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Abstract. We consider the product of i.i.d. random matrices sampled according to a
probability measure µ supported on a strongly irreducible and proximal subset of a compact
set S ⊂ GL(d,R). We establish the local analyticity of the Lyapunov moment function
and the unique stationary measure on the projective space with respect to µ in the total
variation topology. As a consequence, we obtain the analyticity of the asymptotic variance
and all higher-order Lyapunov moments.

1. Introduction

Products of random matrices form a classical topic in probability theory, ergodic theory,
and the study of random dynamical systems. Since the foundational work of Furstenberg
and Kesten [10], they have served as a fundamental model for multiplicative stochastic
processes. Given i.i.d. matrices An ∈ GL(d,R) with common law µ, the asymptotic growth
of An

ω = An . . . A1 is governed by the top Lyapunov exponent

λµ := lim
n→∞

1

n
Eµ[ln ∥An

ω∥]

where Eµ is the expectation with respect to Pµ ≡ µ⊗N.

A major theme in the theory concerns the dependence of Lyapunov exponents on the
underlying probability measure. Under some irreducibility conditions, Furstenberg and
Kifer [11] established the continuity of µ 7→ λµ in a specific weak topology on the space
of probability measures. This result has been recently improved by Avila and Viana [6], who
established continuity in a topology corresponding to weak∗-closeness of the distributions
and Hausdorff-closeness of their supports.

In the case of positive matrices, Ruelle has proved analytic dependence on the matrix
entries [20]. Other works have considered the question of continuity when the matrices de-
pend smoothly on a finite-dimensional parameter [13, 15]. Spectral gap techniques for the
associated transfer operator, considered by Le Page [16] and Guivarc’h and Raugi [12], were
central to the study of regularity properties of λµ, and the authors provided settings where
the Lyapunov exponent is differentiable in the finite-dimensional parameter. In the case of
a finite number of invertible matrices, Peres [18,19] proved real-analyticity of the Lyapunov
exponent on the open simplex of positive probability vectors. Our work is motivated by a
recent result by Amorim, Durães and Melo [1], where the authors use tools from complex
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analysis on Banach spaces to prove the analyticity of λµ in µ with respect to the total vari-
ation norm. To extend their work, we use operator perturbation arguments (see Kato [14])
applied to the twisted Koopman operator rather than establishing the analytic variation of
observables on the projective space directly.

Since the proof of existence and uniqueness of the Furstenberg stationary measure ( [10])
on the projective space under strong irreducibility and proximality conditions, a series of
results began to clarify its finer properties including Hölder regularity and convergence in
direction. Later results achieved a classification of all stationary probability measures on
the projective space for i.i.d. random matrix products with finite first moment. Notable
contributions include [12], [2], [3] and [4].

The review above suggests that the stability properties of the top Lyapunov exponent
are well-understood. However, little is known regarding other important observables of the
system, for instance the asymptotic variance

σ2
µ := lim

n→∞

1

n
Eµ[(ln ∥An

ω∥ − λµn)
2].

The Lyapunov moment function Λµ(q) defined below captures the asymptotic information
of the system. For instance, Λ′

µ(0) = λµ and Λ′′
µ(0) = σ2

µ. Our main contribution is estab-
lishing analyticity of Λµ(q) in µ with respect to the total variation norm. In particular, we
prove that all the Lyapunov moments Λ

(k)
µ (0) are analytic in µ, which extends the result

of [1] to all the higher moments of the Lyapunov moment function, while also providing an
alternative proof of the result of [1]. We also show that the stationary probability measure
(seen as a bounded linear functional on the projective space) varies analytically in µ.

The results of this paper clarify the picture of the analytic structure of random matrix
products and open avenues for further investigation of infinite-dimensional perturbations
beyond the linear context for more general random dynamical systems. Indeed many open
questions remain on the dependence of invariant manifolds and invariant measures on the
underlying noise distribution in that context.

2. Set-up and Statement of the Main Results

Denote by Rd the d-dimensional Euclidean space and Sd−1 the d − 1-dimensional unit

sphere. For x ∈ Rd, let ∥x∥ =
(∑d

i=1 |xi|2
)1/2

be the Euclidean norm. Let GL(d,R) denote
the space of d × d invertible matrices with real-valued entries endowed with the matrix
operator norm

∥A∥ = sup
x∈Sd−1

∥Ax∥.

