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Abstract. There is a long history of establishing central limit theorems for Markov chains. Quantitative

bounds for chains with a spectral gap were proved by Mann and refined later. Recently, rates of

convergence for the total variation distance were obtained for random walks on expander graphs, which
are often used to generate sequences satisfying desirable pseudorandom properties. We prove a local

central limit theorem with an explicit rate of convergence for random walks on expander graphs, and

derive an improved bound for the total variation distance.

1. Introduction

Given λ < 1, a graph is considered to be a λ-expander when the absolute value of all the eigenvalues of
its transition matrix except 1 are bounded above by λ. Expander graphs have a wide range of applications
in areas such as derandomization, complexity theory, and coding theory (see [10]). In particular, random
walks on expander graphs are typically used to generate sequences satisfying desirable pseudorandom
properties. They serve as an efficient replacement of t independent sample vertices chosen uniformly at
random. It is natural to study then how good of a replacement these sequences are, or equivalently,
to measure the randomness of random walks on expander graphs. More precisely, consider a balanced
labelling on a regular graph G = (V,E), that is, a map val : V −→ {0, 1} with

∑
v∈V val(v) = |V |/2.

Given a test function f : {0, 1}t −→ R, we compare f(val(v0), . . . , val(vt−1)) when the vertices v0, . . . , vt−1

are sampled either from a random walk, or independently and uniformly at random. This problem was
studied by Guruswami and Kumar in [8] for sticky random walks, and later on, by Cohen, Peri, and
Ta-Shma in [3] for general expander graphs. Significant progress can be found also in Cohen et al.
[2], Golowich-Vadhan [7], and Golowich [6]. In this paper, we focus on the asymptotic behavior of
f(val(v0), . . . , val(vt−1)) as the size of the sample t grows. Our results answer Question 3 in [3] and
Questions 2 and 3 in [2]. Moreover, we improve the bound of the main result of [6] for bounded degree
graphs.

Throughout the paper, we assume that all graphs are finite and connected. We write N (µ, σ2) for
a normal distribution with mean µ and variance σ2, and ϕ for the density function of N (0, 1). Local
central limit theorems for Markov chains are known as early as the work of Kolmogorov [11], and the
contributions due to Nagaev [14] and [15], who initiated the study of Markov chains by spectral methods.
This topic has been widely studied over the last years. Our main result gives a local central limit theorem
for the random walk on expander graphs with a uniform rate of convergence.

Theorem 1.1. Let G = (V,E) be a d-regular λ-expander graph with λ < 1. Fix a balanced labelling
val : V −→ {0, 1}, let (Xi) be the simple random walk on G with uniform initial distribution, and let

Zt =
∑t−1

i=0 val(Xi) and σ2 = limt→∞ Var(Zt)/t. There is a constant C1(λ, d) depending only on λ and d
such that ∣∣∣∣P {Zt = k} − t−1/2σ−1ϕ

(
k − t/2

t1/2σ

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ C1(λ, d)
1

t
∀ k ∈ Z ∀ t ∈ N.

We obtain this from a general local central limit theorem for Markov chains, given in Section 4.
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2 CHICLANA AND PERES

Remark 1.2. Every d-regular connected graph that is not bipartite is a λ-expander for some λ < 1. It
follows from Theorem 1.1 that the local central limit theorem holds for any of such graphs. However, the
time t until Zt and N (t/2, tσ2) are close might depend on the number of vertices of G. The fundamental
observation in Theorem 1.1 is that the dependence on the size of the graph disappears when G has an
absolute spectral gap and bounded degree.

Write (Ui) for a sequence of independent vertices of G chosen uniformly at random. We are particularly

interested in the total variation distance between the Hamming weights Zt =
∑t−1

i=0 val(Xi) and Bt =∑t−1
i=0 val(Ui), denoted1 ∥Zt − Bt∥TV . This distance measures the best distinguishing probability a

symmetric function can achieve on (val(Xi))
t−1
i=0 and (val(Ui))

t−1
i=0 (see Proposition 4.5 in [12]).

The asymptotic behavior of Zt is determined by Theorem 1.1. In fact, most of the mass of Zt is
concentrated in an interval of length

√
t log t around its mean (see Theorem 2.1 in [5]). Therefore, a

local central limit theorem for Zt implies convergence in total variation distance to a discretized normal
distribution. Indeed, since Theorem 1.1 gives a convergence rate of O(1/t), this simple argument gives a
rate of convergence of O(

√
log t/

√
t) for the total variation distance. A sharper analysis allows to improve

this bound to O(log(t)1/4/
√
t). In an earlier version of this work [1], we demonstrated convergence in

total variation distance without bounding the rate of convergence. Subsequently, Golowich presented in
[6] a bound similar to (2), where log(t)1/4 is replaced by log(t)η1 log log t+η2 for some constants η1, η2 (see
(7)).

There are different natural ways of discretizing the normal distribution. For convenience, we will
consider Nd(µ, σ

2) with probability distribution fNd(µ,σ2) given by

(1) fNd(µ,σ2)(k) =
1

D(µ, σ2)
σ−1ϕ

(
k − µ

σ

)
∀ k ∈ Z,

where D(µ, σ2) =
∑

k∈Z σ
−1ϕ

(
k−µ
σ

)
is a normalizing constant.

Corollary 1.3. Let G = (V,E) be a d-regular λ-expander graph with λ < 1. Fix a balanced labelling
val : V −→ {0, 1}, let (Xi) be the simple random walk on G with uniform initial distribution, and let

Zt =
∑t−1

i=0 val(Xi) and σ2 = limt→∞ Var(Zt)/t. There is a constant C2(λ, d) depending only on λ and d
such that

(2)
∥∥Zt −Nd(t/2, tσ

2)
∥∥
TV

≤ C2(λ, d)
log(t)1/4√

t
∀ t ≥ 2.

On the other hand, the asymptotic behavior of (Bt) is well known. Indeed, val(Ui) is a Bernoulli random
variable with parameter p = 1

2 . Hence, Bt follows a binomial Bin(t, 1
2 ). Since binomial distributions are

concentrated around their means (see Lemma 8.1 in [16]), the classic local central limit theorem (see
Lemma 5 in [18]) implies that Bt converges in total variation distance to a discretized normal distribution.
More precisely,

lim
t→∞

∥Bt −Nd(t/2, t/4)∥TV = 0.

In view of Corollary 1.3, we deduce that

lim
t→∞

∥Bt − Zt∥TV = ∥Nd(t/2, t/4)−Nd(t/2, tσ
2)∥TV .

Even though both Zt and Bt converge to discretized normal distributions with mean t
2 , their variances

may not be the same. Therefore, the ability of a random walk (Xi) on an expander graph to fool all
symmetric functions as t grows is measured by the difference between the variances of Zt and Bt. This
difference can be bounded using the following formula for the variance of Zt, which is written in terms
of the eigenvalues λj , their normalized eigenvectors fj (see discussion previous to (8)), and the labelling
val. We give it also for unbalanced labellings since it will be useful when extending our main results.
Balanced labellings correspond to taking α = 1/2 below.

1The total variation distance is defined between measures. We abuse notation and identify ∥Zt −Bt∥TV with ∥L(Zt)−
L(Bt)∥TV , where L(·) stands for the law of a random variable.
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Proposition 1.4. Let G be a d-regular graph with n vertices. Let (Xi) be the simple random walk on

G with uniform initial distribution π, and consider Zt =
∑t−1

i=0 val(Xi). For a labelling val : V −→ {0, 1}
with Eπ(val) = α ∈ (0, 1), we have

(3) Var(Zt) = α(1− α)t+ 2α2
t−1∑
k=1

(t− k)

n∑
j=2

⟨πB , fj⟩2λk
j ,

where B = {x ∈ V : val(x) = 1} and πB is the uniform distribution on B. In particular, if G is a
λ-expander then we have

(4) |Var(Zt)− α(1− α)t| ≤ 2α(1− α)t
λ

1− λ
.

The sticky random walk with parameter p ∈ (−1, 1) is a Markov chain (Qi) on {0, 1} defined as follows.
The initial state is chosen uniformly at random. At each step, the chain stays at the same state with
probability 1+p

2 , and switches states with probability 1−p
2 . This simple chain can be seen as a simplified

version of general random walks on expander graphs. Although a sequence of bits generated using the
random walk may not fool all symmetric functions as t grows, it serves as a replacement for a sample of
bits obtained from the sticky random walk. The following result is an immediate consequence of Corollary
1.3 and a similar result for the sticky random walk (see Lemma 7.3).

Theorem 1.5. Let G = (V,E) be a d-regular λ-expander graph with λ < 1. Fix a balanced labelling
val : V −→ {0, 1}, let (Xi) be the simple random walk on G with uniform initial distribution, Zt =∑t−1

i=0 val(Xi), and σ2 = limt→∞ Var(Zt)/t. Let (Qi) be the sticky random walk on {0, 1} with parameter

p = 4σ2−1
4σ2+1 and Rt =

∑t−1
i=0 Qi. There is a constant C3(λ, d) depending only on λ and d such that

(5) ∥Zt −Rt∥TV ≤ C3(λ, d)

√
log t√
t

∀ t ≥ 2.

We believe that power of the logarithm in (5) can be improved with additional work.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 3, we introduce notation and definitions that
will be used throughout the paper. In Section 2, we discuss significant previous work of several authors
on this topic. In section 4, we present a general local central limit theorem for Markov chains. Our main
result follows as a particular application of it. Section 5 is dedicated to prove Theorem 1.1. In Section 6,
we prove Proposition 1.4 and Corollary 1.3. Section 7 is devoted to prove Theorem 1.5. In Section 8, we
extend our main results to unbalanced labellings. Finally, we dedicate Section 9 to prove Example 2.1
and Example 2.2.

2. Previous work

In the recent paper [8], among other results, Guruswami and Kumar showed that the total variation
distance between the Hamming weight of the sticky random walk with parameter p and the binomial
distribution is Θ(p). As [3] states, “a major open problem they raise is whether the same is true for
random walks on expander graphs”. This problem has been studied very recently by several authors. We
discuss here the most significant advances on the matter.

Cohen, Peri, and Ta-Shma present in [3] a Fourier-Analytic approach to study random walks on ex-
pander graphs. Their main result states that the SRW on λ-expander graphs “fools” symmetric functions
for small values of λ. To be more precise, let G be a d-regular λ-expander graph, (Xi) the SRW on G
with uniform initial distribution π, and (Ui) a sequence of independent vertices of G chosen uniformly at
random. Theorem 1.1 in [3] states that for any t ∈ N, any symmetric function f : {0, 1}t −→ {0, 1}, and
any balanced labelling val : V −→ {0, 1}, we have

|Eπ(f(val(X0), . . . , val(Xt−1)))− Eπ(f(val(U0), . . . , val(Ut−1)))| = O(λ · log3/2(1/λ)).
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This result can be rewritten in terms of the total variation distance between the Hamming weights
Zt =

∑t−1
k=0 val(Xk) and Bt =

∑t−1
k=0 val(Uk) as follows.

(6) ∥Zt −Bt∥TV = O(λ · log3/2(1/λ)).

The authors then propose several open questions. First, they ask if (6) holds for unbalanced labellings.
They also ask whether the above bound is sharp. These questions are addressed by Theorem 3 in [2]. It

states that for any labelling val : V −→ {1,−1} with Eπ(val) = α ∈ (−1, 1) and 0 < λ < 1−|α|
128e we have

∥Zt −Bt∥TV ≤ 124√
1− |α|

λ.

An equivalent bound is achieved by Corollary 2 in [7], which also provides interesting bounds for the
tails of the distributions. Moreover, Corollary 4 in [7] extends these bounds from binary to arbitrary
labellings. Finally, the authors show that the dependence on λ in the above results is sharp up to a
constant (see Theorem 5 in [7]).

