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Rates of memory loss for null recurrent Markov chains
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Abstract

Orey (1962) proved that for an irreducible, aperiodic, and recurrent Markov chain with
transition operator P , the sequence Pn(µ − ν) converges to zero in total variation for any
two probability measures µ and ν. In other words, all such Markov chains exhibit memory
loss. While the rates of memory loss have been extensively studied for positive recurrent
chains, there is a surprising lack of results for null recurrent chains. In this work, we prove
the first estimates of memory loss rates in the null recurrent case.
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1 Introduction

Consider a Markov chain X0,X1, . . . taking values in a measurable space Ω with transition
operator P : P(Ω) → P(Ω), where P(Ω) is the space of probability measures on Ω. That is, if
Xn ∼ µ with µ ∈ P(Ω), then Xn+1 ∼ Pµ. A question of fundamental interest is whether the
chain is mixing, and if so, what is the mixing rate. A well studied notion of mixing is memory
loss: the convergence ‖Pnµ − Pnν‖TV → 0 as n → ∞ for µ, ν ∈ P(Ω) that act as initial
distributions for X, where ‖ · ‖TV is the total variation norm.

A celebrated result of Orey [Ore59, Ore62] (see also [JO67, Ore71]) states that if X is
recurrent, irreducible and aperiodic, then limn→∞ ‖Pnµ − Pnν‖TV = 0 for all µ, ν ∈ P(Ω).
This result is remarkable in its scope, but of course, at this level of generality, comes with no
rate of convergence.

In the case that X is positive recurrent, and thus admits an invariant probability measure,
there are well-known results that quantify memory loss, e.g. for so-called regular measures, one

∗Institut für Mathematik, TU Berlin, 10623 Berlin, Germany and School of Mathematics, The University of

Edinburgh, Edinburgh, EH9 3FD, UK. ichevyrev@gmail.com
†khumarahn@gmail.com

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2501.10169v1
mailto:ichevyrev@gmail.com
mailto:khumarahn@gmail.com


has
∑∞

n=1 ‖Pnµ − Pnν‖TV < ∞, so in particular ‖Pnµ − Pnν‖TV . n−1, see [Num84, Theo-
rem 6.11]. There is an abundance of criteria for polynomial and geometric rates of convergence,
e.g. based on estimates of first return times to nice sets, or the existence of Lyapunov functions,
see [NT78, NT82, NT83] for early works as well as the books [Lin02, Num84, BH22, MT09]
and the references therein. For results in the case of subgeometric mixing rates, see for exam-
ple [TT94, Ver97, JR02, DFMS04, Bax05, Hai21, CnM23] and the book [DMPS18]. To our
knowledge, all of these conditions are restricted to the positive recurrent case.

The purpose of this paper is to provide the first rates in convergence ‖Pnµ − Pnν‖TV → 0
for null recurrent Markov chains. We present three results which use different strategies and
work under different assumptions, and which are applicable to general Harris chains.

To illustrate the results, consider an aperiodic and recurrent Markov chain Xn on Ω =
{0, 1, 2, . . .} with connection graph

0 1 2 3 · · ·

q0

q1 q2 q3 (1.1)

and transition probabilities P(X1 = 0 | X0 = n) = qn, P(X1 = n + 1 | X0 = n) = 1 − qn.
Consider initial distributions µ = δ0 and ν = P ℓδ0, where δn gives probability 1 to the state n .

Remark 1.1. The Markov chain (1.1) and our choice of initial distributions are far more than
a convenient illustration. As we show in Section 3, estimates on ‖Pn+ℓδ0 − Pnδ0‖TV for (1.1)
lead directly to memory loss rates for Markov chains on a general state space with relaxed
recurrence properties, specifically for Harris chains.

For n ≥ 1 let

pn = P(inf{k ≥ 1 : Xk = 0} = n | X0 = 0) = (1− q0) · · · (1− qn−2)qn−1 .

Suppose that ∑

k>n

pk ≤ Cn−α

with some C,α > 0. If α > 1, then Xn is positive recurrent, and it is generally null recurrent
otherwise.

A standard result (see Appendix A) for positive recurrent Markov chain is that for α > 1,

‖Pn+ℓδ0 − Pnδ0‖TV .
ℓ

nα
, (1.2)

where . means a bound up to a multiplicative constant that does not depend on n or ℓ. In
general, this bound is sharp for ℓ ≤ n, e.g. when

∑
k>n pk = (n+ 1)−α, see Corollary 2.4.

In the null recurrent case α ≤ 1, we are not aware of any prior results which give a conver-
gence rate. Our main results in this situation can be summarised as follows.

(a) If α ∈ (0, 3/2), then ‖Pn+ℓδ0 − Pnδ0‖TV .
ℓ2/3

nα/3
for ℓ sufficiently small, for example for

ℓ ≤ n3/2−α(log(1 + n))−3/2. See Theorem 2.6.

(b) If pn satisfies the decreasing failure rate (DFR), i.e. the sequence pn/(pn + pn+1 + · · · ) is
non-increasing, then ‖Pn+ℓδ0 − Pnδ0‖TV is given by an explicit expression, regardless of
the assumption on the tails

∑
k>n pk. In particular, ‖Pn+1δ0 − Pnδ0‖TV = 2

∑
k>n+1 pk.

See Theorem 2.8 and Lemma 2.9.
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(c) Assume a corresponding lower bound
∑

k>n pk ≥ C−1n−α. Then, for α ∈ (1/2, 1),

‖Pn+ℓδ0 − Pnδ0‖TV .
ℓ2α−1

n2α−1
.

Assume furthermore an upper bound on increments
∑

k>n |pk−pk+1| . n−α−1. Then, for
α ∈ (0, 1),

‖Pn+ℓδ0 − Pnδ0‖TV .
ℓα

nα
. (1.3)

See Theorem 2.10.

Remark 1.2. If n 7→ ∑
k>n pk is regularly varying, then (1.3) is sharp in the sense that

‖Pn+ℓδ0 − Pnδ0‖TV & ℓαn−α, see Corollary 2.4. Furthermore, in this case, the obvious upper
bound ‖Pn+ℓδ0 − Pnδ0‖TV . 1 is sharp for ℓ > n.

Remark 1.3. The bound (1.2) for α > 1 follows from the case ℓ = 1 and the triangle inequality.
This is not the case for the results in (a)-(c).

Remark 1.4. As mentioned in Remark 1.1, bounds on ‖Pn+ℓδ0 − Pnδ0‖TV translate directly
to memory loss rates for general Harris chains. As a simple example, consider a Markov chain
X on a measurable space Ω with a recurrent point x ∈ Ω. Define τ = inf{k ≥ 1 : Xk = x}
and pk = P(τ = k | X0 = x). Suppose that ‖Pn+ℓδ0 − Pnδ0‖TV . ℓβn−α for some β ≥ α ≥ 0
uniformly in ℓ, n ≥ 1, where P is the transition operator for the Markov chain (1.1) built with
these pk. For µ 6= ν ∈ P(Ω), define ‖µ − ν‖β = EX0∼λ τ

β where λ = |µ − ν|(Ω)−1|µ − ν| ∈
P(Ω). Then ‖Qnµ − Qnν‖TV . n−α‖µ − ν‖β where Q is the transition operator of X. See
Proposition 3.8 for details.

Our proofs of (a)-(c) are self-contained and independent of each other. Moreover, the proofs
are elementary yet at times delicate, using only basic facts about regularly varying functions,
Hoeffding’s inequality, etc. We make the following additional remarks.

(a) is based on the famous and elegant coupling of Ornstein [Orn69a, Orn69b], where memory
loss is drawn from the times when a symmetric random walk on Z reaches 0. The proof
is short, the assumptions are very general, yet the rate is weaker than in (b) or (c), and
than in (1.2) for α > 1.

(b) has an even shorter, essentially algebraic proof, although the assumption is very restrictive.
The decreasing failure rate is used to verify that the renewal sequence un = P(Xn = 0 |
X0 = 0) is monotone, which in turn allows completely bypassing otherwise substantial
difficulties. Such monotonicity conditions were considered in [Isa88, HF91]. We highlight,
however, that we give a simple and possibly new proof of the fact that a decreasing failure
rate implies monotonicity of un (see Lemma 2.9).

(c) is, we believe, the main contribution of this paper. The rate (1.3) is sharp (see Remark 1.2)
while the assumptions are still practical to verify. Our proof of (c) is the longest part of
the paper and is based on analysing the renewal sequence un using Tauberian arguments,
inspired by but not relying on [GL63]. Some key differences are that we bound the
increments |un−un+ℓ| rather than un itself, and that we require only upper/lower bounds
on the tails

∑
k>n pk instead of assuming that the tails are regularly varying. (Regular

variation of
∑

k>n pk is a standard assumption in renewal theory with infinite mean, see
e.g. [GL63, Teu68, Eri70, Fre82, Don97, CD19, Ber19], and we are not aware of any results
that do not use this assumption.) See Remark 2.11 for possible generalisations of (c).
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We conclude the introduction by outlining the motivation for our study. Mixing rates are
a fundamental property of Markov chains, as evidenced by the body of results in the positive
recurrent case, thus we believe our findings carry intrinsic interest.

Our motivation originates in smooth ergodic theory, where so-called non-uniformly expand-
ing and non-uniformly hyperbolic dynamical systems have an intimate relation to Markov chains
similar to (1.1). Various statistical properties have been proved by representing these systems
as Young towers, topological Markov chains with some nice structure [You98, You99]. Further,
connections with renewal-type Markov chains have been established via Lipschitz continuous
and measure preserving semi-conjugacies [Kor18, CDKM24].

The landscape is much like in the probabilistic literature. Memory loss is known to occur
in very general conditions [Lin71], see [Aar97, Theorem 1.3.3]. In the positive recurrent case,
sharp rates of memory loss have been obtained using coupling [You98, You99, KL21] (c.f. [Pit74,
Lin79]) and renewal theory [Sar02, Gou04]. In the null recurrent case, renewal sequences have
been accurately estimated [MT12, Ter16]. However, no results currently address rates of memory
loss in the null recurrent case.

Extension of our results to ergodic theory will be a subject of a future study. In particular,
the ‘practical’ assumptions in (c) have been chosen with such applications in mind.

Organization of the paper

In Section 2 we state our main results for the Markov chain (1.1). In Section 3 we relate memory
loss rates of (1.1) to those of Markov chains with a recurrent atom and, more generally, Harris
chains. In Sections 4-6 we prove the results from Section 2, and in Appendix A we justify (1.2).

