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Estimate the exponential convergence rate of
f-ergodicity via spectral gap
Xianping Gudi Zhong-Wei Liad,

Abstract This paper studies the f-ergodicity and its exponential convergence rate
for continuous-time Markov chain. Assume [ is square integrable, for reversible
Markov chain, it is proved that the exponential convergence of f-ergodicity holds
if and only if the spectral gap of the generator is positive. Moreover, the convergence
rate is equal to the spectral gap. For irreversible case, the positivity of spectral gap
remains a sufficient condition of f-ergodicity. The effectiveness of these results are
illustrated by some typical examples.
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1 Introduction and main results

In this paper, we study the rate of convergence to equilibrium of continuous-time
Markov chain. Assume (X;);>0 is a positive recurrent Markov chain defined on a
countable state space E with stationary distribution w. Denote by Q = (¢;;) and
P.(i,7) the Q-matrix and the corresponding Markov semigroup. For any measurable
function f : E — [1,00), the f-norm of signed measure p is defined as [|ul|; =
supiy < s |1(g)|. When f is a constant function, the f-norm is nothing but the total
variation norm. The main objective is the f-ergodicity of P;, which means that for
all i € E, we have

Jim ()] Py(i. ) — |y =0, (1)

where f satisfies w(f) < oo and r(t) is a positive function being used to describe the
convergence rate. For example, the exponential convergence means 7(t) = e, ¢ > 0.
Refer to [13, Chapter 14] or [16] for more details about the terminology and notations.

For f = 1, (@) depicts the long time behavior of Markov semigroup in total
variation norm. There are many approaches in the quantitative research, refer to
[, [5], [8] and [T1]. For example, one of the efficient instrument popularized by Meyn
and Tweedie is the drift condition (or Foster-Lyapunov control conditions), which
implies the exponential convergence, see [8] or [13]. Another useful tool is functional
inequalities. Assume the semigroup P; is reversible with respect to 7w, which means
i P(i,5) = mjP(4,1), for all i,j € E and ¢t > 0 (equivalently, m;q;; = 7;¢;;). The
Poincaré inequality is defined as

CpiVary(g) < (—Qg,9), g€ L*(m), (2)
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where Cpy is denotes as the optimal constant and (-, -) is the inner product in L?(r).
This inequality is also referred to spectral gap inequality, since the spectral gap of @
can be redefined as the optimal constant of the Poincaré inequality:

gap(Q) = inf{(-Qg,9) : m(g) = 0 and [|g[|L2(x) = 1}

Corresponding to the spectral gap is the exponential ergodicity in L?(7):

1Pig = ()l oy < € Nlg = 7@l 2y 9 € LP(m).

According to Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, the Poincaré inequality implies the expo-
nential convergence in total variation distance. There is a great deal of publications in
this field, see for instance [2], [6], [L0] and references within. In addition, the relation-
ship between the Mayn-Tweedie approach and the functional inequality approach has
been discussed in [I]. Generalizations of functional inequalities have been studied by
several authors, here we refer to [3], [I2] and [15] for related results on weak Poincaré
inequalities and weak logarithmic Sobolev inequalities.

For f > 1 and r = 1 in (), that is the f-ergodicity introduced in [I3, Chapter
14], but without consideration the convergence rate. What we concern is the case
f>1and r(t) = e, in other words, the semigroup P, is said to have exponential
f-ergodicity if there exists constants € > 0 and C(¢, f) > 0 such that

1P, ) = 7lly <CGi, fle™", Vi€ E, t>0. (3)

The maximal parameter e,y is called the exponential convergence rate of f-ergodicity.
Our objectives in this paper are the criterion of f-ergodicity and the estimation of
the convergence rate in (@3] .

Researches surrounding f-ergodicity is applied in the theory of controlled Markov
models (Markov decision processes) in [9]. Specifically, it ensures the existence of
average optimal policies in the unbounded rewards model. Hence, the explicit criterion
of f-ergodicity is the original motive of this thesis. Following the Meyn-Tweedie
approach, Douc et al. [7] give a general form of drift condition, which is depend on
the notion of “petite set”.

The main tool we use is the functional inequality. We review the conditions of f
in (). The condition “f > 1" ensures that the f-ergodicity of P, implies the original
ergodicity. However, it is not essential because it can be replaced by “f > §” for any
0 > 0. The condition “m(f) < oo ” is necessary, otherwise (II) might be not well-
define. Furthermore, when f € L?(7), the exponential rate of f-ergodicity emax can
be estimated by the spectral gap of generator, which is our main result. Different from
the drift conditions given in [I1] and [I3], we introduce a new equivalent condition of
f-ergodicity. The principal tools are Poincaré inequality and h-transform, which will
be given in Section 3.