Second, while (6) shows that the total variation distance between Zt and Bt vanishes with λ, it leaves
open the possibility that a better convergence exists, namely, for some fixed λ the total variation distance
goes to 0 as the size of the sample t grows. This is the case for some well-known symmetric test functions,
such as AND, OR, and PARITY, where the error decreases exponentially with t (see [3] for details), and
MAJ, where the error goes down polynomially with t (see Theorem 4.6 in [3]). This question is addressed
by Theorem 1 in [2], which shows that for every λ there is a λ-expander graph and a balanced labelling
val : V −→ {1,−1} such that

∥Zt −Bt∥TV = Θ(λ) ∀ t ∈ N.
However, this estimate is obtained using Cayley graphs over Abelian groups, which cannot provide
constant degree expanders. An open question that the authors in [2] propose is whether a similar bound
holds for constant degree graphs. They also ask about the existence of a family of expander graphs
that fools all symmetric functions with error going down to zero as the length of the walk t grows,
independently of the chosen labelling. Corollary 1.3 answers both of these questions. It shows that the
total variation distance between Zt and Bt converges to zero as t grows if, and only if, the limits of the
variances of t−1/2Zt and t−1/2Bt are the same. The following examples, that we justify in Section 9,
show that in general this is not the case. Recall that Var(Bt) = t/4.

Example 2.1. Let K4 be the complete graph with 4 nodes, let val be any balanced labelling on K4, let
(Xi) be the simple random walk on K4 with uniform initial distribution, and consider Zt =

∑t−1
i=0 val(Xi).

Then K4 is a 3-regular 1
3 -expander graph and

Var(Zt) =
1

8
t+O(1).

Example 2.2. Let G be a d-regular λ-expander graph with n vertices and let (Xi) be the simple random

walk on G. There is a balanced labelling val on G for which Zt =
∑t−1

i=0 val(Xi) satisfies

Var(Zt) ≥
t

4
+

1

2

(
1

d
− 3

n− 1

)
t+O(1).

In the very recent paper [6], Golowich presents the first result with an explicit rate for the convergence
in total variation distance of Zt. For λ ≤ 1/100, his main result gives universal constants η1, η2 such that

(7) ∥Zt −N t
σ2∥TV ≤ λ√

t
(1 + log t)η1 log log t+η2 ∀ t ∈ N,

where N t
σ2 is a discretized normal distribution satisfying a number of axioms (see Definition 11 in [6]). It

is asked in [6] whether the factor (1+ log t)η1 log log t+η2 can be removed from the above bound. Although
our approach does not allow us to completely get rid of it, Corollary 1.3 provides a better convergence
with respect to t for bounded degree graphs. On the other hand, (7) gives a better convergence with
respect to λ than Corollary 1.3.
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3. Preliminaries

Given two probability measures µ, ν on a finite or countable set V , their total variation distance is

∥µ− ν∥TV =
1

2

∑
v∈V

|µ(v)− ν(v)|.

Let G = (V,E) be a graph with n vertices, where V is the set of vertices and E the set of edges. We
say that G is d-regular if every vertex v ∈ V has degree d. Let (Xi) be the simple random walk (SRW for
short) on G started at a vertex chosen uniformly at random from V , i.e., at every step the chain goes to
an adjacent vertex chosen uniformly at random. The transition matrix of (Xi) is denoted by P , and its
stationary distribution by π. Notice that π is the uniform distribution on V since G is regular. Denote
⟨·, ·⟩ the usual inner product on RV given by ⟨f, g⟩ =

∑
x∈V f(x)g(x). We will also consider the inner

product ⟨·, ·⟩π defined by

⟨f, g⟩π =
∑
x∈V

f(x)g(x)π(x) ∀ f, g : V −→ R,

which induces a norm ∥ · ∥2,π. It is well known that P is a self-adjoint stochastic matrix with respect
to the inner product ⟨·, ·⟩π, thus it has real eigenvalues 1 = λ1 > λ2 ≥ . . . ≥ λn ≥ −1. Write λ∗ =
max{|λj | : j ≥ 2}. We say that G is a λ-expander graph if λ∗ ≤ λ. The absolute spectral gap of the chain
is 1 − λ∗. The spectral theorem applied to P gives an orthonormal basis of eigenvectors (fj)

n
j=1 with

respect to ⟨·, ·⟩π corresponding to the eigenvalues (λj)
n
j=1. As a consequence, for any f : V −→ R we have

(8) P tf(x) =

n∑
j=1

⟨f, fj⟩πfj(x)λt
j ∀x ∈ V ∀ t ∈ N.

We refer to Lemma 12.2 in [12] for a more detailed explanation. Let W be a discrete random variable on
Z. The characteristic function (ch.f. for short) of W is φW : [−π, π] −→ C given by φW (θ) = E(eiθW ).
If N is a continuous random variable on R, then its ch.f. is φN : R −→ C given by φN (θ) = E(eiθN ).

4. A general local central limit theorem for Markov chains

In this section, we prove a general central limit theorem for Markov chains with a spectral gap. Our
main result Theorem 1.1 is obtained as an application of it.

Penrose and Peres proved in [16] the following useful principle: Let (Zt) be a sequence of random
variables that can be decomposed (with high probability) as Zt = St + Yt, where

• St and Yt are independent;
• St is a sum of independent identically distributed random variables;
• (Yt) satisfies the central limit theorem.

Then (Zt) satisfies the local central limit theorem (with unspecified rate of convergence). See Theorem
2.1 in [16] for the precise statement.

The next result is of the same nature as this principle, but it provides an explicit rate of convergence.
We need some preliminary notation. Let (Xi) be an irreducible and aperiodic Markov chain on a finite set

V . Write (λi)
|V |
i=1 for its eigenvalues, where λ1 = 1. We do not assume reversibility in the next result, so

λi might be a complex number. We still write λ∗ = max{|λi| : i ≥ 2} and define the absolute spectral gap
of the chain as 1− λ∗. Let W be a random variable taking integer values and pick η > 0 and θ0 ∈ (0, π).
We say that W is an η-nonlattice for θ0 if |E(eiθW )| ≤ 1−η for any θ ∈ R satisfying θ0 ≤ |θ| ≤ π. Clearly,
|E(ei0W )| = 1. If |E(eiθW )| = 1 for some θ ̸= 0, then the distribution of eiθW must be concentrated at
some point eiθb, and P {W ∈ b+ (2π/θ)Z} = 1. The parameter η quantifies how far W is from behaving
like this when |θ| is bigger than θ0. Given two probability measures π, µ0 on a finite or countable set V ,

let π−µ0

π be the vector with entries π−µ0

π (x) = π(x)−µ0(x)
π(x) for any x ∈ V .
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Theorem 4.1. Let (Xi) be an irreducible and aperiodic Markov chain on V with initial distribution µ0,

stationary distribution π, and absolute spectral gap 1−λ > 0. Given f : V −→ Z, write Zt =
∑t−1

i=0 f(Xi)
and σ2 = limt→∞ Var(Zt)/t. Let St and Yt be independent random variables so that Eµ0

(|Zt−St−Yt|) ≤
M
t for some M > 0, and St =

∑bt
j=1 Vj, where bt ∈ N and Vj are independent η-nonlattice random

variables for θ0 > 0 satisfying

θ0 ≤ (1− λ)2σ2

2708∥f∥3∞
.

Then there is a constant C4 so that for any k ∈ Z and t ∈ N,

∣∣∣∣P {Zt = k} − 1

σ
√
t
ϕ

(
k − tEπ(f)

σ
√
t

)∣∣∣∣ ≤
(
πM +

1

θ0σ2
+

C4∥f∥3∞
σ4(1− λ)2

(
1 +

∥∥∥∥π − µ

π

∥∥∥∥
2,π

))
1

t
+

1

eη

1

bt
.

Although the proof does not optimize the constant, it shows that we can take C4 = 6983. We prove
Theorem 4.1 first in the special case where Zt = St + Yt, where one can take M = 0, and then in full
generality.

Lemma 4.2. Theorem 4.1 holds in the case where Zt = St + Yt.

Proof. First, assume that Eπ(f) = 0. Fix t ∈ N and let φtσ2 be the ch.f. of a normal N (0, tσ2), that is,

φtσ2(θ) = e−tσ2θ2/2. Also, let φZ , φS , φY , and φVj
be the ch.f.’s of Zt, St, Yt, and Vj , respectively. The

inversion formula (Theorem 3.3.14 in [4]) gives

1

σ
√
t
ϕ

(
y

σ
√
t

)
=

1

2π

∫
R
e−iθyφtσ2(θ) dθ. ∀ y ∈ R.

Similarly, the inverse formula for discrete variables (Exercise 3.3.2 in [4]) gives

P {Zt = k} =
1

2π

∫ π

−π

e−iθkφZ(θ) dθ ∀ k ∈ Z.

Consequently, for any k ∈ Z we have

(9)

∣∣∣∣P {Zt = k} − 1

σ
√
t
ϕ

(
k

σ
√
t

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ 1

2π

∣∣∣∣∫ π

−π

e−iθk(φZ(θ)− φtσ2(θ)) dθ

∣∣∣∣+ 1

2π

∣∣∣∣∣
∫
|θ|>π

e−iθkφtσ2(θ) dθ

∣∣∣∣∣ .
It is not difficult to bound the second term in the left hand side of (9). Observe that∣∣∣∣∣

∫
|θ|>π

e−iθkφtσ2(θ) dθ

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
∫
|θ|>π

|φtσ2(θ)| dθ = 2

∫ ∞

π

e−tσ2θ2/2 dθ = 2
1

σ
√
t

∫ ∞

πσ
√
t

e−x2/2 dx(10)

≤ 2
1

σ
√
t

∫ ∞

πσ
√
t

x

πσ
√
t
e−x2/2 dx =

2

πtσ2
e−π2tσ2

≤ 2

πσ2

1

t
.

To bound the remaining term, we break it into two parts using θ0. Write c = (1−λ)−2∥f∥3∞(1+∥π−µ
π ∥2,π).

For any θ ∈ [−θ0, θ0], inequality (3.33) in [13] gives

∣∣∣φZ(θ)− e
−tσ2θ2

2

∣∣∣ ≤ ce−tσ2θ2/8

(
683t|θ|3 + 20

σ2
|θ|
)
.
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Therefore,

∣∣∣∣∣
∫ θ0

−θ0

e−iθk(φZ(θ)− φtσ2(θ)) dθ

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
∫ θ0

−θ0

|φZ(θ)− φtσ2(θ)| dθ ≤ 2c

∫ θ0

0

e−tσ2θ2/8

(
683tθ3 +

20

σ2
θ

)
dθ

(11)

= 2c
2

σ
√
t

∫ θ0σ
√
t/2

0

e−x2/2

(
683t · 8
σ3t3/2

x3 +
20 · 2
σ3

√
t
x

)
dx

≤ 4c

σ4t

(
5464

∫ ∞

0

x3e−x2/2 dx+ 40

∫ ∞

0

xe−x2/2 dx

)
=

43872c

σ4

1

t
.

It remains to study the case θ0 < |θ| ≤ π. Observe that∣∣∣∣∣
∫
θ0≤|θ|≤π

e−iθk(φZ(θ)− φtσ2(θ)) dθ

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
∫
θ0≤|θ|≤π

|φZ(θ)| dθ +
∫
θ0≤|θ|≤π

|φtσ2(θ)| dθ.

We know that φtσ2(θ) = e−tσ2θ2/2, so we have

(12)

∫
θ0≤|θ|≤π

|φtσ2(θ)| dθ = 2

∫ π

θ0

e−tσ2θ2/2 dθ =
2

σ
√
t

∫ πσ
√
t

θ0σ
√
t

e−θ2/2 dθ ≤ 2

σ
√
t

1

θ0σ
√
t
=

2

θ0σ2

1

t
.

