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Cutoff for random walk on random graphs with a
community structure

Jonathan Hermon * Andela Sarkovié¢ Perla Sousi *

Abstract

We consider a variant of the configuration model with an embedded community structure
and study the mixing properties of a simple random walk on it. Every vertex has an internal
deg‘int > 3 and an outgoing deg®"® number of half-edges. Given a stochastic matrix Q, we
pick a random perfect matching of the half-edges subject to the constraint that each vertex v
has deg™"(v) neighbours inside its community and the proportion of outgoing half-edges from
community ¢ matched to a half-edge from community j is Q(%,j). Assuming the number of
communities is constant and they all have comparable sizes, we prove the following dichotomy:
simple random walk on the resulting graph exhibits cutoff if and only if the product of the
Cheeger constant of @ times logn (where n is the number of vertices) diverges.

In [4], Ben-Hamou established a dichotomy for cutoff for a non-backtracking random walk
on a similar random graph model with 2 communities. We prove the same characterisation of
cutoff holds for simple random walk.

Keywords and phrases. Configuration model, mixing time, cutoff, entropy,
MSC 2010 subject classifications. Primary 60F05, 60G50.

1 Introduction

In this paper we study the mixing time of a simple random walk on two different random graph
models which are generalisations of the configuration model incorporating a community structure.

We first define the two random graph models that we will consider. The first one was defined by
Anna Ben-Hamou in [4].

Definition 1.1. (2 communities model) Let V' be a set of vertices which is a disjoint union of sets
V1 and V; representing the two communities. Let d : V' — N\ {0,1} be a degree sequence specified
in advance, such that

Z d(v) = N;, forie{0,1},

veV;
where Ny and Ny are both even. Let N = Ny + N, and let p be a fixed even integer between 2
and min{Ny, No}. We construct the model by first, for all v € V| assigning d(v) half-edges to the
vertex v. We then choose uniformly at random p half-edges in each community and label them
outgoing. We label the rest of the half-edges internal. Finally, the random graph is obtained by

*University of British Columbia, Vancouver, CA. E-mail: jhermon@math.ubc.ca.
"University of Cambridge, Cambridge, UK. E-mail: as2572@cam.ac.uk
#University of Cambridge, Cambridge, UK. E-mail: p.sousi@statslab.cam.ac.uk


http://arxiv.org/abs/2212.04469v1

matching the outgoing half-edges in community 1 with the outgoing half-edges in community 2
uniformly at random and for i € {1,2} taking a uniform random perfect matching of the internal
half-edges in community ¢ (half-edges at vertices v and u which are matched form an edge between
vertices v and u). We write for ¢ € {1,2}, a; = £ and n; = |Vj| and set @ = a1 + a2 and

n=mni+ng =|V|.

Definition 1.2 (m-communities model). We define a random graph G, consisting of m € N
communities as follows. For i € {1,2...,m} let n; € N and let V; be a set of vertices belonging
to community ¢ with |V;| = n;. Denote n =>."", n; and V = |J*, V;. We are given a symmetric
m X m matrix F with non-negative integer entries and with all diagonal elements being even.

Let deg™, deg® : V — Ny be two fixed sequences satisfying iz Big = Duev: deg®(v) and
Eii=3 vev deg™ (v) for all 3. For every i € {1,...,m} to each v € V;, we assign deg™(v) internal
half-edges and deg®"*(v) outgoing half-edges. We write d(v) = deg(v) = deg™ (v) + deg®*(v).

For ¢ < m we connect the internal half edges coming from vertices in community ¢ uniformly at
random to each other. For every community ¢, out of ) i L j outgoing half-edges we pick F; ;
half edges to connect to community j # ¢ uniformly at random (without replacement). We call the

chosen edges j-half-edges. For ¢ # j we match the j-half-edges coming from community ¢ to the
i-half-edges coming from community j uniformly at random.