We endow GL(d,R) with the Borel sigma-algebra. Let S ⊂ GL(d,R) and fix a probabil-
ity measure µ on S. Let Ω = SN and F the sigma-algebra generated by the cylinder sets.
Let Pµ = µ⊗N and Eµ the expectation with respect to Pµ. Each ω ∈ Ω is a sequence of
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independent matrices ω = (ω1, ω2, . . . ) sampled according to µ.

We define the product of random matrices on (Ω,F ,P) at time n ∈ N as the random
variable An

ω : Ω → GL(d,R) given by An
ω = ωnωn−1 . . . ω1. For x ∈ Rd, (An

ωx)n≥0 is a
Markov process on Rd.

We define certain characteristics we impose on the support W ⊂ GL(d,R) of the measure
µ from [8].

Definition 2.1. The set W is said to be proximal if there exists n ≥ 1 and a tuple
(A1, . . . , An) ∈ Wn such that the product

∏n
i=1Ai admits an algebraic simple dominant

eigenvalue.

Definition 2.2. The set W is said to be strongly irreducible if there does not exist a finite
family of linear subspaces {0} ⊊ V1, . . . , Vk ⊊ Rd whose union is preserved by every element
of W , i.e. such that

A(V1 ∪ V2 · · · ∪ Vk) = V1 ∪ V2 · · · ∪ Vk

for all A ∈ W .

A probability measure is said to be proximal and strongly irreducible if its support satisfies
these conditions. We would like to consider the dynamics of the system on the projective
space of directions P(Rd) which we associate to the unit sphere Sd−1. We define the induced
process (θn) on Sd−1 by θ0 = x

∥x∥ and θn = An
ω(x)

∥An
ω(x)∥

. Note that (θn) is a Markov process
unlike the process (∥An

ω∥)n that describes the norm of the random matrix product.
A probability measure ν on Sd−1 is said to be µ-invariant if for every bounded measurable

function f on Sd−1, we have∫
Sd−1

f(x) dν(x) =

∫
S

∫
Sd−1

f

(
Ax

∥Ax∥

)
dν(x)dµ(A).

We define the Lyapunov exponents of the system. The top Lyapunov exponent yields the
asymptotic exponential growth rate of the norm of the product.

Definition 2.3. For a matrix M ∈ GL(d,R), denote by σ̃1(M) ≥ σ̃2(M) ≥ · · · ≥ σ̃d(M) its
singular values. Let (An

ω) be a product of random matrices satisfying
∫
S ln+ ∥A∥dµ(A) < ∞.

The associated Lyapunov exponents (λp)
d
p=1 are defined by

λp := lim
n→∞

1

n
E[ln σ̃(An

ω)].

In particular, the top Lyapunov exponent is given by

λ := λ1 = lim
n→∞

1

n
E[ln ∥An

ω∥].

Furstenberg and Kesten ( [10]) proved the following fundamental result.

Theorem 2.4. [10] Let µ be an irreducible probability measure on S ⊂ GL(d,R) such that∫
S ln+ ∥A∥dµ(A) < ∞. Then for all x ∈ Sd−1, we have

Pµ

[
λ = lim

n→∞

1

n
ln ∥An

ωx∥
]
= 1.
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We would like to work in a setup where λ ̸= λ2 as this will impose strong mixing properties
on the process (θn). We state this formally in the following theorem due to Guivarc’h and
Raugi.

Theorem 2.5. [12] Suppose that the probability measure µ is contracting and strongly
irreducible. Then λ > λ2 and there exists a unique µ-invariant probability measure ν on
Sd−1.

In addition to the assumptions of strong irreducibility and proximality, we also impose
that the supports of the measures µ are contained in a compact subset S of GL(d,R) so the
matrix norms are uniformly bounded, i.e.

η := sup
A∈S

max{∥A∥, ∥A−1∥} < ∞.

The asymptotic variance of the random matrix product (An
ωx) where the matrices are

sampled from a measure µ is

σ2 := lim
n→∞

1

n
E[(ln ∥An

ω∥ − λn)2].

By the central limit theorem for random matrix products , see [8, Theorem V.5.1], since
S is proximal, strongly irreducible and compact (more generally the matrices satisfy finite
exponential moments), we have σ2 > 0.