Finally, recall that Zt = St + Yt with St =
∑bt

j=1 Vj , where bt ∈ N and Vj are independent and

η-nonlattice for θ0. For θ with θ0 ≤ |θ| ≤ π we have

(13) |φZ(θ)| = |φS(θ)φY (θ)| ≤ |φS(θ)| =
bt∏

j=1

|φVj
(θ)| =

bt∏
j=1

|E(eiθVj )| ≤ (1− η)bt ≤ e−ηbt ≤ 1

eηbt
,

where the last inequality holds since the function f(x) = xe−ηx attains its maximum at η−1. Therefore,

(14)

∫
θ0≤|θ|≤π

|φZ(θ)| dθ ≤ 2

∫ π

θ0

1

eηbt
dθ ≤ 2π

eη

1

bt
.

In view of the bounds obtained in (10), (11), (12), and (14), we conclude that∣∣∣∣P {Zt = k} − 1

σ
√
t
ϕ

(
k

σ
√
t

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ ( 1

π2σ2
+

21936c

πσ4
+

1

πθ0σ2

)
1

t
+

1

eη

1

bt
∀ k ∈ Z.

After substituting the value of c and some straightforward computations, we obtain∣∣∣∣P {Zt = k} − 1

σ
√
t
ϕ

(
k

σ
√
t

)∣∣∣∣ ≤
(

1

θ0σ2
+

6983∥f∥3∞
σ4(1− λ)2

(
1 +

∥∥∥∥π − µ

π

∥∥∥∥
2,π

))
1

t
+

1

eη

1

bt
.

Consider now a general function f : V −→ Z and define f0 = f − Eπ(f) and Z0
t =

∑t−1
i=0 f0(Xi).

Although f0 might not be an integer-valued function, it takes values on −Eπ(f) + Z. Also, Z0
t takes

values on −tEπ(f) + Z since

Z0
t =

t−1∑
i=0

f0(Xi) = Zt − tEπ(f).

In the previous argument, we only used that Zt takes integer values when applying the inverse formula,
which is also valid for −Eπ(f) − Z (see Exercise 3.3.2 in [4]). Moreover, we can write Z0

t = St + Y 0
t ,

where Y 0
t = Yt − tEπ(f). Therefore, the above argument applied to Z0

t gives∣∣∣∣P{Z0
t = k − tEπ(f)

}
− 1

σ
√
t
ϕ

(
k − tEπ(f)

σ
√
t

)∣∣∣∣ ≤
(

1

θ0σ2
+

6983∥f∥3∞
σ4(1− λ)2

(
1 +

∥∥∥∥π − µ

π

∥∥∥∥
2,π

))
1

t
+

1

eη

1

bt
.

The result follows from P
{
Z0
t = k − tEπ(f)

}
= P {Zt = k}. □
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Proof of Theorem 4.1. Fix t ∈ N, define Z ′
t = St + Yt, and denote its ch.f. by φZ′ . Notice that the

hypothesis Zt = St + Yt in the proof of Lemma 4.2 was exclusively used to prove (13), which is clearly
true for φZ′ . Therefore, it is enough to bound |φZ(θ)− φZ′(θ)| for θ ∈ [−π, π]. First, recall that by the
mean value theorem we have |eix − eiy| ≤ |x− y| for x, y ∈ R. Consequently,

|φZ(θ)− φZ′(θ)| = |Eµ0
(eiθZt)− Eµ0

(eiθZ
′
t)| ≤ Eµ0

(|eiθZt − eiθZ
′
t |) ≤ |θ|Eµ0

(|Zt − Z ′
t|) ≤ πEµ0

(|Zt − Z ′
t|),

for any θ ∈ [−π, π]. Thus, the hypothesis on Eµ0(|Zt − Z ′
t|) and (13) give

(15) |φZ(θ)| ≤ |φZ′(θ)|+ |φZ(θ)− φZ′(θ)| ≤ 1

eηbt
+

πM

t
∀ θ0 ≤ |θ| ≤ π.

To conclude the proof we just need to repeat the argument in the proof of Lemma 4.2, using (15) instead
of (13). □

5. Proof of Theorem 1.1

Let G be a d-regular λ-expander graph. Let (Xi) be the SRW on G and write Zt =
∑t−1

i=0 val(Xi),
where val is a balanced labelling on G. We need some preliminary results to define the random variables
St and Yt that we use to decompose Zt. The next lemma is a tighter version of the classic expander
mixing lemma.

Lemma 5.1 (Lemma 4.15 in [17]). Let G be a d-regular λ-expander graph with n vertices. For any
subsets F1, F2 of V we have

(16)

∣∣∣∣|E(F1, F2)| −
d

n
|F1||F2|

∣∣∣∣ ≤ λd

√(
|F1| −

|F1|2
n

)(
|F2| −

|F2|2
n

)
,

where |E(F1, F2)| = {(x, y) ∈ F1×F2 : {x, y} ∈ E}| is the number of edges connecting F1 and F2 (counting
edges contained in the intersection of F1 and F2 twice).

We will need lower bounds for |E(F1, F2)| when F1 is a subset of V and F2 is its complement.

Corollary 5.2. Let G be a d-regular λ-expander graph. For any F1 ⊆ V and F2 = F1
c we have

|E(F1, F2)| ≥
1

2
(1− λ)dmin{|F1|, |F2|}.

Proof. Write n = |V |. Since F2 = F1
c, we have |F1|− |F1|2

n = |F2|− |F2|2
n = |F1||F2|

n . Thus, the right hand

side in (16) is λ d
n |F1||F2|. The result follows from the fact that x(x−n)

n ≥ x
2 for every x ∈

[
0, n

2

]
. □

Given a labelling val : V −→ {0, 1} on G, let A = {x ∈ V : val(x) = 0} and B = {x ∈ V : val(x) = 1}.
The labelling val is balanced when |A| = |B| = |V |

2 . Given x ∈ V , write q(x) for the number of neighbors
y of x with val(y) = 0. Define the sets

Aj = {x ∈ A : q(x) = j} and Bj = {x ∈ B : q(x) = j} ∀ j ∈ {0, . . . , d}.
The next lemma shows that for some k∗ ∈ {1, . . . , d− 1} either the set Ak∗ or Bk∗ is relatively large.

Lemma 5.3. Let G be a d-regular λ-expander graph and consider a balanced labelling val on G. Write

δ = (1−λ)2

3 . Then there is k∗ ∈ {1, . . . , d− 1} such that either

|Ak∗ | ≥ δ|A|
d− 1

or |Bk∗ | ≥ δ|B|
d− 1

.

Proof. Assume that the statement is false. Then we must have

(17) |A0|+ |Ad| > (1− δ)|A| and |B0|+ |Bd| > (1− δ)|B|.
Write n = |V |. Take F1 = A and F2 = B. Corollary 5.2 gives |E(A,B)| ≥ (1− λ)dn

4 . Notice also that

|E(A,B)| ≤ d|A \Ad| ≤ d(|A0|+ δ|A|).
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Therefore, we obtain

(18) |A0| ≥ (1− λ)
n

4
− δ

n

2
= (1− λ− 2δ)

n

4
.

A completely analogous argument replacing Ad with B0 and A0 with Bd gives

(19) |Bd| ≥ (1− λ− 2δ)
n

4
.

Next, take F1 = F2 = A. The expander mixing lemma gives |E(A,A)| ≥ (1− λ)dn
4 . Observe also that

|E(A,A)| ≤ d|A \A0| ≤ d(|Ad|+ δ|A|).
Thus, we get

(20) |Ad| ≥ (1− λ− 2δ)
n

4
.

Similarly, taking F1 = F2 = B we obtain

(21) |B0| ≥ (1− λ− 2δ)
n

4
.

Finally, take F1 = Ad ∪B0 and F2 = F1
c. In view of (18), (19), (20), and (21) we have min{|F1|, |F2|} ≥

(1− λ− 2δ)n2 . Hence, Corollary 5.2 gives

|E(F1, F2)| ≥ (1− λ)d(1− λ− 2δ)
n

4
= (1− λ)2d

(
1− 2(1− λ)

3

)
n

4
≥ dδ

n

4
= 2dδ|A|.

Therefore, we must have either |E(Ad, F2)| ≥ dδ|A| or |E(B0, F2)| ≥ dδ|B|. In the first case, for any
e = {x, y} ∈ E with x ∈ Ad and y ∈ F2, we must have val(y) = 0. Thus, y ∈ A \Ad. Moreover, y cannot
belong to A0 since it is adjacent to x and val(x) = 0. Therefore, y ∈ A \ (A0 ∪Ad). Consequently,

|A \ (A0 ∪Ad)| ≥
|E(A0, F2)|

d
≥ δ|A|,

which contradicts (17). If |E(B0, F2)| ≥ dδ|B| we obtain |B \ (B0 ∪Bd)| ≥ δ|B|, also a contradiction. □

Let (Xi) be the SRW on a d-regular λ-expander graph G with uniform initial distribution π. Recall

that Zt =
∑t−1

i=0 val(Xi) for some labelling val. The sets Ak∗ and Bk∗ provided by Lemma 5.3 will be
used to decompose Zt as a sum of two convenient independent random variables St and Yt. The idea is
that as we run the chain, we frequently see cycles of length 2. More precisely, Xi = Xi+2 with probability
1
d . If we have |Ak∗ | ≥ δ|A|

d−1 , then many of these 2-cycles will start at a vertex of Ak∗ . The contribution

to Zt of each one of these 2-cycles is either 0 with probability k∗

d , or 1 with probability d−k∗

d , and these
contributions are independent of each other. If St represents the total contribution of the 2-cycles starting
from Ak∗ , and Yt represents the contribution of the rest of the walk, then St is a sum of i.i.d. Bernoulli
random variables and Zt = St + Yt. Although the idea is simple, making it rigorous requires a careful
analysis.

Apply Lemma 5.3 to find k∗ ∈ {1, . . . , d − 1} such that max{|Ak∗ |, |Bk∗ |} ≥ δ|A|
d−1 , where δ = (1−λ)2

3 .

By symmetry, we may assume that |Ak∗ | ≥ δ|A|
d−1 . Let (X

2
i ) be the 2-steps SRW, that is, the Markov chain

with transition matrix P 2. Let Nt be the number of times that X2
i ∈ Ak∗ within the first ⌊t/2⌋− 1 steps

of the chain. Then

(22) Eπ(Nt) = ⌊t/2⌋π(Ak∗) = ⌊t/2⌋ |Ak∗ |
|V |

= ⌊t/2⌋ |Ak∗ |
2|A|

≥ ⌊t/2⌋ δ

2(d− 1)
≥ δ(t− 2)

4(d− 1)
=

(1− λ)2

12(d− 1)
(t−2).

Recall that P {Xi = Xi+2} = 1
d for any i ≥ 0. Let Ñt be a random variable that counts the number

of times that one of these cycles of length 2 starting from a vertex of Ak∗ appears at even time within
the first t steps. To be more precise, let i1, . . . , iNt be the times for which X2

i ∈ Ak∗ and let Uj be the
indicator that Xij = Xij+2, that is,

Uj =

{
1 if Xij = Xij+2;

0 otherwise.
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Then (Uj) is a sequence of independent Bernoulli random variables with parameter 1
d . We define

(23) Ñt =

Nt∑
j=1

Uj and Bt =

⌈ Eπ(Nt)
2 ⌉∑

j=1

Uj .

