS21], that will be used in the statements of our main results
and throughout this paper. Finally, we establish a connection between f-divergence and divergence of
groups.

2.3.1. WPD elements. We recall the definition of a WPD element from [BE02).

Definition 2.8 (WPD element). Let G be a group acting on a hyperbolic space X and g an element of
G. We say that g salisfies the weak proper discontinuity condition (or that g is a WPD element) if for
all Kk > 0 and xg € X there exists N € N such that

#{he G| dx(xo,hzo) <k, dx(gNzo,hg™ze) <k} < 0.

The following lemma shows that whenever G contains an f-divergent element gy then gq is a loxodromic
WPD element.

Lemma 2.9. If go is an f-divergent element (for an increasing divergent function f) for some action
on a hyperbolic space X then gy is a loxodromic WPD element for this action on X.

Proof. Identical to the proof of [GS21l Lemma 3.8]. In the set-up of that paper, f is assumed to be
super-linear, but for the proof of that lemma it only needs to be divergent. O

Recall that any loxodromic WPD element ¢ is contained in a unique maximal elementary subgroup of
G, denoted E(g) and called the elementary closure of g, see [Osil6, Theorem 1.4].

We will refer to the following lemma as the strong Behrstock inequality, and we will use it very often.
The lemma follows from [BBES19, Theorem 4.1], see [GS21], Section 3.3].

We briefly explain the meaning of the lemma. Given a point  and two distinct cosets of E(g) for
a loxodromic element g, (one version of) the Behrstock inequality says that on one of the two cosets
the X-projection of = is close to the X-projection of the other coset. The strong version says that, up
to perturbing the X-projections, we can actually ensure that, rather than being close, the projections
actually coincide.

Lemma 2.10. Let g be a lozodromic WPD element. Then, for v = E(g), there is a g-equivariant map
my : G = P(7), where P(v) is the set of all subsets of v, and a constant B with the following property.
For all x € G and hy # h'vy we have

dx (Thy (2), T (B'y)) > B = mniy(z) = ms (h7),
where Ty (2) = kﬂv(k_lz). Moreover, for all x € G the Hausdorff distance between m(x) and an
X -projection of x to (g) is bounded by B.
As in [GS21) Section 3.3], we will often consider projections distances:
Notation 1. For a lozodromic WPD element g, consider v = E(g) and the maps mp~ as in Lemma .
For h,z,y € G we denote
dhw ((ﬁ, y) = diam(ﬂ—h'y (1.) U Thry (y)),

and similarly when we project subsets rather than points.

As in the statement of Lemma we will often denote v = E(gp) when a loxodromic WPD element
go has been fixed. We often look at the set of cosets where two given elements have far away projections,
as captured by the following definition.
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Definition 2.11. Given a loxodromic WPD element g, for x,y € G and T > 0 we define the set
Hr(z,y) :={hy : dny(z,y) 2 T},

and similarly when we projects sets rather than points.

2.3.2. Divergence. There are many definitions of divergence for a metric space. These different definitions
are equivalent under mild conditions, see [BD14b], [DMS10] for more on this. More precisely, the various
definition yield functions that are equivalent with respect to the equivalence relation generated by the
partial order where f < g if there exists a constant C' such that f(z) < Cg(Cx 4+ C) + C. We will use
the definition given in [BD14bl Definition 3.1].

Definition 2.12. Consider a constant 0 < 6 < 1. For a triple of points a,b,c € X with dist(c,{a,b}) =
r > 0 we define div(a,b,c,d) to be the infimum of the lengths of all paths connecting a to b and avoiding
the ball B(c,or). If no such path exists, we define div(a,b,c,d) = oo.

The divergence function (given a fixed parameter) of a metric space is then defined considering the
supremum over all pairs of points a, b within a given distance of each other; we will not need the precise
definition.

As noted in the introduction, the notion of f-divergence is used implicitly in the literature to give
lower bounds on divergence. We will not need the following lemma, but we point it out to make the
connection between f-divergence and divergence explicit. Lemma below is similar in spirit.

Lemma 2.13. If the group G contains an f-divergent element, then it has divergence = nf(n).

Proof. The proof is identical to [GS21] Lemma 3.6], where f was assumed to be superlinear and the
conclusion is that the divergence is superquadratic. However, the last displayed formula in the proof
gives the bound we require here. O

3. STATEMENTS OF MAIN RESULTS

3.1. Assumptions on Markov chains. Throughout this paper, we will assume that our Markov chains
have the following properties. We note that the non-amenability condition from [GS21l Definition 2.5] is
not required here.

We use the notation of [GS21], Section 2], in particular w? denotes an n-step Markov chain starting at
o0, and transition probabilities are denoted p(,-).

o

Assumption 1. Let the Markov chain (w2) on G satisfy the following conditions.
(1) (Bounded jumps) There ezists a finite set S C G such that p(g,h) = Plw{ =h] =0 ifh ¢ gS.
(2) (Irreducibility) For all s € G there exist constants €5, K5 > 0 such that for all g € G we have

Plw] = gs] > €
for some k < K.

Remark 1. Once we have fized a word metric dg on G then the assumption of Bounded jumps
is equivalent to the following: There exists a constant K > 0 such that for alln € N and starting point
o € G we have dg(wg,wy, 1) < K.

We now state some assumptions on the groups we will consider. We note that these assumptions on G
will be different depending on whether we are considering a random walk or a more genral Markov chain.
For simplicity of notation, we write (w?) for a random walk or a Markov chain on G. In the case of a
random walk, the starting point (which will be considered to be the identity) is not as relevant as in the
case of a Markov chain. In the case of the Markov chain, we will further require that (w?),, satisfies the
conclusion of [GS21] Proposition 5.1]. We note that this proposition is enough to show linear progress,
in X, of the Markov chain, see [GS21 Section 6]. Here are the assumptions under which we will work:

Assumption A. G is a finitely generated group containing an f-divergent element go and (w?), is a
random walk driven by a finitely supported measure that generates G as a semigroup.

Assumption B. G is a finitely generated group containing an f-divergent element go, and (W), is a
Markov chain on G satisfying Assumption |1] and satisfying the conclusion of [GS21l, Proposition 5.1],
which we recall later.