We also define the Lyapunov Moment function (see [5,7])) of the random matrix product:

Λ(q) := lim
n→∞

1

n
ln

(
E
[
eq ln ∥An

ωv∥
])

, for v ∈ Sd−1, q ∈ C (2.1)

where the limit does not depend on v. Global existence has been recently shown in [21].
Computations (see Lemma 3.2 below) show that λ = Λ′(0) and σ2 = Λ′′(0). In general,
we refer to Λ(k)(0) (the kth derivative at zero) as the kth Lyapunov moment of the random
matrix product.

Denote by P (S) the metric space of probability measures on S ⊂ GL(d,R) under the
total variation distance

∥µ1 − µ2∥TV = 2 sup
B⊂S

|µ1(B)− µ2(B)| = sup
f∈Bb(S):||f ||∞=1

∣∣∣∣∫
S
f(x)dµ1(x)−

∫
S
f(x)dµ2(x)

∣∣∣∣
where Bb(S) denotes the set of bounded measurable functions on S. We will also consider
the Banach space of finite complex measures M(S). In this context, the total variation norm
is defined as

∥µ∥TV := |µ|(S) = sup
f∈Bb(S):∥f∥∞≤1

∣∣∣∣∫
S
f(x)dµ(x)

∣∣∣∣ .
For a measure µ ∈ M(S), we write λµ, Pµ, Eµ, νµ, Λµ(q) and σ2

µ for the induced Lyapunov
exponent, product measure, expectation, unique stationary measure, asymptotic variance
and Lyapunov moment function respectively.
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We can now state the main result of the paper. We prove that the Lyapunov moments of
the random matrix product and the stationary probability measure on Sd−1 vary analytically
in the measure µ.

Theorem 2.6. Let S ⊂ GL(d,R) be compact, and let µ0 ∈ P (S) such that the support of
µ0 is strongly irreducible and proximal. Then, there exist open neighbourhoods Uµ ⊂ M(S)
of µ0 and Uq ⊂ C of 0 such that:

(1) The map
(q, µ) 7→ Λµ(q)

is analytic on Uq × Uµ.
(2) For all k ∈ N, the map

µ 7→ Λ(k)
µ (0)

is analytic on Uµ. In particular, λµ = Λ′
µ(0) and σ2

µ = Λ′′
µ(0) are analytic in µ.

(3) The map
µ 7→ νµ

is analytic on Uµ.

We explain the notion of analyticity used in Theorem 2.6. We prove Fréchet holomor-
phicity (definition in Section 3) of these maps defined on open subsets of the Banach spaces
C × M(S) for (1) and M(S) for (2) and (3). The set M0(S) = {µ ∈ M(S) : µ(S) = 0}
is a closed linear subspace of M(S), hence also a Banach space. We can then transfer the
holomorphic structure of M0(S) to the affine subspace of complex measures with unit total
mass

M1(S) = M0(S) + µ0 = {µ ∈ M(S) : µ(S) = 1}
since µ0 ∈ P (S) (see [1, Section 2.1]).

In the case of (3), we prove Fréchet holomorphicity of the function ν : M(S) → (Cα(Sd−1))∗

(the dual space of the Banach space of α−Hölder continuous functions on the unit sphere)
that sends a measure µ to the left eigenvector of the transfer operator P0,µ defined in Sec-
tion 3 for the eigenvalue 1, i.e. νµP0,µ = νµ. Indeed the linear functional νµ need not be a
measure, it only represents the unique stationary measure on the projective space when µ
is a strongly irreducible and proximal probability measure.

We outline the main ideas of the proof. We first start by presenting some tools we need
from the theory linear operators on Banach spaces in Section 3. Analyticity of the transfer
operator is established in Section 4 and followed by perturbation theory arguments needed
for the proof of Theorem 2.6 in Section 5.

3. Preliminaries

For α ∈ (0, 1), let Cα(Sd−1) denote the Banach space of α-Hölder continuous functions
f : Sd−1 → C endowed with the norm ∥f∥Cα = ∥f∥∞ + [f ]α where

[f ]α = sup
x̸=y

|f(x)− f(y)|
∥x− y∥α

.
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Let L(Cα(Sd−1) denote the space of bounded linear operators from Cα(Sd−1) to itself and
denote by (Cα(Sd−1))∗ its dual space. For q ∈ C and µ ∈ P (S), one of the operators of
interest is the q-twisted Koopman operator Pq,µ ∈ L(Cα(Sd−1)) defined by

Pq,µf(v) =

∫
S
eq ln ∥Av∥ f

(
Av

∥Av∥

)
dµ(A), for f ∈ Cα(Sd−1), v ∈ Sd−1.