2 Model chain

In this section we work with Markov chain Xn from (1.1) and initial measures δ0 and P ℓδ0 with
some ℓ ≥ 1. Informally, we are trying to understand how quickly the Markov chain (1.1) forgets
a time shift.

2.1 Notation and preliminaries

Recall that we suppose that Xn is aperiodic and recurrent. That is,
∑

n≥1 pn = 1 and there
exist c# > 0 and N# ≥ 1 so that

gcd{1 ≤ k ≤ N# : pk ≥ c#} = 1 . (2.1)

If
∑

n≥1 npn <∞, then Xn is positive recurrent, and Xn is null recurrent otherwise.
Let un, n ≥ 0, denote the renewal probabilities

un = P(Xn = 0 | X0 = 0) .

Equivalently, we can define un by u0 = 1 and the renewal equation

un =

n∑

k=1

pkun−k , n ≥ 1 . (2.2)

For n ≥ 0 let
zn =

∑

k>n

pk .
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Remark 2.1. It is a direct verification that zn = zn−1(1 − qn−1) = (1 − q0) · · · (1 − qn−1) for
n ≥ 1. In particular znqn = pn+1 for n ≥ 0 and

∑
n≥0 znqn = 1 = z0. That is, zn are the

weights of the unique (up to scaling) stationary measure on Ω.

Our notation allows a convenient expression

Pnδ0 =

n∑

m=0

un−mzmδm .

Subsequently,

Pn+ℓδ0 − Pnδ0 =

n+ℓ∑

m=n+1

un+ℓ−mzmδm +

n∑

m=0

(un+ℓ−m − un−m)zmδm . (2.3)

The problem of bounding ‖Pn+ℓδ0−Pnδ0‖TV is therefore closely tied to the asymptotics of the
increments of the renewal sequence un.

We use X . Y to denote X ≤ CY for a constant C > 0 that does not depend on X,Y . We
write X ≍ Y if X . Y and Y . X. We also write Y ≫ X whenever Y ≥ CX for some C
sufficiently large. For x ∈ R, we let ⌊x⌋ ∈ Z denote the floor of x.

For probability measures µ, ν on a general measurable space (Ω,Σ), recall the identity

‖µ − ν‖TV = 2 sup
A∈Σ

|µ(A)− ν(A)| . (2.4)

2.1.1 Regularly varying functions

Recall that a function ρ : [a,∞) → (0,∞) is called regularly varying (RV) with index α ∈ R if
limx→∞ ρ(λx)/ρ(x) = λα for all λ > 0. A RV function with index 0 is called slowly varying.
For more details on RV functions, we refer to [BGT89]. We will use the following basic facts
without explicit mention. Suppose ρ is RV with index α.

• One has ρ(x) = xαL(x) where L is slowly varying.

• For any compact I ⊂ (0,∞), the limit limx→∞ ρ(λx)/ρ(x) = λα is uniform over λ ∈ I. In
particular, for x, y sufficiently large, ρ(x) ≍ ρ(y) whenever x ≍ y.

• Karamata’s theorem [BGT89, Section 1.5.6]. Suppose ρ is locally bounded. If α > −1,
then limx→∞ xρ(x)/

∫ x
a ρ(y) dy = α + 1. If α < −1, then limx→∞ xρ(x)/

∫∞
x ρ(y) dy =

−α− 1. If α = −1, then
∫ x
a ρ(y) dy is slowly varying.

We will often use these facts in the following form: if α > −1, then
∫ x
a ρ(y) dy ≍ xρ(x)

and
∫ δ
0 ρ(x

−1)−1 dx ≍ δρ(1/δ) uniformly in x sufficiently large and δ sufficiently small.

Likewise, if α < −1, then
∫∞
x ρ(y) dy ≍ xρ(x) and

∫ 1/a
δ ρ(x−1)−1 dx ≍ δρ(1/δ).

If ρ is defined on {k, k + 1, . . .}, we say that ρ is RV if x 7→ ρ(⌊x⌋) is RV.

2.2 Lower bounds

We begin with an easy lower bound on the memory loss for the Markov chain (1.1).

Lemma 2.2. For all n, ℓ ≥ 0

‖Pn+ℓδ0 − Pnδ0‖TV ≥ 2
n+ℓ∑

m=n+1

un+ℓ−mzm . (2.5)
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Proof. The result follows from (2.3) and (2.4) by taking A = {n+1, . . . , n+ℓ} in the latter. �

Corollary 2.3. ‖Pn+1δ0 − Pnδ0‖TV ≥ 2zn+1.

Corollary 2.4. Suppose n 7→ zn is RV with index −α. If α > 1, then for n ≥ 0 and ℓ ≥ 1,

‖Pn+ℓδ0 − Pnδ0‖TV &

n+ℓ∑

m=n+1

zn . (2.6)

so in particular, ‖Pn+ℓδ0 − Pnδ0‖TV & ℓzn for ℓ ≤ n. If α ∈ (0, 1), then for n ≥ 0 and ℓ ≥ 1,

‖Pn+ℓδ0 − Pnδ0‖TV & 1 ∧ zn
zℓ
.

If α = 1, then for ℓ ≤ n,

‖Pn+ℓδ0 − Pnδ0‖TV & zn

ℓ−1∑

k=1

m(k)−1 , where m(n) =

n−1∑

k=0

zk .

Proof. If α > 1 then un & 1 for sufficiently large n. Hence (2.6) follows from (2.5) and
‖Pn+ℓδ0 − Pnδ0‖TV & ℓzn for ℓ ≤ n follows since z is RV.

Suppose α ∈ (0, 1). Then by [GL63, Theorem 1.1], lim infn→∞ nznun > 0. Let r > 0 such
that un & n−1z−1

n for all n ≥ r. It suffices to consider r < n. In this case, for ℓ ≤ n, by (2.5)
and Karamata’s theorem,

‖Pn+ℓδ0 − Pnδ0‖TV ≥
n+ℓ∑

m=n+1

un+ℓ−mzm ≍ zn

ℓ−1∑

k=0

uk &

ℓ−1∑

k=r

zn
kzk

≍ zn
zℓ
,

while for ℓ > n,

‖Pn+ℓδ0 − Pnδ0‖TV ≥
n+ℓ−r∑

m=n+1

un+ℓ−mzm & 1 ,

where we used un+ℓ−m & ℓ−1z−1
ℓ and zm & zℓ.

Suppose α = 1. By [Eri70, Theorem 1], limn→∞m(n)un = 1. Then there is r > 0 so that
un ≥ 1

2m(n)−1 for all n ≥ r and, repeating the calculation for α ∈ (0, 1), for r < ℓ ≤ n,

‖Pn+ℓδ0 − Pnδ0‖TV & zn

ℓ−1∑

k=0

uk & zn

ℓ−1∑

k=r

m(k)−1 . �

Remark 2.5. Suppose that
∑

k>n pk . n−α with α > 0. For α > 1 (when Xn is positive
recurrent), ‖Pn+1δ0 − Pnδ0‖TV . n−α by (1.2). By Corollary 2.4, this is sharp. A question of
special interest and the initial motivation for this work was to investigate whether the bound
‖Pn+1δ0 − Pnδ0‖TV . n−α can be extended to α ≤ 1.

2.3 Upper bounds

Under very relaxed assumptions, using only an upper bound on the tails
∑

k>n pk, we obtain:

Theorem 2.6. Suppose that
∑

k>n pk ≤ ρ(n), where ρ is RV with index −α ∈ (−3/2, 0). Then

‖Pn+ℓδ0 − Pnδ0‖TV . ℓ2/3ρ(n)1/3 (2.7)

uniformly in n ≥ 1 and ℓ ≥ 1 restricted by:

6



• ℓ ≤ ρ(n)n3/2M(n)−3/2 with M(n) = 1 +
∫ n
1 ρ(t) dt if α = 1,

• ℓ ≤ ρ(n)n3/2 if α ∈ (1, 32).

In all cases, the proportionality constant depends only on the constants in (2.1) and on ρ.

We prove Theorem 2.6 in Section 4. The proof is based on quantifying an elegant coupling
of Ornstein [Orn69a, Orn69b].

Remark 2.7. For ρ(n) = Cn−α with α > 1, the upper bound (2.7) is significantly weaker
than (1.2) that works under the same assumptions, and this is an inherent limitation of the
proof. Moreover, for α ≤ 1, the upper bound (2.7) is far from the lower bound (2.5). However,
this is the only rate we obtain that works under the minimal assumption

∑
k>n pk ≤ ρ(n). It

remains an open question if (2.7) can be improved without making extra assumptions.

Under a very restrictive assumption we show that the lower the bound (2.5) is precise:

Theorem 2.8. Assume that un is non-increasing with n. Then

‖Pn+ℓδ0 − Pnδ0‖TV = 2

n+ℓ∑

m=n+1

un+ℓ−mzm .

We prove Theorem 2.8 in Section 5. The following lemma provides a simple way to verify
the monotonicity condition of Theorem 2.8.

Lemma 2.9. Assume decreasing failure rate (DFR), i.e. that the sequence pn/(pn+pn+1+ · · · )
is non-increasing with n. Then un is non-increasing in n.

Proof. The lemma appears in [HF91] but we provide a different, simple proof in Section 5.1. �

Finally, we show that the optimal rates are achievable for null recurrent chains under prac-
tical assumptions:

Theorem 2.10. Suppose that
cρ(n) ≤ zn ≤ ρ(n) (2.8)

for all n ≥ 1, where c ∈ (0, 1] and ρ is regularly varying with index −α ∈ (−1, 0).
If α ∈ (12 , 1), then uniformly in n ≥ ℓ ≥ 1,

‖Pn+ℓδ0 − Pnδ0‖TV .
nρ(n)2

ℓρ(ℓ)2
. (2.9)

If α ∈ (0, 1) and, in addition to (2.8), we assume

∑

k>n

|pk − pk+1| ≤ c−1n−1ρ(n) , (2.10)

then, uniformly in n ≥ ℓ ≥ 1,

‖Pn+ℓδ0 − Pnδ0‖TV .
ρ(n)

ρ(ℓ)
. (2.11)

All the proportionality constants depend only on the constants in (2.1) and on c, ρ.

We prove Theorem 2.10 in Section 6. Remark that (2.11) is generally sharp by Corollary 2.4.
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Remark 2.11. The only place where we use the lower bound on zn is Lemma 6.9. It is possible
to assume a bound of the form C1n

−β ≤ zn ≤ C2n
−α with possibly different exponents β ≥ α,

but then the bound on ‖Pn+ℓδ0 − Pnδ0‖TV becomes more complicated to state.
In the same spirit, one can generalise the condition (2.10) to

∑
k≥n |pk + pk+1| . ρ̂(n) for

another RV function ρ̂, but again with a more complicated final result.