8 ANTOINE GOLDSBOROUGH AND ALESSANDRO SISTO

Various groups are shown in [GS21] to satisfy Assumption [B]for tame Markov chains ([GS21], Definition
2.5]). These include:
e Non-elementary hyperbolic and relatively hyperbolic groups.
e Acylindrically hyperbolic 3-manifold groups.
In work in progress of Mark Hagen, Harry Petyt, and the authors, we show that suitable Markov
chains on hierarchically hyperbolic groups also satisfy Assumption

3.2. Main results. We fix once and for all the f-divergent element gy which is loxodromic and WPD
for an action of G on a hyperbolic space X. We also fix v = E(go) to be the elementary closure of gp.
The following results will later be used as assumptions for Theorem [3.3] below on “random divergence”
and can be used as a “black box”, meaning that if one can establish the conclusion of these for other
groups, then the theorem will also hold in this case.

The following proposition states that the number of cosets where the distance between the projection
of p and w? is big grows linearly. This result is perhaps what the authors should have established in
[GS21] in place of their Proposition 5.1. The difference between these propositions is that we want the
number of cosets to grow linearly here, whilst in [GS21], we wanted the sum of the projection distances
over the cosets to grow linearly.

Proposition 3.1. Let G and (w?), satisfy either Assumptz'on or Assumption @ Then there exists a
constant Ty such that the following holds. For all T > Ty, there exist constants Cy, €9 > 0 such that for
allp € G and n € N we have:

P[\'HT(p, wy)|= 60n} > 1 — Cpe ™/,

The second result will be an easy consequence of the conclusion of [GS21], Proposition 5.1] and roughly
states that given a set Hr(o,p) of cosets, the probability that a Markov chain starting at p undoes the
projections on more than ¢ of these cosets decays exponentially in ¢.

Proposition 3.2. Let G and (w?), satisfy either Assumption |A| or Assumption @ Then there exists
T4 > 0 with the following property. For all T > T} there exists a constant C1 > 0 such that the following
holds for all o,p € G and for all m:

P|IHr (0, p) N Hr(p, wh,)|> t] < Cye /O,

Finally, theorem below states that, under our assumptions, the lower bound on divergence given in
Lemma [2.13]is true generically:

Theorem 3.3. Let G be a group acting non-elementarily on a hyperbolic space X, and let gy be an
[-divergent element for the action. Let (wh )y, (25)n be two independent copies of a Markov chain (or
random walk) satisfying the conclusions of both Proposz'tion and Proposition . Then there exists a
constant dy € (0,1) such that for all § < dg, there exists a constant C > 0 such that:

P[div(wg P .p,8) > nf(n/c*)/c} >1-Ce™/C
The rest of the paper is devoted to the proofs of the propositions and the theorem.

Notation 2. From now on, G will always denote a group acting non-elementarily on a hyperbolic space
X, and go will be an f-divergent element for the action. We will use all the notations set in Section [3,
such as E(go), ete.

3.3. Some more set up. Before moving on to the proofs of the propositions and the theorem, we recall
some more results about hyperbolic spaces and WPD elements which we will use throughout.

Let z,y € G. In view of the fact that the projections on the h~y satisfy the projection axioms of
[BBE15], by [BBF15, Theorem 3.3 (G)], we have a total order on Hr(x,y), as specified below. Regarding
the equivalence of the various conditions, this follows from Lemma [2.10] (Behrstock inequality).

Lemma 3.4. (Consequence of [BBF15, Theorem 3.3 (G)]) Fiz a loxodromic WPD element g. For any
sufficiently large T and for any x,y € G, the set Hr(x,y) U {x,y} is totally ordered with least element x

and greatest element y. The order is given by hy < h'~y if one (and hence all) of the following equivalent
conditions hold for B as in Lemma [2.10;
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dpny(z, h'y) > B.
Wh/v(l') = 7Th/'y(h'7)'
dn~(y, hy) > B.
Ty (Y) = Tha (R').

We now study how various sets of large projections can differ, starting with the following lemma.

Lemma 3.5. (|[GS21, Lemma 3.15]) Fiz a lozodromic WPD element g. For any T > 10B which satisfies
Lemma (3}, with B as in Lemma[2.10, the following holds. Let x,y,z € G. Then there at most 2 cosets
hy € Hr(x,y) such that T (2) is distinct from both mp~(x) and Thy (y).

A consequence of the lemma is given below. We shall use this lemma several times and in the two
slightly different forms given in the statement. We include proofs for completeness, but we note that they
could be deduced from [BBFSI9| Lemma 3.6].

Lemma 3.6. For all x,y,z € G, there are at most 2 cosets t17,tay € Hr(x, z) such that
Hr(z,2)\Hr(z,y) € Hr(z,y) U{t1y,t27}-

In particular:
Hr(z,y)|> [Hr(z, 2)\Hr(2,9)[-2 > [Hr(z,y)\Hr (2, y)|—4

Proof. By Lemma there are at most 2 cosets (call them ¢;y and t37) in Hr(x,2)\Hr(z,y) such
that my,~(y) # 7+ (x) and w4 (y) # m,+(2). Now for all hy € Hy(z, 2)\Hr(z,y) but these two ;v we
must have mp,(y) = Ty (2) (otherwise hy € Hp(z,y)). Hence for all but the two t;y cosets, we have
dny(2,y) = dry(z,2) > T as hy € Hr(z, z) and so all but at most 2 cosets of Hr(x, 2)\Hr(z,y) belong
to Hp(z,y). This proves the first part of the lemma and thus the first inequality. Swapping z and y, we
see that Hr(z,y)\Hr(z,y) is contained in Hr(z, z) possibly up to two cosets. But then the same is true
with Hr(x, 2)\Hr(z,y) replacing Hr(x, z), showing the second inequality. O

The following states that we have a ’coarse triangular inequality’ for the number of cosets in Hrp.

Corollary 3.7. For all x,y,z € G we have

(Hr(z, 2)|< [He(z, y)|+[Hr (y, 2)[+2.
Proof. This follows immediately from Lemma [3.6] and the fact that
Hr(z, 2)\Hr(z,y)|= [Hr(z, 2)|=[Ho(z, 2) D He(2,9)|= [He(z, 2)|=[H (2,9)]-
O

Notation 3. Once a finite generating set has been fixed for G, we fix a word metric dg on G and note
that for an action G ~ X for all g,h € G we have dx(gxo, hxo) < dg(g,h) up to rescaling X, which we
do from now on for convenience.

The following lemma says roughly that X-projections are closest-point projections up to multiplicative
and additive error.