We now recall the definition of mixing time for a Markov chain with transition matrix P and
invariant distribution 7. The & mixing time is defined to be

tmix(g) = min{t > 0 : max || P*(x,-) — 7||tv < €},
xT

where || —v|rv = 13, [u(z) — v(z)| for g and v two probability measures.

A sequence of Markov chains with mixing times (t(n-) (€)) exhibits cutoff if for all € € (0,1)

mix

tfl?i)x(e)

— - 51 asn— oo. (1.1)
tff&(l —e)

We say that a sequence of graphs exhibits cutoff if the corresponding sequence of simple random
walks exhibits cutoff. Let G, be a sequence of random graphs as in Definitions [[.T] and We
say that an event A happens with high probability and abbreviate it w.h.p., if P(4) = 1 — o(1)
as n — oo. We say that the sequence of random graphs G,, exhibits cutoff with high probability
if (LI) holds in distribution.

Notation: Let f,g : N — R be two functions. We write f(n) < g(n) if there is a constant ¢ > 0
such that for all n, f(n) < cg(n). We write f(n) < g(n), if f(n) < g(n) and g(n) < f(n).

We first state our result for the 2-communities model under the following assumptions as in [4]:

a<l (there is a community structure) (1.2)
Ny <Ny <N (communities have comparable sizes) (1.3)
mi‘r/l d(v) >3 (branching degree) (1.4)
IS
A= max d(v) =0(1) (sparseregime). (1.5)
ve

Theorem 1.3. Let G = (Vi, Ex) be a sequence of the two communities random graphs on ny
vertices, with n — 0o as k — oo, which satisfies the assumptions (L2)-([LH). For a simple random



walk on Gy, the following holds. Let tyix (Gk,€) be € mizing time of the walk and let oy be v from
Definition L] corresponding to the graph Gy. For oy > Wlle\ we have that with high probability

the random walk on Gy, exhibits cutoff and tmix (Gk, %) = log | V.
Moreover, in this case for all e € (0, %) there exists a constant C(A, ) such that with high probability
1
tmix (Gk,fi) _tmix (Gkal _8) S C(A7€) Og|Vk|

893

Finally, for ay < we have that tmix (Gk, i) = ik and there is no cutoff.

1
log [Vi| a

Ben-Hamou in [4] established the same dichotomy for cutoff for the non-backtracking random walk
on the 2-communities random graph. The result above answers her open question regarding the
mixing of the simple random walk. In Section [6.1] we establish that under certain assumptions the
non-backtracking random walk mixes faster than the simple random walk in the cutoff regime.

We now move on to the m-communities model. We first define a matrix Q indexed by {1,...,m}?

via

Qi,j) = Téé

In words, @ is the transition matrix of a random walk on the graph obtained from G,, by gluing
together all vertices from the same community into a single vertex and keeping all edges.

For the m-communities model we make the following assumptions:

@ is an irreducible matrix (connected graph) (1.6)
Vie{l,...m}, nj<n (communities have comparable size) (1.7)
min  deg;(v) >3 (branching degree inside the community ) (1.8)

i€{l,..m}veV;
A= max d(v) = 0(1) (sparse regime) (1.9)

We recall that the Cheeger constant of a transition matrix P with invariant distribution 7 is defined

to be
. Z:BEA,yGAC W(l’)P(m7 y)
d, = min
A:W(A)S% ﬂ-(A)

Since we assume that @ is an irreducible matrix, it follows that it has a unique invariant distribution
that we denote by mg.

We can now state our main result for the m-communities random graph model.