Remark 2.12. Condition (2.10) implies pn =
∑

m≥n(pm − pm+1) . n−1ρ(n), which, by Kara-
mata’s theorem, implies

∑
m>n pm . ρ(n). Hence (2.10) implies the upper bound in (2.8) (up

to a multiplicative constant), and so (2.10) is the most ‘optimistic’ bound that is consistent
with the upper bound in (2.8), i.e. if n−1ρ(n) is replaced by ρ̄(n) for RV ρ̄ with ρ̄(n) . n−1ρ(n)
then we would have

∑
m≥n pm . nρ̄(n), which is stronger than the upper bound from (2.8).

3 General Markov chains

In this section we estimate memory loss on Harris chains, using the bounds of ‖Pn(δ0−P ℓδ0)‖TV

for the model chain (1.1). This is our principle motivation for studying the chain (1.1) and for
the results of Section 2. First we treat Markov chains with a recurrent atom in Section 3.1 and
then general Harris chains in Section 3.2. We discuss examples in Section 3.3.

Given pn ≥ 0 with
∑

n≥1 pn = 1 we denote

bℓ(n) = ‖Pn(δ0 − P ℓδ0)‖TV , (3.1)

where P is the transition operator on the Markov chain (1.1) defined by pn.
Throughout this section, let (Ω,Σ) be a measurable space and Xn, n ≥ 0, a Markov chain

with state space Ω and transition operator Q : P(Ω) → P(Ω).

3.1 Markov chains with a recurrent atom

Suppose that Xn has a recurrent atom S ∈ Σ. That is, there exists a probability measure β on
Ω such that

(a) P(Xn ∈ S infinitely often | X0 = x) = 1 for each x ∈ Ω, and

(b) P(Xn+1 ∈ A | Xn = x) = β(A) for all A ∈ Σ and x ∈ S.

Define
τ = inf{k ≥ 1 : Xk−1 ∈ S} and pn = P(τ = n | X0 ∼ β) . (3.2)

Since Xn is recurrent,
∑

n≥1 pn = 1.
Let βm, m ≥ 0, be probability measures on Ω given by

βm(A) = P(Xm+1 ∈ A | X0 ∈ S while X1, . . . ,Xm /∈ S)

= P(Xm ∈ A | X0 ∼ β and τ ≥ m+ 1) .

For a measure ζ on {0, 1, . . .}, let πζ be its projection on Ω obtained by

πζ =
∑

m≥0

ζ(m)βm .

The following lemma links Qnµ, for µ ∈ P(Ω), with the evolution of Pnδ0 on (1.1) for which
the pn are given by (3.2), up to a small remainder.
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Lemma 3.1. Let X0 ∼ µ ∈ P(Ω) and A ∈ Σ. Then

P(Xn ∈ A) = Qnµ(A) = π
[ n∑

t=1

P(τ = t)Pn−tδ0

]
(A) + P(Xn ∈ A , τ > n) .

Proof. Let

Zn =

{
−1 if n = 0 or X0, . . . Xn−1 /∈ S ,

min{k ≥ 0 : Xn−1−k ∈ S} otherwise .

Then (Xn, Zn) is a Markov chain on Ω× {−1, 0, . . .}, and, for m ≥ 0,

βm(A) = P(Xn ∈ A | Zn = m) , τ = inf{k ≥ 1 : Zk = 0} .

Observe that Zτ , Zτ+1, . . . behaves as the Markov chain (1.1) defined by pn in (3.2), with the
initial condition Zτ = 0. Consequently,

n∑

m=0

P(Zt+n = m | Zt = 0)βm = πPnδ0 .

Suppose that X0 ∼ µ. For A ∈ Σ, n ≥ t ≥ 1, 0 ≤ m < n, we have

P(Xn ∈ A, Zn = m, τ = t) = P(Xn ∈ A | Zn = m, τ = t)P(Zn = m | τ = t)P(τ = t)

= βm(A)P(Zn = m | Zt = 0)P(τ = t) .

Therefore,

P(Xn ∈ A) =
n∑

t=1

n−t∑

m=0

P(Xn ∈ A, Zn = m, τ = t) + P(Xn ∈ A, Zn = −1)

=

n∑

t=1

n−t∑

m=0

βm(A)P(Zn = m | Zt = 0)P(τ = t) + P(τ > n,Xn ∈ A)

=
n∑

t=1

P(τ = t)π[Pn−tδ0](A) + P(τ > n,Xn ∈ A) . �

Lemma 3.1 can be used to estimate memory loss, for example:

Corollary 3.2. Let µ, µ′ ∈ P(Ω). Then

‖Qn(µ − µ′)‖TV ≤
n∑

t=1

∣∣µ(τ = t)− µ′(τ = t)
∣∣ bt−1(n− t) + 2µ(τ > n) + 2µ′(τ > n) ,

where bℓ(n) are as in (3.1) and µ(τ = k) is a shorthand for P(τ = k | X0 ∼ µ).

Proof. Let X0 ∈ µ and let X ′
n be a copy of Xn with X ′

0 ∼ µ′. Let τ ′ denote the copy of τ . By
Lemma 3.1,

Qnµ(A)−Qnµ′(A) = π
[ n∑

t=1

(
P(τ = t)− P(τ ′ = t)

)
Pn−tδ0

]
(A)

+ P(Xn ∈ A , τ > n)− P(X ′
n ∈ A , τ ′ > n) .
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Furthermore
∑∞

t=1

(
P(τ = t)− P(τ ′ = t)

)
Pn−1δ0 = 0 and thus

n∑

t=1

(
P(τ = t)− P(τ ′ = t)

)
Pn−tδ0 =

n∑

t=1

(
P(τ = t)− P(τ ′ = t)

)
(Pn−tδ0 − Pn−1δ0)

− (P(τ > n)− P(τ ′ > n))Pn−1δ0 .

The result follows readily. �

Corollary 3.2 can be strengthened when µ and µ′ overlap, i.e. when |µ − µ′|(Ω) < 2. For
µ, µ′ ∈ P(Ω) let

|µ− µ′|(τ = n) = |µ− µ′|(Ω) P(τ = n | X0 ∼ λ) , (3.3)

where λ is the normalized to probability difference |µ−µ′|, namely λ = |µ−µ′|
|µ−µ′|(Ω) , if µ 6= µ′, and

an arbitrary measure otherwise.

Corollary 3.3. Let µ, µ′ ∈ P(Ω). Then

‖Qn(µ − µ′)‖TV ≤
n∑

t=1

|(µ − µ′)(τ = t)| bt−1(n− t) + 2|µ − µ′|(τ > n) ,

where bℓ(n) are as in (3.1) and |µ− µ′|(τ = k) is as in (3.3).

Proof. Write µ − µ′ = 1
2 |µ − µ′|(Ω) (κ − κ′), where κ and κ′ are mutually singular probability

measures. Then λ = 1
2 |κ − κ′| = 1

2(κ + κ′) and P(τ = n | X0 ∼ λ) = 1
2 (κ(τ = n) + κ′(τ = n)).

The result follows from Corollary 3.2 applied to κ, κ′. �

3.2 Harris chains

Suppose now that Xn is a Harris chain [Lin02, Dur19], i.e. there exists S ∈ Σ, ε > 0 and a
probability measure β on Ω such that

(a) P(Xn ∈ S infinitely often | X0 = x) = 1 for each x ∈ Ω, and

(b) P(Xn+1 ∈ A | Xn = x) ≥ εβ(A) for all A ∈ Σ and x ∈ S.

Remark 3.4. If ε = 1, then S is an atom and we can work with Xn as in Section 3.1. For
ε < 1 the situation is not too different: using Nummelin’s splitting technique [Num78] we can
extend Xn to a Markov chain with an atom.

Remark 3.5. There are different definitions of Harris (recurrent) chains in the literature, see
e.g. [Num84, MT09, BH22]. We work with a definition that is simple for our purposes. See
e.g. [NT82] that relates our definition to others.

Let ξn, n ≥ 0, be a sequence of independent (also from the Markov chain Xn) Bernoulli
random variables with P(ξn = 1) = ε and P(ξn = 0) = 1− ε. Denote

τ = inf{k ≥ 1 : Xk−1 ∈ S and ξk−1 = 1} and pn = P(τ = n | X0 ∼ β) . (3.4)

This way, pn and τ are geometrically compounded versions of (3.2). Again,
∑

n≥1 pn = 1.
Let βm, m ≥ 0, be probability measures on Ω given by

βm(A) = P(Xm ∈ A | X0 ∼ β and τ ≥ m+ 1) .

For a measure ζ on {0, 1, . . .}, let πζ be the measure on Ω obtained by

πζ =
∑

m≥0

ζ(m)βm .

The exact copy of Lemma 3.1 holds:

10



Lemma 3.6. Let X0 ∼ µ ∈ P(Ω) and A ∈ Σ. Then

P(Xn ∈ A) = Qnµ(A) = π
[ n∑

t=1

P(τ = t)Pn−tδ0

]
(A) + P(Xn ∈ A, τ > n) .

Proof. The strategy, following [Num78], is to extend Xn to a Markov chain with an atom and
then apply Lemma 3.1. To this end, let H(x,A) = P(Xn+1 ∈ A | Xn = x) denote the kernel of
Xn. Define H0(x,A) by

H(x,A) =

{
εβ(A) + (1− ε)H0(x,A) if x ∈ S ,

H0(x,A) otherwise ,

where, if ε = 1, we set H0(x, ·) arbitrarily for x ∈ S.
Let X̂n be the Markov chain on Ω̂ = Ω× {0, 1} with kernel

Ĥ((x, 0), (A, t)) =

{
(1− ε)H0(x,A ∩ S) +H0(x,A \ S) if t = 0 ,

εH0(x,A ∩ S) if t = 1 ,

Ĥ((x, 1), (A, t)) = β̂(A, t) :=

{
(1− ε)β(A ∩ S) + β(A \ S) if t = 0 ,

εβ(A ∩ S) if t = 1 .
(3.5)

Recall that X0 ∼ µ and let X̂0 ∼ µ̂ where

µ̂(A× {0}) = µ(A \ S) + (1− ε)µ(A ∩ S) and µ̂(A× {1}) = εµ(A ∩ S) .

Observe that P(X̂n = (x, 1) | X̂n ∈ {x} × {0, 1}) = ε1x∈S . It is then a direct verification that

P
(
X̂n+1 ∈ A× {0, 1} | X̂n ∈ {x} × {0, 1}

)
= P(Xn+1 ∈ A | Xn = x) .