Lemma 3.8. There exists a constant D (depending only on «y) such that for all hy and p € G, we have
da(p, mhy(p)) < Ddg(p, hy) + D

Proof. We let p’ € hy be such that da(p,p’) = da(p, hy). Since 74 is at bounded distance from a
closest-point projection (Lemma , the conclusion of Lemma holds for my.; we denote by R the
corresponding constant. Also, let a,b be such that Ay is quasi-isometrically embedded in X with con-
stants (a,b) (meaning that hy endowed with the restriction of d¢g is (a, b)-quasi-isometrically embedded
in X via the orbit map for zp). We set D = max{1 + a,a(b+ R+ 2B)}. If dx(p'xo, mhy(p)z0) < R we
have that dg(p', mhy(p)) < aR + ab and so dg(p, mhy(p)) < da(p,p’) + aR + ab < Ddg(p, hy) + D.
If dx(p'zo, mhy(p)zo) > R, then by Lemma there exists a point ¢ € [pzg,p'wp] such that
dx (t, mhy(p)zo) < R and so

1
da(p,p') > dx (pxo,p'zo) > dx (pro,t) + dx (p'xo, Thy(p)x0) — R — 2B > EdG(p/ﬂTh—y(p)) -b—R-2B,
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where the ”2B” is due to the diameter of 7 (p). This leads to

da(p, mhy(p)) < da(p,p') +da(p', ey (p)) < (14 a)da(p,p') + a(b+ R+ 2B) < Dda(p, hy) + D.
O

3.4. Fixing constants. For a basepoint xy € X, as hyz( is a quasi-convex subset of the hyperbolic
space X, we have by Lemma that the closest point projection to hyxg is coarsely Lipschitz. Now,
h~y is quasi-isometrically embedded in X, hence the X-projections 7, are L-coarsely Lipschitz, for some
constant L > 0 which we fix from now on (see below). We also fix the following constants. Recall that
we have already fixed an f-divergent element gy and its elementary closure v = E(go).

Notation 4. o Let L be such that the projections my., are L-coarsely Lipschitz and let R be from
Lemma [2.]] corresponding to the quasi-convexr subset hyxzo C X.
o Let 0 and f be from the definition of gy being an f-divergent element.
e B is from the strong Behrstock inequality (Lemma ,
e Let K be from the bounded jumps condition in Remark [l We note that a sample path of our
Markov chain will be a discrete path with K-bounded jumps, that is, sequences of points with
consecutive ones being distance at most K apart.

4. PROBABILISTIC ARGUMENTS

We will show that groups satisfying either of Assumptions [A]or [B]satisfy the conclusion of Proposition
and Proposition [3.2] This will then allow us later to prove Theorem It might be possible that
groups and random walks as in Assumption [A] satisfy the conclusion of [GS21] Proposition 5.1], which
would give another way of dealing with those.

4.1. Proof of Proposition and Proposition for groups satisfying Assumption [A] For
this subsection, we fix the setup of Assumption [A]

We recall some properties of the projection complexes introduced in [BBF15], which we will then use
to prove Proposition [3.1}

4.1.1. Projection complex. We will not define the projection complex formally but rather we recall the
properties that are relevant here. Roughly speaking, the projection complex for a loxodromic WPD gg
is made of the cosets of E(gp), thought of as quasi-lines, with two of them stuck together if there is no
third coset on which the two cosets project far away. In particular, the ambient group G is a subset of
this projection complex, which we use below; we recall also that G acts on this projection complex. We
invite the reader to look at [BBF15] or [BBES19] for details.

Let Y := {hy : h € G}. By [DGOI1T7, Example 4.38], Y satisfies the axioms of [BBF15, Section 3.1].
For every U > 0, we can then build a projection complex Yy as in [BBEF15, Definition 3.6].

First of all:

Lemma 4.1. ([BBF15, Theorem 3.16]) For all sufficiently large U > 0, Yy is a quasi-tree.

The reason that projections complexes are useful for us is that the distance between two points is
related to the number of cosets on which there is a large proejction:

Proposition 4.2. ([BBE15, Proposition 3.7]) For all sufficiently large U > 0 and for z,y in G, we have
dv, (z7,y7) < [Hu(z,y)|+1.

We note that we have an action G ~ Yy on the quasi-tree Yy. The following ensures that this action
is acylindrical.

Theorem 4.3. (Special case of [BBES19, Theorem 1.1]) For all sufficiently large U > 0 the following
holds. If G acts on Yy and there exists N such that the common stabiliser of any pair of distinct elements
of Yy has cardinality at most N, then the action is acylindrical.

The common stabiliser of two cosets of E(go) is the intersection of the corresponding conjugates, which
has uniformly bounded size, so that the action of G on Yy is indeed acylindrical.

We will also need the following lemma on the quasi-trees Yy, which allows us to control Gromov
products in terms of projections.
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Lemma 4.4. For all sufficiently large U > 0 there exists A > 0 such that the following holds. Fix
distinct h;y fori=1,2,3 and let H = Hy (h1y, hsy) N Hy (hey, hsy). Then

(hera hQ’Y)}Lgfy > |H|/2 — A.

Proof. Throughout the proof we assume that U is large enough that we can apply the results above,
as well as other results from [BBFSI19]. Since Yy is hyperbolic, the Gromov product in the statement
coincides up to an error only depending on the hyperbolicity constant with the distance from h37y to a
geodesic from hyvy to hyy. By [BBES19, Corollary 3.8], said geodesic is at bounded Hausdorff distance
from Hy (hi7, hoy). Hence, we have to give a lower bound on the distance in Yy between hsy and any
element hy of Hy (hyi7, hey) in terms of |H].

By [BBFS19 Lemma 3.6], up to replacing hy with an adjacent vertex of Yy, and up to swapping hy~y
and hgy we can assume that hy € Hy (hsy, h1y). Moreover, that set is totally ordered as in Lemma
again as a consequence of [BBFS19, Theorem 3.3 (G)]. By [BBFS19, Lemma 3.6] we have that hy comes
after H in the order. Therefore, for all h'y € H, we have dp(h7y, hsy) > U, that is, H C Hy (hsy, hy).
We can then conclude that dy,, (hy, hgy) > |H|/2 in view of [BBES19, Corollary 3.7], and this concludes
the proof. O

Notation 5. Recall that 0, B and L have been fized in Notation [ Fiz Ty > max{100(0 + B + L),U}
large enough that Lemma (linear order) is satisfied and where U is large enough that all results on
Yy stated above apply.