For f ∈ Cα(Sd−1) and ν a measure in the dual space, we set ⟨f, ν⟩ =
∫
Sd−1 f dν.

The result below yields the fundamental connection between the Lyapunov moment func-
tion and the twisted Koopman operator. It also establishes a spectral gap for the operator,
an essential result for transfering analyticity from the operator to the eigenvalues.

Theorem 3.1. [8, Theorem V.4.3] Let S ⊂ GL(d,R) and µ ∈ P (S) be a strongly irreducible
and proximal measure. There exist α0 > 0 such that for all α < α0, there exists q0 > 0 such
that for |q| < q0, Pq,µ : Cα(Sd−1) → Cα(Sd−1) is a bounded linear operator with an isolated
simple eigenvalue eΛµ(q).

The goal is to establish analyticity of the eigenvalues and eigenfunctions of Pq,µ in q and µ
in a neighbourhood of (0, µ0). Since the dominant eigenvalue of this operator at µ0 ∈ P (S)

is eΛµ(q), immediate consequences of this result (Corollary 5.2 and Corollary 5.3) yield the
proof of Theorem 2.6.

We state some properties of the Lyapunov moment function.

Lemma 3.2 ( [8]). Let S ⊂ GL(d,R) be compact and µ ∈ P (S) be a strongly irreducible
and proximal measure. Then

(1) Λµ(q) does not depend on v ∈ Sd−1 for q < |q0|,
(2) Λµ(q) ≥ λµq for q < |q0|,
(3) Λµ(0) = 0, Λ′

µ(0) = λµ and Λ′′
µ(0) = σ2

µ,
(4) Λµ(q) is convex and analytic on B(0, q0),

where B(0, q0) denotes the open ball of radius q0 in C. Also note that, by [22, Section 2.1],
the operator Pq,µ has a unique probability eigenmeasure νq,µ on Sd−1 (the eigenvector of the
dual operator P ∗

q,µ) corresponding to the eigenvalue eΛµ(−q). At q = 0 this coincides with the
Furstenberg stationary measure νµ. It need not be a probability measure when µ ∈ M(S) is
not a probability measure. From now on, when discussing the (dominant) eigenfunction of
the Koopman operator, we refer to the unique normalised eigenfunction, with ⟨νq,µ, ϕq,µ⟩ = 1.

We state a technical lemma allowing us to control the Cα norm of the operator. Recall
that η = supA∈S max{∥A∥, ∥A−1∥}.

Lemma 3.3. [8, Lemma V.4.2] For all q ∈ C and 0 < α ≤ 1, there exist constants
C1, C2 > 0 such that for all A ∈ GL(d,R), we have

sup
x̸=y

∣∣eq ln ∥Ax∥ − eq ln ∥Ay∥∣∣
∥x− y∥α

≤ C1η
((1+α)|Re(q)|+2α).
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In order to prove analyticity of the eigenvalues and eigenfunctions, we begin by showing
that the operator Pq,µ is itself jointly analytic in q and µ. To the best of our knowledge,
this result is an original perspective on questions of analyticity of the Lyapunov exponent.
Following this, we prove a transfer result (Proposition 5.1) inspired by Kato’s perturbation
theory ( [14]) that yields the desired result in our context. This transfer result relies on the
operator Pq,µ exhibiting a spectral gap as stated in Theorem 3.1.

We recall the definition of Fréchet analyticity (holomorphicity) in the context of Banach
spaces following [9]. It generalizes the existence of a power series expansion on C. In the
following, let E and F be complex Banach spaces and U ⊂ E an open set.

Definition 3.4. The map T : U → F is said to be Fréchet holomorphic (or Fréchet analytic)
at x0 ∈ U if there exist r > 0 and a sequence of continuous, symmetric n-linear maps
Tn : En → F such that

T (x) =
∞∑
n=0

Tn(x− x0, . . . , x− x0)

for all x ∈ B(x0, r), where the series above converges in the norm of F . f is said to be
Fréchet holomorphic on U if it is Fréchet holomorphic at every x0 ∈ U .