Theorem 1.4. Let Gy, = (Vi, E)) be a sequence of the m-communities random graphs on ny, vertices,
with n — 0o as k — oo, which satisfies the assumptions (LO)-(L9). Let tmix (Gg,€) be the e-mizing
time of the simple random walk on Gy and let ap be the Cheeger constant of the Markov chain Q
corresponding to the graph Gy. For oy > WIIVM we have that with high probability the simple random

walk on Gy, exhibits cutoff and tmix (Gk, i) = log | V.
Moreover, in this case for all € € (0, %) there exists a constant C'(A, ) such that with high probability

tmix (Ges €) — tmix (Gro 1 — €) < C(A, €) 10%7%'_
k

Finally, for ag < we have that with high probability tmix (Gk, %) = aik and there is no cutoff.

_1
log |V~



For an irreducible reversible Markov chain on a finite state space with transition matrix P the
absolute spectral gap ~v is defined as

v =1 —max {|A| : A is an eigenvalue of P with A\ # 1}

*

and the absolute relaxation time is t7; =

%. The spectral gap is defined to be
v=1—max{\: \is an eigenvalue of Pwith A # 1}
and the relaxation time is .o = %

Proposition 1.5. In the setup of Theorems[L.3 and[I.4), it holds that t,q < t7,; < L

«

1.1 Related work

In this paper we establish cutoff at an entropic time, which has been a recurring theme in a lot of
recent works on random walks and non-backtracking random walks on random graphs. For more
related work and references we refer the reader to [I8]. Some notable works include [7, 5] 18] [17]

10, (11, @, 8, [13).

1.2 Organisation

In Section [2] we give a detailed overview of the proof ideas and direct the reader to the relevant
sections where the rigorous proofs are presented. We first prove the statements of Theorems [[L3]
and [[4lin the case of a lazy simple random walk, so we work with a lazy walk in SectionsBlto[HEl In
Section [6] we deduce the simple random walk case from the lazy one. In Section [3l we define a multi
type random tree and prove concentration results on the speed and entropy of a lazy simple random
walk on it. In Section [l we prove bounds on the spectral profile (defined there) of G,, and prove the
bounds on t.q from Proposition for certain values of a. In Section B we describe a coupling of
the walk on the random tree with the walk on the random graph G,, using similar ideas as in [I§],
and then we prove Theorems [[3] and [[.4l In Section we establish a comparison result between
the mixing times of the simple and the non-backtracking random walk on the 2-communities model.
Finally, in the Appendix we present the proofs of some combinatorial statements.

2 Overview

We give an overview of the proof ideas in the case when « > 1/logn. In this regime, we establish
cutoff at an entropic time. There have been many examples of random walks on random graphs
exhibiting cutoff at an entropic time. In this work we follow the general outline of 7], [18] and [5],
where the idea is to first bound the £? distance at the entropic time and then use the Poincaré
inequality to bring it down to o(1). The main obstacles we have to overcome are the estimation of
the relaxation time and the entropic concentration on the Benjamini-Schramm limit of our random
graphs. We explain how we bound the relaxation time for the 2-communities model in Section
and the entropic concentration for the m-communities model in Section 211

We now give a short overview of how the rest of proof is organised. We first establish the quantitative
entropic concentration as in [7], [I8] and [5] for the Benjamini-Schramm limit of G,, which is a multi
type random tree (see Definitions B.I] and B.2]). Loosely speaking, we prove that if b is the Avez



entropy of the random tree T' (which exists a.s. and is a constant) and u is the distribution of X;
given T, the

E [(Bl- log T (%) | T) - b0)°] < = 21)

We explain how to do this in the case of the m-communities model in Section 2.1l

The obtained quantitative entropic concentration is sufficiently strong in order to establish cutoff
with high probability starting from a fixed sequence of starting points (by this we mean that in the
definition of “cutoff with high probability” we do not consider the worst case starting points, but
rather we consider the sequence of the ratios of the € and the 1 — ¢ mixing times corresponding
to this particular sequence of starting points, and require it to converge in distribution to 1 for all
fixed € € (0,1)). Namely, consider the time ¢y at which the annealed entropy of the random walk
on the random tree equals logn — Czy/logn/a. By the entropic concentration (2.]]), one can show
that with probability at least 1 — ¢ (jointly over T" and (X3)¢>0)

1 logn 3 logn
exp <§C€U%> , eXp (505\/ i >] .