As in Assumption |A] we consider a random walk (w,,) on G driven by a finitely supported measure
that generates G as a semigroup.
The following is the main theorem of [MT18| (see also [MS20, Theorem 9.1]):

Theorem 4.5. ([MTI8]) Let G be a finitely generated group acting acylindrically on a geodesic metric
space X. Let (wy), be a random walk driven by a non-elementary finitely supported measure u. Then
there exists a constant C' > 0 such that for all n we have

P[dx(xo,wn:co) > n/C’] >1—Ce ™C,
By Theorem the action of G on Yy is acylindrical. Thus, applying Theorem and Proposition
we get that:
Corollary 4.6. For all T > Ty, there exist constants ey, Cy > 0 such that:

P{|HT(1,zn)|2 eon} >1— Cpe /0,
which is exactly Proposition [3:1}

4.1.2. Proof of Proposition for groups satisfying Assumption [Al We first show that the probability
that the Gromov product of the position of a random walk w,, at step n taken with respect to a fixed
geodesic is larger than t decays exponentially in ¢:

Lemma 4.7. Let G be a finitely generated group acting acylindrically on a hyperbolic space X, with
basepoint xg. Then there exists a constant D1 > 0 such that the following holds. For allo € G andt > 0:

P|(oxo, wnTo)z, > t] < Dye t/Pr,

Proof. Recall that the shadow Sy, (z, R) is defined (for example in [MT18, Section 2]) as
Sazo(va) = {y €X: (xvy)zo > dx(l‘o,l‘) - R}

The following statement is shown in [Mah12, Lemma 2.10] to hold in the mapping class group and in
[MT18l Equation (16)] to hold for all acylindrically hyperbolic groups. We will use the formulation of
[MS19), Proposition 9.3]. There exists a constant Ry > 0 only depending on the action of G on X, and
constants K > 0 and D} > 0 such that for all g € G and R > Ry :

(1) Plwn € Suy (g0, R)] < KemPildx (g =),

Let Dy := max{KeP1% 1/D}} and let 0 € G and t > 0. There are three cases to consider, depending
on o.
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Case 1: If dx(xg,0z0) — t < 0, then (oxg, wnxo)s, < t, that is,
Pl(ozo, wnzo)z, > t] = 0.
Case 2: If dx(zo,0mg) —t > Ry then by definition of shadows, if (oxg,wnzg)s, > ¢ then w, €
Sao (020, dx (xg, 020) — t) = {y : (020,Y)s, > t}. Hence, by Equation (as dx (xg,0mp) —t > Rp):
P[(oxo,wn:ﬂo)zo > t} < P[wn € Sy, (00, dx (x0, 00) — t)] < Ke Pit < Dye t/Pr,

Case 3: If 0 < dx (z9, 0x0)—t < Ry, then (oxg, wnxg)s, > t implies that (oxg, wnxo)s, > dx (xo, 0xg)—
Ry and so wy, € Sy, (09, Ry). And hence again by Equation we get:

P[(oxo,wnxo)wo > t] <P {wn € Suo (oxo,Ro)] < Ke Pildx(zo.0m0)=Ro) < freDiRoo—Dit < p o=t/D1
as dx (g, 0x) >t and by the choice of Dy > 0. This finishes the proof of the lemma. O
We can now prove that Proposition holds for random walks satisfying Assumption [A]

Proof of Proposition[3.9 for groups satisfying Assumption[4] Let Cy := maX{DleA/D1 ,2D1 } where A is
from Lemma [£.4] and D; is from Lemma [£.7]

We note that by Lemma if |Hr(o,p) N Hr(p,wl)|> t then (oxg, wExo)ps, > t/2 — A in Yp, for
some basepoint xy. Now, by Theorem the action of G on Y7 (with basepoint x() is acylindrical and
hence we can use Lemma

P[|HT(07P) N Hr(p, wh)|> t] < P[(O»’Uo, WhHTo)pay > /2 — A} < Dy P17t/ 200 < 0=t/
by the choice of C}. O

4.2. Proof of Proposition and Proposition for groups satisfying Assumption In
this subsection, we assume that G and the Markov chain (w?),, satisfy Assumption [B| In particular they
satisfy the conclusion of [GS21], Proposition 5.1]. This proposition states, roughly, that at any given point
p, the probability that the Markov chain starting at p undoes more than ¢’ worth of projection on these
cosets decays exponentially in ¢. We recall the conclusion of the Proposition for the convenience of the
reader:

e For each T' > T} there exists a constant C] such that for all o,p € G, n € N, and ¢ > 0 we have:

Pl{3r<n: Z [p,w?] >t| < Cle t/Cr,
Hr(o,p)
Fix Ty > max{100(B + 6 + L, T}} where 0, B, L are from Notation [4l We first prove Proposition
as this is an easy consequence of the conclusion of [GS21], Proposition 5.1].

Proof of Proposition[3.3 for groups satisfying Assumption[B, We note that if |Hr(z,g) N Hr(g, wi)|>t
then:

Z [g’wz] 2 Z [ngg] ZT"HT(x7g)mHT(gaw2)‘>Tt
Hr(z,9) Hr(z,9)"Hr(g9,w])
Hence by the conclusion of Proposition [GS21l Proposition 5.1] this leads to:
P[3k < m: [Hr(z,g) N Hr(g,wl)|> t} < P[ak <m: S lgw] 2 tT] < Cle T/ < Cre /O
Hr(z,9)
for some constant C; > 0. This proves Proposition [3.2] O

In order to prove Proposition we will actually show something slightly stronger, namely that there
exist constants eg and Cy > 0 such that for all o € G, we have:

P “HT(O; w£)|—"HT(O,p)|Z EO”} >1— Coe—n/CD'

By the coarse triangular inequality (Corollary , this is enough to prove Proposition We first
establish the following result, which will allow to do a similar calculation as in [GS21] Section 6].
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Proposition 4.8. For all T > Ty, there exists A,k > 0 and m such that for all o,p € G:
E|exp (A (1Hr(0,p) - [Hr(o,ut,)) ) | <1 .

We now fix some T > Ty. The following lemma tells us that the Markov chain is creating some
logarithmic number of 'new’ cosets.