Let bt = ⌊Eπ(Ñt)/4⌋. For every i ∈ {1, . . . , Ñt}, write (xi, yi) for the vertices appearing in the i-th
2-cycle, where xi ∈ Ak∗ and yi is some neighbor of xi. Let Vi be the indicator of the event that val(yi) = 1

(which happens with probability d−k∗

d ). Then V1, V2, . . . are i.i.d. Bernoulli random variables. Moreover,

the i-th 2-cycle adds Vi to the total sum of the labels. Consider as well Ṽ1, Ṽ2, . . . independent from all
previous random variables and identically distributed random variables given by

Ṽi =

{
1 with probability d−k∗

d ;

0 otherwise.

We can finally introduce the random variables used to decompose Zt. Define

(24) S′
t =

min{bt,Ñt}∑
i=1

Vi, Yt = Zt − S′
t, and St = S′

t +

(bt−Ñt)
+∑

i=1

Ṽi,

where (bt− Ñt)
+ = max{bt− Ñt, 0}. It turns out that Ñt is concentrated around its mean, so one should

expect bt ≤ Ñt. Hence, S′
t is equal to St with high probability, or equivalently, Zt = St + Yt with high

probability. To prove this fact, first we need the following Chernoff-type tail bound for the binomial
distribution. For a > 0 set φ(a) = 1− a+ a log a. Then φ(a) > 0 for a ̸= 1 and φ(1) = 0.

Lemma 5.4 (Lemma 8.1 in [16]). Let N be a binomial distributed random variable with E(N) = µ > 0.
Then

P {N ≤ x} ≤ e−µφ( x
µ ) ∀ 0 < x ≤ µ.

We also need the following consequence of Theorem 2.1 in [5]. It provides a Chernoff bound for random
walks on expander graphs.

Lemma 5.5. Let (Xi) be the random walk on a weighted graph G = (V,E) starting from stationary
distribution π, and let 1− λ∗ be its absolute spectral gap. Given A ⊆ V , let Nt be the number of visits to
A in t steps. For any 0 < γ ≤ t,

P {|Nt − Eπ(Nt)| ≥ γ} ≤ 4e−γ2(1−λ∗)/20t.

Now we can show that Ñt is expected to be bigger than bt.

Lemma 5.6. Let Ñt be defined as in (23). Then

P
{
Ñt ≤ Eπ(Ñt)/4

}
≤ 5 exp

(
− (1− λ)5

11520d2
(t− 4)

)
.

Proof. Notice that

P
{
Ñt ≤ Eπ(Ñt)/4

}
≤ P

{
Ñt ≤ Eπ(Ñt)/4|Nt > Eπ(Nt)/2

}
+ P {Nt ≤ Eπ(Nt)/2}

≤ P
{
Bt ≤ Eπ(Ñt)/4

}
+ P {Nt ≤ Eπ(Nt)/2}

≤ P {Bt ≤ Eπ(Bt)/2}+ P {Nt ≤ Eπ(Nt)/2} ,

where the last inequality follows from the fact that Eπ(Ñt)
4 ≤ Eπ(Bt)

2 . We can use Lemma 5.4 to get

P {Bt ≤ Eπ(Bt)/2} ≤ e−Eπ(Bt)φ(1/2) ≤ exp

(
− δφ(1/2)

8d(d− 1)
(t− 2)

)
≤ exp

(
− (1− λ)2

157d2
(t− 2)

)
,
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where δ = (1− λ)2/3. Finally, applying Lemma 5.5 to (X2
i ) and Ak∗ with γ = Eπ(Nt)/2 gives

P {Nt ≤ Eπ(Nt)/2} ≤ 4e−Eπ(Nt)
2(1−λ2)/80t ≤ 4 exp

(
− (1− λ2)δ2

16(d− 1)2
(t− 2)2

80t

)
≤ 4 exp

(
− (1− λ)5

11520d2
(t− 4)

)
.

□

We can use Lemma 5.6 to obtain the bound for Eπ(|Zt−St−Yt|) that we need to apply Theorem 4.1.

Lemma 5.7. Let St, S
′
t, and Yt defined as in (24). Then

Eπ(|Zt − St − Yt|) ≤
1010d3

(1− λ)4
1

t
.

Proof. Note that the function f(t) = t2e−αt attains its maximum at t = 2α−1. Write α = (1−λ)2

11520d2 . Then
Lemma 5.6 gives

P
{
Ñt ≤ Eπ(Ñt)/4

}
≤ 5e−α(t−4) =

(
5e4t2e−αt

) 1

t2
≤
(
5e4

4e−2

α2

)
1

t2
≤ 2 · 1010d4

(1− λ)4
1

t2
.

Observe that |Zt − St − Yt| = |S′
t − St| ≤ bt ≤ t

4d . Since Zt = Yt + St if Ñt ≥ bt, we have

Eπ(|Zt − St − Yt|) ≤
t

4d
P {Zt ̸= St + Yt} ≤ 1010d3

(1− λ)4
1

t
. □

Finally, the next simple result shows that a Bernoulli random variable is nonlattice. We include its
proof for completeness.

Lemma 5.8. Let V be a Bernoulli random variable with parameter p ∈ (0, 1) and take θ0 ∈ (0, π). Then
X is a η-nonlattice variable for θ0 with

η = p(1− p)(1− cos(θ0)).

Proof. Write φV for the characteristic function of V , that is,

φV (θ) = E(eiθV ) = (1− p) + peiθ ∀ θ ∈ [−π, π],

which is a convex combination of the points 1 and eiθ. Therefore, when θ0 ≤ |θ| ≤ π we clearly have
|φV (θ)| ≤ |φV (θ0)|. A simple computation yields

|φV (θ0)|2 = p2 sin(θ0)
2 + ((1− p) + p cos(θ0))

2 = p2 + (1− p)2 + 2p(1− p) cos(θ0).

Using the equality (a− b)(a+ b) = a2 − b2 and |φV | ≤ 1 we conclude that

1− |φV (θ0)| ≥
1

2
(1− |φV (θ0)|2) = p(1− p)(1− cos(θ0)). □

We can now present the proof of our main result Theorem 1.1. Although it does not optimize the
constant, it shows that we can take

C1(λ, d) =
2 · 1013d9

(1− λ)10
.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Consider the random variables Ñt, Vi, Ṽi, S
′
t, St, and Yt appearing in (24). Let

us check that the hypotheses of Theorem 4.1 are satisfied. First, (Xi) is the SRW on a finite λ-expander
graph with λ < 1, whence it is irreducible and aperiodic. The function considered is val : V −→ Z.
Observe that St does not get affected by conditioning on Yt. Indeed, regardless of the value of Yt, St

is a sum of bt i.i.d. Bernouilli random variables that are independent of Yt. Therefore, St and Yt are
independent. Moreover, Lemma 5.7 gives Eπ(|Zt − St − Yt|) ≤ M/t, with

M =
1010d3

(1− λ)4
.
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Finally, Lemma 5.8 shows that Vi and Ṽi are η-nonlattice for θ0 = (1− λ)2σ2/2708 with

η ≥ 1

d

(
1− 1

d

)
(1− cos(θ0)) =

d− 1

d2
(1− cos(θ0)).

Since in our case ∥ val ∥∞ = 1 and µ = π, Theorem 4.1 gives

(25)

∣∣∣∣P {Zt = k} − 1

σ
√
t
ϕ

(
k − t/2

σ
√
t

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ (πM +
1

θ0σ2
+

C4

σ4(1− λ)2

)
1

t
+

1

eη

1

bt
.

Recall that bt = ⌊Eπ(Ñt)/4⌋. Using the bound (22) for Eπ(Nt) we get

Eπ(Ñt)

4
=

Eπ(Nt)

4d
≥ (1− λ)2

48d(d− 1)
(t− 2) ≥ (1− λ)2t− 2

48d(d− 1)
.

If t ≤ 48(1− λ)−2d3 there is nothing to prove. Otherwise, a simple computation shows that

(26) bt =

⌊
Eπ(Ñt)

4

⌋
≥ Eπ(Ñt)

4
− 1 ≥ (1− λ)2t− 48d2

48d(d− 1)
≥ (1− λ)2

48d2
t.

Next, we provide a bound for σ. Observe that

Var(Zt) ≥ Eπ(Var(Zt|Ñt)) ≥
∞∑

u=bt

Var(Zt|Ñt = u)P
{
Ñt = u

}
=

∞∑
u=bt

Var(St + Yt|Ñt = u)P
{
Ñt = u

}
≥

∞∑
u=bt

Var(St|Ñt = u)P
{
Ñt = u

}
= Var(St)

∞∑
u=bt

P
{
Ñt = u

}
≥ bt

d− 1

d2
P
{
Ñt ≥ bt

}
.

As t grows, Lemma 5.6 shows that P
{
Ñt ≥ bt

}
tends to 1. Thus, (26) gives

(27) σ ≥
√

(1− λ)2(d− 1)

48d4
≥
√

(1− λ)2

96d3
≥ (1− λ)

10d3/2
.

Finally, we give a bound for η. It is straightforward to show that cos(x) ≤ 1− x2/5 for any x ∈ [−π, π].
Consequently,

(28) η ≥ d− 1

d2
(1− cos(θ0)) ≥

1

2d

θ20
5

=
(1− λ)4σ4

10 · 27082d
≥ (1− λ)8

8 · 1011d7
.

Substituting the value of M and θ0 and applying the bounds (26), (27), and (28) in (25) yields∣∣∣∣P {Zt = k} − 1

σ
√
t
ϕ

(
k − t/2

σ
√
t

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ ( π1010d3

(1− λ)4
+

108d6

(1− λ)6
+

1.5 · 1013d9

(1− λ)10

)
1

t
≤ 2 · 1013d9

(1− λ)10
1

t
. □

Remark 5.9. It is possible to obtain a better bound in Theorem 1.1 if we assume that λ is small enough.
If λ ≤ 1

5 , then Theorem 1.1 holds with C1(d) = 4 · 1011d3. This will be proved in Section 6.

6. Proofs of Proposition 1.4 and Corollary 1.3

Let G = (V,E) be a d-regular λ-expander graph, let (Xi) be the SRW on G with uniform initial
distribution π, and let val : V −→ {0, 1} be a labelling with α = Eπ(val) ∈ (0, 1). For simplicity, write

Yi = val(Xi). Recall that Zt =
∑t−1

i=0 Yi, thus its variance can be expressed as

(29) Var(Zt) =

t−1∑
j=0

Var(Yj) + 2
∑
i<j

Cov(Yi, Yj).

It is clear that Var(Yj) = Eπ(Y
2
j ) − Eπ(Yj)

2 = α − α2 = α(1 − α) and Cov(Yi, Yj) = Eπ(YiYj) − α2.
Recall that A = {x ∈ V : val(x) = 0} and B = Ac. We have

(30) Eπ(YiYj) = P {Yi = 1, Yj = 1} = αP {Yj = 1|Yi = 1} = αP {Xj−i ∈ B|X0 ∈ B} .
Thus, we want to find the probability that the chain is at a vertex of B after j − i steps when the initial
vertex is chosen uniformly at random from B.
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Lemma 6.1. Let G = (V,E) be a d-regular graph with n vertices and let B ⊆ V . If (Xi) is the simple
random walk on V starting uniformly at random from B, we have

P {Xk ∈ B} = π(B) + π(B)

n∑
j=2

⟨πB , fj⟩2λk
j ∀ k ∈ N,

where (fj)
n
j=1 is the orthonormal basis of eigenvectors corresponding to the eigenvalues (λj)

n
j=1 and πB

is the uniform distribution on B.

Proof. Let P denote the transition matrix of (Xi). Since P is symmetric, P kπB is the vector of probabil-
ities of the chain (Xi) after k steps. Therefore, P {Xk ∈ B} = ⟨P kπB , val⟩. We can use (8) to decompose
P and obtain

P kπB =

n∑
j=1

⟨πB , fj⟩πfjλk
j = π +

n∑
j=2

⟨πB , fj⟩πfjλk
j .