We typically refer to Fréchet holomorphicity when simply writing holomorphic or analytic
in this paper. A weaker form of analyticity is Gâteaux analyticity which can be thought of
as analyticity along lines:

Definition 3.5. A map T : U → F is said to be Gâteaux holomorphic (or Gâteaux analytic)
if for every x0 ∈ U and v ∈ E, the map

z 7→ T (x0 + zv)

is complx holomorphic on Ũ := {z ∈ C : x0 + zv ∈ U}.

In practice, a linear operator Tx on a function space X is Fréchet (Gâteaux) holomorphic
in x at x0 if and only if the map x 7→ Txf is Fréchet (Gâteaux) holomorphic at x0 for all
f ∈ X and there exist c > 0 and an open neighbourhood W containing x0 such that

sup
x∈W

∥Tx∥ < c

(local boundedness). We show local boundedness for our operator later, so it is sufficient to
establish analyticity of Pq,µf for any f ∈ Cα(Sd−1). The following result allows us to verify
Fréchet-analyticity through simpler criteria:

Proposition 3.6. [17, Theorem 8.7] T is Fréchet holormorphic on U if and only if T is
Gâteaux holomorphic and continuous on U .

4. Analyticity of the Twisted Koopman Operator

An important step towards the proof of Theorem 2.6 is showing that the operator Pq,µ is
jointly Fréchet-analytic in both q and µ.
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Throughout this section, we implicitly extend the domain µ to the complex setting (the
space of probability measures on S is extended to the space of complex finite measures on
M(S)) in order to use functional analysis tools to establish holomorphicity. It then follows
that the restriction to probability measures is real-analytic. See for instance [1, Section 3.2]
for a similar approach to analyticity of λµ.

Proposition 4.1. There exists q0 > 0 and an open subset U ⊂ M(S) containing µ0 such
that the map (q, µ) 7→ Pq,µ is Fréchet-analytic on B(0, q0)× U .

The proof of Proposition 4.1 is split into three steps. First, we recall in Lemma 4.2 that
Pq,µ is analytic in q in a neighbourhood of the origin, a known result from [8]. We then
proceed to show that the operator is analytic in µ in a neighbourhood of µ0 via Proposition
3.6. Finally, a result from functional analysis allows us to conclude joint analyticity in q and
µ.

Lemma 4.2. [8, Proposition 4.1] Let µ be a probability measure supported on a subset
of a compact set S ⊂ GL(d,R). For all α > 0, there exists q0 > 0 such that the map
T : C → L(Cα(Sd−1)) given by T (q) = Pq,µ is analytic on B(0, q0).

Note that the result in [8, Proposition 4.1] is more general: it establishes analyticity when
the measure µ has finite exponential moments. In our context, since the matrix norms are
uniformly bounded, we obtain analyticity for any α > 0.

We now move to the second step: proving analyticity in the measure µ. The following
lemma establishes continuity of µ 7→ Pq,µ on M(S), the first ingredient of Holomorphicity
according to Proposition 3.6.

Lemma 4.3. For any q ∈ C, the map T : M(S) → L(Cα(Sd−1)) given by µ 7→ Pq,µ is
continuous.

Proof. The integrand of the operator is denoted by Kq,Af(x) = eq ln ∥Ax∥f(Ax/∥Ax∥) for
A ∈ S, q ∈ C, f ∈ Cα(Sd−1). We have

|Kq,Af(x)| ≤ η|Re(q)|∥f∥∞.

Similarly, by Lemma 3.3, for any x ̸= y ∈ Sd−1, we have∣∣∣∣Kq,Af(x)−Kq,Af(y)

∥x− y∥α

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ∣∣∣ez ln ∥Ax∥
∣∣∣ |f(Ax/∥Ax∥)− f(Ay/∥Ay∥)|

∥x− y∥α

+ |f(Ay/∥Ay∥)|
∣∣eq ln ∥Ax∥ − eq ln ∥Ay∥∣∣

∥x− y∥α

≤ [f ]αη
|Re(q)| + c∥f∥∞η((1+α)|Re(q)|+2)

≤ C([f ]α + ||f ||∞) = C∥f∥Cα .

for some C > 0 independent of A ∈ S. This means that

sup
A∈S

∥Kq,A∥L(Cα) ≤ C(q, η).
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Let µ1, µ2 ∈ M(S). For any f ∈ Cα(Sd−1), we have

Pq,µ1f − Pq,µ2f =

∫
S
Kq,Af (µ1 − µ2)d(A).