Lemma 4.9. There exist n > 0 and a function h : N — N with h(m) — 0, such that for all m:
P|3k < m : (M (p,w))\Hr (0,p)|= nlog(m)] = 1= h(m).
Proof. The following claim is similar to [GS21l Lemma 3.17].
Claim 2. There exist constants U, > 0 such that for all p:
P{sz <m: |[Hr(p,wy)|> nlog(m)} >1—Ue VMU,

Proof of Claim. Let n,U > 0 be as in [GS21, Lemma 2.10], where we note that the proof there does not
use the 'non-amenability’ criterion from tameness hence it holds for the Markov chains considered here.
Also note that the final '’ in the claim will actually be different to this one. Fix h to be an element of
G that is not in v = E(g) and let ' = /(T + £g(h)). Let y := gThg” - - - gTh where the number of g7
[ log(m)]. Then we have that £g(y) < (7' log(m) + 1)(bg(h) + T) < nlog(m) for all m > mg for some
mo. Hence, by [GS21], Lemma 2.10] for all m > mg, we have:

P{Eli,j <m:(wl)” 1wp =g hgT~--gTh] >1— e VU,
Hence P {|’HT(wf, wf)|2 7 log(m)] >1—e V™V and so, by the coarse triangular inequality for Hr,
we get that P [|7—{T(p, wi)|> 7 10g(m)/2] >1—e V™V for either k =i or k = j.
By increasing U we can cover the cases where m < myg, and we get that for all m:
P[Hk <m:|[Hr(p, wh)|[> nlog(m)] >1—Ue VU
proving the claim. O

Let n > 0 be as in the claim, we note that the final '’ in the statement of Lemma will actually be
half of this one. We note that by Proposition for all ¢ € N, we have:

Pl[Hr(o,p) N Hr(p, wh)[> nlog(m)/2] < Cym~"/2C1,

Let Dy g,m be the event "w? = g and |Hz(p, g)|> nlog(m) and Vi < q : [Hr(p, w})|< nlog(m) ” (i.e.
wh = g and ¢ is the first time such that [Hz(p, w})|> nlog(m)). Conditioning on this event, for a fixed
m, we get:

P[3k < m: (M (p, wf)\Ha(o,p)|= S og(m)| = >~ P[3k < m s [Ha(p, w])\He(0,p)|= § 108(m) [ Dy.gum | P[Pl

g<m
geG
> 37 P[1#r(p. ) 0 Haro,p)|< T og(m) [Py
<m
9eG
> (1 — Cym~"/2) Z P[Dyg,g,m]
q<m
geG

= (1= Cym™"/2)P[3k < m s [Hr(p, wh) |2 nlog(m)
> (1 — Cym ™26 (1 — e~ V/Y)
where we use Proposition to go from the second to the third line and the Claim above to go from
the fourth to the fifth line.

Therefore:
P[3k < m s [Hr (. w])\Ha (0,p)] = T log(m)] = 1~ h(m)
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for some function h(m) — 0. O

Lemma 4.10. Let n be as in Lemma , Then there exists a function v : N — N with u(m) — 0, such
that:

P|[#Hx (0, wh,)\Hr(0,p)|= nlog(m)| = 1 - u(m).

Before proving Lemma [£.10} we need some preliminary results. For all m and k < m and g € G, we let
,,P

Ek,g,m is the event "w} = g and k is the first time such that |Hr(p, w})\Hr(o,p)|> nlog(m)”, we note
that for a fixed m and different k£ and g, the events & 4., are disjoint.
Lemma 4.11. There exist constants My, Co > 0 such that for all m > My the following holds. For all
k<m and g € G we have:

P[0, wh )\ M (0,p) | 110g(m) /2| g | 2 1= Com™1/2.

Proof. Let 81,82 € Hr(p, wy) be defined by Sy := {h7y : mpy (wh,) = mhy (p)} NHr (p, wh) and Sy := {h :
Ty (WE,) = ey (W)} N Hey(p, wh). Note that So C Hr(p, wh,).
We note that by Lemma [3.5| we have that |Hr(p, w})|< |Si|+|S2|+2. Hence:

[Hr (p, wh,)\Hr(0,p)|> [S2\Hr(0,p)|> [Hr(p, wi)\Hr(0,p)|—|S1|-2.
Hence by Lemma [3.6] we have that:

[Hr (0, wh,)\Hr(0,p)| > [Hr(p,wh,)\Hr(0,p)|—2
> [Hr(p, wy)\Hr(o,p)|—|S1]|—4

Hence:
P[[#r (0, wh)\Hr(0,p) = n1og(m)/2|Ex.m | = P|[[Hr (b wh)\Hr (0.p)|—IS1]—4 = nlog(m) /2/Es g
> P[1S1]< nlog(m)/2 — 41k g.m)-

Now, noting that once we have conditioned on &y 4, then w} = g is fixed. Hence by the conclusion of
Proposition [GS21) Proposition 5.1]:

P[\Sl|> nlog(m)/2—4|8k9] < P[ Z lg,w? 1> T(nlog(m)/2—4)} < COfm~Tnlog(m)/2=4) < 1y =1/ C2

Hr(p,9)
for some constant Cy > 0. O

We may now use the above lemma to condition on the event & 4., as follows:

Proof of Lemma[]-10. Using the event & 4, defined above:
P31 (0,5, \Hr(o,p)|= nlog(m) /2] = 3 P[[#r (0, )\ Hr(0,0)]= 1og(m)/2| Sk gm | P[Ekm

kE<m
geG

> (1= Com™"%)P[3k < m : [Hr (p,w])\Hr(0,p)|= nlog(m)]
> (1— Com ™) (1~ h(m)) = 1 — u(m)

where we go from the second to the third line by using Lemma and Lemma for some function
u with u(m) — 0. O

Proof of Proposition[{.8 By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we get:

E [exp (A (13 (0,p)] - 10, ) )} <E {exp (22 (171 (0,0)\ P, w%))ﬂ v {exp (=22 (1 (o, w;)\HT(o,pn)ﬂ

We calculate each of these terms individually. The first expected value can be computed using the
following claim.