In particular, on an event holding with probability at least 1 — o(1) the random walk is supported
on a set of cardinality o(n). Asin [7] (as well as [5] and [I8] which followed) we construct a coupling
of the random graph rooted at the starting point of the walk, together with the random walk on
this graph until time ¢y, and the rooted random tree together with the walk on it until time ¢g. The
coupling contains in particular a common “good” subtree which, loosely speaking, is contained in
the set of vertices = of the tree satisfying that

3 logn
maxtgto,uf(x) < exp (505\/ i > (2.2)

such that with probability at least 1 — 2e (w.r.t. the aforementioned coupling, jointly over the
tree, finite rooted random graph and the walks on both graphs) the walks on both graphs stay
in this “good” subtree and are equal to one another until time #3. On this event the support of
the walk on the finite random graph is of size o(n) and hence it has total variation distance at
least 1 — o(1) from the stationary distribution. By the triangle inequality, this easily implies that
the 1 — 2e — o(1) mixing time for this starting point is w.h.p. at least tg. Conversely, (2.2]) together
with the Poincaré inequality (i.e. exponential decay of the ¢? distance), the bound on the relaxation
time (which we explain how to obtain in Section [22]) and the spectral profile technique (which is a
more refined version of the Poincaré inequality, see [14]) allow us to show that with high probability
the random walk on the finite graph starting from the considered starting point is well-mixed at

M%(Xto) S

time to+ O(Czy/ 10%) = to+o(tp). Here we are using the fact that we are considering a lazy simple
random walk as that is required in order to use the spectral profile technique. Finally to upgrade
this result on cutoff from a typical starting point into one about worst-case starting point we follow
the approach of [5] by considering K-roots as we define in Section [B

2.1 Entropic concentration

In Section Bl we establish the existence of the speed and the Avez entropy, as well as prove a
quantitative entropic concentration for the random walk on the limiting multi type random tree.

lwe do not prove this statement exactly, but instead we prove it for the loop erasure of the random walk and it
ends up being sufficient for completing the proof



Following [7] it is natural to define a regeneration time to be a time at which the random walk on the
random tree crosses an edge for the first and last time. Let o; be the time of the i-th regeneration
time. In the setup of [I8] the regeneration times give rise to an i.i.d. decomposition of the pair
(Tx,, (Xt)Z,,) into pairs (Tx,, \ Tx,, (Xt)f;t;i_l)ieN, where T, \ T} is the subtree obtained by
removing the induced subtree rooted at b from the induced subtree rooted at a. In our setup we
call the i-th regeneration time “type j € [m]” if the label of X, is j. The above i.i.d. decomposition
from [I8] can now be replaced with a “Markov chain decomposition”. Namely, the distribution of
(Tx,, \TX"i+l’ (Xt);z;l;l) depends on (Tx,  \Tx,,, (Xt)?;;il_l) only through the label of X, 1
and X,,. We note here that it can easily be seen by considering for instance the case in which there
are three consecutive regeneration times, during which the label of the position of the walk changes
twice, that in the case of the m communities model, the decomposition cannot be made by only

considering the labels of X, , but we also need the label of its parent, X, .

In order to establish the quantitative entropic concentration from (2.I]) we exploit the aforementioned
Markov chain decomposition and apply a certain general result about concentration for averages for
stationary Markov chains which is also valid in the non-reversible setup (we do this in Lemma [3.27])
involving the mixing time of the chain. In our setup we apply this to the non-reversible Markov
chain with transition matrix ¥, which loosely speaking represents the transitions of types of the
regeneration edges (Xs,—1,Xs,), where o; only correspond to certain “special” regeneration times
(see Definition B.3)). Writing tmix(X) = tmix(2, 1/4) for the total variation mixing time of ¥ and b
for the Avez entropy of the random tree T', we essentially obtain

E [ (Bl log i (X0) | T) = 5)°] S ¢ taix(®).