Since πB = 1
|B| val, we conclude

⟨P kπB , val⟩ = π(B) +

n∑
j=2

⟨πB , fj⟩π⟨fj , val⟩λk
j = π(B) + π(B)

n∑
j=2

⟨πB , fj⟩2λk
j . □

Proof of Proposition 1.4. Recall that A = {x ∈ V : val(x) = 0}, B = Ac, and α = π(B). Fix 0 ≤ i < j ≤
t− 1. Lemma 6.1 and (30) give

Cov(Yi, Yj) = Eπ(YiYj)− α2 = α2
n∑

k=2

⟨πB , fj⟩2λj−i
k ∀ i < j.

Adding all covariances yields∑
i<j

Cov(Yi, Yj) = α2
t−1∑
k=1

(t− k)

n∑
j=2

⟨πB , fj⟩2λk
j .

The formula (3) follows now from (29). Finally, if we asssume that G is a λ-expander we get

|Var(Zt)− α(1− α)t| ≤ 2α2
t−1∑
k=1

(t− k)λk
n∑

j=2

⟨πB , fj⟩2 ≤ 2α2t

t−1∑
k=1

λk(n∥πB∥22 − ⟨πB , f1⟩2)

= 2α2

(
n

|B|
− 1

)
t

t−1∑
k=1

λk ≤ 2α(1− α)t
λ

1− λ
. □

As Remark 5.9 claims, for small values of λ we can use the bound for the variance provided by
Proposition 1.4 to obtain a better bound in Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Remark 5.9. In this case, we have α = 1/2. Dividing by t and sending t to infinity in (4) give∣∣∣∣σ2 − 1

4

∣∣∣∣ ≤ 1

2

λ

1− λ
≤ 1

8
,

since we assume λ ≤ 1/5. Therefore, σ2 ≥ 1/8. Using this bound instead of (27) also allow us to obtain
better bounds for θ0 and η. Indeed, we have

θ0 =
(1− λ)2σ2

2708
≥ 1

33850
and η ≥ 1

2d

θ20
5

≥ 1

1.2 · 1010d
.

Using these bounds and the bound (26) for bt in (25) yields∣∣∣∣P {Zt = k} − 1

σ
√
t
ϕ

(
k − t/2

σ
√
t

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ (8 · 1010d3 + 106 + 3.4 · 1011d3
) 1
t
≤ 4 · 1011d3 1

t
. □
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Finally, we prove Corollary 1.3. First, we show that the normalizing constant D(µ, σ2) appearing in
(1) is close to 1 when the variance is large.

Lemma 6.2. Let D(µ, σ2) be the normalizing constant appearing in (1). For σ2 ≥ 1 we have

|1−D(µ, σ2)| ≤ 1√
2π

1

σ
.

Proof. The density function of a normal distribution increases on (−∞, 0) and decreases on (0,∞).
Therefore,

ϕ(k) ≥ σ

∫ k

k− 1
σ

ϕ(x) dx for k < 0 and ϕ(k) ≥ σ

∫ k+ 1
σ

k

ϕ(x) dx for k ≥ 0.

Let I1 = {k ∈ Z : k ≤ µ} and I2 = Z \ I1. The previous observation gives

∑
k∈I1

σ−1ϕ

(
k − µ

σ

)
≥
∑
k∈I1

∫ k−µ
σ

k−µ
σ − 1

σ

ϕ(x) dx =

∫ ⌊µ⌋−µ
σ

−∞
ϕ(x) dx.

Similarly, ∑
k∈I2

σ−1ϕ

(
k − µ

σ

)
≥
∑
k∈I2

∫ k−µ
σ + 1

σ

k−µ
σ

ϕ(x) dx =

∫ ∞

⌊µ⌋−µ
σ + 1

σ

ϕ(x) dx.

Since ϕ attains its maximum at x = 0, we deduce that∑
k∈Z

σ−1ϕ

(
k − µ

σ

)
≥ 1− 1

σ
ϕ(0) = 1− 1√

2π

1

σ
.

Similarly, ϕ(k) ≤ σ
∫ k+1/σ

k
ϕ(x) dx for any k ≤ − 1

2σ and ϕ(k) ≤ σ
∫ k

k−1/σ
ϕ(x) dx for k ≥ 1

2σ . Notice that

there is a unique integer k∗ ∈ Z such that

− 1

2σ
≤ k∗ − µ

σ
<

1

2σ
.

Therefore, ∑
k∈Z

σ−1ϕ

(
k − µ

σ

)
≤

∑
k∈Z\{k∗}

σ−1ϕ

(
k − µ

σ

)
+

1

σ
ϕ(0) ≤ 1 +

1

σ
ϕ(0) = 1 +

1√
2π

1

σ
. □

Let val be a balanced labelling on G and consider Zt =
∑t−1

i=0 val(Xi). We write φZ for the ch.f.
of Zt and φt for the ch.f. of a normal distribution with mean t/2 and variance tσ2, where σ2 =
limt→∞ Var(Zt)/t. The next technical result bounds the L2-distance between φZ and φt.

Lemma 6.3. The characteristic function of Zt satisfies

∥φZ − φt∥2 =

(
1

2π

∫ π

−π

|φZ(θ)− φt(θ)|2 dθ
)1/2

≤ 3 · 1013d9

(1− λ)10
1

t3/4
.

Proof. We will break the integral into two parts as we did in the proof of Theorem 4.1. Set θ0 =
(1− λ)2σ2/2708. For any θ ∈ [−θ0, θ0], inequality (3.33) in [13] gives

|φZ(θ)− φt(θ)| ≤ ce−tσ2θ2/8

(
683t|θ|3 + 20

σ2
|θ|
)
,
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where c = (1− λ)−2. Therefore,∫ θ0

−θ0

|φZ(θ)− φt(θ)|2 dθ ≤ 4c2
∫ θ0

0

e−tσ2θ2/4

(
6832t2θ6 +

400

σ4
θ2
)

dθ(31)

= 4c2
2

σ
√
t

∫ θ0σ
√
t/2

0

e−x2

(
6832 · 26t2

σ6t3
x6 +

400 · 22

σ4 · σ2t
x2

)
dx

≤ 29c2

σ7t3/2

(
6832

∫ ∞

0

x6e−x2

dx+ 25

∫ ∞

0

x2e−x2

dx

)
≤ 5 · 108c2

σ7t3/2
.

It remains to study the case θ0 < |θ| ≤ π. Observe that∫
θ0≤|θ|≤π

|φZ(θ)− φt(θ)|2 dθ ≤ 2

∫
θ0≤|θ|≤π

|φZ(θ)|2 dθ + 2

∫
θ0≤|θ|≤π

|φt(θ)|2 dθ.

Consider Z ′
t = St + Yt, where St and Yt are defined as in (24) and let φZ′ be its characteristic function.

Recall that (13) gives |φZ′(θ)| ≤ 1
eηbt

for θ0 ≤ |θ| ≤ π. Moreover, the proof of Theorem 4.1 shows that

|φZ(θ)− φZ′(θ)| ≤ πEπ(|Zt − Z ′
t|) ≤

πM

t
∀ θ ∈ [−π, π],

where M = 1010d3

(1−λ)4 in view of Lemma 5.7. Consequently,∫
θ0≤|θ|≤π

|φZ(θ)|2 dθ ≤ 4π

e2η2b2t
+

2π3M2

t2
.

On the other hand, a simple computation shows that the function f(t) =
√
te−αt attains its maximum

at t = 1/(2α) and f(1/(2α)) ≤ 1/
√
α. Taking α = σ2θ20, this implies that e−tσ2θ2 ≤ 1

σθ0
√
t
. Therefore,∫

θ0≤|θ|≤π

|φt(θ)|2 dθ = 2

∫ π

θ0

e−tσ2θ2

dθ =
2

σ
√
t

∫ πσ
√
t

θ0σ
√
t

e−x2

dx ≤ 2

σ
√
t

1

2θ0σ
√
t

∫ ∞

θ0σ
√
t

2xe−x2

dx

=
1

θ0σ2t
e−θ2

0σ
2t ≤ 1

θ0σ2t

1

θ0σ
√
t
=

1

θ20σ
3t3/2

.

Putting everything together gives

∥φZ − φt∥22 =
1

2π

∫ π

−π

|φZ(θ)− φt(θ)|2 dθ ≤ 108c2

σ7t3/2
+

4

e2η2b2t
+

2π2M2

t2
+

1

πθ20σ
3t3/2

.

Taking square root in both sides and using that
√
a+ b ≤

√
a+

√
b yields

∥φZ − φt∥2 ≤ 104c

σ7/2t3/4
+

2

eηbt
+

√
2πM

t
+

1

π1/2θ0σ3/2t3/4
.

Recall that bt, σ, and η, are bounded in (26), (27), and (28), respectively. The desired result follows
from these bounds and the above inequality after straightforward computations. □

The proof of Corollary 1.3 does not optimize the constant, but it shows that we can take

C2(λ, d) =
1014d9

(1− λ)41/4
.

Proof of Corollary 1.3. Given c ≥ 1, set I1 = {k ∈ Z : |k− t/2| ≤ c
√
t+1} and I2 = Z \ I1. Recall that ϕ

stands for the density function of a standard normal distribution and write ϕt for the density function of
a normal distribution with mean t/2 and variance tσ2, where σ2 = limt→∞ Var(Zt)/t. First, we bound∑

k∈Z
|P {Zt = k} − ϕt(k)|
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by breaking the sum using I1 and I2. To bound the sum on I2 we study the tails of the distributions of
Zt and N (t/2, tσ2). On one hand,∑

k∈I2

ϕt(k) ≤ 2

∫ ∞

t/2+c
√
t

ϕt(x) dx = 2

∫ ∞

c/σ

ϕ(y) dy ≤ 2√
2π

∫ ∞

c/σ

y

c/σ
e−y2/2 dy =

2σ

c
√
2π

e−
c2

2σ2 .

On the other hand, Lemma 5.5 gives

∑
k∈I2

P {Zt = k} = P
{
|Zt − t/2| > c

√
t+ 1

}
≤ 4e−

(c
√

t+1)2(1−λ)
20t ≤ 4e−

c2(1−λ)
20 .

Consequently, we have

(32)
∑
k∈I2

|P {Zt = k} − ϕt(k)| ≤
2σ

c
√
2π

e−
c2

2σ2 + 4e−
c2(1−λ)

20 .

We can use the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to bound the sum on I1 as follows.

∑
k∈I1

|P {Zt = k} − ϕt(k)| ≤ |I1|1/2
(∑

k∈I1

|P {Zt = k} − ϕt(k)|2
)1/2

.

We clearly have |I1| ≤ 2c
√
t+3 ≤ 5c

√
t. To estimate the sum on the right hand side, we will use Parseval’s

identity (see [9, §1.4]). Define F : [−π, π] −→ C by

F (θ) =
∑
k∈Z

φt(θ + 2πk) ∀ θ ∈ [−π, π],

where φt denotes the ch.f. of the normal distribution with mean t/2 and variance tσ2. Then the Fourier
coefficients of F , denoted by ak(F ), satisfy

ak(F ) =
1

2π
φ̂t(k) = ϕt(k) ∀ k ∈ Z,

where φ̂t is the Fourier transform of φt as defined in [9, §1.2]. The first equality follows from (2.4.7) in
[9], and the second one follows from the inversion formula (see Theorem 3.3.14 in [4]). Consequently,
Parseval’s identity gives ∑

k∈Z
|P {Zt = k} − ϕt(k)|2 = ∥φZ − F∥22.

Recall that Lemma 6.3 gives a bound for ∥φZ − φt∥2, so by triangle inequality it suffices to estimate
∥φt − F∥2. For any θ ∈ [−π, π] we have

|φt(θ)− F (θ)| ≤
∑
k ̸=0

|φt(θ + 2πk)| =
∑
k ̸=0

e−
σ2t(θ+2πk)2

2 ≤ 2

∞∑
k=1

e−σ2tk = 2e−σ2t
∞∑
k=0

(e−σ2t)k =
2e−σ2t

1− e−σ2t
.