Claim 3. There exists a constant C3 > 0 such that for all o,p € G, m € N and s > 0 we have:

P[|HT(O,p)\HT(0, wh )| > 5} < Cge%/Cs,

1/2
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Proof. By Lemma [3.5| we have at most 2 cosets (call them ¢;,t2) from Hr (o, p)\Hr (o, wk,) such that
Ty (WE,) # Thy(p) and my, # mhy(0). For all but these 2 cosets t;, we must have mp(wE,) = mh,(0)
(otherwise hy € Hr(o,wP,)). Therefore, for all cosets hy € Hr(o, p)\Hr(o,wE,) (apart from t;y) we have
dpy(p, wk,) = dpy(p,0) > T. Hence if [Hr(0,p)\Hr(0,wk,)|> s then

S otz Y di(pat) = (Helop)\He(o,ul)|-2) T > (s — 2)T
Hr(0,p) Hr(o,p)\Hr(0,w],)

and so by the conclusion of [GS21l Proposition 5.1]:

Pl|HT(0o,p)\Hr(o,wP )|>s| <P Jwhl 1> (s —2)T| < Cle—(5=2T/C1
m m 1
Hr(o,p)

Increasing the constant to a constant C'3 such that C’{e_(S_Q)T/Ci < C5e5/% proves the Claim. [

Hence, using Claim [3| and choosing A < 1/(2C), we can bound the first term in the expected value
above as follows:

E| exp (2A(Hro.0)\Hrlo,ut))) | = [ P [exp(@A (i (o.p)\ Mo, u)) = s]ds

+oo
— [ P[00 w2 nio)/2)]
0

—+o00

-/ P[00\ (o, ut)] ns)/22] + | Plrrto.m o) = nge) /22

—+oo
<1+ C/ s/ A gg
1
202\
1—-2)XC"
This bounds the first term in the expression for the expected value. We can find an upper bound for the

second term as follows. Let A be the event: ”|H (o, wE,)\H(o,p)|> nlog(m)/2”, then by Lemma [4.10} we
get

E{exp ( —2X (|Hr (o, w?,)\Hr (0, p)|) )} =

€ [exp (= 22 (o, 0B\ Her(0,)]) 1|+ [exp (= 27 (o, up)\ o)) Lae | < ™4 PLAC)
<m™M 4 u(m).

Therefore:

1/2
202\ 1/2
_ D < —An
E {exp (X (1 (0,p)|~ [#r (o, wh))) )] < (1 + 1o m) (um) +m=>1)
Recall that A has been fixed, there is m and x > 0 such that:
E {exp ()\ (|H7 (0, p)|—[Hr (0, wh)]) )} <1-—k.
O

We now have all the necessary results in order to prove Proposition [3.1] for groups and Markov chains
satisfying Assumption

Proof of Proposition[3.1] for groups satisfying Assumption[B We have for all integers j > 0:
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E| exp (A(Hr (0. p) [ ~[Hr (0,0, )|
= E[ exp (A(1Ha (0, p) |~ (0. wl) 1),,) |=[Hr (o, wh, ) [+ He (0,],))) )
P

— ZE{ A(Hr(o.p)|=Hr (0w, 4y, )= IHr (0,w], )+ Hr (0,07, )I)‘ } [wjng}
geG

<1 _K)E[ A Hr(ow?, )|— \HT(om)l)}
Hence, by induction, we get that

e [exp (3 (17 0.p) (0,2, )i <(1- ).

Therefore, by the Markov inequality:

P{[H (0, ut,,)|~[Hr(0,p) < eojm| = P|exp (~A(1Hr (0, wh,,)|~[Hr(0,p)])) > exp(~Acojm)

e esp (3 (st - 002,01 )]
exp(—Aejm)
< (1= g)Teroim,

IN

Choosing ¢p small enough, we can find a constant C such that

P[#r(0,),,)|~[Ha(0,p)| < cojm| < Coe7™/.

By a similar discussion to the one at the start of [GS21], Section 6], this is enough to prove that for all
n, we have:

P “HT(O, 'lUﬁ)|—"HT(O,p)|Z eon} >1— C()e—n/CD.

As we mentioned earlier, by the coarse triangular inequality (Corollary [3.7)), this proves Proposition

B1
Hence, we have established that both Proposition [3.1] and [3:2] hold if the group G and the Markov
chain (w?),, satisfy Assumption O
5. PROOF OF THEOREM [3.3]

We now prove that if Proposition [3.1] and Proposition [3.2 hold then Theorem [3.3] holds. Fix T be
greater than both Tp and T} from Proposition and Proposition Let €p, Cy > 0 be as in Proposition
for this T. For all z,y € G and S > 0, we let

Af’y = Hr(z,y) N {hy: mhy(z) C B(z,S)}.
Remark 2. We note that Hr(z,y) = Hr(y,z) but in general Af’y + Ajz

The following proposition is crucial when proving Theorem [3.3] and states that not only does the
number of cosets in Hy(p, w?) grow linearly but also those cosets where 7., (p) is close to p.

Proposition 5.1. For all € < €y, there exist constants v,Cy > 0 such that for all n € N:

{|A6”/2 > Vn} >1 - Cue 0,

In order to prove Proposition [5.1] we need various lemmas. We let € < €y which we fix throughout this
proof. Then by Proposition [3.1}

(2) P[[Hr(p, wh)|2 en| = P[[Hr(p, uf)> con] = 1 - Coe™/,
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We now fix n € N. For ease of notation, as € has been fixed, we will write A, , := A?fym, for all z,y € G.

For any U > 0, we let By C G be the set of elements such that:
By ={geG:|A,4>U}.

For all k < n and g € G, we consider the event By, : "w} = g and g € By and for all i < k :
w? & By” (ie. w} = g is the first time k that w} € By). We note that for any U > 0 and for distinct
ki, k2 € N, the events By, v,4 and By, v,4 are disjoint. We need the following two lemmas.

Lemma 5.2. There exist constants ez, Cs > 0 such that
P[Ek <n: |Ap)w5|2 esn| >1— Cse ™5,
The following lemma will later allow us to condition on the event defined above.

Lemma 5.3. For all 7 > 0 there exists a constant Cg such that the following holds. For all k < n, we
have:

9rn
P |A1,zn|2 10
It now remains to prove these two lemmas. We will use the following lemma twice in order to prove
the two other ones, so we state it now.
Recall that 6, B, K, L and f have been fixed in Notation [l We note that the following lemma is
about discrete paths o and that the neighbourhood N in the lemma below is taken with respect to the
distance dg.