That is, the first component marginal process of X̂n has the same law as Xn. Moreover Ŝ =
S × {1} is an atom for X̂n, which thus falls within the framework of Section 3.1 with τ̂ =
inf{k ≥ 1 : X̂k−1 ∈ Ŝ}, β̂ ∈ P(Ω̂) as in (3.5), and the corresponding projection π̂. Moreover,
P(τ = n | X0 ∼ β) = P(τ̂ = n | X̂0 ∼ β̂), so the distributions pn for Xn and X̂n coincide. Thus,
by Lemma 3.1, writing Â = A× {0, 1},

P(X̂n ∈ Â) = π̂
[ n∑

t=1

P(τ̂ = t)Pn−tδ0

]
(Â) + P(X̂n ∈ Â, τ̂ > n) .

The hats can be removed, yielding the desired result. �

With the same proof as Corollary 3.3, we obtain the following.

Corollary 3.7. Let µ, µ′ ∈ P(Ω). Then

‖Qn(µ − µ′)‖TV ≤
n∑

t=1

|(µ − µ′)(τ = t)| bt−1(n− t) + 2|µ − µ′|(τ > n) ,

where bℓ(n) are as in (3.1) and |µ− µ′|(τ = k) is as in (3.3).
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3.3 An example

Suppose we are in the setting of Section 3.2. In particular, X is a Harris chain. Recall (3.3)
where τ is from (3.4). Corollary 3.7 provides a convenient way to estimate memory loss:

Proposition 3.8. Suppose that bℓ(n) = ‖Pnδ0−Pn+ℓδ0‖TV . ρ(n)g(ℓ) uniformly in n ≥ ℓ ≥ 1,
where ρ, g are RV with g increasing. Denote

‖µ− µ′‖g =
∑

ℓ≥0

g(ℓ)|µ − µ′|(τ = ℓ) = |µ− µ′|(Ω) EX0∼λ g(τ) , (3.6)

where λ = |µ−µ′|
|µ−µ′|(Ω) . Then

‖Qnµ−Qnµ′‖TV . {ρ(n) + 1/g(n)}‖µ − µ′‖g . (3.7)

Proof. Denote µℓ = µ(τ = ℓ), µ′ℓ = µ′(τ = ℓ). Remark that

|µℓ − µ′ℓ| =
∣∣∣
∫

Ω
P(τ = ℓ | X0 = x)(µ− µ′)(dx)

∣∣∣ ≤ |µ− µ′|(τ = ℓ) .

By Corollary 3.7,

‖Qn(µ − µ′)‖TV ≤
n∑

ℓ=1

∣∣µℓ − µ′ℓ
∣∣ bℓ−1(n− ℓ) + 2|µ− µ′|(τ > n) .

Then, using bℓ(n) . 1 ∧ g(ℓ)ρ(n),
n∑

ℓ=1

|µℓ − µ′ℓ|bℓ−1(n− ℓ) .
∑

n/2<ℓ≤n

|µℓ − µ′ℓ|+
∑

1≤ℓ≤n/2

|µℓ − µ′ℓ|g(ℓ)ρ(n − ℓ)

. (g(n)−1 + ρ(n))‖µ − µ′‖g ,

where we used
∑

n/2<ℓ≤n |µℓ − µ′ℓ| . g(n)−1‖µ − µ′‖g. Finally, since g is increasing, we clearly

have |µ− µ′|(τ > n) ≤ g(n)−1‖µ− µ′‖g. �

Remark 3.9. Proposition 3.8 can be seen as a version of classical results for positive recur-
rent Markov chains, like [Lin02, Theorem 4.2, p27]. However, Proposition 3.8 does not yield
sharp rates in some simple situations. For example, consider the Markov chain (1.1) with
S = { 0 } and pk = Ck−α−1, α ∈ (0, 1), so that

∑
k>n pk = ρ(n) with ρ(n) = C ′n−α.

Then by Theorem 2.10, bℓ(n) . ρ(n)g(ℓ) with g(ℓ) = ℓα, and this is sharp by Corol-
lary 2.4. Let µ = δ0 and µ′ = δ1. Then, attempting to apply Proposition 3.8, we estimate
P(τ = n | X0 ∼ λ) ≍ pn = Cn−α−1, and hence EX0∼λ g(τ) ≍

∑
n≥1 n

−1, which is infinite, and
thus so is the right-hand side of (3.7). This is not surprising because (3.6) is a strong moment
while we otherwise work with weak moments.

To apply Proposition 3.8 to this example, we could instead use the bound bℓ(n) . ℓβn−β for
β < α. Then EX0∼λ τ

β ≍ ∑
n≥1 n

β−α−1 < ∞, which yields ‖Qnµ −Qnµ′‖TV . n−β but which
is not sharp.

It is possible to use Lemmas 3.1 or 3.6 directly to recover the sharp rate, or, of course,

‖Pn(δ0 − δ1)‖TV = (1− p1)
−1‖Pn(δ0 − Pδ0)‖TV = (1− p1)

−1b1(n) . n−α .
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4 Ornstein’s coupling

In this section we prove Theorem 2.6, adapting Ornstein’s proof [Orn69a, Orn69b] of Orey’s
theorem. The proof is based on reduction to a symmetric random walk on integers and coupling
when the random walk reaches 0.

4.1 Meeting times and coupling inequality

Consider probability distributions µ, ν on a state space Ω and a transition operator P : P(Ω) →
P(Ω). We recall how to bound ‖Pnµ−Pnν‖TV by coupling. Consider Ω-valued Markov chains
X,Y , defined on the same probability space, with initial distributions X0 ∼ µ, Y0 ∼ ν. Suppose
that exists a random time T > 0 such that Xn = Yn for all n ≥ T . Then

P(Xn 6= Yn) ≤ P(T > n)

which in particular implies that, for any measurable A ⊂ Ω,

P(Xn ∈ A) = P(Xn ∈ A, T ≤ n) + P(Xn ∈ A, T > n) ≤ P(Yn ∈ A, T ≤ n) + P(T > n)

≤ P(Yn ∈ A) + P(T > n) .

By symmetry, P(Yn ∈ A) ≤ P(Xn ∈ A) + P(T > n). We thus obtain the coupling inequality, a
simple yet very useful tool for estimating total variation (see e.g. [Lin02, Chapter I]):

‖Pnµ− Pnν‖TV = 2 sup
A

|P(Xn ∈ A)− P(Yn ∈ A)| ≤ 2P(T > n) . (4.1)

4.2 Proof of Theorem 2.6

By the aperiodicity condition (2.1), there exists A ≥ 1 such that pA, pA+1 > 0. Let X be the
Markov chain (1.1) withX0 = 0. Let a0 = inf{j ≥ ℓ : Xj = 0} and ak+1 = inf{j > ak : Xj = 0}
index visits of X to 0 after time ℓ. Let ∆ denote backward increments, so ∆ak = ak−ak−1 and
P(∆ak = n) = pn for all k ≥ 1.

On the same (possibly enriched) probability space as X, we now construct another Markov
chain Y with the same transition probabilities but with initial state Y0 = Xℓ ∼ P ℓδ0. To define
Y , it suffices to specify the times b0 = inf{j ≥ 0 : Yj = 0} and bk+1 = inf{j > bk : Yj = 0}
that index the visits of Y to 0. First, let b0 = a0− ℓ so that Y0 = Xℓ, Y1 = Xℓ+1, . . . , Yb0 = Xa0 .
Then we define bk for k ≥ 1 by

∆bk =

{
∆ak if ak−1 = bk−1 or ∆ak /∈ {pA, pA+1} ,
sk otherwise,

where sk is a sequence of independent (also fromX) and identically distributed random variables
with P(sk = A) = pA/(pA + pA+1) and P(sk = A + 1) = pA+1/(pA + pA+1). This completes
the construction of Y . Remark that, for k ≥ 1, ∆bk has the same distribution as ∆ak, thus Y
indeed has the same transition operator as X.

Denote dk = ak − bk. Let k0 = 0 and let ki, i ≥ 1, index when dk can change, namely
ki+1 = inf{j > ki : ∆aj ∈ {pA, pA+1}}. Observe that ∆aki = aki − aki−1

are i.i.d. with
P(∆aki ≥ j) ≤ ρ(j). Furthermore, dk0 , dk1 , . . . is a symmetric random walk on integers starting
at dk0 = d0 = ℓ ≥ 1 and stopping when it reaches 0, with ∆dki = dki − dki−1

∈ {−1, 0, 1} and

P(∆dki = ±1 | dki−1
6= 0) = pApA+1/(pA + pA+1)

2 .
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Let σ = inf{j > 0 : dkj = 0}. Consider a walk Zi with the same transition probabilities as dki
but without stopping, such that Zi = ℓ − dki for i ≤ σ. Note that σ = {j > 0 : Zj = ℓ}. By
the reflection principle,

P(σ ≤ n) = P(max
i≤n

Zi ≥ ℓ) = P(Zn = ℓ) + 2P(Zn > ℓ) = P(Zn = ℓ) + P(|Zn| > ℓ)

and thus, uniformly in n, ℓ, P(σ > n) ≤ P(|Zn| ≤ ℓ) . ℓn−1/2.
Now let m,n ≥ 0. Using (4.1) and that Xn = Yn for all n ≥ akσ , we obtain

‖Pnδ0 − Pn+ℓδ0‖TV ≤ 2P(akσ > n) ≤ 2P(akm ≥ n) + 2P(σ ≥ m)

. P(akm ≥ n) + ℓm−1/2 .
(4.2)

It remains to bound P(akm ≥ n) and choose a suitable m. Let ci = ∆aki1{∆aki ≤ B} with
0 < B ≤ n. Then

P(akm ≥ n) ≤ P

(
max
i≤m

∆aki ≥ B
)
+ P

( m∑

i=1

ci ≥ n
)
. (4.3)

For the first probability, we have

P

(
max
i≤m

∆aki ≥ B
)
≤

m∑

i=1

P(∆aki ≥ B) ≤ mρ(B) . (4.4)

For the second probability, we use Hoeffding’s inequality. For this, using P(∆akn = i) = pi,
write

E c1 =

B∑

i=1

ipi and Var(c1) ≤ E c21 =

B∑

i=1

i2pi .