Theorem 1.1. Assume f € L3(w) and P; is reversible. Then P; has exponen-

tial f-ergodicity if and only if the spectral gap of Q-matriz gap(Q) > 0. More-

over, the convergence rate satisfies emax = gap(Q), and constant of [3) is C(i, f) =
/2, _ 1/2

() =)

Since (X)i>0 is positive recurrent, the stationary distribution 7 satisfies m; > 0,
Vi € E. Hence C(i, f) < oo, Vi € E. For irreversible case, the above-mentioned
equivalence will be false. However, the spectral gap condition is still a sufficient
condition of f-ergodicity.



Proposition 1.2. Assume 7(f?) < oco. If the semigroup P, is irreversible, then
gap(Q) > 0 implies the exponential f-ergodicity of P;.
In Section 2, we will give some examples to illustrate the effectiveness of Theorem

[Tl The h-transformation will introduced in Section 3, and then we give the proof of
Theorem [L.1] by this method.

2 Examples

As previous mentioned, one of the practical criterion is the drift condition (cf. [I1]). In
practical applications, this criterion is easy to verify, although the invariant measure
is unknown. However, the next example show that the drift condition can not give a
exact estimation of the convergence rate £y, .

Example 2.1. TakeE = Z. Let m; > 0, (Vi € E) be an arbitrary distribution on
E and the Q-matrix defined as: ¢;; = m; for j # 4; qi = — Z#i ¢ij. Consider the
f-ergodicity with f satisfying fo = 1, fi = 8 > 1, Vi > 1. Theorem [IT] gives the
convergence rate as

1/2
fmex =1 and C(i, f) = [mo + B2(1 — mo)] /? (--1) |

Proof. By the definition of Q-matrix, we have 7@Q) = 0 and 7;¢;; = 7;q;;, which means
Q-matrix is reversible respect to the stationary distribution 7. For any g € L?(7) we
have

(—Q(9),9) =Y _mjg; (Z ik (gx — 9j)> =7(9)* — m(g%) = Var(9g).
j k
Hence gap(Q) = 1. Since f € L?(r), using Theorem [Tl we obtain

: 2 12 (1 1/2
emax =1, C(i, ) = [mo+ B2(1—m0)] (—-1) |

This gives the exact description of eyax and C(i, f).

If we use the drift condition given in [II, Theorem 2.2], we need to solve the
equation
For z # 0, it implies that ¢ < 1 — 87 n(f) = mo(1 — B7!) < 1. For z = 0, we have
b > p(1—m)+ (mo + ¢ —1). Hence the drift condition shows the f-ergodicity holds
with convergence rate ¢ € (0,mo(1 —37H]. O

For the irreversible case, the equivalence in Theorem [[LT]is erroneous. The follow-
ing example show that there is some difference between gap(Q) and €pax.

Example 2.2. (irreversible case) Let E = {0,1,2} and f satisfying f; € [1,00),
1 =1,2,3. Consider the process with Q-matrix

~-1/2 1/2 0
Q= 0o -1 1
10 -1

Then the process has f-ergodicity with convergence rate 5/4 > gap(Q) = 1.



Proof. By 7Q = 0, we have myp = 1/2, m; = mo = 1/4. In this irreversible situation,
we adopt the @-matrix by the symmetrizing procedure. Let §;; = mjq;;/m and
Gij = (¢ij + Gi;)/2, then we have

-1/2 0 1/2 —~1/2 1/4 1/4
Q= 1 -1 0 |, Q= 172 -1 1)2
0o 1 -1 /2 1/2 -1

The matrix @Q is symmetry with respect to 7 and it is easy to calculate that gap(Q) =
gap(Q) = 1 > 0. Hence, by Proposition [[2] we obtain the f-ergodicity of this Q-
process and e, > 1. However, we can not get the exact value of the convergence
rate from Proposition
Fortunately, the convergence rate of f-ergodicity could be calculated directly.
Firstly, the eigenvalues of @ are
5, Vi 5 VTi

A= —2— X2

AN =0, M=
0 ’ 1 4 4 4 4

By the representation P, = UA, U~ !, where U is a matrix whose column vectors are
the eigenvectors, A; is a diagonal matrix A; = diag(exp()\;t)), then