Taking the Cα norm, we obtain

∥Pq,µ1f − Pq,µ2f∥Cα ≤
∫
S
∥Kq,Af∥Cα (µ1 − µ2)d(A) ≤ sup

A∈S
∥Kq,Af∥Cα∥µ1 − µ2∥TV

and hence,
∥Pq,µ1 − Pq,µ2∥L(Cα) ≤ C(q, η)∥µ1 − µ2∥TV

which proves continuity on M(S).
□

We can now prove analyticity in the measure, and then joint analyticity in q and µ.

Proof of Proposition 4.1. Let B ⊂ M(S) be an open neighbourhood and f ∈ Cα(Sd−1).
In order to prove that the map Tf : B → Cα(Sd−1) given by Tf (µ) = Pq,µf is Gâteaux
holomorphic, we need to show that for every µ ∈ B and ν ∈ M0(S), the map z 7→ T (µ+ zν)
is holomorphic on {z ∈ C : µ + zν ∈ B}. It is thus immediately clear that Tf is Gâteaux
holomorphic on any open neighbourhood of M(S) as the map described above is affine in z
by linearity of integrals. Since this is true for any function f , the operator Pq,µ is Gâteaux
holomorphic in µ on B.

Now, by Proposition 3.6, T is holomorphic on an open subset U of a Banach space if and
only if T is Gâteaux holomorphic and continuous on U . Hence, combining the above with
Lemma 4.3, we obtain that µ 7→ Pq,µ is holomorphic on any open subset of M(S).

We have now established that the Koopman operator is separately analytic in both q
(Lemma 4.2) and µ. It remains to prove that it is jointly analytic in both. From the proof
of Lemma 4.3, it is straightforward to see that the Koopman operator is locally bounded in
both q and µ in the sense that for any open ball B ⊂ M(S)× C, we have

sup
(q,µ)∈B

∥Pq,µ∥L(Cα) < ∞.

By [17, Lemma 8.10], for any Banach spaces E1, E2 and F and for A an open subset of
E1 × E2, if a map f : A → F is separately holomorphic and locally bounded, then f is
holomorphic on A. This proves that the map (q, µ) 7→ Pq,µ is analytic on U × B(0, q0) for
any open set U ⊂ M(S).

□

5. Proof of Theorem 2.6

We now require a result to transfer Fréchet analyticity from the operator to its leading
eigenvalue eΛµ(q) and its normalized eigenfunctions. The proposition below is a variation
of [14, Theorem VII.1.7] from Kato’s Perturbation Theory for Linear Operators: we restrict
the setting to the existence of a simple dominant eigenvalue, but we allow the index of the
operator to be an element of a complex Banach space rather than Cn. For a complex Banach
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space X, endow the space of linear operators L(X) from X to itself with the operator norm
induced from X.

Proposition 5.1. Let X be a complex Banach space, U ⊂ X an open set, and Y a Ba-
nach space. Suppose that T : U → L(Y ) (endowed with the operator norm) is Fréchet-
holomorphic. Fix x0 ∈ X such that the operator T (x0) has a simple isolated eigenvalue l0.
Then, there exists a open neighbourhood V ⊂ X of x0 and holomorphic maps l : V → C and
h : V → Y \ {0} such that l(0) = l0 and

T (x)h(x) = l(x)h(x) for all x ∈ V.

Proof. For any operator T , denote by σ(T ) and ρ(T ) the spectrum and resolvent set of T
respectively. Since l0 is an isolated eigenvalue, we have δ = d(l0, σ(T (x0)) \ {l0}) > 0. Pick
r < δ/2 and define the closed curve

Γ = {ξ ∈ C : |ξ − l0| = r}.
It is clear that Γ ⊂ ρ(T (x0)). Consider the resolvent operator T̃ξ(x) = (ξI−T (x))−1 ∈ L(Y )

for ξ ∈ Γ. It is known that the map ξ 7→ T̃ξ(x0) is holomorphic on ρ(T (x0)). This means
the map is also continuous, and since the curve Γ is compact, we have

MΓ = sup
ξ∈Γ

∥T̃ξ(x0)∥ < ∞.