‘Bk:,Tn,gj| >1- C6e_n/06-

Lemma 5.4. Let z,y € G, let a be a discrete path from x to y, let r > 0, and let F C Hy(z,y) be such
that for all hy € F the following holds:

e ifp€aand dp,(z,p) < 0+ B+ 2L then p € NE(hv).
Then ¢(c) > |F|f(s).

Proof. Let a, s, F as in the statement of the Lemma. With a slight abuse we will regard « as a discrete
path, meaning a sequence of points where consecutive points are at distance 1 from each other, which
can be arranged by replacing « with a suitable discretisation. We order the cosets in F according to the
linear order from Hrp(x,y). Starting from the smallest such coset, for all h;y € F we define o; as the
last point along o such that dp,,(z,; ) < B+ L and o] as the first time that dj,,~(a; , ;") > 6. By the
choice of T' > 0, B, L, this is possible. Let a; = O‘|[a;,ajf]' Note that any p on «; satisfies dp,~(p,x) > B
(otherwise the point p’ after p along a would satisfy dp,~(z,p’) < B + L contradicting that ¢ is the
last such point) and dj,(p,y) > B (otherwise the previous point p’ would satisfy dj,(a; ,p") > 6). In
particular, by Lemma for all i # j we have dj,(p,z) < B or dy,,(p,y) < B for all p € a;. This
shows that the «; are pairwise disjoint. For all p € «; we have dj,(z,p) < 6 + B + 2L, and therefore we
have a; N N5(h;y) = 0 by assumption. Hence, by f-divergence, this leads to:

Ua)= Y Lai) > | FIf(s)-

h;veF
U

Before proving Lemma we state a few more lemmas. The first lemma is similar to [GS21, Lemma
3.6] and ensures that we can apply Lemma later. The ball B is considered with respect to the metric
dg.

Lemma 5.5. There exist a constant Do > 0 and N € N such that the following holds. For all n > N
and for all x,z € G such that z € B%(x,en/3), we have:

da(z, 2) > [Hr(z, 2) 0 {hy : 7wy (x) € B (2, en/2)}|-f(n/Dy).
Proof. Let D; > max{D,a,b} where D is from Lemma and a,b are the quasi-isometric embedding
constants hy — G. Let Ds be big enough such that €¢/6 — D1/Dy > 0 where D is from Lemma and
let N be such that for all n > N we have that D1(0 + B + 2L) + 2Dy < n(e/6 — D1/D3) — 2B.
Fix n > N and z € B(z,en/3). Let F := Hp(x,2) N {hy : mpy(z) € B(x,en/2)}. By Lemma [5.4] it
suffices to show for all hy € F and all p € [z, z] where di (2, p) < 6+ B+2L we have that p € N,,/p, (7).
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Hence, let hy € F and p € [z, 2] such that d-(x,p) < 6 + B + 2L. For a contradiction, assume that
p € Nyyp,(hy). Then, by the choice of Dy and n and Lemma we have:

de (@, mhy(2)) < da(@,p) + da(p, Thy(p)) + da(Thy (P), Thy (2))
< en/3+nDy /Dy + Dy + Dy(0+ B+ 2L) + Dy + 2B
< n(e/S +¢/6+ D1 /Dy — Dl/Dg) = en/2
a contradiction with 7y, (z) € B(z,en/2) (where the ”2B” compensates for the diameter of 7 (p)). O

Notation 6. Let ; < ¢/3K where K is from the bound on dg(wy,wy, ;) for the Markov chain (ws,) (see
Notatz'on and Assumption @), fitreg =€-€1 and es =€-€1/3.

Lemma 5.6. There exists Ng € N such that for all n > Ny the following holds. If dg(z,y) < en/3 and
[Hr(z,y)|> ean then | Ay y|> esn, where €1, €2, €3 are as in Notation @

Proof. Let Dy > 0 and N € N be from Lemma [5.5] Let ny be such that for all n > ng we have
f(n/D2) > 1/(2¢1) (as f is divergent). Let Ny = max{ng, N} and n > Ny. As dg(z,y) < en/3 and
n > N, we can apply Lemma [5.5] to get:

en/3 = da(x,y) > [Hr(x,y) NV {hy : mhy(2) € Bz, en/2)}-f(n/Ds)
and hence

Fr(e.9) 0140 £ () € Blasen/2)}< 75
We then get:

[Asy| = [Hr(z,y)[=Hr(x, y) 0 {hy : Ty (2) € Bz, en/2)}]

€en

= S0/ Dy)

—en(a - m>

>e-en/3 =e3n.

We are now ready to prove Lemma[5.2]

Proof of Lemma[5.2 Let €1, €2, €3 be as in Notation [f] We note that if & < e;n then by the K-bounded
jumps of the Markov chain we get that dg(p,w}) < Kein < en/3. Let Nj be greater than Ny in Lemma
and such that e Nj + 1 < Nj. Then for n > N} we have:

P{sz <n Ay 2 egn} > P[Hk <en+1:|Hp(p,wy)|> egn}
> P[[Hr(p,wf,,)l> en]
>1— C(’)e—fsln-\/c()

by Equation . Up to increasing the constant to some C5 to cover the case where n < N, this completes
the proof of Lemma [5.2 O

We now prove the other crucial lemma.

Proof of Lemma[5.3 Note that, for all g, we have A, o = Hr(p,w;,_,) N {hy : Ty (p) € B(p, en/2)},
hence if hy € A, ,» and hy € Hr(p, w?_,) then hy € Apws
Therefore for all g € G, k <n and 7 > 0:

P “Ap,wﬁ

> 970/10 | (yugl> m0) 0 (] = g)] = P[[Hr(g, wi_,) N Ha(g,p)|< 7n/10]
2 1— Clef‘rn/(locl) -1— 066771/06

where we use the strong Markov property (see [GS21l Lemma 2.2]) and C; is from Proposition
the result follows for some constant Cg > 0. O



RANDOM DIVERGENCE OF GROUPS 19

Recall that we have defined the set By and the event By y,4 above.

