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COMPARISON OF CUTOFFS BETWEEN LAZY WALKS AND
MARKOVIAN SEMIGROUPS

GUAN-YU CHEN! AND LAURENT SALOFF-COSTE?2

ABSTRACT. We make a connection between the continuous time and lazy dis-
crete time Markov chains through the comparison of cutoffs and mixing time
in total variation distance. For illustration, we consider finite birth and death
chains and provide a criterion on cutoffs using eigenvalues of the transition
matrix.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let Q2 be a countable set and (2, K, ) be an irreducible Markov chain on 2 with
transition matrix K and stationary distribution 7. Let

Hy = e U5 = Z e K /i)
=0

be the associated semigroup which describes the corresponding natural continuous
time process on 2. For ¢ € (0,1), set

(1.1) Ks=06I+(1-0)K,

where [ is the identity matrix indexed by 2. Clearly, K is similar to K but with an
additional holding probability depending of §. We call K the §-lazy walk or d-lazy
chain of K. It is well-known that if K is irreducible with stationary distribution ,
then

W}i_r})floO K{*(z,y) = tl_lglo Hi(z,y) =7n(y), Vz,yeQ,de(0,1).

In this paper, we consider convergence in total variation. The total variation
between two probabilities u, v on § is defined by || —v||rv = sup{u(A)—v(A)|A C
Q}. For any irreducible K with stationary distribution 7, the (maximum) total
variation distance is defined by

(1.2) drv(m) = sug IK™(x,-) — 7||Tv,
xrc

and the corresponding mixing time is given by
(1.3) Try(e) = inf{m > 0|drv(m) < €}.
We write the total variation distance and mixing time as dg\),, TT(f,) for the continuous
semigroup and as d(Té\),, TT(%) for the §-lazy walk.
A sharp transition phenomenon, known as cutoff, was introduced by Aldous and

Diaconis in early 1980s. See e.g. [8, 5] for an introduction and a general review of

2000 Mathematics Subject Classification. 60J10,60J27.

Key words and phrases. Markov chains, cutoff phenomenon.
IPartially supported by NSC grant NSC100-2918-1-009-010.
2Partially supported by NSF grant DMS-1004771.

1


http://arxiv.org/abs/1304.4587v1

2 G.-Y. CHEN AND L. SALOFF-COSTE

cutoffs. In total variation, a family of irreducible Markov chains (Qy,, Ky, )22 ; is
said to present a cutoff if

T,

(1.4) lim Lnorv(€)
n—o0 T}y oy (77)

The family is said to present a (¢,,b,) cutoff if b,, = o(t,,) and
|Tn,rv(e) —tn| =O(by), V0O<e<l.

The cutoff for the associated continuous semigroups is defined in a similar way.
This paper contains the following general result.

=1, WMo<e<n<l.

Theorem 1.1. Consider a family of irreducible and positive recurrent Markov
chains F = {(Qpn, Kn,m)n = 1,2,...}. For é € (0,1), let Fs be the family of as-
sociated §-lazy walks and let F. be the family of associated continuous semigroups.
Suppose T,S(f%v(eo) — o0 for some €y € (0,1). Then, the following are equivalent.
(1) Fs has a cutoff in total variation.
(2) Fe has a cutoff in total variation.

Furthermore, if F. has a cutoff, then

T 9 (€)

=00 7O (e)

Theorem 1.2. Let F be the family in Theorem [ 1. Assume that t, — oo. Then,
the following are equivalent.

(1) F¢ has a (tn,by) cutoff.

(2) Ford € (0,1), Fs has a (t,/(1 —9),by) cutoff.

We refer the readers to Theorems 3.1 3.4, and [3.7] for more detailed discus-
sions.

For an illustration, we consider finite birth and death chains. For n > 1, let
0, ={0,1,...,n} and K,, be the transition kernel of a birth and death chain on €,
with birth rate p,, ;, death rate g, ; and holding rate r,, ;, where p,, ,, = gn,0 = 0 and
Dni + Gn,i + Tn,; = 1. Suppose that K, is irreducible with stationary distribution
7n. For the family {(,, Kp,m,)|n = 1,2,...}, Ding et al. [I0] showed that, in
the discrete time case, if inf; , 7, ; > 0, then the cutoff in total variation exists if
and only if the product of the total variation mixing time and the spectral gap,
which is defined to be the smallest non-zero eigenvalue of I — K, tends to infinity.
There is also a similar version for the continuous time case. The next theorem

is an application of the above result and Theorem [[LT] which is summarized from
Theorem [4.101

Theorem 1.3. Let F = {(Q, Ky, mn)|n = 1,2, ...} be a family of irreducible birth
and death chains as above. Forn > 1, let 0, A\, 1, ..., A\nn be eigenvalues of I — K,
and set

=1-4, Vee (0,1).

n
_ : . _ -1
Ap = min A, ,;, S8, = E /\n,i'

1<i<n —
=
Then, the following are equivalent.
(1) F¢ has a total variation cutoff.