It is easy to check that ex ≥ 1 + x for any x ≥ 0, or equivalently, xe−x ≤ 1− e−x for any x ≥ 0. In view
of the above bound, dividing by x and 1− e−x both sides and taking x = σ2t shows that

|φt(θ)− F (θ)| ≤ 2e−σ2t

1− e−σ2t
≤ 2

σ2t
≤ 200d3

(1− λ)2
1

t
∀ θ ∈ [−π, π].

Therefore, we can apply Lemma 6.3 to get

(33) ∥φZ − F∥2 ≤ ∥φZ − φt∥2 + ∥φt − F∥2 ≤ 4 · 1013d9

(1− λ)10
1

t3/4
.

In view of (32) and (33), we conclude that∑
k∈Z

|P {Zt = k} − ϕt(k)| ≤
2σ

c
√
2π

e−
c2

2σ2 + 4e−
c2(1−λ)

20 + |5c
√
t|1/2 4 · 10

13d9

(1− λ)10
1

t3/4
.
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Notice that Proposition 1.4 implies σ ≤ (1− λ)−1/2. Taking c =
√
10(1− λ)−1/2

√
log t above gives∑

k∈Z
|P {Zt = k} − ϕt(k)| ≤

1

t
+

4√
t
+

4

(1− λ)1/4
t1/4 log(t)1/4

4 · 1013d9

(1− λ)10
1

t3/4
≤ 1.7 · 1014d9

(1− λ)41/4
log(t)1/4√

t
.

Finally, we proceed to study the total variation distance

∥Zt −Nd(t/2, tσ
2)∥TV =

1

2

∑
k∈Z

∣∣P {Zt = k} − fNd(t/2,tσ2)(k)
∣∣ .

Using the triangle inequality and (1) we can upper bound the previous sum by

(34)
∑
k∈Z

|P {Zt = k} − ϕt(k)|+
∣∣∣∣1− 1

D(µ, tσ2)

∣∣∣∣∑
k∈Z

ϕt(k).

A bound for the first term in (46) is given above. For the second term, we can apply Lemma 6.2 to get∣∣∣∣1− 1

D(µ, tσ2)

∣∣∣∣∑
k∈Z

ϕt(k) =

∣∣∣∣1− 1

D(µ, tσ2)

∣∣∣∣D(µ, tσ2) = |D(µ, tσ2)− 1| ≤ 1√
2π

1

σ
√
t
. □

7. Proof of Theorem 1.5

This section is devoted to prove Theorem 1.5. Recall that Zt and Rt denote the Hamming weights
of the random walk on a expander graph and the sticky random walk, respectively. It is easy to show
that Rt satisfies a local central limit theorem. Since Rt is concentrated around its mean, this implies
convergence in total variation distance to a discretized normal distribution. In view of Corollary 1.3, we
just need to match the means and variances of Zt and Rt to obtain the result. The mean and variance
of a sticky random walk on {0, 1} are easy to calculate. We do it in the next lemma.

Lemma 7.1. Let (Qi) be the sticky random walk on {0, 1} with parameter p ∈ (−1, 1) starting from

stationary distribution π, and let Rt =
∑t−1

i=0 Qi. Then Eπ(Rt) =
t
2 and

Var(Rt) =
pt+1 − p(t+ 1) + t

2(1− p)2
− t

4
.

In particular, limt→∞ Var(Rt)/t =
1
4
1+p
1−p .

Proof. Recall that Q0 is chosen uniformly at random on {0, 1}. Hence, Eπ(Rt) =
∑t−1

i=0 Eπ(Qi) =
t
2 . To

calculate the variance, consider P the transition matrix of (Qi), that is,

P =

(
1+p
2

1−p
2

1−p
2

1+p
2

)
.

For any k ∈ N, we can multiply P by itself k times to obtain that P k(1, 1) = 1+pk

2 . Consequently,

Eπ(Q0Qk) = P {Q0 = 1, Qk = 1} =
1 + pk

4
.

Using the Markov condition we have

Eπ(R
2
t ) =

t−1∑
k=0

Eπ(Q
2
k) + 2

t−1∑
k=0

t−1∑
j=k+1

Eπ(QkQj) =

t−1∑
k=0

Eπ(Q
2
0) + 2

t−1∑
k=1

(t− k)Eπ(Q0Qk)

=
t

2
+

1

2

t−1∑
k=1

(t− k) +
1

2

t−1∑
k=1

(t− k)pk =
t2

4
− t

4
+

1

2

t−1∑
k=0

(t− k)pk =
pt+1 − p(t+ 1) + t

2(1− p)2
− t

4
+

t2

4
.□

The next result shows that the local central limit theorem holds for sticky random walks. We obtain
it as an application of Theorem 4.1.
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Lemma 7.2. Let (Qi) be the sticky random walk on {0, 1} with parameter p ∈ (−1, 1) starting from

stationary distribution π, and let Rt =
∑t−1

i=0 Qi. For σ2 = 1
4
1+p
1−p we have∣∣∣∣P {Rt = k} − 1

σ
√
t
ϕ

(
k − t/2

σ
√
t

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ 1011

(1− |p|)7
1

t
∀ k ∈ Z ∀ t ∈ N.

Proof. We will decompose Rt into a sum of two independent random variables and use Theorem 4.1
to obtain the result. Let (Q2

i ) be the 2-steps Markov chain, that is, the markov chain with transition
matrix P 2. Let Nt be a random variable that counts the number of times that Q2

i ̸= Q2
i+1 within

(Q0, . . . , Qt−1). Let I = {i : Q2
i ̸= Q2

i+1} and denote its elements as i1, . . . , iNt
. Since P

{
Q2

i ̸= Q2
i+1

}
=

1−p2

2 independently of previous values of the chain, we deduce thatNt follows a binomial Bin(⌊ t−1
2 ⌋, 1−p2

2 ).

For every k ∈ {1, . . . , Nt}, let Vk = Q2ik+1 be the bit that we skip to go from Q2
ik

to Q2
ik+1. Then (Vk) is

a sequence of independent Bernoulli random variables with parameter 1
2 . Take bt =

⌊
Eπ(Nt)

2

⌋
and define

the random variables

S′
t =

min{bt,Nt}∑
k=1

Vk, Yt = Rt − S′
t, St = S′

t +

(bt−Nt)
+∑

k=1

V ′
k,

where (V ′
k) are Bernoulli random variables with parameter 1

2 independent of everything else. We claim
that (Yt, St, Rt) satisfies the hypotheses of Theorem 4.1. First, notice that St and Yt are independent.
In fact, once we know that the Q2i ̸= Q2i+2, the value of Q2i+1 does not affect the rest of the chain.
Moreover, we can repeat the proof of Lemma 5.7 to obtain Eπ(|Rt − St − Yt|) ≤ M/t, where

M =
779

(1− |p|)2
.

Indeed, since the function f(t) = t2e−αt attains its maximum at t = 2α−1, Lemma 5.4 implies

P {Nt ≤ bt} ≤ e−Eπ(Nt)φ(1/2) ≤ e−
(1−p2)φ(1/2)

4 (t−3) ≤ e3/4
43e−2

(1− p2)2φ(1/2)2
1

t2
≤ 779

(1− |p|)2
1

t2
.

Hence, the claim follows from the fact that |Rt−St−Yt| ≤ t and that Rt = St+Yt if bt ≤ Nt. Finally, the
eigenvalues of the sticky random walk with parameter p are 1 and p, so in this case we have 1−λ = 1−|p|.
Let θ0 = (1 − |p|)2σ2/2708. Since σ2 ≥ (1 − |p|)/8, Lemma 5.8 shows that the random variables Vi and
V ′
i are η-nonlattice with

η ≥ 1

4
(1− cos(θ0)) ≥

1

4

θ20
5

≥ (1− |p|)6

20 · 27082 · 64
≥ (1− |p|)6

1010
.

Therefore, Theorem 4.1 gives

(35)

∣∣∣∣P {Rt = k} − 1

σ
√
t
ϕ

(
k − t/2

σ
√
t

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ (πM +
1

θ0σ2
+

C4

σ4(1− |p|)2

)
1

t
+

1

eη

1

bt
.

If t ≤ 22(1− p2)−1, then there is nothing to prove. Otherwise, we have

bt =

⌊
Eπ(Nt)

2

⌋
≥
⌊
t−1
2

⌋
1−p2

2

2
− 1 ≥ (t− 3)(1− p2)

8
− 1 ≥ t(1− p2)− 11

8
≥ (1− p2)

16
t ≥ (1− |p|)

16
t.

Substituting all previous bounds in (35) gives∣∣∣∣P {Rt = k} − 1

σ
√
t
ϕ

(
k − t/2

σ
√
t

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ ( 779π

(1− |p|)2
+

106

(1− |p|)4
+

8 · 1010

(1− |p|)7

)
1

t
≤ 1011

(1− |p|)7
1

t
. □

We can repeat word by word the proof of Corollary 1.3 using Rt instead of Zt and Lemma 7.2 instead
of Theorem 1.1 to produce the following result.
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Lemma 7.3. Let (Qi) be the sticky random walk on {0, 1} with parameter p ∈ (−1, 1) starting from

stationary distribution, and let Rt =
∑t−1

i=0 Qi. For σ2 = 1
4
1+p
1−p we have∥∥Rt −Nd(t/2, tσ

2)
∥∥
TV

≤ 1012

(1− |p|)8

√
log t√
t

.

Proof. As in the proof of Corollary 1.3, take c ≥ 1 and let I1 = {u ∈ Z : |u − t/2| ≤ c
√
t + 1} and

I2 = Z \ I1. First, we bound ∑
k∈Z

∣∣∣∣P {Rt = k} − t−1/2σ−1ϕ

(
k − t/2

t1/2σ

)∣∣∣∣
by breaking the sum using I1 and I2. Write C(p) = 1011(1− |p|)−7. Lemma 7.2 gives∑

k∈I1

∣∣∣∣P {Rt = k} − t−1/2σ−1ϕ

(
k − t/2

t1/2σ

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ (2c
√
t+ 3)

C(p)

t
≤ 5C(p)

c√
t
.

To bound the sum on I2 we study the tails of the distributions of Rt and N (t/2, tσ2). Since we can also
apply Lemma 5.5 to study the tail of Rt, from the proof of Corollary 1.3 it follows that∑

k∈I2

∣∣∣∣P {Rt = k} − t−1/2σ−1ϕ

(
k − t/2

t1/2σ

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ 2σ

c
√
2π

e−
c2

2σ2 + 4e−
c2(1−|p|)

20 .

Write α = max{σ,
√
10(1− |p|)−1/2} and take c = α

√
log t. From the previous bounds we obtain∑

k∈Z

∣∣∣∣P {Rt = k} − t−1/2σ−1ϕ

(
k − t/2

t1/2σ

)∣∣∣∣ ≤
(
5C(p)α

√
log t+

√
2√
π
+ 4

)
1√
t
.

Recall that the total variation distance between Rr and Nd(t/2, tσ
2) is given by

∥Rt −Nd(t/2, tσ
2)∥TV =

1

2

∑
k∈Z

∣∣P {Rt = k} − fNd(t/2,tσ2)(k)
∣∣ .

We can use the triangle inequality and repeat the argument in the proof of Corollary 1.3 to bound (46)
to obtain that∑

k∈Z

∣∣P {Rt = k} − fNd(t/2,tσ2)(k)
∣∣ ≤ (5C(p)α

√
log t+

√
2√
π
+ 4

)
1√
t
+

1√
2π

1

σ
√
t
.