Proof of Proposition[5.1 Recall that we have ﬁxed € < €g. Let €3,C5 > 0 be from Lemma[5.2] let Cs be
the constant associated to V= 963 from Lemma We then have:

Ptz 20] 2 3 P[4y 02 T20|Bcons | P Bcons]
k<n
g€eG

> (1= o) 3P Bican]

k<n

= (1= Coe™™ )P 3k <+ | A, > ean]
> (1= Coe /%) (1 = Coe /%)

>1- C4€—n/C4

where we go from the first line to the second line by using Lemma 5.3} from the third line to the fourth
by using Lemma 5.2 and where Cy is sufficiently large depending on Cj, Cs. (]

Let D > 0 be from Lemma The following deterministic lemma will allow us to find the length of
a path avoiding a ball, and hence the divergence as in the Theorem

Lemma 5.7. For all 6 > 0, there exists Ns € N such that for all r > Ns and for all x,w,z € G the
following holds. Any discrete path § from w) to z avoiding the ball B(x,dr) has length

(8) > (AT A2 -2) - 10,

Proof. Let Nj§ be such that for all » > Ni, we have 6r/2 > 6r/3 + 6 + 3B + 2L and let Ns :=
max{N;,12D/é}. Fix n > Ns. By Lemma there are at most 2 cosets t1y and tay in Hr(z, z)
such that

Hr(z, 2)\Hr(x,w) C Hr(z,w) U {t17, t2v}.
Now, if hy € AM/Q\AM/2 then 7 (z) C B(z,6r/2) and hence if hy ¢ Ai%z, this is because hy ¢
Hoy(x,w). We also clearly have that Hq(x,w)® C (A(;%Z) and hence A5T/2\A5z%2 = 67/2\7—[71(3: w).
Therefore, letting F := Aér/2\< M/z U {t17, tg'y}) we get:

F = (AZ\Hr(@,w)) 0 ({02291 € (Hr (e, 2)\Mr (e, 0) 0 ({07, 89)° C Hr(zw).

Now that we know that .7: C Hr(z,w), we show that it satisfies the other assumptions of Lemma [5.4]
for the path g and for s = E We note that for all hy € F, we have 1y, (x) = mhy(w). Let p € 8 and
hy € F be such that dp(z,p) <60+ B+ 2L. Then:

da(p, Thy(p)) 2 da(x,p) — da (@, Thy (2)) — da(Thy (), Thy (P))
>dr—or/2—(0+B+2L)—-2B
> or/3

by the choice of Nj. By Lemma[3.8/and the choice of Ny, this leads to da(p, hy) > 6r/(3D)—1 > or/(4D).
Therefore, we can apply Lemma to get:

or
or/2 57"/2 )
1) > (1ATATZ=2) - f(455).
O
Now that we can find a lower bound for any path joining the geodesics [p, wE] to [p, 2] and avoiding
a ball around p, we just need to find a lower bound on the probability that both |.A5n/ 2\Aén/ 2| and

d(p,{wk, zP}) are big (in order to apply Lemma |5.4)).
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Proof of Theorem[3.3 Let 69 = €y and & < 4y, then by Proposition [5.1] there exist constants v, Cy
(depending on §) such that P [|Agm/2|2 Vn} >1— Cue /% Let 0 < ¢ < min{r/2,8}. We note that:

P
1Z71.

dkn/2 dkn/2 okn/2 dkn/2
PIIAYH A A2 > en] = 37 P[LANH A\ AT 2 > en

wP = h} P[w? = h]

heG

> 30 P[ (140212 vn) 0 (e (o, 28) 0 M (p, 1)< vm/2) | PLt, = 1
heG

>y (1 = P[IAY/% < vn] = P[[Ha(p, ) 0 Ha(p, )|> un/2]) Pluf, =
heG

>1-— C4e—n/C4 _ Cle—vn/(2Cl)

where we use the fact that for two events A, B we have P[AN B] > 1 —P[A®] — P[B¢] and Proposition
and Proposition [3.2] to conclude.
Now, we will use Lemma for r = kn. For every n > Nj/k we get:

6 KRN KN
Pdiv(wh, 28, p,0) > enf(T2)] = P[4 AA -2 > en
Z 1 _ 046—71,/04 _ Cle—l/n/(ch)-

Choosing a constant C' > 0 which also covers the cases n < Ns/k and is such that C > max{c~1,4D/r}
concludes the proof of Theorem [3.3] O

Finally, we can prove theorem [L.1

Proof of Theorem[I.1. We first look at the case when (wy,), is a random walk. In this case, we need to
make sure that the groups considered satisfy assumption [A] i.e. that they contain f-divergent elements
for a suitable f. We then note in each case that the divergence of the whole group is equivalent to nf(n)
and hence Theorem implies Theorem [1.1] in these cases.

e In Example (referring to [GS21] Lemma 3.5]) we show that relatively hyperbolic groups have
exponential-divergent elements. In [Sis12l Theorem 1.3], it is shown that a one-ended finitely
presented relatively hyperbolic group have exponential divergence.

e By [HRSS22, Corollary 3] if M is a 3-dimensional non-geometric graph manifold then 71 (M) is
a hierarchically hyperbolic group. Hence, by Lemma [2.6] it contains a linear-divergent element.
Now, by [Ger94a] graph manifolds have quadratic divergence.

e Mapping class groups are all examples of hierarchically hyperbolic groups [BHS17]. Hence by
Lemma these groups contain a linear-divergent element (when the corresponding surface
is closed connected oriented and has genus at least 2). In all of these cases, the divergence is
quadratic [DR09], [Beh06]. This is also implicit in [Beh06].

e Right-angled Artin groups are hierarchically hyperbolic groups with unbounded main curve graph
when the defining graph is not a join [BHS17], hence by Lemma these groups contain a
linear-divergent element. In the case where the defining graph is connected and not a join, the
divergence is quadratic [BC12]. As a side note, there is also another reason for the existence of
linear-divergent elements: By [BCI12l Theorem 5.2], if Ar is a right-angled Artin group whose
defining graph IT' is not a join, then Ar contains a rank-one isometry for the action on the
universal cover of its Salvetti complex Xr which is CAT(0). Hence by Lemma Ar contains
a linear-divergent element.

To deal with the case of tame Markov chains on groups from the first two items in Theorem we
need to show that Assumption [B] holds for these groups. We have just showed that these groups have
relevant f-divergent elements. It remains to show that they satisfy the conclusion of [GS21, Proposition
5.1].

This is true as relatively hyperbolic groups satisfy [GS21] Assumption 4.1] by the fact that thay contain
a superlinear-divergent element (which was called super-divergent element there) and graph manifold
groups satisfy Assumption [GS21 Assumption 4.3] (see the proof of [GS21, Proposition 4.6]). d
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