(2) For § € (0,1), Fs has a total variation cutoff.
(3) spAn — 0.
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The remaining of this article is organized as follows. In Section 2, the concepts
of cutoffs and mixing times are introduced and fundamental results are reviewed.
In Section 3, a detailed comparison of the cutoff time and window size is made
between the continuous time and lazy discrete time cases, where the state space is
allowed to be infinite. In Section 4, we focus on finite birth and death chains and
provide a criterion on total variation cutoffs using the eigenvalues of the transition
matrices.

2. CUTOFFS IN TOTAL VARIATION

Throughout this paper, for any two sequences s,,t, of positive numbers, we
write s, = O(t,) if there are C > 0, N > 0 such that |s,| < C|t,| for n > N. If
$n = O(ty) and t,, = O(sy,), we write s, < t,. If t,/s, — 1 as n — oo, we write
tn ~ Sp.

Consider the following definitions.
Definition 2.1. Referring to the notation in (L2)), a family F = {(Qy, Kp, )0 =
1,2,...} is said to present a total variation

(1) precutoff if there is a sequence ¢, and B > A > 0 such that
lim_ d oy ([Bty]) =0, liminf dy oy ([At, ) > 0.
(2) cutoff if there is a sequence t,, such that, for all € > 0,
Jim dy oy ([(L+)ta]) =0, lim dpav(L(1 - €e)tn]) = 1.
(3) (tn,by) cutoft if b, = o(t,) and
lim F(c)=0, lim F(c) =1,

c—00 c——oco

where

F(c) = limsupd, ov([tn + cby]),  F(c) = liminf d,, vy ([tn + cbn]).
n—o0 n—0o0
In definition 211 ¢, is called a cutoff time and b, is called a window for ¢,,. The
cutoffs for continuous semigroups is the same except the deletion of [-] and |-].

Remark 2.1. In Definition 2] if ¢,, — oo (or equivalently T, tv(€) — oo for some
€ € (0,1)), then the cutoff is consistent with (I4)). This is also true for cutoffs in
continuous semigroups without the assumption ¢,, — co.

The following lemma characterizes the total variation convergence using specific
subsequences of indices and events, which is useful in proving and disproving cutoffs.

Lemma 2.1. Consider a family of irreducible and positive recurrent Markov chains
{(Qn, Kpymn)|n =1,2,...}. Lett, be a sequence of nonnegative integers. Then, the
following are equivalent.

(1) dn,rv(tn) — 0.
(2) For any increasing sequence of positive integers ny, any A,, C Qn, and
any Tp, € Qy,, there is a subsequence my, such that

k—o0
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Proof of Lemma[Zdl (1)=-(2) is obvious. For (2)=-(1), choose A, C €, and
Ty, € Qy, such that d,, vv(t,) < 2|Ki (24, An) — T (Ay)|. Let ng be an increasing
sequence of positive integers and choose a subsequence my, such that

lim | Kot (T s Ay ) — Ty (A )| = 0.

k— o0

This implies dp,, v (tm,) — 0, as desired. O

Remark 2.2. Lemma [2.]] also holds in continuous time under the release of t,, to
positive real numbers. See [4] [5] for further discussions on cutoffs.

3. COMPARISONS OF CUTOFFS

In this section, we establish the relation of cutoffs between lazy walks and con-
tinuous semigroups. Let 2 be a countable set and K be a transition matrix indexed
by Q. In the notation of (), the §-lazy walk evolves in accordance with

t
t . o
(Ks) = Z <,>5t_1(1 —0)'K", Vi€ (0,1),t>0,
; i
=0
whereas the continuous time chain follows

eI [t
thet(IK)=Z(etE>K.

i=0
Observe that I — K = (I — K;s)/(1 — ¢§). This unphes
(3.1) di)(t) < e /(-9 Z +dR(m).
i=0 !

Concerning the cutoff times and windows, we discuss each of them in detail.
1. Cutoff times.

Theorem 3.1. Let F = {(Q, Ky, m)|n = 1,2,...} be a family of irreducible
Markov chains on countable state spaces with stationary distributions. For § €
0,1), let F5 = {(Qn, Kns,mn)n =1,2,...} and Fo = {(Qp, Hy iy mn)ln = 1,2, ...}
Suppose there is eg > 0 such that T,(f%v(eo) — 00 or T,(L?%V(eo) — o0. Then, the
following are equivalent.

(1) Fs has a cutoff (resp. precutoff) in total variation.
(2) F. has a cutoff (resp. precutoff) in total variation.

Furthermore, if F. has a cutoff, then

T(C)
im %(6) =1-0, VYee (0,1).
e Tn TV(E)

The above theorem is in fact a simple corollary of the following proposition.

Proposition 3.2. Let Fs, F. be families in Theorem [31 and t,,r, be sequences
tending to infinity. Fiz 6 € (0,1).
(1) If dhy ([ta]) = 0, then
lim d'y (1 = 8)tn + ¢by) = 0

n—00

for all ¢ > 0 and for any sequence by, satisfying \/t, = o(b,).
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(2) If dhy(ra) = 0, then
lim dn TV([TH/(I —0) +cby]) =0,

n— 00
for all ¢ > 0 and for any sequence b, satisfying /Ty, = o(by).
(3) If d;‘f)TV(Tn) — 1, then

Tim dPhy ([ /(1= 6)]) = 1.