Therefore, by (2.I)) it is enough to show that mixing time of ¥ can be bounded from above (up to
constants) by the inverse of a. This is easy to establish in the case of the two communities model
and in the rest of this section we explain how we bound it in the m-communities model by the
inverse of the Cheeger constant of Q.

The lack of reversibility of 3, together with the fact that some of its transition probabilities may
tend to zero poses several challenges, when attempting to show that the product of the mixing time
of ¥ with its Poincaré constant (or with its Cheeger constant) is bounded as well as when trying
to compare its Poincaré or Cheeger constant to those of a different Markov chain (such as @ or
Q2 described below, or see Definition BIT]). Another difficulty is posed by the fact that ¥ and
@ are defined on different state spaces, hence it is not possible to directly compare their Cheeger
or Poincaré constants, not to mention their mixing times. These are generally harder to compare
between two Markov chains, even when they are defined on the same probability space, are both
reversible and one is obtained from the other by a bounded perturbation of the edge weights (see
[cite Ding-Pers and some of my papers| for constructions showing that the mixing times can be of
completely different order).

In order to relate 3 and @) we consider a third chain with matrix Q2 which we then compare with
@ and with ¥ separately. Let Z := (Z;);>0 be a realisation of the Markov chain with transition
matrix Q). Let Qo be the transition matrix of (/Z\Z)fio given by 7= (Zi, Zit1), i.e., by taking two
consecutive steps of Z. We first show that the product of the Cheeger constant and the mixing time
of @ is bounded (this would have followed in an obvious manner from the fact that min; 7g(i) < 1
only had we known that the easy direction of Cheeger’s inequality is sharp up to a constant factor,
i.e. that the spectral-gap of @ is comparable to its Cheeger constant). The mixing time of @ is
clearly the same as that of (2. This will give us that it is enough to show that the Cheeger constant
of @2 and the Poincaré constant of Q2 (which is the spectral gap of additive symmetrisation) are
of the same order and that we can bound the Poincaré constant of ¥ by the one of Q)s.



A major difficulty in relating the Poincaré constants of ()5 and of ¥ is that ¥ has positive probability
of some transitions which are impossible in Q2 (notice that Q2((a,b)(c,d)) > 0 can only hold if
b = ¢). Another difficulty is that while we have a simple expression for the transition probabilities of
Q2 as well as for its stationary distribution mg,, this is not the case for the transitions of X. In order
to overcome some of aforementioned difficulties we will consider yet another chain W, where loosely
speaking we consider more types of regeneration edges than in the definition of 3. We can view X
as the induced chain of W when it visits a certain set, and hence by standard comparison results
we can compare their Poincaré constants. We are then left with comparing the Poincaré constants
of W and Q,. Denoting the state space of Q2 by Qs and writing Qs := {(z,y) € Q2% : Qa(z,y) > 0},
we are able to show that

mw ()

Qo ()

) T (x
mlnmegbﬂi((x)) =< 1 < maxyeq,
2

and that
_ W(z,y)
R Qy(,y)

This finally allows us to directly compare the Poincaré constants of W and Q-.

= 1.

min
(z

2.2 Bounding t,q

We explain how to bound the spectral gap in the 2-communities model. It is easy to see that
the bottleneck-ratio of a community of stationary probability at most 1/2 is < «, and hence this
immediately implies that the spectral gap is 2 a. We are unaware of any general criterion which
allows one to deduce that the relaxation-time is comparable to the inverse of the Cheeger constant.
This is often achieved by a comparison to another Markov chain which is better understood or
by showing that both of them are comparable to the mixing time, which fails in our case when
a>1/logn.