1/2 1/4 1/4
Po=e MR, + | 1/2 1/4 1/4
1/2 1/4 1/4

where

sin(v7) [ ~L/2 1200
Ry ==~ 0 -1 1
V7 1 0 -1

. /2 —1/4 —1/4

+<cos(ﬁt)+w> -1/2 3/4 —1/4

V7 “1/2 —1/4  3/4

By the representation of P; and (@), we can calculate the convergence rate immediately

2

> fiRi(x,i)

=0

2
1Pz, ) =7l y =Y |fi (pela, i) — mi)| = e/ 4

i=0

The convergence rate of f-ergodicity is 5/4 which is bigger than gap(Q). O

3 The proofs

The h-transform (or Doob’s h-transform) is an useful transformation in probability or
potential theory. For instance, in [I4], the principal eigenvalue of diffusion operators
have been carefully handled by the hA-transform and applied to multi-dimensional case.
Refer to [2, Chapter 1] for more details.

Let P, be a Markov semigroup with stationary measure © and f € L2(7) be a
strictly positive measurable function. Define a new semigroup as

Pl (g) = %Pt(fg)v Vg € L*(m), t > 0.



Similarly, the hA-transform of Q-matrix and stationary distribution 7 are

Q' (g)(i) = % S 4t el (9)6) = == 3 T f()al), Vo € L),

jex 10 j

When P, is reversible, it is easy to show that Ptf is reversible with respect to measure
v; := f2(i)m;. Moreover, the semigroup Ptf has similar properties with P;.

Lemma 3.1. Let P; be a reversible Markov semigroup with respect to m, define Ptf,
7! and v as mentioned above. For any function g1, gs € L*(v) we have:

(1) Semigroup property: Ptj;s = P/Pf, Vit s>0;

(2) Conjugacy: (P/g1,92)0 = (91, P/ g2)u; (77 (91), 92),, = (91,77 (92)) ;

(3) (Ptf 91) =P/ (v/ (1)) = 7/ (91).

The proof of Lemma [B] is easy and straightforward. It should be noted that
the Ptj is not a Markov semigroup though its properties are similar to P;, and v is
not a probability measure. In order to ensure v to be a finite measure, we need the
condition f € L*(m).

This section is devoted to prove an equivalence of the exponential f-ergodicity and
the exponential convergence of the semigroup Ptf . We will start with reversible case.
The irreversible case can be reduced to the symmetric one, which will be discussed
shortly in the end this section.

Definition 3.2. The semigroup Ptf converges exponentially in the L?(v)-norm if
there is a constant o > 0 such that

|Plo=-7"@)] ., o=@l e 20 g L20). @)

The largest o is denoted by omax, which is called the L*(v)-exponential convergence
rate.

It is known that the exponential ergodicity rate in total variation norm (when
f =1) is given by the spectral gap of the Q-matrix, refer to [6]. Hence, it is natural
to consider the relationship of f-ergodicity and the spectral gap of Qf. Firstly, we
give this equivalence between the convergence of Ptf and the f-ergodicity, which is
inspired by the h-transform and [6, Theorem 9.15].

Theorem 3.3. Assume that w(f?) < oo and P, is reversible. Then P, satisfies
exponential f-ergodicity if and only if the semigroup Ptf converges exponentially in
the L?(v)-norm. Moreover, we have €max = Tmax-

To begin with, we give some short lemmas about the operator norm of Ptf .

Lemma 3.4. Let P; be a reversible semigroup. Define Ptf, 7t and v as mentioned
above, then we have

12
|2 ==

-]
Lo ()= L2(v) H 2T

Loo (V)= L1 (v)

Proof. For any g € L*°(v), by the semigroup property and conjugacy of Ptf in
Lemma 3], we have

(2 =)l = (o (= 27)s) = (o (=),

v




(Phi=)s

< lglz~w) < lgl3 o) || B - |

Li(v) Lo ()= L1 (v)

The last inequality gives ‘ Pt —nf H < HP f

f H ,
L~ (v)—L2(v) L~ (v)—L'(v)
The inverse inequality is obvious by the conjugacy of Ptf , details as below

H Hl/ —L g H HL —L ’ ’ L —L
DO(V) l(l’) OO(V) 2(”) 2(”) 1(’/)
HP HLOO v)—L2 ’(P ) L —L2(v
) (V) (V) ( )

SR
Loo( 1/)~>L2(1/)

here (Ptf — wf) is the dual of Ptf — 7/ with respect to (-,-),. O

The next lemma is about the relationship between the operator norm of Ptf and
the f-ergodicity.