(4) If dChy([tn]) = 1, then
lim dihy (1= 6)tn) = 1.

n— oo
Proof. We prove (1), while (2) goes in a similar way and is omitted. Suppose
dg)TV(ftn]) — 0. Since /T, = o(by), it is clear that

(3.2) im Ay ([tn + by + ¢VE]) =0, VYe>0,¢ €R.

Fix ¢ > 0 and let =, € Q,, A, C Q,. Given any increasing sequence n;, we may
choose, according to Lemmal[3.8 a subsequence m; such that m,,, (Am,,) = a € [0,1]
and, for all ¢’ € R,

[tm, +cb +c'\/tm, |
hm Km:” " Y

2/(26)f(33)d33

fEmL I Aml)

B V2o

and
712/2
B Hony (1-6) (1, b, ) (T Amg) = Nozs / fa)ds

where f is nonnegative and bounded by 1. By [B.2) and Lemma 39 f equals to «
almost everywhere and, by Lemma [Z7] this implies d;‘f)TV((l — )ty + cby) — 0 as
n — oo for all ¢ > 0.

The proofs for (3) and (4) are similar and we only give the details for (4). First,
we choose sequences z,, € {2, and A, C £, such that

lim 7, (4,) =1, lim K (2, An) = 0.

Let n; be a sequence tending to infinity. Applying Lemma B.§ with ¢ = 0 and
an,m = K'(zy, Ay,), we may choose a subsequence say my, such that

lim H,,, - 8)tm, (T, A 2/2 (x)dx

l—o00 ) \/ 2 /

and

lim K mlJ( mys A e/ (29) g(x)dz,

l—o0 ml \/
where g is nonnegative measurable functlon bounded by 1. This leads to g = 0
almost everywhere and

lim dfy) ry (1 = 8)tm,) = L.
The following is a simple corollary of Proposition (1)-(2).

Corollary 3.3. Let Fs,F. be families in Theorem [31] and t,,r, be sequences
tending to infinity. Fiz 6 € (0,1).
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(1) If d%y ([ta]) — 0, then
Tim A (14 €)(1 = 8)t,) =0, Ve > 0.
(2) If d;‘f)TV(rn) — 0, then
Tim dny ([(1+€)ra/(1=6)]) =0, Ve >0.
Proof of Theorem [l Set 7, = T,gf%v(eo) and s, = T,g)c%v(eo). Suppose r,, — 0.
By Corollary B3] (2), if
lim inf d\7py (1 = 8)r/2) = 0,

n—00

then
lim inf AL ([ +€)ra/2]) =0, Ve> 0.

n—

But, taking e = 1/2 implies that, for n large enough,
A ([(1+ ) /2]) = di by (r = 1) > €0 > 0.
This makes a contradiction and, hence, if r, — oo, then
lim inf Ay (1 = 8)r,/2) > 0.
In a similar way, if s, — oo, then Corollary B3] (1) implies
lim inf d, vy ([5a]) > 0.

This proves the following equivalence.
Tﬁ%v(eo) — oo forsomee >0 <& T,(L?%V(eo) — oo for some ¢y > 0.
For the equivalence of (1) and (2), the proof for precutoffs is given by Corollary
B33 (1)-(2), while the proof for cutoffs also uses Proposition B2 (3)-(4). O

3.2. Cutoff windows. This section is devoted to the comparison of cutoff windows
introduced in Definition 211

Theorem 3.4. Let F be a family of irreducible positive recurrent Markov chains
and Fs,F. be associated families of lazy walks and continuous semigroups. Let
tn,bn be sequences of positive reals and assume that t, — oco. If Fs (resp. Fc)
presents a (tn,by) cutoff in total variation, then \/t, = O(by,).

Remark 3.1. There are examples with cutoffs but the order of any window size must
be bigger than /¢,. Consider the Ehrenfest chain on {0,...,n}, which is a birth
and death chain with rates p,; = 1 —1i/n, ¢,; = i/n and r,; = 0. It is obvious
that K, is irreducible and periodic with stationary distribution (i) = 27" (’Z)
An application of the representation theory shows that, for 0 < i < n, 2i/n is an
eigenvalue of I — K,,. Let A\, =2/n and s, = Y., n/(2i) = gnlogn + O(n). By
Theorem 1] since \,s, tends to infinity, both F. and Fs have a total variation
cutoff. For a detailed computation on the total variation and the L2-distance, see
e.g. [7. It is well-known that F. has a (inlogn,n) total variation cutoff. By

Theorem BE, F5 has a (%,n) total variation cutoff for § € (0,1), which is
nontrivial. For the continuous time Ehrenfest chains, Theorem [3.4] says that the

window size is at least y/nlogn, while n is the correct order.
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Proof of Theorem[3]] We prove the continuous time case. The lazy discrete time
case can be treated similarly. Assume the inverse that the sequence /%, /by, is not
bounded. By considering the subsequence of v/, /b, which tends to infinity, it loses
no generality to assume that b, = o(y/t,). According to the definition of cutoffs,
we may choose C > 0, x,, € Q,, and A,, C ,, such that

linginf |Hp b, +Cby, (s Ap) — mn(Ay)] > 0.