Recall that we assume that α < 3/2. Then Var(c1) . B2ρ(B). By [Hoe63, Theorem 3], for
mE c1 ≤ n/2,

P

( m∑

i=1

ci ≥ n
)
≤ P

( m∑

i=1

ci −mE c1 ≥ n/2
)
≤ exp

[
− n

2B
h
(2mVar(c1)

nB

)]

where h(z) = (1 + z) log(1 + z−1)− 1. Let γ = infz∈(0,1)
h(z)

log(z−1) and note that γ > 0. Thus

P

( m∑

i=1

ci ≥ n
)
≤ exp

[
− n

2B
γ log

( nB

2mVar(c1)

)]
=

(2mVar(c1)

nB

) γn
2B

≤ Kγn/B
(mBρ(B)

n

) γn
2B
,

where K is uniform in n,m and where we used that, if 2mVar(c1)
nB ≥ 1, then the first bound

trivially holds. Taking B = n
2p for p ≥ 1, we obtain

P

( m∑

i=1

ci ≥ n
)
. (mρ(n))γp

and therefore, by (4.2), (4.3), and (4.4), for fixed p ≥ γ−1 and uniformly in m,n such that
mE c1 ≤ n/2,

‖Pnδ0 − Pn+ℓδ0‖TV . ℓm−1/2 +mρ(n) + (mρ(n))γp

. ℓm−1/2 +mρ(n) .
(4.5)
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Now we treat the cases α < 1, α = 1 and α ∈ (1, 32) separately.

First suppose that α < 1. The result is trivial if ℓ2/3ρ(n)1/3 > 1, so we assume that
ℓ2/3ρ(n)1/3 ≤ 1. To optimise, we take m = 1+⌊ℓ2/3ρ(n)−2/3⌋, which implies ℓm−1/2 ≍ mρ(n) ≍
ℓ2/3ρ(n)1/3. Note that

mE c1 . mBρ(B) ≪ mnρ(n) ≍ ℓ2/3ρ(n)1/3n ≤ n ,

where the asymptotic ratio can be made arbitrarily large by taking p large. Hence with a
suitably large p we achieve mE c1 ≤ n/2 for all sufficiently large n. Therefore (4.5) holds and
we conclude ‖Pnδ0 − Pn+ℓδ0‖TV . ℓ2/3ρ(n)1/3.

Suppose now that α = 1. Then E c1 . M(B) = 1 +
∫ B
1 ρ(t) dt, which is slowly varying in

B and increasing. We take m = 1 + ⌊δℓ2/3ρ(n)−2/3⌋ for some small δ > 0. Now the constraint
mE c1 ≤ n/2 is satisfied for sufficiently large n if ℓ≪ ρ(n)M(n)−3/2n3/2, and the proof proceeds
as for α < 1. The case ℓ ≤ ρ(n)M(n)−3/2n3/2 as in the statement of the theorem follows from
a bounded number of applications of the triangle inequality.

Suppose now that α ∈ (1, 32). Then E c1 . 1. To optimise, we take m as a small multiple

of 1 + ⌊ℓ2/3ρ(n)−2/3⌋, so that ℓm−1/2 ≍ mρ(n) ≍ ℓ2/3ρ(n)1/3. Then, for n sufficiently large,
mE c1 ≤ ℓ2/3ρ(n)−2/3 ≤ n/2 by the assumption that ℓ ≤ ρ(n)n3/2. Once again (4.5) holds and
we conclude ‖Pnδ0 − Pn+ℓδ0‖TV . ℓ2/3ρ(n)1/3. The proof of Theorem 2.6 is complete.

5 Monotonicity

In this section we prove Theorem 2.8. Recall the definition of un and zn in Section 2.1.

Proof of Theorem 2.8. Let µn = Pnδ0. By (2.3),

‖µn − µn+ℓ‖TV =
n+ℓ∑

m=n+1

un+ℓ−mzm +
n∑

m=0

(un−m − un+ℓ−m)zm .

At the same time, (µn − µn+ℓ)({0, . . . , n+ ℓ}) = 0, so again by (2.3),

n+ℓ∑

m=n+1

un+ℓ−mzm =
n∑

m=0

(un−m − un+ℓ−m)zm .

Hence

‖µn − µn+ℓ‖TV = 2
n+ℓ∑

m=n+1

un+ℓ−mzm . �

5.1 Proof of Lemma 2.9

Recall that z0 = 1 and zn = zn+1 + pn+1. Assume the DFR in this subsection. Excluding the
trivial case p1 = 1 and pn = 0 for n ≥ 2, assume that pn > 0 for all n ≥ 1, so that

pn
zn−1

≥ pn+1

zn
for n ≥ 1 .

Lemma 5.1. Suppose that bk, k ≥ 0, is a non-negative sequence with
bk+1

bk
≤ zk+1

zk
for all k. Let

ck = bk+1 + pk+1b0 for k ≥ 0. Then
ck+1

ck
≤ zk+1

zk
for all k.
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Proof. Fix k ≥ 0 and write

ck+1

ck
=
bk+2 + pk+2b0
bk+1 + pk+1b0

= λ
bk+2

bk+1
+ (1− λ)

pk+2

pk+1
,

where λ =
bk+1

bk+1+pk+1b0
∈ (0, 1]. Since

pk+2

pk+1
≤ zk+1

zk
, it suffices to consider the case

bk+2

bk+1
>

zk+1

zk
.

Then, since λ is monotone decreasing function of b0 (with all other variables fixed), so is
ck+1

ck
.

In turn, from
bk+1

b0
≤ zk+1

z0
we obtain b0 ≥ bk+1

zk+1
and

ck+1

ck
≤
bk+2 + pk+2

bk+1

zk+1

bk+1 + pk+1
bk+1

zk+1

=

bk+2

bk+1
+

pk+2

zk+1

1 +
pk+1

zk+1

≤
zk+2

zk+1
+

pk+2

zk+1

1 +
pk+1

zk+1

=
zk+1

zk
. �

Corollary 5.2. un ≥ un+1 for all n ≥ 0.

Proof. Consider a Markov chain Yn on non-negative integers with the connection graph (1.1)
but all arrows reversed, starting at Y0 = 0 with transition probabilities

P(Yn+1 = k | Yn = k + 1) = 1 and P(Yn+1 = k | Yn = 0) = pk+1 for k ≥ 0 .

Set bnk = P(Yn = k). Note that bn+1
k = bnk+1 + pk+1b

n
0 . Observe that the renewal probabilities

P(Yn = 0 | Yn = 0) coincide with those for the Markov chain (1.1), hence un = bn0 . By

Lemma 5.1 applied inductively,
bnk+1

bnk
≤ zk+1

zk
for all n, k, and in particular

bn
1

bn
0

≤ z1
z0
. Then

un+1

un
=
bn1 + p1b

n
0

bn0
=
bn1
bn0

+ p1 ≤
zn1
zn0

+ p1 = 1 . �

6 Practical rates

In this section we prove Theorem 2.10. Without loss of generality we assume that ρ : [0,∞) →
(0,∞) is monotone and continuous, with ρ(0) = ρ(1) = 1. Let us write ρ(z) = z−αL(z) for
z ≥ 1 with a slowly varying function L. Define

K(z) = 1 +

∫ z

1
t−1L(t)−2 dt , z ≥ 1 .

Remark 6.1. K(z) is strictly increasing in z and K ≥ 1 and

K(z) & L(z)−2 . (6.1)

Moreover, by Karamata’s theorem from Section 2.1.1, K(z) is slowly varying.

Denote
µn = Pnδ0 .

Throughout this section we assume that (2.8) holds. Recall un from Section 2.1.

6.1 Proof of (2.9)

We admit for a moment the following lemma, postponing the proof:

16



Lemma 6.2. Suppose (2.8) holds. Then, uniformly in n ≥ 1,

un .





ρ(n) if α ∈ (0, 12) ,

ρ(n)K(n) if α = 1
2 ,

n−1ρ(n)−1 if α ∈ (12 , 1) .

(6.2)

Furthermore, uniformly in ℓ ≥ 1 and n ≥ 2ℓ,

|un − un−ℓ| . ρ(n)×





1 if α ∈ (0, 12) ,

K(ℓ) if α = 1
2 ,

ℓ−1ρ(ℓ)−2 if α ∈ (12 , 1) .

(6.3)

Remark 6.3. The key result of [GL63] is that, if α > 1/2 and zn = ρ(n), then
limn→∞ nρ(n)un = sinπα

π . This is consistent with (6.2).

Lemma 6.4. Suppose that un ≤ g(n) where g is RV with index in (−1, 0). Then, uniformly in
n ≥ 0, ℓ ≥ 1,

‖µn+ℓ − µn‖TV . ℓg(ℓ)ρ(n) +

n+ℓ∑

r=ℓ

ρ(n+ ℓ− r)|ur − ur−ℓ| .

Proof. If n ≤ 4ℓ, then ρ(n) & ρ(ℓ), so the desired bound follows simply from ‖µn‖TV = 1. We
thus consider n > 4ℓ. By (2.3),

‖µn+ℓ − µn‖TV =
n+ℓ∑

m=n+1

un+ℓ−mzm +
n∑

m=0

|un+ℓ−m − un−m|zm . (6.4)

By the assumption un ≤ g(n) and the upper bound in (2.8),

n+ℓ∑

m=n+1

un+ℓ−mzm .

n+ℓ∑

m=n+1

g(n+ ℓ−m)ρ(m) ≍ ℓg(ℓ)ρ(n) ,

where we used 4ℓ < n and the fact that g is RV with index in (−1, 0).
For the second sum in (6.4), by the upper bound in (2.8),

n∑

m=0

|un+ℓ−m − un−m|zm ≤
n∑

m=0

|un+ℓ−m − un−m|ρ(m) =
n+ℓ∑

r=ℓ

ρ(n+ ℓ− r)|ur − ur−ℓ| . �

Proof of (2.9). Suppose α > 1
2 . We assume that n ≫ ℓ as otherwise the right-hand side

of (2.9) is order 1. By (6.2) and Lemma 6.4, it suffices to bound

n+ℓ∑

r=ℓ

ρ(n+ ℓ− r)|ur − ur−ℓ| .

By Lemma 6.2, we can use the following bounds:

• |ur − ur−ℓ| ≤ ur + ur−ℓ . (r − ℓ+ 1)−1ρ(r − ℓ)−1 for ℓ ≤ r < 2ℓ,

• |ur − ur−ℓ| . ρ(r)ℓ−1ρ(ℓ)−2 for 2ℓ ≤ r.
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The first case contributes, recalling that n≫ ℓ,

∑

ℓ≤r<2ℓ

ρ(n+ ℓ− r)

(r − ℓ+ 1)ρ(r − ℓ)
≍ ρ(n)

ρ(ℓ)
.

Note that ρ(n)
ρ(ℓ) .

nρ(n)2

ℓρ(ℓ)2
since n≫ ℓ. The second case contributes,

∑

2ℓ≤r≤n+ℓ

ρ(n + ℓ− r)ρ(r)

ℓρ(ℓ)
.
nρ(n)2

ℓρ(ℓ)2
.