Lemma 3.5. Under the same conditions of Lemma[54), we have

| \Ejmf VP (i, = (5)

Proof. For any g € L>(v), we have g/|g| L~(,) < 1. Directly calculating, we have

Ptf - 7TjH
Lo (v)— LY (v

Y mif @I P, ) =7y =Y mif (i) sup [(P =) (9)(0)]

i€R i€E lol<f
=S mf26) suwp |(Pf -’ (f) (i)
icE lel/f<1 f
=2 msi) s (P =) (0] (where il f)
v t ¥ Y =9
i€EE [p*|<1
> mf?() (Pf f>( . )()‘ H(P _Wj)g’Ll(u
= Uy (3 — T _— 1) =
i€E t gl o) lgllze(w)
That implies
f_ o f ’
pr _WfH = H(Pt " )g L'(v)
' Le)=L1(v)  geLe=(v) gl
< w6 PG ) — 7, O

i€lR

By Hahn decomposition theorem, every signed measure v has a unique decompo-
sition into a difference v = v+ — v~ of two positive measures v and v, then the
total variation norm of v is given simply by

[¥]lvar = SUP lv(g)l = Z i,

)



where |v| := v* + v, Therefore, for any positive function f,

o[r(4)]| - > sl (6)

[vls = sup [v(g)] = sup
l91<f lgl/F<1

Furthermore, we have following lemma.

Lemma 3.6. For any probability measure i, define h; = p;/m;. Then we have
1aPs = 7lly = 11 P () = Dl gy

where P} is the dual semigroup of P,, which means P} (i,7) := P,(j,0)m;/m;. If P, is
reversible respect to w, we have P} = P;.

Proof. The proof is straightforward. By the Hahn decomposition, we have

nPe —ally = " F@) [(uP) @) —mi| =Y F0) | wiPejyi) —

ek el JjeErR
=>_f@) > hymi P, i) => f@) > hymiPr(i,j) — =
icE jeEE icE jeE
=" mf () [P7 () () — 1]. O

icE

Having these preparations at hand, we are ready to prove the main results.

Proof of Theorem (i). We consider the sufficiency of Theorem[B3l Assume
P, satisfies exponential f-ergodicity, which means that there exists constants e,ax > 0
and C(i, f) > 0 such that (B]) holds. Firstly, we give a direct proof under a technical

condition:
= Y SO, f) < oo ™)

i€E
By Lemma 3.4l Lemma and (), we have

|7 =], =7~

L~ (v)—L?(v

Z”zf ||P2t ) =7l <7(fOC, £))e Zmaxt,

el

L~ (v)—L'(v)

Hence, for any g satisfies g € L>°(v) and v(g?) = 1, we have

(7 =)

The constant w(fC(-, f)) HgHioo(V) in the last line can be removed, which is in-

spired by [I7]. For every g with 7(fg) = 0 and v(g?) = 1, using [I7, Lemma 2.2] and
the spectral representation theorem, we have

ﬂ-(fc(’ f)) ||gHioo(U) 6726""“xt'

pf

ooy = WPy = [ (B 19). f0)




00 t/s
> [/ e 24 (Eq(f9), fg)] (Vs < t, by Jensen’s inequality)
0

— IP.(F9) I, = |PL ol 20

where E,, is the spectral measure of the generator with respect to a. Thus,

s/t
1B2a]} 2, < [7FCC Doy e

Letting t — oo, we obtain
e —2€max$ 00 _ _
HPs g||L2(V) e ) gGL (V)v ||g||L2(V) - 15 ﬂ-(fg) =0.

Finally, since L>(v) is dense in L?(v), we have €max < Omax, Which means the
semigroup P/ converges exponentially in the L?(v)-norm.

(ii). The next step, we show that the technical assumption (7] could be removed.
Since f > 1, the exponential f-ergodicity of P; implies its exponential ergodicity:

|P(i,) — 7|l < C(@)e™ =%, VE=0, i€ E.

var

Moreover, by [0, Theorem 4.43] and references therein, the constant C(i) satisfies
C(i) € L*(w). If f is bounded, the ergodicity of P ensures that the f-ergodicity
holds. To be specific, let f(i) < b, Vi € E, then we have

[Py = = sup [P ) = m)gl < sup [(Pi(i ) — ]
Il lgl<b

= sup b|(Fi(i,-) — m)(g/b)| = bl P:(i; -) — 7[|var,
lgl/b<1

which means the exponential f-ergodicity holds with constant C(i, f) = bC(i). Then,
the conclusion holds by the method we used in the proof (i).