By Lemma[3.8] one may choose a sequence n; tending to infinity such that m,, (Ay,)
converges to « € [0,1] and

7m2
lli)m Hnl tnl+Cbnl (.Inl s A"l \/ﬂ / /2f )diE §£ a,

where f is positive and bounded by 1. Let ¢ € R. For any ¢ > 0, choose N > 0
such that, for n > N,

tn + cby)? ,
Hn,tn+cbn (In; An) - Z (e(thern)#) K’;LL(‘ITHAH) <€
itli—tn | <NVEn v
Note that
tn + cb tn + Cb,)’
e—(tn+cbn)( +e ) — ¢~ (tn+Cby )7( + ) (I4+0(1)) asn— oo,

i !
where o(1) is uniform for |i —¢,| < N \/_ This implies

lim Hy, +, ,+bn (xm,A _12/2f (z)dx, VceR.

l—o00 ™ \/27‘( /
Since F. presents a (t,, b,) cutoff, the right-side integral is equal to «, a contradic-
tion. (]

Theorem 3.5. Let Fs, F. be families in Theorem and t, — oo. Then, the
following are equivalent.

(1) Fs has a (tn,by) cutoff.

(2) Fe has a ((1 = 0)ty,by) cutoff.

To prove this theorem, we need the following proposition.

Proposition 3.6. Let Fs, F. be as in Theorem[3.0 and t,,r, be sequences tending
to infinity.
(1) If Fs5 has a (tn,bn) cutoff, then F. has a ((1 — 6)tn,dn) cutoff for any
sequence satisfying d, = o(t,) and b, = o(dy).
(2) If Fe has a (rn,by) cutoff, then Fs has a (rn/(1 = 9),dy) cutoff for any
sequence satisfying d, = o(ry,) and b, = o(dy).

Proof. Immediately from Theorem [3.4] and Proposition O

Proof of Theorem [ We prove (1)=(2), while the reasoning for (2)=-(1) is sim-
ilar. Suppose that Fs has a (ty,b,) cutoff with ¢, — oo. Fix e € (0,1) and
set ¢, = |T,ECT)V(€) — (1 = d)t,|. By [B, Proposition 2.3], it remains to show that
¢n = O(by,). Assume the inverse, that is, there is a subsequence £ = {ny|l = 1,2, ...}
such that ¢, /by, — 00 asl — oo. Let F5(§), Fc(§) be families of Fs, F, restricted to
€. This implies F5(£) has a (tn,, bn,) cutoff, but Fe(€) has no ((1 = 0)tn,, v/bn,Cn,)
cutoff, a contradiction with Proposition (I
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3.3. Chains with specified initial states. For any probability p on a countable
set €, we write (u, 2, K,7) as an irreducible Markov chain on  with transition
matrix K, stationary distribution 7w and initial distribution u. The total variation
distances for the associated d-lazy walk and continuous time chain are defined by

5 n c
(3.3) AR (s n) = |KP = wlloy,  d¥o(u,t) = ||uHy — 7l|rv.

Denoted by TT(f,) (i, €), TT(%) (u, €) are the corresponding mixing times and the concept
of cutoffs can be defined similarly as Definition 2T according to [B3]). It is an easy
exercise to achieve a similar version of Lemma [2.]] for cutoffs with specified initial
distributions. The proofs for Propositions[3.2H3.6 and Corollary [3.3] can be adapted
to the case when the initial distribution is prescribed. This gives the following
theorems.

Theorem 3.7. Let F = {(tin, U, Kn,mp)n = 1,2, ...} be a family of irreducible
Markov chains and Fs,F. be families of associated d-lazy walks and continuous
time chains.

(1) Fs has a cutoff (resp. precutoff) iff F. has a cutoff (resp. precutoff).
(2) If Fs has a cutoff, then T,g)c%v(un, €)~ (1— 5)T,§?%V(un, €) as n tends to co
for all e € (0,1).
Let t,, — oo and b, > 0.
(3) Fs has a (tn,by) cutoff iff Fo has a (1 — 0)tn,by) cutoff.
(4) If Fs has a (tn,by) cutoff, then \/t, = O(by,).

3.4. Proofs. This subsection collects required techniques for the proof of theorems
in Sections [3.1H3.2]

Lemma 3.8. Let apm € [0,1], ¢, > 0 and ¢ € R. Suppose that t, — co. Then,
there is a subsequence ny of positive integers and a nonnegative measurable function
f bounded by 1 such that

lim (e—tnk—cﬂ/tnk (tn;C + C«/tnk) > o = 1 / e—(m—c)2/2Jc(x)d$7
m=0 v 2 -

for all c € R, and
lim Z (Ktnk te tnk)/(l B 6)]> (1 — 5)m5[(tnk+c /tnk)/(l—ls)]—m
m

ank,m

1 e 2
- —(z—c)?/(26) d
= e x)dz,
V 27T5 /—oo f( )
for allc € R, 6 € (0,1), where [z] is any of [2], |z].
Proof. For n > 1 and any Borel set A C R, set

D DR

mim—ty, //tn EA
Let ng be a subsequence of N such that

(3.4) klg{)lo tny, ((a,0]) = pu((a,b]), Va,beQ,a<b.