It is tempting to apply the decomposition technique (which we can use for the m-communities
model as the minimal internal degree is 3, see [23, Theorem 1.1] i.e. Theorem (7). According to
this technique, we can bound the relaxation-time from above by the maximum of the relaxation
times of the induced graphs on the two communities (this general technique involves taking the
maximum also with the two state Markov chain obtained by contracting each community to a
single state, but this is easily seen to be of order 1/a)). We now explain why this technique fails in
our case. Since the in-degree can be 2 or 1 it is not true that the restriction of the graph to each
community is an expander. In fact, similarly to the giant component of a supercritical Erdés-Rényi
graph (or a supercritical configuration model which has either a constant fraction of its vertices
having degrees 1 or 2, or that the fraction of such vertices is taken to vanish arbitrarily slowly)
when a < 1 (resp., when « vanishes slowly), one can show that the restriction to each community
contains paths of length ©(logn) of degree 2 vertices (resp. contains such paths of length o(logn)
but whose order can be made to be arbitrarily close to logn), and so the relaxation-time of the

restriction is <(10g n)2> (resp. of order which is arbitrarily close to this).

In order to circumvent the aforementioned difficulty in applying the usual decomposition theorem,
we bound instead the Dirichlet eigenvalue of all sets of size at most 1/2. In fact it is enough to
bound it for sets D containing community 1 and a small proportion of community 2 (or the other
way around). We achieve this by bounding the tail of the time it takes to leave the set D by the
Dirichlet eigenvalue of the second community and the probability that the chain starting from the
first community spends smaller than § proportion of time in community 2 in the first ¢ steps, for
some small constant § and all large t. In order to bound the last probability, we construct a coupling



between the random walk on the random graph and the random walk on the random tree, in which
new vertices of the random graph are revealed only when the random walk crosses an edge leading
to them for the first time.

3 Limiting Multi Type random Tree

In this section we only consider the lazy random walk. We start by defining a multi-type random
tree, which will be used to approximate the random graph G,, consisting of m communities.

Definition 3.1. Let v be a probability distribution on {1,...,m}. We define a multi-type random
tree T with m types, 1,2...m, and the distribution of the type of the root given by v, to be the

infinite tree constructed as follows. The root p is first chosen to be of type ¢ € {1,2,...,m} with
probability v(i). The root is then assigned the internal and outgoing degree corresponding to the
deg(v)

vertex v € V; with probability = . Each internal edge has an offspring of type ¢ and each

cv; deg(u)
outgoing edge connects to an offspring of type j, for j # ¢, independently with probability %

We now define the tree inductively.

Suppose T has been constructed up to level £ and we know the degree vectors of all nodes up to
level £ — 1 as well as the types of all nodes of level £. To each node of level £ of type ¢ which is an
offspring of a type j # i node from level £ — 1, we assign the degree vector of vertex v in community

i of Gy, with probability %. The number of offspring of type i of this node is then deg™(v),
j#i L
while the number of outgoing offspring is deg®(v) — 1 and each of the outgoing offspring is of type
s # i with probability % For a node of level £ of type 7 which is an offspring of a type @
k#1

node from level £ — 1, we assign the degree vector of vertex v in community ¢ of G,, with probability
int .
;iiiy. The number of offspring of type i of this node is then deg™ (v) — 1, while the number of
outgoing offspring 1s deg " (v) and each of the outgoing ofispring 1s of type s # ¢ with probability
i ffspring is deg®"* d each of th ing offspring is of i with probabili
E'L,s

Zk;ﬁi Ei,k ’
We let T be the topological space of all rooted bounded degree infinite trees and with vertices of
types {1,...,m}. The multi-type random tree is then a random variable taking values in 7. We

denote by MGW,, the law of this random variable. We alsolet © : ' — {1,2,...,m} be the function
which maps each node of the tree to its type.

In the case of the random graph model on two communities from Definition [[I] the limiting tree is
defined as follows.