If the assumption () is invalid, we can define bounded functions as fy := f A N,
N € INT. Based on the above discussion, we have

=)o

Note that the right hand side of last inequality is independent of N. By dominated
convergence theorem, we obtain the exponential convergence of the semigroup Ptf in
the L?(v)-norm by letting N — oo.

(iii). Finally, we prove the necessity of Theorem B3l Assume f € L?*(r) and P is
reversibility. If Ptf converges exponentially in the L?(v)-norm with oy > 0, for any
0 < s <t, we have

—2temax
)

<e lgll2qy = 1.

2
L2(v)

iy) =7y = —PS(L.) - emma,
1P Piv) =l = [ [P (B2 1)) oy (v LemmoED
:ijf(j) ZPt—s(]vk) (M—l
JEE kEE Tk
_ - RS . 1 P(i,k) 1
202 b (7 f(@)‘




)L (7572 - ) )

PL, (h(i. )|

< |PL. (hati)|

L(v)
- (f2)1/2 ,

The last step is Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and hg(i, ) is defined as

L2(v)

1 R 1
hs(i,7) = — - —. 8
L TR (1) ®
For any i € E and s > 0, we have 7/ (h4(i,-)) = 0. By the exponential convergence
of Ptf we have

| P (i, )

—Omax(t—8) .
oy S TRUBTIS

where

1 i,] 1\’
1y )22y = D if2() (f( ) 7(Tj]) - f(j)>

jEE

_§<
_ Pufid)

TG

—1,
the last step depends on the reversibility of P;. Hence, we obtain
1P, ) =l < (42)%]| P (i )|

< (1) e i) gy

Py (i.i 1/2
- (f2) 12 —omaxt [eomaxs <M — 1> ] )

U

Let s — 0 and denote C(i, f) by

. oy 1/2 1 1/2
O(’va)::Tr(f) ﬂ___l )
and then we get the exponential f-ergodicity
1P (i,) = 7ll; < C(i, fle” =", Vie E, t>0,

with omax < €max. U

Depending on Theorem B3] the only thing left to consider is the relationship
between gap(Q)) and omax. The crucial method is Poincaré inequality.
Proof of Theorem [[1l For any g satisfying fg € L?(r), we have g € L?(v),
and then the function
= [(7 =),

L2(v)



is well-define. Review the definition of the exponential convergence of Ptf , we have
F(t) < F(0)e~29maxt, Dividing by ¢, we get

d
aF(t) < —2UmaxF(O)' (9)

t=0

By part (3) of Lemma Bl we have

F(0) = [lg =7 (9)|32(,) = 7 (%) = 7*(f9) = Varx(fg),
and

= %77 (Ptz(fg))

t=0

=2(=Q(f9), f9)x

t=0

Substituting these equations into (@), then

omaxVarz(f9) < (—Q(f9). f9)=,  fg € L?(n),

which is Poincaré inequality. Since the spectral gap can be redefined as the optimal
constant of the Poincaré inequality (cf. [0, Chapter 9]), then we have omax < gap(Q).

Conversely, assume gap(L) > 0. We use the same notations as aforesaid. Since
Py(fg) € L*(r), by Poincaré inequality, we have

gap(Q)Varx (P (fg)) < (=Q(Pi(f9)), Pi(f9))x

and then 2gap(Q)F(t) < —F'(t) for every t > 0. Using Gronwall lemma, we have
F(t) < e 282P(Q)1F(0). Therefore, gap(Q) < omax. [

Proof of Proposition Let P be the dual semigroup of P, and its gen-
erator is denoted by @Q*. Using the h-transform, we can consider the convergence
of semigroup P;¥. Similar to the Definition B we denote the L2(v)-exponential
convergence rate by o, . In the same way of the proof of Theorem [Tl we have
ok = ap(Q*) = gap(Q). The second equality is base on [6, Chapter 9].

It should be noted that Lemma[3.6lis still effective in the irreversible case. Assume
0 < gap(Q) = o7, then the semigroup P}/ converges exponentially in the L2(v)-
norm. By the method in part (iii) of the proof of Theorem B3] we obtain

) 1/2 * .
1P G,) =l < 7 (£2)" Hpt—fs(hS(Z’ '))’ L2(v)

ea;axs <P28(27z) _ 1) 1/21 ,
U

where hg(z,-) is defined as (8). Let s — 0, and then we get the f-ergodicity immedi-
ately, which satisfies gap(Q) < emax. O

<7 (f2)1/2 e—a;axt
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