Clearly, p((a,b)) < b—a for a < b and a,b € Q. This implies the convergence in
B4) holds for all a < b and p((a,b]) < b—a. As a consequence of the Carathéodory
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extension theorem, p can be extended to a measure on R. It is obvious that y is
absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure and we write f as the
Radon-Nykodym derivative.

Let € > 0 and choose M > 0 such that, for n > M,

Z o—tn—eyi; (tn + cVtn)"

< €.
m!

mi|m—tn|/v/En¢(—M,M]

For any integer N > 1, set ; = iM/N and A,; = {m > 0|lm — t,|/VI. €
(24, x;41]}. By Stirling’s formula, it is easy to see that

m _ 2
e tnmeVin (tn + ev/tn) _ 1 ol1) exp _Lmte c as n — 00,
m! 21ty 2 Vin

where o(1) is uniformly for m € A4,,; and —N < i < N. This implies

Z eftnfc\/ﬁ (tn + C\/ﬂ)m> a < Mzﬂn(An,l)/\/% + 0(1)
m! o > miﬂn(An,i)/\/% +o(1) 7

mEAn,»;
where U; = sup{e~("=9°/2|z € (2;,2;41] and L; = inf{e=@="/2|z € (z;,2,11]}.
Summing up ¢ and replacing n with ny yields

N-1

. = —ty —efii (tny, F /Tn,)™
lim sup Z (e b e/t k%) Anyeom < T Z Mip((w, i41]) + €
i=—N

and

m/!

oo N-1
. b e i (b, + /T )™ 1
lim inf PR VAL ("’“—"’“) Ay n > — mip((zi, 25 — €.
k—oo Z ( k> — /271' Z;N /14(( +1])

m=0

Letting N — oo and then ¢ — 0 gives the desired limit. The proof of the second
limit is similar and omitted. O

Lemma 3.9. Let f be a bounded nonnegative measurable function and set F(t) =
ffooo ef(mft)zf(x)dx. If F is constant, then f is constant almost everywhere.

Proof. Set A=F(t), Bt = [~ ~2*/2 f(z)dx and write

€
—oo

~(@—t/2)° ¢(3) — B~ e/ (L ey /2y
e 2° f(2) = B~'v/2me 4<\/_ 2) (B 2¢( )).

2T

Note that AB/(v2me!’/4) is the density of X + Y, where X has the standard
normal distribution, Y is continuous with density function Be~"/2 f(z) and XY
are independent. This implies AB = 1/1/2 and

e = E(ei“(XJFY)) = e_“2/2E(ei“Y), VYu € R.

Clearly, Y has the standard normal distribution and, thus, f is a constant a.e. [
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3.5. A remark on the spectral gap and mixing time. In this subsection, we
make a comparison of spectral gaps between continuous time chains and J-lazy
discrete time chains. Let (Q, K, 7) be an irreducible and reversible finite Markov
chain with spectral gap A, the smallest non-zero eigenvalue of I — K. First, we
consider the continuous time case. Since (K, ) is reversible, there is a function f
defined on {0, 1,...,n} such that K f = (1 — \)f. This implies

1 I — ) flloe e~
A0t = 2|1 Hy — 7|oomsoe > -
TV( ) 2” t 7TH - = 2HfHoo 2 )
where || Allco—oo := sup{|| 49|l : [|gllcc = 1}. Consequently, we obtain
—log(2e¢)

T (e) >

A

For the lazy discrete time case, a similar discussion yields

1og(2e)J
log B85 |’

where (s is the second largest absolute value of all nontrivial eigenvalue values of
K. By setting do = inf{d € (0,1)|8s = 1 — (1 —9)A}, it is easy to see that oy < 1/2
and, for § € [0g,1), Bs =1 — (1 —0)A. As a function of §, 85 is decreasing on (0, dp)
and increasing on (d, 1). Note that |1 — (1 —3§)\| < 85 < max{1—2§,1—(1—39)A}.
The first inequality implies 1 — 85 < (1 — §)A. Using the second inequality, if
Bs >1—25,then1— 85 = (1 =80\ If B5 < 1—24, then 1 — B85 > 25 > 5,
where the last inequality uses the fact A < 2. We summarize the discussion in the
following lemma.

a0 > 82, T > [

Lemma 3.10. Let K be an irreducible transition matriz on a finite set Q with
stationary distribution w. For § € (0,1), let K5 be the §-lazy walk given by (LIJ).
Suppose (m, K) is reversible, that is, m(z)K(x,y) = n(y)K(y,z) for all z,y € Q
and let X be the smallest non-zero eigenvalue of I — K and (s be the largest absolute
value of all nontrivial eigenvalues of Ks. Then, it holds true that

min{l —§6A<1-F;<1—-1-(1-=-H)N<(1-5)A Vse(0,1).
Furthermore, for e € (0,1/2),

¢ —log(2¢ 5
70> =2, 1002 |

log(2¢) — log(2¢)
log Bs J = {2max{1 —6,10g(2/6)})\J ’

where the last inequality assumes || > 2/4.