We clearly have σ ≤ (1− |p|)−1, whence α ≤
√
10(1− |p|)−1. We conclude that

∥Rt −Nd(t/2, tσ
2)∥TV ≤ 1

2

(
5C1(λ, d)α

√
log t+

√
2√
π
+ 4 +

1

σ
√
2π

)
1√
t
≤ 3

√
10C(p)

1− |p|

√
log t√
t

. □

The proof of Theorem 1.5 is now immediate. Although we do not optimize the constant, we show that
Theorem 1.5 holds with

C3(λ, d) =
2 · 1023d24

(1− λ)16
.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. We want to write the bound of Lemma 7.3 in terms of λ and d. Write σ2 =
limt→∞ Var(Zt)/t and recall that p is chosen so that σ2 = 1

4
1+p
1−p , that is,

p =
4σ2 − 1

1 + 4σ2
.

If σ2 ∈ (0, 1/4), then we have |p| ≤ 1− 4σ2, and if σ2 ∈ (1/4,∞), then |p| ≤ 1− 1
4σ2 . Therefore,

1− |p| ≥ min

{
4σ2,

1

4σ2

}
.
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Recall that the bound (27) gives 4σ2 ≥ (1−λ)2

25d3 . Moreover, Propositon 1.4 implies 4σ2 ≤ 2(1 − λ)−1, so
we have

1− |p| ≥ (1− λ)2

25d3
.

Therefore, Lemma 7.3 gives∥∥Rt −Nd(t/2, tσ
2)
∥∥
TV

≤ 1012 · 258d24

(1− λ)16

√
log t√
t

≤ 1.6 · 1023d24

(1− λ)16

√
log t√
t

.

The result now follows from Corollary 1.3 and the triangle inequality. □

8. Generalization to all labellings

In this section, we extend Theorem 1.1 and Corollary 1.3 to allow unbalanced labellings. First, we
need a generalization of Lemma 5.3. Recall that A = {x ∈ V : val(x) = 0} and B = Ac.

Lemma 8.1. Let G be a d-regular λ-expander graph with n vertices. Fix a labelling val : V −→ {0, 1} on
G with Eπ(val) = α ∈ [0, 1]. Write δ = 1

4 (1 − λ)2α(1 − α). Then there is k∗ ∈ {1, . . . , d − 1} such that
either

|Ak∗ | ≥ δ(1− α)n

d− 1
or |Bk∗ | ≥ δαn

d− 1
.

Proof. We will follow the argument in the proof of Lemma 5.3. Suppose the statement is false. Then

(36) |A0|+ |Ad| > (1− δ)(1− α)n and |B0|+ |Bd| > (1− δ)αn.

Take F1 = A and F2 = B. Corollary 5.2 gives |E(A,B)| ≥ 1
2 (1− λ)dα(1− α)n. Notice also that

|E(A,B)| ≤ d|A \Ad| ≤ d(|A0|+ δ|A|).

Therefore, we obtain
(37)

|A0| ≥
1

2
(1−λ)α(1−α)n− δ(1−α)n =

1

2
(1−λ)α(1−α)n

(
1− 1

2
(1− λ)(1− α)

)
≥ 1

4
(1−λ)α(1−α)n.

A completely analogous argument replacing Ad with B0 and A0 with Bd gives

(38) |Bd| ≥
1

2
(1− λ)α(1− α)n− δαn ≥ 1

4
(1− λ)α(1− α)n.

Next, consider F1 = F2 = A. Then the expander mixing lemma 5.1 gives

|E(A,A)| ≥ (1− α)2dn− α(1− α)λdn = ((1− α)− αλ)(1− α)dn.

Moreover, |E(A,A)| ≤ d|A \A0| ≤ d(|Ad|+ δ|A|), from where we deduce that

|Ad| ≥ ((1− α)− αλ− δ)(1− α)n.

We can take F1 = F2 = B and repeat the previous argument, replacing Ad with B0 and A0 with Bd, to
obtain that

|B0| ≥ (α− (1− α)λ− δ)αn.

Adding these bounds gives

|Ad|+ |B0| ≥
(
(1− α)2 − 2α(1− α)λ+ α2

)
n− δn = ((1− α)− α)2n+ 2α(1− α)(1− λ)n− δn

≥ 2α(1− α)(1− λ)n− δn ≥ 1

2
α(1− α)(1− λ)n.

Finally, take F1 = A0 ∪ Bd and F2 = F1
c. In view of the above bound, (37), and (38), we get

min{|F1|, |F2|} ≥ 1
2 (1− λ)α(1− α)n. Hence, Corollary 5.2 gives

|E(F1, F2)| ≥
1

4
d(1− λ)2α(1− α)n = dδn.
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Therefore, we must have either |E(A0, F2)| ≥ dδαn or |E(Bd, F2)| ≥ dδ(1−α)n. In the first case, for any
e = {x, y} ∈ E(A0, F2) with x ∈ A0, we must have val(y) = 1. Thus, y ∈ B \ Bd. Moreover, y cannot
belong to B0 since it is adjacent to x and val(x) = 0. Therefore, y ∈ B \ (B0 ∪Bd). Consequently,

|B \ (B0 ∪Bd)| ≥
|E(A0, F2)|

d
≥ δαn,

which contradicts (36). Analogously, |E(Bd, F2)| ≥ dδ(1− α)n also leads to a contradiction. □

To extend our main result for unbalanced labellings we just need to repeat its proof using Lemma 8.1
instead of Lemma 5.3.

Theorem 8.2. Let G be a d-regular λ-expander graph with λ < 1. Let (Xi) be the simple random walk
on G with uniform initial distribution π, fix a labelling val : V −→ {0, 1} with α = Eπ(val) ∈ (0, 1), and

let Zt =
∑t−1

i=0 val(Xi) and σ2 = limt→∞ Var(Zt)/t. There is a constant C5(λ, d, α) depending on λ, d,
and α such that ∣∣∣∣P {Zt = k} − t−1/2σ−1ϕ

(
k − αt

t1/2σ

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ C5(λ, d, α)
1

t
∀ k ∈ Z ∀ t ∈ N.

Although the proof of Theorem 8.2 does not optimize the constant, it shows that we can take

C5(λ, d, α) =
4 · 1012d9

α3(1− α)6(1− λ)10
.

Proof. Let δ = 1
4 (1 − λ)2α(1 − α). Lemma 8.1 guarantees that there is k∗ ∈ {1, . . . , d − 1} such that

either

|Ak∗ | ≥ δ(1− α)n

d− 1
or |Bk∗ | ≥ δαn

d− 1
.

By symmetry, we may assume that |Ak∗ | ≥ δ(1−α)n
d−1 . Fix t ∈ N and consider the random variables Ñt, Vi,

Ṽi, S
′
t, St, and Yt appearing in (24). As the proof of Theorem 1.1 showed, the hypotheses of Theorem

4.1 are satisfied, so for any k ∈ Z we have

(39)

∣∣∣∣P {Zt = k} − 1

σ
√
t
ϕ

(
k − αt

σ
√
t

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ (πM +
1

θ0σ2
+

C4

σ4(1− λ)2

)
1

t
+

1

eη

1

bt
.

The value of M is the same as in the proof of Theorem 1.1. In contrast, bt now depends on α, so we need

to find a new bound for it. Recall that bt = ⌊Eπ(Ñt)/4⌋, where

Eπ(Ñt)

4
=

Eπ(Nt)

4d
=

⌊t/2⌋π(Ak∗)

4d
≥ (t− 2)δ(1− α)

8d(d− 1)
≥ tδ(1− α)− 2

8d(d− 1)
.

If t ≤ 8δ−1(1− α)−1d3, then there is nothing to prove. Otherwise, a simple computation shows that

(40) bt =

⌊
Eπ(Ñt)

4

⌋
≥ Eπ(Ñt)

4
− 1 ≥ tδ(1− α)− 48d2

48d(d− 1)
≥ δ(1− α)

8d2
t =

α(1− α)2(1− λ)2

32d2
t.

Thus, the argument used to get the bound (27) for σ shows that

(41) σ2 ≥ bt
t

d− 1

d2
≥ α(1− α)2(1− λ)2

64d3
.

Finally, to obtain a bound for η take

θ0 =
(1− λ)2σ2

2708
.

Then following the proof of Theorem 1.1 we get

(42) η ≥ d− 1

d2
(1− cos(θ0)) ≥

1

2d

θ20
5

≥ 1

10 · 642 · 27082
α2(1− α)4(1− λ)8

d7
≥ α2(1− α)4(1− λ)8

3.1 · 1011d7
.
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After substituting the previous bounds in (39), a simple computation gives∣∣∣∣P {Zt = k} − 1

σ
√
t
ϕ

(
k − αt

σ
√
t

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ 4 · 1012d9

α3(1− α)6(1− λ)10
1

t
. □

Similarly, we can repeat word by word the proof of Corollary 1.3 to extend it for unbalanced labellings.

Corollary 8.3. Let G be a d-regular λ-expander graph with λ < 1. Let (Xi) be the simple random walk
on G with uniform initial distribution π, fix a labelling val : V −→ {0, 1} with α = Eπ(val) ∈ (0, 1), and

let Zt =
∑t−1

i=0 val(Xi) and σ2 = limt→∞ Var(Zt)/t. There is a constant C6(λ, d, α) depending on λ, d,
and α such that ∥∥Zt −Nd(t/2, tσ

2)
∥∥
TV

≤ C6(λ, d, α)
log(t)1/4√

t
∀ t ≥ 2.

The proof of Corollary 8.3 does not optimize the constant, but it shows that we can take

C6(λ, d, α) =
2 · 1013d9

α3(1− α)6(1− λ)41/4
.

We just need to verify that every result used for the proof of Corollary 1.3 is also valid for unbalanced
labellings. First, Lemma 6.2 was proved for arbitrary normal distributions, so it can be used in the
unbalanced setting. Next, we can repeat word by word the proof of Lemma 6.3 to extend it for unbalanced
labellings. For convenience, we use φt for the characteristic function of a normal distribution with mean
tα and variance tσ2, where σ2 = limt→∞ Var(Zt)/t.

Lemma 8.4. The characteristic function of Zt satisfies

∥φZ − φt∥2 =

(
1

2π

∫ π

−π

|φZ(θ)− φt(θ)|2 dθ
)1/2

≤ 8 · 1012d9

α3(1− α)6(1− λ)10
1

t3/4
.

Proof. Set θ0 = (1− λ)2σ2/2708. For any θ ∈ [−θ0, θ0], inequality (3.33) in [13] gives

|φZ(θ)− φt(θ)| ≤ ce−tσ2θ2/8

(
683t|θ|3 + 20

σ2
|θ|
)
,

where c = (1− λ)−2. By repeating the computations in (31) we obtain∫ θ0

−θ0

|φZ(θ)− φt(θ)|2 dθ ≤ 5 · 108c2

σ7t3/2
.(43)

It remains to study the case θ0 < |θ| ≤ π. As we did for Lemma 6.3, consider Z ′
t = St +Yt, where St and

Yt are defined as in (24) and let φZ′ be its characteristic function. Recall that (13) gives |φZ′(θ)| ≤ 1
eηbt

for θ0 ≤ |θ| ≤ π. Moreover, the proof of Theorem 4.1 shows that

|φZ(θ)− φZ′(θ)| ≤ πEπ(|Zt − Z ′
t|) ≤

πM

t
∀ θ ∈ [−π, π],

where M = 1010d3

(1−λ)4 in view of Lemma 5.7. Consequently,∫
θ0≤|θ|≤π

|φZ(θ)|2 dθ ≤ 4π

e2η2b2t
+

2π3M2

t2
.

On the other hand, we showed in the proof of Lemma 6.3 that∫
θ0≤|θ|≤π

|φt(θ)|2 dθ ≤ 1

θ20σ
3t3/2

.