The conclusion follows. �

Remark 6.5. Repeating this proof with α ∈ (0, 1/2) does not yield anything useful: we get
‖µn+ℓ−µn‖TV . nρ(n)2 which grows with n. However, for α = 1/2 we obtain ‖µn+ℓ−µn‖TV .

K(ℓ)L(n)2, which, depending on L, may be small for small ℓ and large n.

To finish the proof of (2.9), it remains to prove Lemma 6.2, for which we require several
definitions and lemmas. Define P (x) =

∑∞
n=1 pnen(x), where en(x) = einx and i =

√
−1. Since

P is periodic with period 2π, we will treat it as a function on [−π, π).
Lemma 6.6. |P | ≤ 1 with P (x) = 1 if and only if x = 0.

Proof. Since
∑

k pk = 1 and pk ≥ 0 for all k ≥ 1, we have |P | ≤ 1, so it remains to show that
P (x) = 1 if and only if x = 0.

Let z = x/2π ∈ [−1
2 ,

1
2). Observe that P (x) = 1 if and only if eimx = 1, or mz ∈ Z, for

each m with pm > 0. By the aperiodicity assumption (2.1), there exist m1, . . . ,mk such that
gcd(m1, . . . ,mk) = 1 and pmi

> 0.
Suppose there exists z ∈ [−1

2 ,
1
2)\{0} such that miz ∈ Z for all i = 1, . . . , k. Writing z = a/b

with a, b coprime we obtain z = a/b = ci/mi for some ci ∈ Z, i.e. ami = bci. However, if a, b
are coprime then b must divide mi for all i = 1, . . . , k, therefore b = 1 and z is an integer. This
is a contradiction. �

For a function h : (0,∞) → (0,∞) and f : I → C, where I ⊂ R, define

|f |Ch(I) = sup
x 6=y∈I

|f(x)− f(y)|
h(|x− y|−1)

.

We will drop I from the subscript whenever I = [−π, π) and f is 2π-periodic.

Lemma 6.7. Suppose B =
∑

m∈Z bmem with
∑

|m|≥n

|bn| ≤ h(n)

where h is non-increasing and regularly varying with index β ∈ (−1, 0]. Then |B|Ch ≤ Ch, where
Ch <∞ depends only on h.

Proof. Fix δ ∈ (0, 1) and decompose B = B̂ + B̃ where B̃ =
∑

|k|≥δ−1 bkek. Then |B̃|∞ ≤
∑

|k|≥δ−1 |bk| ≤ h(δ−1). On the other hand, |B̂′|∞ ≤ ∑
|k|≤δ−1 |kbk|. Since

∑
2n≤|k|≤2n+1 |bk| ≤

h(2n), we obtain, uniformly in δ ∈ (0, 1),

|B̂′|∞ ≤
∑

0≤n≤| log2 δ|
2n≤|k|≤2n+1

|kbk| ≤ 2
∑

0≤n≤| log2 δ|

2nh(2n) . δ−1h(δ−1) ,

where we used that nh(n) is regularly varying with index 1+β > 0. Consequently, for |x−y| = δ,

|B(x)−B(y)| ≤ δ|B̂′|∞ + 2|B̃|∞ . h(δ−1) . �
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Lemma 6.8. |P |Cρ <∞.

Proof. Follows from Lemma 6.7 and the upper bound in (2.8). �

Lemma 6.9. |1− P (x)| ≥ Re(1− P (x)) & ρ(1/|x|) uniformly in x ∈ [−π, π).

Proof. By Lemma 6.6, Re(1 − P (x)) > 0 if x 6= 0, and it remains to consider the behaviour
with x close to 0. Since pk ≥ 0 and 1− cos(mx) & |mx|2 for all mx ≤ π, we obtain

Re(1− P (x)) =
∞∑

m=1

pm(1− cos(mx)) &
∑

m<π|x|−1

pmm
2|x|2 .

By our assumptions on ρ, there exists ε > 0 such that 2ρ(n) ≤ cρ(εn) for all n sufficiently large
so that ρ(n) ≤ c

4 . Then, by the two-sided bound (2.8),

∑

εn≤m<n

pm ≥ cρ(εn)− ρ(n) ≥ ρ(n) ,

and thus ∑

εn≤m<n

pmm
2 ≥ ε2n2ρ(n) .

Therefore, for x sufficiently small,

Re(1− P (x)) & |x|2
∑

m<π|x|−1

pmm
2 & ρ(1/|x|) . �

For a function f ∈ L1[−π, π), extended periodically to R, and integer |n| > 1, note that∫ π
−π f(x+ π/|n|)einx dx = −

∫ π
−π f(x)e

inx dx, and thus

∣∣∣
∫ π

−π
f(x)einx dx

∣∣∣ = 1

2

∣∣∣
∫ π

−π
{f(x)− f(x+ π/|n|)}einx dx

∣∣∣ . (6.5)

For δ > 0, define the L1 modulus of continuity by ωδ(f) =
∫ π
−π |f(x+ δ) − f(x)| dx.

Lemma 6.10. |
∫ π
−π f(x)e

inx dx| ≤ 1
2ωπ/|n|(f) for all |n| ≥ 1.

Proof. Follows immediately from (6.5). �

Lemma 6.11. Let n ∈ Z \ {0} and δ = 2π
|n| . Let I be an interval of length |I| > δ. Then, for

h : (0,∞) → (0,∞) non-increasing,

∣∣∣
∫

I
f(x)einx dx

∣∣∣ ≤ 2δ|f |∞;I + h(δ−1)

∫

I
|f |Ch[x−δ,x+δ] dx .

Proof. We subdivide [−π, π) into intervals Ik = [kδ, (k + 1)δ). If I does not contain any Ik,
then clearly |I| ≤ 2δ and |

∫
I f(x)e

inx dx| ≤ 2δ|f |∞;I .
Suppose now that I contains Ik, . . . , Im. The integral of |f(x)| over I \ Ik ∪ . . . ∪ Im is also

bounded by 2δ|f |∞;I , so it suffices to bound
∑m

j=k |
∫
Ij
f(x)einx dx|.

Note that
∫
Ij
einx dx = 0. Therefore, since h is non-increasing, |

∫
Ij
f(x)einx dx| ≤

δh(δ−1)|f |Ch[yj−δ,yj+δ] for any point yj ∈ Ij . There exist yj ∈ Ij such that δ|f |Ch[yj−δ,yj+δ] ≤∫
Ij
|f |Ch[x−δ,x+δ] dx and therefore

∑m
j=k |

∫
Ij
f(x)einx dx| ≤ h(δ−1)

∑m
j=k

∫
Ij
|f |Ch[x−δ,x+δ] dx ≤

h(δ−1)
∫
I |f |Ch[x−δ,x+δ] dx. �
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Proof of Lemma 6.2. Denote U = 1/(1 − P ), so that, by (2.2), we have U =
∑∞

n=0 unen
and un = 1

2π

∫ π
−π U(x)e−inx dx. We first prove (6.2). By Lemma 6.10 it suffices to prove that,

uniformly in δ ∈ (0, 1),

ωδ(U) . ρ(1/δ) ×





1 if α ∈ (0, 12) ,

K(1/δ) if α = 1/2 ,

δρ(1/δ)−2 if α ∈ (12 , 1) .

(6.6)

To this end, by Lemma 6.9,

|U(x)| = |1− P (x)|−1 . ρ(1/|x|)−1 , (6.7)

and thus, since α < 1, ∫ 2δ

−2δ
|U(x+ δ)− U(x)| dx . δρ(1/δ)−1 , (6.8)

which is smaller than the right-hand side of (6.6) by (6.1).
For non-zero x ∈ [−π, π), we claim that

|U |Cρ([ 1
2
x, 3

2
x]) . ρ(1/|x|)−2 . (6.9)

Indeed, note that |f ◦ g|Cρ ≤ |f ′|∞|g|Cρ . We apply this with g : [12x,
3
2x] → C defined by

g = (1 − P ) ↾[ 1
2
x, 3

2
x] and f(x) = 1/x, for which f ◦ g = U ↾[ 1

2
x, 3

2
x]. Note that |g| & ρ(1/|x|) by

Lemma 6.9 and so |f ′|∞;g[ 1
2
x, 3

2
x] . ρ(1/|x|)−2. We thus obtain (6.9) since g ∈ Cρ by Lemma 6.8.

It follows that, for |x| > 2δ,

|U(x)− U(x+ δ)| . ρ(1/δ)ρ(1/|x|)−2 . (6.10)

Therefore ∫

|x|>2δ
|U(x+ δ)− U(x)| dx . ρ(1/δ)

∫ π

2δ
ρ(1/|x|)−2 dx ,

which, by Karamata’s theorem, is bounded from above by the right-hand side of (6.6). This
completes the proof of (6.6) and thus of (6.2).

We now prove (6.3). Let ℓ ≥ 1. For 2ℓ ≤ n . ℓ, (6.3) follows simply from (6.2) and the
triangle inequality. Suppose henceforth that n≫ ℓ and denote δ = π/(n− ℓ) ≍ n−1.

Denote F = 1 − e−ℓ and H = FU . Observe also that |F ′| ≤ ℓ, F (0) = 0 and |F | ≤ 2.
Furthermore, for all n ≥ ℓ, using (6.5),

|un−ℓ − un| =
1

2π

∣∣∣
∫ π

−π
He−n+ℓ

∣∣∣ = 1

4π

∣∣∣
∫ π

−π
{H(x) −H(x+ δ)}e−i(n−ℓ)x dx

∣∣∣ .

By (6.7), |U(x)| . ρ(1/|x|)−1, hence H(x) . ℓ|x|ρ(1/|x|)−1, and thus by triangle inequality

∫ 2δ

−2δ
|H(x+ δ)−H(x)| dx .

∫ 2δ

0
ℓxρ(1/x)−1 dx .

ℓδ2

ρ(1/δ)
.

Remark that ℓδ2

ρ(1/δ) is bounded by a multiple of the right-hand side of (6.3) (for the case α = 1
2 ,

this uses L−2 . K).
We now consider |x| > 2δ and write

H(x+ δ)−H(x) =
(
F (x+ δ) − F (x)

)
U(x) + F (x+ δ)

(
U(x+ δ)− U(x)

)
. (6.11)
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Using (6.10), the absolute value of the second term in (6.11) is bounded by a multiple of
(ℓ|x| ∧ 1)ρ(1/δ)ρ(1/|x|)−2 , which, integrating over |x| > 2δ, contributes

∫ 1/ℓ

2δ
ℓxρ(1/δ)ρ(1/x)−2 dx ≤ ℓρ(1/δ)

∫ 1/ℓ

0
xρ(1/x)−2 dx .