Proof. Tt remains to prove the second inequality in the lower bound of the mixing
time for the d-lazy chain. Note that if A\ < 1/2, then

—log s < —log(1 — (1 —0)A) < 2(1 = 0)A,
where the last inequality uses the fact log(l — x) > —2z for x € (0,1/2). For
A > 1/2, let 01(0),...,0)q(0) be eigenvalues of Ks. Then, 6;(5) = ¢ + (1 — 6)0;(0)
and Z‘i‘j'l 0;(0) > 0. See [12] for a reference on the second inequality. This implies

[¢]
1+ (19 = 1)8s = > 0;(8) > |95

i=1
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Assuming || > 2/, the above inequality yields

[0 — 1 > 0 —log Bs < (210g§) A

il b el
bzgroT 2

4. FINITE BIRTH AND DEATH CHAINS

In this section, we consider the total variation cutoff for birth and death chains.
A birth and death chain on {0, 1, ..., n} with birth rate p;, death rate ¢; and holding
rate r; is a Markov chain with transition matrix K given by
(4.1) K(i,i+1)=p;, K(i,i—1)=q, K(i,i)=r;, Y0<i<n,
where p; + ¢; + 7, = 1 and p, = qo = 0. It is obvious that K is irreducible if and
only if p;¢;+1 > 0 for 0 < i < n. Under the assumption of irreducibility, the unique
stationary distribution 7 of K is given by 7(¢) = ¢(po---pi—1)/(q1 - - - ¢;), where ¢
is a positive constant such that >  7(i) = 1.

In the next two subsections, we recall some results developed in [9] [10] and make
an improvement on them using the result in Section 3. In the third subsection,
we go back to the issue of cutoffs and make a comparison of total variation and
separation cutoffs.

4.1. The total variation cutoff. Throughout this subsection, we let

(4.2) F={(Qn, Kp,m)|n=1,2,...}

denote a family of irreducible birth and death chains with Q,, = {0,1,...,n} and
transition matrix

(43)  Knp(i,i+1) =pni, Kn(iyi—1)=qni, Kul(i,i) =rn4, Y0<i<n,

where ppi + @i +7ni =1 and pnp = qno = 0. Write A, = A(K,,) as the spectral
gap of K,,. As before, F. denotes the family of associated continuous semigroups
and, for § € (0,1), Fs denotes the family of d-lazy chains. Recall one of the main
results in [I0] as follows.

Theorem 4.1 (Theorems 3-3.1 in [I0]). Consider the family in [@2). Forn > 1,
let A\, be the smallest nonzero eigenvalue of I — K, and let B, s be the second
largest absolute value of all nontrivial eigenvalues of Ky 5. Then, F. (resp. F;s

with § € (0,1)) has a total variation cutoff if and only if T,S)C%V(l/él))\n — 00 (resp.
T,(f%v(l/él)(l — Bns) = o). Moreover, if F. (resp. Fs) has a cutoff, then the

window has size at most T,g)c%v(l/él)/)\n (resp. \/Tg%v(l/él)/(l — Bn.s))

Remark 4.1. By Lemma [B.I0, the total variation cutoff in discrete time case is
equivalent to T,(fr)rv(l /4) A, — 0. By TheoremsBIHL Tand LemmaB.I0, if 7, or F;s

has a cutoff, then the window size is at most \/Téf%v(1/4)/An or \/Tr(f%v(l/él)/)\n.

Remark 4.2. There are examples with cutoffs, but the order of the optimal window

size is less than \/Tff)v(l/él))\n. See Remark 3.1

The combination of the above theorem and Theorem B yields

Theorem 4.2. Referring to Theorem [{.1], the following are equivalent.
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(1) F. has a total variation cutoff.

(2) Fs has a total variation cutoff.

(3) Fe has a total variation precutoff.
(4) Fs has a total variation precutoff.
(5) )-

(6) T,(f%v(e))\n — 0o for some € € (0,1).

Proof of Theorem[{.2 It remains to show (3)=-(5) and this is given by the inequal-
ity d () > e Mt /2, O

Theorem 4.3. Consider the family in [@2)). It holds true that Téf%v(e/2) =
TS%V(U/Q) for all €,n,0 € (0,1). Furthermore, if there is ¢ € (0,1) such that
T (€0/2)An or TSk (€0/2)An is bounded, then T 4y (€/2) = 1/, and T (¢/2) =
1/An for all €, € (0,1).