Putting everything together gives

∥φZ − φt∥22 =
1

2π

∫ π

−π

|φZ(θ)− φt(θ)|2 dθ ≤ 108c2

σ7t3/2
+

4

e2η2b2t
+

2π2M2

t2
+

1

πθ20σ
3t3/2

.
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Taking square root in both sides and using that
√
a+ b ≤

√
a+

√
b yields

∥φZ − φt∥2 ≤ 104c

σ7/2t3/4
+

2

eηbt
+

√
2πM

t
+

1

π1/2θ0σ3/2t3/4
.

Recall that bt, σ, and η, are bounded in (40), (41), and (42), respectively. The claim follows from these
bounds and the above inequality after straightforward computations. □

Proof of Corollary 8.3. The argument is analogous to the one in the proof of Corollary 1.3. Given c ≥ 1,
set I1 = {k ∈ Z : |k − tα| ≤ c

√
t+ 1} and I2 = Z \ I1. First, we bound∑

k∈Z
|P {Zt = k} − ϕt(k)|

by breaking the sum using I1 and I2. To bound the sum on I2 we study the tails of the distributions of
Zt and N (tα, tσ2). Let ϕt denote the density function of N (tα, tσ2). On one hand,∑

k∈I2

ϕt(k) ≤ 2

∫ ∞

tα+c
√
t

ϕt(x) dx = 2

∫ ∞

c/σ

ϕ(y) dy ≤ 2√
2π

∫ ∞

c/σ

y

c/σ
e−y2/2 dy =

2σ

c
√
2π

e−
c2

2σ2 .

On the other hand, Lemma 5.5 gives∑
k∈I2

P {Zt = k} = P
{
|Zt − tα| > c

√
t+ 1

}
≤ 4e−

(c
√

t+1)2(1−λ)
20t ≤ 4e−

c2(1−λ)
20 .

Consequently, we have

(44)
∑
k∈I2

|P {Zt = k} − ϕt(k)| ≤
2σ

c
√
2π

e−
c2

2σ2 + 4e−
c2(1−λ)

20 .

For the sum on I1, the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality yields∑
k∈I1

|P {Zt = k} − ϕt(k)| ≤ |I1|1/2
(∑

k∈I1

|P {Zt = k} − ϕt(k)|2
)1/2

.

We have |I1| ≤ 2c
√
t+3 ≤ 5c

√
t. As in the proof of Corollary 1.3, to estimate the sum on the right hand

side we will use Parseval’s identity (see [9, §1.4]). Define F : [−π, π] −→ C by

F (θ) =
∑
k∈Z

φt(θ + 2πk) ∀ θ ∈ [−π, π],

where φt denotes the ch.f. of the normal distribution with mean tα and variance tσ2. Then the Fourier
coefficients of F , denoted by ak(F ), satisfy

ak(F ) =
1

2π
φ̂t(k) = ϕt(k) ∀ k ∈ Z,

where φ̂t is the Fourier transform of φt as defined in [9, §1.2]. Consequently, Parseval’s identity gives∑
k∈Z

|P {Zt = k} − ϕt(k)|2 = ∥φZ − F∥22.

By repeating the computations in the proof of Corollary 1.3 we obtain

|φt(θ)− F (θ)| ≤ 200d3

(1− λ)2
1

t
∀ θ ∈ [−π, π].

Therefore, from Lemma 8.4 and the triangle inequality we deduce that

(45) ∥φZ − F∥2 ≤ ∥φZ − φt∥2 + ∥φt − F∥2 ≤ 9 · 1012d9

α3(1− α)6(1− λ)10
1

t3/4
.

In view of (44) and (45), we conclude that∑
k∈Z

|P {Zt = k} − ϕt(k)| ≤
2σ

c
√
2π

e−
c2

2σ2 + 4e−
c2(1−λ)

20 + |5c
√
t|1/2 9 · 1012d9

α3(1− α)6(1− λ)10
1

t3/4
.
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Notice that Proposition 1.4 implies σ ≤ (1− λ)−1/2. Taking c =
√
10(1− λ)−1/2

√
log t above gives∑

k∈Z
|P {Zt = k} − ϕt(k)| ≤

3.7 · 1013d9

α3(1− α)6(1− λ)41/4
log(t)1/4√

t
.

Finally, we proceed to study the total variation distance

∥Zt −Nd(t/2, tσ
2)∥TV =

1

2

∑
k∈Z

∣∣P {Zt = k} − fNd(t/2,tσ2)(k)
∣∣ .

Using the triangle inequality and (1) we can upper bound the previous sum by

(46)
∑
k∈Z

|P {Zt = k} − ϕt(k)|+
∣∣∣∣1− 1

D(µ, tσ2)

∣∣∣∣∑
k∈Z

ϕt(k).

The first term in (46) was bounded above. For the second term, we can apply Lemma 6.2 to get∣∣∣∣1− 1

D(µ, tσ2)

∣∣∣∣∑
k∈Z

ϕt(k) =

∣∣∣∣1− 1

D(µ, tσ2)

∣∣∣∣D(µ, tσ2) = |D(µ, tσ2)− 1| ≤ 1√
2π

1

σ
√
t
. □

9. Proofs of Example 2.1 and Example 2.2

Let (Xi) denote the SRW on a graph G = (V,E) starting from stationary distribution π, and write
(Yi) = (val(Xi)), where val : V −→ {0, 1} is a labelling on G. First, we prove Example 2.1.

Proof of Example 2.1. We want to use the formula (29) for the variance of a sum of random variables.
We claim that

Cov(Y0, Yk) =
1

4(−3)k
∀ k ∈ N.

Let V = {a, b, c, d} be the set of vertices of K4. Without loss of generality, we may assume that the
balanced labelling that we consider satisfies val(a) = val(b) = 1 and val(c) = val(d) = 0. One can check
that the transition matrix of the random walk on K4 can be diagonalized as

0 1/3 1/3 1/3
1/3 0 1/3 1/3
1/3 1/3 0 1/3
1/3 1/3 1/3 0

 =


−1 −1 −1 1
0 0 1 1
0 1 0 1
1 0 0 1




−1
3 0 0 0
0 −1

3 0 0
0 0 −1

3 0
0 0 0 1



−1/4 −1/4 −1/4 3/4
−1/4 −1/4 3/4 −1/4
−1/4 3/4 −1/4 −1/4
1/4 1/4 1/4 1/4

 .

This shows that K4 is a 1
3 -expander graph. Moreover, using the above diagonalization one can compute

powers of the transition matrix to get

P k(a, a) =
3k + 3 · (−1)k

4 · 3k
and P k(a, b) =

3k − (−1)k

4 · 3k
∀ k ∈ N.

Therefore, for any k ∈ N we have

Eπ(Y0Yk) = P {Y0 = 1, Yk = 1} =
1

2
P {Yk = 1|Y0 = 1} =

1

2
(P k(a, a) + P k(a, b)) =

1

4

(
1 +

1

(−3)k

)
.

The claim follows from that fact that Eπ(Y0)Eπ(Yk) =
1
4 . In view of (29), adding the covariances gives

the result since

2
∑
i<j

Cov(Yi, Yj) = 2

t−1∑
k=1

(t− k) Cov(Y0, Yk) =
1

2

t−1∑
k=1

(t− k)
1

(−3)k
= −1

8
t+O(1). □

Example 2.2 also follows from computing the covariances and applying the formula (29) for the variance
of a sum of random variables.
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Proof of Example 2.2. Select a labelling val uniformly at random from all balanced labellings on G, and
consider Zt =

∑t−1
i=0 val(Xi). The variance of Zt, which is taken with respect to the uniform distribution

on the set of all balanced labellings on G, will be denoted by Var(Zt). When the labelling val is fixed,
we will write Var(Zt| val) for its variance. We claim that

Var(Zt) ≥
t

4
+

1

2

(
1

d
− 3

n− 1

)
t+O(1).

Observe that the law of total variance tells us that

Var(Zt) = E(Var(Zt| val)) + Var(E(Zt| val)).

Since the initial distribution of (Xi) is the stationary one, we have that E(Zt| val) = t/2 for any balanced
labelling on G, whence Var(E(Zt| val)) = 0. Therefore, the claim implies

E(Var(Zt| val)) ≥
t

4
+

1

2

(
1

d
− 3

n− 1

)
t+O(1),

thus there must be a balanced labelling val for which Var(Zt| val) is greater or equal than the right hand
side. To prove the claim, we first calculate E(Y0Yk), where the expectation is taken with respect to the
uniform distribution on the set of all balanced labellings on G, and Yi = val(Xi). Since the labeling is
selected uniformly at random, observe that

E(Y0Yk) = P {Yk = 1, Y0 = 1|X0 = Xk}P {Xk = X0}+ P {Yk = 1, Y0 = 1|X0 ̸= Xk}P {Xk ̸= X0}

=
1

2
P {Xk = X0}+

1

2

n
2 − 1

n− 1
P {Xk ̸= X0} =

1

2
P {Xk = X0}+

1

4

(
1− 1

n− 1

)
P {Xk ̸= X0}

=
1

4
+

1

4

(
P {Xk = X0} −

1

n− 1
P {Xk ̸= X0}

)
=

1

4
+

1

4

(
n

n− 1
P {Xk = X0} −

1

n− 1

)
.

Recall that E(Y0) = E(Yk) =
1
2 , which gives

Cov(Y0, Yk) =
1

4

(
n

n− 1
P {Xk = X0} −

1

n− 1

)
.

Adding all covariances gives∑
i<j

Cov(Yi, Yj) =
1

4

n

n− 1

t−1∑
k=1

(t− k)P {Xk = X0} −
1

4

t−1∑
k=1

(t− k)
1

n− 1

=
1

4

n

n− 1

t−1∑
k=1

(t− k)P {Xk = X0} −
t(t− 1)

8(n− 1)
.

Write P for the transition matrix of (Xi). We can use the spectral expansion of P to calculate P {Xk = X0}.
Let (λj) be the eigenvalues of P and let (fj) be an orthonormal basis of (RV , ⟨·, ·⟩π) corresponding to
(λj). Lemma 12.2 in [12] gives for any k ∈ N

P k(x, y) =

n∑
j=1

fj(x)fj(y)λ
k
jπ(y) ∀x, y ∈ V,

from where we deduce that

P {Xk = X0} =
1

n

∑
x∈V

P k(x, x) =
1

n

∑
x∈V

n∑
j=1

fj(x)
2λk

jπ(x) =
1

n

n∑
j=1

λk
j

∑
x∈V

fj(x)
2π(x) =

1

n

n∑
j=1

λk
j .

Since λ1 = 1, it is clear that P {Xk = X0} ≥ 1
n for any even k ∈ N. Moreover, for any even k ∈ N we

have

P {Xk = X0}+ P {Xk+1 = X0} =
1

n

n∑
j=1

λk
j + λk+1

j =
1

n

n∑
j=1

λk
j (1 + λj) ≥

2

n
.



26 CHICLANA AND PERES

Therefore,

t−1∑
k=1

(t− k)P {Xk = X0} ≥ (t− 2)P {X2 = X0}+
1

n

t−1∑
k=4

(t− k) = (t− 2)
1

d
+

1

n

(
t(t− 1)

2
− 3t+ 6

)
.

Consequently,∑
i<j

Cov(Yi, Yj) ≥
1

4

(
(t− 2)

1

d
+

1

n− 1

(
t(t− 1)

2
− 3t+ 6

))
− t(t− 1)

8(n− 1)
=

1

4

(
1

d
− 3

n− 1

)
t+O(1).

The claim now follows from the formula (29) for the variance of a sum of random variables. □

Acknowledgment: We are grateful to Professor Fedor Nazarov for helpful suggestions that led to a
sharper form of Theorem 4.1.
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