ρ(1/δ)

ℓρ(ℓ)2

plus

∫ π

1/ℓ
ρ(1/δ)ρ(1/x)−2 dx . ρ(1/δ) ×





1 if α ∈ (0, 12) ,

K(ℓ) if α = 1/2 ,

ℓ−1ρ(ℓ)−2 if α ∈ (12 , 1) .

(6.12)

Remark that ρ(1/δ)
ℓρ(ℓ)2

is bounded by a multiple of the right-hand of (6.3), while (6.12) is precisely

of this order.
For the first term in (6.11), we divide the integration domain into |x| ∈ [2δ, z] and |x| ∈ [z, π]

for some z ≥ 2δ to be determined. For the first domain, we take absolute values and obtain,
by (6.7), ∫

|x|∈[2δ,z]

∣∣(F (x+ δ)− F (x)
)
U(x)

∣∣ dx .

∫ z

2δ

ℓδ

ρ(x−1)
dx .

ℓδz

ρ(z−1)
. (6.13)

For the second domain, we use instead

∣∣∣
∫

|x|>z

(
F (x+ δ)− F (x)

)
U(x)e−i(n−ℓ)x dx

∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣
∫

|x|>z
e−ℓ(x)

(
e−ℓ(δ) − 1

)
U(x)e−i(n−ℓ)x dx

∣∣∣

≤ 2
∣∣∣
∫

|x|>z
U(x)e−inx dx

∣∣∣ . δ

ρ(z−1)
+

∫ π

z

ρ(δ−1)

ρ(x−1)2
dx

. ρ(δ−1)×





1 if α ∈ (0, 12) ,

K(1/z) if α = 1/2 ,

zρ(z−1)−2 if α ∈ (12 , 1) .

(6.14)

In the 2nd line above we used Lemma 6.11 and the fact that |U(x)| . ρ(z−1)−1 for |x| > z and
|U |Cρ[x−δ,x+δ] . ρ(|x|−1)−2 by (6.9). In the 3rd line we used that z ≥ 2δ, that 1/ρ2 is RV with

index 2α, and, for the case α = 1
2 , the bound (6.1).

For α < 1
2 we take z = 2δ (so there is no first domain) and obtain a bound of order ρ(δ−1).

Alternatively, for α < 1
2 the bound in (6.3) follows directly from (6.2).

For α = 1
2 we choose z−1 = ℓ, so the second domain contributes ρ(δ−1)K(ℓ) and the first

contributes δ/ρ(ℓ) . ρ(δ−1)K(ℓ), where the final bound is due to (6.1) and δ−1 ≫ ℓ.
For α > 1

2 we also choose z−1 = ℓ. From δ−1 ≍ n & ℓ we have δ−1ρ(δ−1) & ℓρ(ℓ) and thus
the first domain contributes

ℓδz

ρ(z−1)
=

δ

ρ(ℓ)
.
ρ(δ−1)

ℓρ(ℓ)2
.

The second domain contributes

ρ(δ−1)

z−1ρ(z−1)2
=
ρ(δ−1)

ℓρ(ℓ)2
,

as required. �
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6.2 Proof of (2.11)

In addition to (2.8) and (2.1), we now assume the regularity bound (2.10). We first strengthen
the bounds in Lemma 6.2 under these assumptions.

Lemma 6.12. Uniformly in n ≥ 1,

un .
1

nρ(n)
. (6.15)

Furthermore, uniformly in ℓ ≥ 1 and n ≥ 2ℓ,

|un − un−ℓ| .





n−1ρ(n)ρ(ℓ)−2 α < 1/2 ,

n−1ρ(n)ℓ{K(n)−K(ℓ)} α = 1/2 ,

n−2ρ(n)−1ℓ α > 1/2 .

(6.16)

Remark 6.13. If α > 1
2 , then (6.16) for ℓ ≥ 1 follows from the case ℓ = 1, i.e. |un − un−1| .

n−2ρ(n)−1, and the triangle inequality. Note also that |un − un−1| . n−2ρ(n)−1 and un → 0
imply the bound (6.15). None of such implications hold in Lemma 6.2 or for the cases α ≤ 1

2 .

Remark 6.14. For n ≥ 2ℓ,

K(n)−K(ℓ) &

∫ 2ℓ

ℓ

1

tL(t)2
dt+

∫ n

n/2

1

tL(t)2
dt & L(ℓ)−2 + L(n)−2 . (6.17)

Therefore, if α = 1
2 , then n

−1ρ(n)ρ(ℓ)−2 + n−2ρ(n)−1ℓ . n−1ρ(n)ℓ{K(n)−K(ℓ)}. That is, the
bound in (6.16) is compatible with those for α 6= 1

2 , and is possibly weaker.

Using Lemma 6.12, whose proof we postpone, we can complete the proof of Theorem 2.10.

Proof of Theorem 2.10. We already proved (2.9). For n . ℓ, the bound trivially follows
from ‖µk‖TV ≤ 1, so we suppose henceforth that n≫ ℓ. By (6.15) and Lemma 6.4, we have

‖µn+ℓ − µn‖TV . ρ(ℓ)−1ρ(n) +

n+ℓ∑

r=ℓ

ρ(n+ ℓ− r)|ur − ur−ℓ| .

Since ρ(ℓ)−1ρ(n) is already the desired bound, it remains to bound the sum over r.
Suppose first that α > 1

2 . By Lemma 6.12, we use the following bounds:

• |ur − ur−ℓ| . (r − ℓ+ 1)−1ρ(r − ℓ)−1 for ℓ ≤ r < 2ℓ,

• |ur − ur−ℓ| . r−2ρ(r)−1ℓ for 2ℓ ≤ r.

The first case contributes, since n≫ ℓ,

∑

ℓ≤r<2ℓ

ρ(n + ℓ− r)

(r − ℓ+ 1)ρ(r − ℓ)
≍ ρ(n)

ρ(ℓ)

where we used that y−1ρ(y)−1 is RV with index −1 + α > −1. The second case contributes

∑

2ℓ≤r≤n+ℓ

ℓρ(n+ ℓ− r)

r2ρ(r)
≍ ℓ

n
+
ρ(n)

ρ(ℓ)
≍ ρ(n)

ρ(ℓ)

where the first part of the middle term is due to n/2 ≤ r ≤ n + ℓ and the second is due to
ℓ ≤ r < n/2.

Suppose now α < 1
2 . By Lemma 6.12, we use the following bounds:
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• |ur − ur−ℓ| . (r − ℓ+ 1)−1ρ(r − ℓ)−1 for ℓ ≤ r < 2ℓ,

• |ur − ur−ℓ| . r−1ρ(r)ρ(ℓ)−2 for 2ℓ ≤ r.

The first case contributes ρ(ℓ)−1ρ(n) as before. The second case contributes

∑

2ℓ≤r≤n+ℓ

ρ(n+ ℓ− r)ρ(r)

rρ(ℓ)2
≍ ρ(n)2

ρ(ℓ)2
+
ρ(n)

ρ(ℓ)
≍ ρ(n)

ρ(ℓ)

where again the first part of the middle term is due to n/2 ≤ r ≤ n + ℓ and the second is due
to ℓ ≤ r < n/2.

Finally, suppose α = 1
2 . By Lemma 6.12, we use the following bounds:

• |ur − ur−ℓ| . (r − ℓ+ 1)−1ρ(r − ℓ)−1 for ℓ ≤ r < 2ℓ,

• |ur − ur−ℓ| . r−1ρ(r)ℓ{K(r)−K(ℓ)} for 2ℓ ≤ r.

The first case contributes ρ(ℓ)−1ρ(n) as before. The second case contributes

∑

2ℓ≤r≤n+ℓ

ρ(n+ ℓ− r)ρ(r)ℓ{K(r)−K(ℓ)}
r

. (6.18)

We claim that (6.18) . ρ(n)
ρ(ℓ) . To prove the claim, let C = 28 and take y0 so that L(x)

L(y) ∈ [12 , 2]

for all y > y0 and x ∈ [y,Cy].

Since n≫ ℓ, we restrict to n > Cℓ. We also restrict to ℓ > y0, because
∑n

r=1
ρ(n−r)ρ(r)K(r)

r .

ρ(n).

Then, for t ∈ [Ciℓ, Ci+1ℓ], we have L(ℓ)
L(t) =

L(ℓ)
L(Cℓ) · · ·

L(Ciℓ)
L(t) ∈ [2−i−1, 2i+1] and therefore

∫ Ci+1ℓ

Ciℓ
t−1L(t)−2 dt ≤ 4i+1L(ℓ)−2

∫ Ci+1ℓ

Ciℓ
t−1 dt = 4i+1L(ℓ)−2 logC .

Then for Cjℓ ≤ r < Cj+1ℓ,

K(r)−K(ℓ) ≤
j∑

i=0

∫ Ci+1ℓ

Ciℓ
t−1L(t)−2 dt ≤ 4j+2L(ℓ)−2 logC . (6.19)

Remark that
∑

Cjℓ≤r<Cj+1ℓ r
−3/2L(r) ≤ C2j+1(Cjℓ)−1/2L(ℓ). Let k ≥ 1 be the largest

integer such that Ckℓ < n. Note that, since ρ is monotone, ρ(n+ ℓ− r) ≤ ρ(n/2) for r < Ck−1ℓ
and thus for 0 ≤ j ≤ k − 2,

∑

Cjℓ≤r<Cj+1ℓ

ρ(n+ ℓ− r)ρ(r)ℓ{K(r)−K(ℓ)}
r

≤ 4j+2ℓρ(n/2)L(ℓ)−2 logC
∑

Cjℓ≤r<Cj+1ℓ

ρ(r)

r

. 8jC−j/2ρ(n)

ρ(ℓ)
= 2−j ρ(n)

ρ(ℓ)
.

Thus the contribution of these terms to (6.18) is within the desired bound and it remains

to treat Ck−1ℓ ≤ r ≤ n + ℓ. Our choice of C and k guarantees that 4k .
(
n
ℓ

)1/4
, hence

4k ρ(n)
ρ(ℓ) .

n−
1
4L(n)

ℓ−
1
4L(ℓ)

. 1. Using this and (6.19),

∑

Ck−1ℓ≤r≤n+ℓ

ρ(n+ ℓ− r)ρ(r)ℓ{K(r)−K(ℓ)}
r

. 4kℓL(ℓ)−2 ρ(n)

n
logC

∑

Ck−1ℓ≤r≤n+ℓ

ρ(n+ ℓ− r) . 4k
ρ(n)2

ρ(ℓ)2
.
ρ(n)

ρ(ℓ)
. �
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To complete the proof of Theorem 2.10, it remains to prove Lemma 6.12. To this end,
consider first a sequence am ∈ C, m ∈ Z, such that (think: am = mpm)

∑

|m|≥n

|am − am+1| . h(n) (6.20)

where h is non-increasing and is RV with index β ∈ (−1, 0].