Proof of Theorem[{.3 Assume that there is a subsequence ny and €, € (0,1/2)
such that either T,(Li)’Tv(e)/T,gi)ﬁTv(n) — 00 or T,(Li%TV(n)/Tr(Li{TV(e) — o0. By
Lemma 310, we have T,gi))Tv(e)/\nk — 00 or T,E?Tv(n))\nk — 00. In either case,
Theorems BN Tl imply that the subfamily indexed by (nj)72; has a cutoff in both
continuous time and d-lazy discrete time cases. As a consequence of Theorem B.1]

we obtain ngi),TV(e) ~(1— 5)T,(Li)7TV (1), which contradicts with the assumption. O

Concerning the window size, a combination of Theorem [3.4] and Theorem [4.1]
yields

Theorem 4.4. Let F, A, be as in Theorem[{.1]. Suppose that F. or Fs has a total
variation cutoff and A\, < 1. Then, for any ¢,n € (0,1) with € # n,

c c c 4 5
T (€)= T )| = T (€)= [T (€) = Tk ()]

4.2. The separation cutoff. In this subsection, we apply the results obtained in
the previous subsection to the separation cutoff. First, we give a definition of the
separation in the following. Given an irreducible finite Markov chain K on §2 with
initial distribution p and stationary distribution 7, the separation distance at time
m is defined by

K™(z
dseP(Ma m) = gle%( {1 - MTI())} :
Aldous and Diaconis [2] introduce the concept of the strong stationary time to
identify the separation distance. Set dsep(m) = max; dsep(,m). A well-known
bound on the separation is achieved by Aldous and Fill in Lemma 7 of [I, Chapter

4], which says
(4.4) d(m) < dsep(m), dsep(2m) <1 — (1 —d(m))?,

where d(m) := max; ; [[K™ (i,-) — K™ (j,-)||ov. It is clear from the definitions that

drv(m) < d(m) < 2drv(m). Let Tiep(€) be the separation mixing time. The above
inequalities imply

(45) TTv(E) S TSCP(E) S 2TTV(€/4); Ve € (0, 1)

Note that the above discussions are also valid for the continuous time case. As the

separation distance is between (0,1), the separation cutoff is similar to the total
variation cutoff as in Definition 211 By (43, we obtain the following lemma.
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Lemma 4.5. Let F be a family of finite Markov chains in either discrete or con-
tinuous time case. Assume that T,, tv(€) — 00 or Tp, sep(€) — 00 for some e € (0,1)
in discrete time case. Then, F has a total variation precutoff if and only if F has
a separation precutoff.

For birth and death chains, the application of (£5) to Theorem (3] leads to the
following theorem.

Theorem 4.6. Theorem [{.3 also holds in separation. Furthermore, for e,n €
(0,1/2), Tyipv(€) = Tilep ().

Let K be an irreducible birth and death chain on {0,1,...,n} with stationary
distribution 7. The authors in [I0] obtain the following fact

H,g(O,n)7 déiﬁ(m) 1 Kg”((O;n)

The authors in [9] provide a criterion on the separation cutoff for continuous time
chains and monotone discrete time chains. The result says that a separation cutoff
exists if and only if the product of the spectral gap and the separation mixing time
tends to infinity. The next theorem is a consequence of this fact and Theorems
and 8 which is also obtained in [10].

Theorem 4.7. Let F be a family of birth and death chains given by [@2). The
following are equivalent.

(4.6) d9 ) =1-

sep

Ve € [1/2,1).

m(n)

(1) Fe has a cutoff in total variation.

(2) Ford € (0,1), Fs has a cutoff in total variation.
(3) F¢ has a cutoff in separation.

(4) For ¢ € [1/2,1), Fs has a cutoff in separation.

The next theorem is a simple corollary of Theorems and Lemma
Theorem 4.8. Theorem [{-3 also holds in separation distance with § € [1/2,1).

4.3. The cutoff time in total variation and separation. In this subsection, we
introduce a spectral representation of the total variation mixing time. Let K be the
transition kernel of an irreducible birth and death chain on {0,1,...,n}. Suppose
that K is irreducible with stationary distribution 7 and let 0 < A\y < --- < A, be
the eigenvalues of I — K. Consider the continuous time case. Using [9, Theorem
4.1] and [10, Corollary 4.5], we have

H:(0 H(n,0
t(’n)zl— t(na ):]P)(S>t),
m(n) m(0)

where S is a sum of n independent exponential random variables with parameters

Ay .oy An. By the one-sided Chebyshev inequality, one has

ES — /Var(S)/(1/e — 1) < T{)(e) <ES + v/(1/e — 1)Var(S), Ve € (0,1).

Note that
“\ 1 1 )
S=> 3 =2 S E9”
=1 =1

d(c)()—l—

sep

(2

Clearly, this implies

(V1—e—eES
N <TE(e) <

(4.7)

(Ve ”\/1E_ E)ES, Ve € (0,1).
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The above equation says that, given € € (0,1/2), the separation mixing time is
bounded by Y0 | A7 ! up to universal constants. The above discussion is also valid
for discrete time case with the assumption that K(i,i + 1) + K(i + 1,7) < 1 for
0 <4 < n. See [9] for the details. The next proposition is an application of (£.3])

and ([@1).
Proposition 4.9. Let K be an irreducible birth and death chain on {0,1,...,n}.
Let 0, A1, ..., An be eigenvalues of K and set s = Z?:l )\;1. Then,
1—€e— 1-—
<7VE\/E) s <TEO < (L VE) s, ee(0,1/2),
VvV1—e€ Ve
and
1 (v1T—4e— e s < T < Vet+VI—¢
Y- v € yETVI TR
2 V1 —4e - TV = Ve
The above also holds in discrete time case with the assumption that K(i,i+ 1) +
K(i+1,i) <1 for0<i<n.