By continuity of x 7→ T (x), there exists an open neighbourhood V ⊂ U of x0 such that for
all x ∈ V , ∥T (x)− T (x0)∥ < 1

2MΓ
. Define the operator K : Γ× V → L(Y ) by

K(ξ, x) = T̃ξ(x0) (T (x)− T (x0))

for all x ∈ V, ξ ∈ Γ. Then we can write ξI − T (x) = (ξI − T (x0))(I −K(ξ, x)). Notice that

∥K(ξ, x)∥ ≤ ∥T̃ξ(x0)∥ ∥T (x)− T (x0)∥ < MΓ(2MΓ)
−1 =

1

2
.

This implies that I −K(ξ, x) is invertible with (I −K)−1 =
∑

nK
n converging uniformly

in ξ ∈ Γ. Hence, (ξI − T (x)) is invertible and Γ ⊂ ρ(T (x)) for all x ∈ V . Practically this
means that Γ isolates a part of the spectrum in its interior for all the operators T (x) with x
close enough to x0. We also obtain a uniform bound in x and ξ on the resolvent along the
curve:

∥T̃ξ(x)∥ ≤ 1

1− ∥K(ξ, x)∥
∥T̃ξ(x0)∥ ≤ 2MΓ (5.1)

Now consider the Riesz projection associated with the part of the spectrum of T (x) the lies
within the interior of the curve Γ: it is defined by the integral

P (x) =
1

2πi

∫
Γ
T̃ξ(x)dξ for all x ∈ V.

For every x ∈ V , P (x) is a linear operator whose range is the direct sum of the generalised
eigenspaces corresponding to the eigenvalues of T (x) that lie inside of Γ ( [14]).

We claim the map P : V → L(Y ) if Fréchet-holomorphic. We prove this using Proposition
3.6: we show the operator is continuous on V and we establish Gâteaux holomorphicity, the
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combination of which proves the claim. We start by proving holomorphicity along lines
(Gâteaux holomorphicity), i.e. for any h ∈ E, the map z 7→ P (x+ zh) is analytic for z ∈ C
small enough. Since x 7→ T (x) is Fréchet holomorphic on V , the map x 7→ T̃ξ(x) is also
Fréchet holomorphic by [14, Theorem VII.1.3] hence Gâteaux holomorphic. This means that
z 7→ T̃ξ(x+zh) is holomorphic on B(0, R), where R is such that B(0, R) ⊂ {z ∈ C : x+zh ∈
V }. By [17, Corollary 7.2] there exists a sequence (cn(ξ))n∈N ⊂ L(Y ) such that

T̃ξ(x+ zh) =
∞∑
n=0

zncn(ξ)

with the series converging absolutely in operator norm for |z| ≤ s for 0 < s < R, and

cn(ξ) =
1

2πi

∫
|u|=R

T̃ξ(x+ zh)

un+1
du.

We can thus integrate termwise: P (x+ zh) =
∑

n z
nBn where

Bn =
1

2πi

∫
Γ
cn(ξ)dξ ∈ L(Y ).

This series also converges absolutely in operator norm since, by (5.1), we have

∞∑
n=0

∥Bn∥|z|n ≤ length(Γ)
2π

∞∑
n=0

|z|n sup
ξ∈Γ

∥cn(ξ)∥

≤ r

2π

∞∑
n=0

|z|n sup
ξ∈Γ

∫
|u|=R

∥T̃ξ(x+ zh)∥
un+1

du

≤ rMΓ

π

∞∑
n=0

(
|z|
R

)n

< ∞

since |z| < R. This proves that P (x) is Gâteaux holomorphic.

By (5.1), we have

sup
x∈V

∥P (x)∥ ≤ sup
x∈V

1

2π

∫
Γ
∥T̃ξ(x)∥dξ ≤ length(Γ)

2π
sup

x∈V,ξ∈Γ
∥T̃ξ(x)∥ ≤ 2rMΓ < ∞

which establishes boundedness in x ∈ V . By [17, Proposition 8.6], a Gâteaux-holomorphic
mapping is continuous if and only if it is locally bounded. Hence P (x) is continuous in x.
Together with Gâteaux holomorphicity we conclude that P is Fréchet holomorphic on V .