Remark 6.15. If, in addition, am → 0 as |m| → ∞, then (6.20) implies, for m > 0, that
am =

∑∞
k=m ak − ak+1 = O(h(m)), and similarly for m < 0. In general, the two limits

limm→∞ am and limm→−∞ am exist but can be distinct.

Define the distribution A =
∑

m∈Z amem where we recall em(x) = eimx for x ∈ R.

Lemma 6.16. The function A : [−π, π) \ {0} → C satisfies |A(x)| . |x|−1h(|x|−1) for all
x ∈ [−π, π) \ {0} and |A|Ch(I) . |x|−1 where I = (x/2, 3x/2).

Proof. For x ∈ [−π, π) \ {0}, consider a smooth function ψ : R → R which is 2π-periodic and
equal to 1/(1−e−1) on I. Note that |ψ(x)| . |x|−1 since |1−e−1(x)| & |x|. Let B = A(1−e−1).
Then, as distributions on I,

A = Bψ ,

where the product is well-defined since 1−e−1 and ψ are smooth, and B =
∑

m∈Z(am−am+1)em.
It follows from (6.20) and Lemma 6.7 that |B|Ch <∞. Furthermore,

B(0) =
∑

m∈Z

am − am+1 = 0 ,

where the series is absolutely convergent due to (6.20). Therefore |B(x)| . h(|x|−1) and thus

|A(x)| = |B(x)ψ(x)| . |x|−1h(|x|−1) .

To obtain an upper bound on |A|Ch(I), remark that |ψ|C1(I) . |x|−2. Therefore, for all y, z ∈ I,

|ψ(y)− ψ(z)| . |y − z||x|−2 .
h(|y − z|−1)|x|−1

h(|x|−1)

where in the final bound we used |y − z|−1 & |x|−1 and that h(n)n is RV with index β +1 > 0.
Therefore

A(z) −A(y) = B(z)(ψ(z) − ψ(y)) + (B(z)−B(y))ψ(y) = O(h(|y − z|−1)|x|−1) . �

Coming back to the proof of Lemma 6.12, consider as in Section 6.1 the function P =∑∞
m=1 pmem. Since (2.10) is equivalent to

∑2n−1
m=n |pm − pm+1| . n−1ρ(n),

∑

m≥n

m|pm − pm+1| . ρ(n) .

Combining with the upper bound in (2.8), it follows that am := impm satisfies (6.20) with
h = ρ. Therefore, since P ′ =

∑
m amem, we obtain for x ∈ [−π, π) \ {0} by Lemma 6.16

|P ′(x)| . |x|−1ρ(|x|−1) , (6.21)

|P ′|Cρ([ 1
2
x, 3

2
x]) . |x|−1 . (6.22)
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Remark 6.17. If ρ(n) = n−α, then Lemmas 6.8-6.9 and the bounds (6.21)-(6.22) imply that
1− P behaves like |x|α in terms of regularity of its derivatives of order up to 1.

Proof of Lemma 6.12. We first prove (6.15). As in the proof of Lemma 6.2, define U =
1/(1 − P ), so that U =

∑∞
n=0 unen. By Lemma 6.10 it suffices to prove that, uniformly in

δ ∈ (0, 1),

ωδ(U) .
δ

ρ(δ−1)
. (6.23)

Recall (6.8):
∫ 2δ
−2δ |U(x+ δ) − U(x)| dx . δ/ρ(δ−1). By Lemma 6.9 and (6.21),

|U ′(x)| ≤ |P ′(x)| |1 − P (x)|−2 .
|x|−1

ρ(|x|−1)
. (6.24)

The final expression, as a function of |x|−1, is RV with index 1+α > 1. Therefore, by Karamata’s
theorem, ∫

|x|>2δ
|U(x+ δ) − U(x)| dx .

δ

ρ(δ−1)
,

which completes the proof of (6.23) and thus of (6.15).
We now prove (6.16). Let ℓ ≥ 1. If 2ℓ ≤ n . ℓ, then (6.16) follows simply from (6.15), the

triangle inequality, and the fact that K(n)−K(ℓ) ≍ L(n)−2 in this case.
Suppose henceforth that n ≫ ℓ. Following notation from the proof of Lemma 6.2, denote

F = 1− e−ℓ, U = 1/(1 − P ) and H = FU . Define δ = π/(n− ℓ) ≍ n−1. Then, by (6.5),

(n − ℓ)|un−ℓ − un| =
1

2π

∣∣∣
∫ π

−π
H ′e−n+ℓ

∣∣∣ = 1

4π

∣∣∣
∫ π

−π
{H ′(x)−H ′(x+ δ)}e−i(n−ℓ)x dx

∣∣∣ . (6.25)

To estimate the final integral, we write

H ′(x) =
−iℓe−iℓx

(1− P )(x)
+

(1− e−iℓx)

(1− P )2(x)
P ′(x) = −iA(x) +B(x)P ′(x) . (6.26)

Note that, by Lemma 6.9,

|A(x)| . ℓ

ρ(|x|−1)
,

|B(x)| . ℓ|x| ∧ 1

ρ(|x|−1)2
. (6.27)

Therefore, using (6.21),

|H ′(x)| . ℓ

ρ(|x|−1)
+

ℓ|x| ∧ 1

|x|ρ(|x|−1)
.

ℓ

ρ(|x|−1)

and thus, since ρ is RV with index −α > −1,

∫ 2δ

−2δ
|H ′(x+ δ)−H ′(x)| dx .

∫ 2δ

−2δ

ℓ

ρ(|x|−1)
dx .

ℓδ

ρ(δ−1)
.

Suppose now that |x| > 2δ. To handle the second term in (6.26), by (6.21) and Lemma 6.9,

|B′(x)| . ℓ

ρ(|x|−1)2
+

ℓ|x| ∧ 1

|x|ρ(|x|−1)2
.

ℓ

ρ(|x|−1)2
.
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Therefore, by (6.21)-(6.22) and (6.27),

|B(x+ δ)P ′(x+ δ)−B(x)P ′(x)| . δℓ

|x|ρ(|x|−1)
+

(ℓ|x| ∧ 1)ρ(δ−1)

|x|ρ(|x|−1)2
.

The integral of the first term over |x| > 2δ is ℓδ/ρ(δ−1) as earlier, while the integral of the
second term over |x| > 2δ is

∫ π

1/ℓ

ρ(δ−1)

|x|ρ(|x|−1)2
dx+

∫ 1/ℓ

2δ

ℓρ(δ−1)

ρ(|x|−1)2
dx .

The first integral is proportional to ρ(δ−1)/ρ(ℓ)2. The second integral, recalling that ρ(z) =
z−αL(z) and δ < 1

4ℓ , is equal to

ℓρ(δ−1)

∫ 1

2δ

ℓ
ρ(y)−2y−2 dy ≍





ρ(δ−1)ρ(ℓ)−2 α < 1/2 ,

ℓρ(δ−1){K(δ−1)−K(ℓ)} α = 1/2 ,

ℓδρ(δ−1)−1 α > 1/2 .

(6.28)

To handle the first term in (6.26), we write

A(x+ δ)−A(x) = ℓe−ℓ(x+ δ)
(
U(x+ δ)− U(x)

)
+ ℓ

(
e−ℓ(x+ δ)− e−ℓ(x)

)
U(x)

= A1(x, δ) +A2(x, δ) .

By (6.24), |U ′(x)| . |x|−1ρ(|x|−1)−1, hence |U(x+ δ)− U(x)| . δ|x|−1ρ(|x|−1)−1, and thus

∫

|x|>2δ
|A1(x, δ)| dx .

ℓδ

ρ(δ−1)
.

To handle A2(x, δ) = ℓ
(
F (x)− F (x+ δ)

)
U(x), note that, for z ∈ [2δ, π], by (6.13),

∫

|x|∈[2δ,z]
|A2(x, δ)| dx .

ℓ2δz

ρ(z−1)
. (6.29)

Furthermore, similar to (6.14),

∣∣∣
∫

|x|>z
A2(x, δ)e

−i(n−ℓ)x dx
∣∣∣ ≤ 2ℓ

∣∣∣
∫

|x|>z
U(x)e−i(n−ℓ)x dx

∣∣∣

.
ℓδ

ρ(z−1)
+

∫ π

z

ℓδ

xρ(x−1)
dx .

ℓδ

ρ(z−1)
,

(6.30)

where in the 2nd bound we used Lemma 6.11 with h(y) = y−1 and (6.24). Taking z = ℓ−1 ≥ 2δ,
both (6.29) and (6.30) yield a contribution of order ℓδρ(ℓ)−1 . ℓδρ(δ−1)−1.

Finally, note that ℓδ/ρ(δ−1) and ρ(δ−1)/ρ(ℓ)2, for any α ∈ (0, 1), are bounded by a multiple
of (6.28) (for α = 1

2 we use K(δ−1) −K(ℓ) & L(δ−1)−2 + L(ℓ)−2 since δ−1 ≫ ℓ, as in (6.17)).
Therefore (6.25) is bounded by the right-hand side of (6.28), concluding the proof. �

A Memory loss for positive recurrent Markov chains

Here we justify (1.2). We use notation from Section 2.1, in particular the sequences un =
P(Xn = 0 | X0 = 0) and zn =

∑
k>n pk. We start by recalling the following special case

of [MO14, Theorem 2.2]:
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Theorem A.1. Suppose that α > 1. If zn . n−α, then |un − un+1| . n−α.

To prove (1.2), consider α > 1. It suffices to consider ℓ = 1 and apply the triangle inequality.
By (2.3) and Theorem A.1,

‖Pn+1δ0 − Pnδ0‖TV = zn+1 +

n∑

m=0

|un+1−m − un−m|zm

. n−α +

n∑

m=0

(n−m+ 1)−α(m+ 1)−α . n−α ,

as desired.

Remark A.2. The above proof of (1.2) relies on Theorem A.1, the proof of which in [MO14]
is based on a generalised Wiener lemma. There are other ways to prove (1.2), for example we
were able to adapt [Lin02, Theorem 4.2, p27], which essentially contains (1.2) under the strong
moment assumption

∑
n≥1 n

−αpn <∞.
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