Applying PropositionL.9]to Theoremsd 2. T yields the following theorem, where
the result in separation is included in [9] and the result in total variation is implicitly
obtained in [10].

Theorem 4.10 (Cutoffs from the spectrum). Let F be the family in (@2l). For

) s, Vee (0,1/8).

n>1, let My1,...; An,n be non-zero eigenvalues of I — K,, and set
1 1
Ap = min A\,;, Sp=—+ -+ .
1<i<n A1 An.n

)

Then, the following are equivalent.

)
) For § € (0,1), Fs has a total variation cutoff.
) Fe has a total variation precutoff.
) For § € (0,1), F5 has a total variation precutoff.
The above also holds in separation with § € [1/2,1). In particular, if (5) holds,
then, for e € (0,1),
1 T,gc) € T,Sc) €
- < liminfL() < limsupL() < 1.
2 n—00 Sn n—oo Sn
The last result establishes a relation between the mixing time and birth and death
rates. Consider an irreducible birth and death chain (X,,)%%_, on {0,1,...,n} with
transition matrix K and stationary distribution 7. Let N; be a Poisson process of
parameter 1 that is independent of X, and set, for 0 < i < n,

7; = inf{t > 0| Xy, = i}.

Brown and Shao discuss the distribution of 7; in [3] and obtain the following result.

- 0
Po(r, > t) = Z 7 —kt?- e 0t
g=1 \kj ©

where PP; is the conditional probability given Xy = i and 64, ..., 0, are eigenvalues
of the submatrix of I — K indexed by {0,1,...,n — 1}. Let E; be the conditional




COMPARISON OF CUTOFFS FOR MARKOV CHAINS 15

expectation given Xy = i. Clearly, this implies Eq7,, = Z?:l 1/6;. Note that Eg7,
can be formulated by the birth and death rates using the strong Markov property.
This leads to

n n—1
(4.8) Egr, — Z% -y m((0.K])
j=1"

k=0 (k)pr

where 7(A) 1= >, 4 7(i).
Fix 0 < ip < n. By (@38), we have
i[) 1 nfi[) 1
Eo7i, = 277 En7i, = Z A

i=1 7 im1 i
where A}, ..., A}, and A{,..., A\, " are eigenvalues of the submatrices of I — K in-
dexed respectively by {0,...,i0 — 1} and {ig + 1,...,n}. Let A <o <A\, bea
rearrangement of Ay, ..., A}, AY, .., Ay, . Clearly, Ay, ..., A\, are eigenvalues of the
submatrix obtained by removing the ig-th row and the ip-th column of I — K. Let
A1 < --- < A, be nonzero eigenvalues of I — K. By Theorem 4.3.8 in [I1], we have

Ai <A < X\i41 and this leads to
L 1 _~1 R=wllok]) | = w(k,n)
— < — < _— = + —_—,
ISP IS vED IS v i TP D
where the first equality uses (£8)). By Proposition [£9] we obtain, for € € (0, 1),
i—1 n
©) . Vervi—e) . ([0, ]) 7([k, n])
70 < T < (VA i ¢SS TEH) 55 T

\/_ 0<i<n o W(k)pk g1 7T(k qk

The above discussion also holds in discrete time case with the assumption that
pi + giv1 < 1 for all 0 < i < n. This includes the §-lazy chain for 6 € [1/2,1) and
we apply it to get the following corollary.

Corollary 4.11. Let F = {(Qn, Kpn,m)|n = 1,2,...} be a family of irreducible
birth and death chain in [A2) with birth, death and holding rates pp i, qn,isTn,i- For

n>1, set
1—1 n
: ([0, k]) T ([k, n])
t, = min — L 4 —
gL 5
If F. or Fs has a total variation cutoff, then, for e € (0,1) and § € [1/2,1),
(c) (6)
Tn S . Tn $ 1
lim sup ﬂ <1, limsup— n(€) < ,
and, for e € (0,1),
T(C) T(‘” 1
lim sup LV(G) <1 limsup nrv(©) < .

Remark 4.3. In [6], the constant ¢, in Corollary 211l is proved to be of the same
order as the constant s,, in Theorem .10 and the following term

ip—1 n
< ([0 k]) T [k, n])
kZ:O Wn(k)pn,k * k:;Jrl ﬂ-n(k)Qn,k7

where i, satisfies 7, ([0,45]) > 1/2 and m,([in,n]) > 1/2.
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Remark 4.4. The bound in Corollary[Z1Tlis also be obtained implicitly in [I0] using
a coupling argument.
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