Since l0 is a simple eigenvalue of T (x0) and P projects onto the eigenspace corresponding
to the eigenvalue l0 operator, RankP (x0) = 1. By continuity of x 7→ P (x), so is the rank of
the operator, and since the rank can only take integer value, this means that RankP (x) = 1
on x ∈ V . This means that the eigenvalues l(x) of T (x) isolated within Γ are also simple
with a one-dimensional eigenspaces.
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In order to construct an eigenfunction, choose an arbitrary u ∈ Y such that P (x0)u ̸=
0 and set h(x) = P (x)u. Since the eigenspace is one-dimensional, RangeP (x) = Ch(x)
corresponds to the eigenspace of l(x). Since x 7→ P (x) is holomorphic, so is h(x) on V .
We conclude all the eigenfunctions are analytic on V . For h(x) ̸= 0, the eigenvalue can be
expressed as

l(x) =
T (x)h(x)

h(x)
∈ C.

Hence the eigenvalue l(x) is analytic in x on V . This completes the proof.
□

The following corollary finalises the proof of Theorem 2.6 (1)-(2).

Corollary 5.2. Let S ⊂ GL(d,R) be compact, and let µ0 ∈ P (S) such that the support of
µ0 is strongly irreducible and proximal. There exists an open neighbourhood V ⊂ C×M(S)
of (0, µ0) and an open neighbourhood U ⊂ M(S) of µ0 such that the map (q, µ) 7→ Λµ(q) is
analytic on V and the map µ 7→ Λ

(k)
µ (0) is analytic on U for all k ∈ N.

Proof. Set X = M(S) × C (product of two Banach spaces is a Banach space under the
direct product norm), Y = Cα(Sd−1), x0 = (µ0, 0) and l0 = eΛµ0 (0) which by Lemma 4.2 is
a dominant simple eigenvlue of P0,µ0 . The operator is jointly Fréchet analytic in µ and q in
a neighbourhood of (µ0, 0) by Proposition 4.1. Hence, by Proposition 5.1, there exists an
open neighbourhood V of (µ0, 0) such that the eigenvalue l(µ, q) = eΛµ(q) and its normalized
eigenfunction ϕq,µ are jointly analytic in q and µ on V .

This implies that Λµ(q) is analytic in both variables on V . In particular, the map µ 7→
Λ
(k)
µ (0) is analytic on some open neighbourhood U ⊂ M(S) of µ0 for all k ∈ N. We thus

recover the result by [1] about λµ = Λ′
µ(0) being analytic in the measure, in addition to the

asymptotic variance σ2
µ = Λ′′

µ(0) being analytic on U . □

We prove Theorem 2.6 (3) in the next corollary by applying the result of Proposition
5.1 to the dual operator P∗

0,µ ∈ L(Cα(Sd−1)∗). νµ is the eigenvector of P∗
0,µ at eigenvalue

eΛµ(0) = e0 = 1 representing the unique invariant measure on Sd−1 of the random matrix
product when µ is a strongly irreducible and proximal probability measure. In this context
we have

νµ(f) = ⟨f, ν⟩ =
∫
Sd−1

f(x) dνµ(x).

Corollary 5.3. Let S ⊂ GL(d,R) be compact, and let µ0 ∈ P (S) such that the support of
µ0 is strongly irreducible and proximal. There exists an open neighbourhood U ⊂ M(S) of
µ0 such that the map µ 7→ νµ is analytic on U .

Proof. We begin by showing that the map T ∗ given by T ∗(µ) = P⋆
0,µ is Fréchet-analytic on

some open neighbourhood of µ0. The map T given by T (µ) = P0,µ is Fréchet analytic on
some open neighbourhood U ⊂ M(S) of µ0 by Proposition 4.1. The map D : L(Cα(Sd−1)) →
L(Cα(Sd−1)∗) given by D(P) = P∗ is a linear isometry, in particular it is continuous. Since
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the composition of a continuous linear map and a Fréchet analytic map is analytic (see for
example [17, Exercise 5.A]), the map T ∗ = D ◦ T is Fréchet analytic on U .

By [15, Theorem III.6.22], if 1 is a simple isolated eigenvalue of P0,µ0 , 1 is a simple isolated
eigenvalue of P∗

0,µ0
. Set X = M(S), Y = Cα(Sd−1)∗ endowed with the dual norm

∥ν∥Cα(Sd−1)∗ = sup{|ν(f)| : ||f ||Cα ≤ 1, f ∈ Cα(Sd−1)},

x0 = µ0 and l0 = 1. By proposition 5.1, there exists an open neighbourhood U ′ ⊂ M(S) of
µ0 such that the eigenvector νµ is Fréchet analytic on U ′. □
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