Definition 3.2. We define a two-type random tree T', with vertices of types 1 and 2 to be the
infinite tree constructed as follows. The root p is first chosen to be of type 1 with probability =t
and of type 2, otherwise (so with probability 72). Each vertex of type i is then assigned a random
number of offspring by sampling its degree from a degree biased distribution of all degrees of vertices
dZvGVi 1(deg(v)=d)
2 vev; deg(v)
are between 3 and A). Each offspring vertex is then, independently of everything else, taken to be
of the opposite type with probability «; = % and of the same type ¢, otherwise. We let 7 be the
topological space of all rooted bounded degree infinite trees and with vertices of types 1 and 2. The
two type random tree is then a random variable taking values in 7. We also let © : T — {1,2} be
the function which maps each vertex to its type.

of type i in G,,, in particular the degree is taken to be d with probability (degrees



We let d(z,y) be the graph distance between vertices x and y. For a tree T" we denote by T (v)
the subtree of T" rooted at v, i.e. T (v) ={yeT :d(p,y) =d(p,v) +d(v,y)}, and all y € T (v)
are called offspring or descendants of v. We write {x,y} and (z,y) for the undirected and directed
edge in T, respectively. Let p (z) be the parent of z, i.e. p(z) is a vertex such that d (z,p(z)) =1
and d(p,p(z)) +1=d(p,x).

For a discrete time Markov Chain X we define the hitting time of vertex z by 7, = min {t > 0: X; = =}
and the first return time to z as 7,7 = min{t > 1: X; = z}.

Definition 3.3. Let X be a lazy simple random walk on an infinite tree T with vertices of
types 1,...,m starting from the root. A random time o is called a regeneration time if the ran-
dom walk crosses the edge {X,_1,X,} for the first and last time at time o and if the nodes
p(Xo—1),Xs—1, X, all have the same type. We say that the regeneration time o is of type (i,4) for
ie{l,...,m}, if ©(X,) =1i.

We start by stating the following well known result that a tree with vertex degrees lower bounded
by 3 is uniformly transient. In particular, this implies that the multi-type tree T constructed as in
Definition Bl or is uniformly transient.

Lemma 3.4. There exist positive constants c,c1 and co so that the following holds. Let T be an
infinite tree with root p and deg(v) > 3 for all v € T. Suppose that X is a lazy simple random walk
on T and let P, be the law of X when it starts from x. Then for all x € T and all times t we have

]P’a:(Tp(g;) A T;_ = OO) >c and ]P’p(d (ant) < Clt) < e c2t

Remark 3.5. Let T be a multi-type random tree as in Definition B.1] and let X be a lazy simple
random walk on T started from the root. Then using the lemma above, it is easy to see that the
probability that X visits a vertex of type ¢ for the first time, then jumps to an offspring of type 1,
makes one more jump to an offspring of type ¢ and afterwards escapes forever is bounded from below
by ¢/, where ¢’ is a positive constant. Therefore, almost surely there exists an infinite sequence of
regeneration times that we denote by (o%)ken.

The proof of the following lemma follows analogously to [18, Lemma 3.6] with the only difference
being that here we need to condition on the type of the regeneration edge being crossed.

Lemma 3.6. Let T be a multi-type random tree with root p and m types as in Definition[31] or[32.
Fix K > 0 and let Ty be a realisation of the first K levels of T. Let X be a lazy simple random walk
on T started from p. Let oo be the first time that X reaches OBk (p) and let (0;);-, be the almost
surely infinite sequence of regeneration times occurring after oy, where o; is the i-th regeneration time
for which ¢; = d(p, Xy,) > K. Then, for 0 € {1,...,m}?, conditional on (© (Xy,_1),0 (X)) =0
and B (IO’ K) = TO’ (T (Xo'i—l) \T (XUi) ) (Xt)a,-_lgtgai) and (T (XUi) \T (X0¢+1) ) (Xt)
are independent. Moreover, (0; — 0i—1);~1 and (¢; — ¢i—1);~; have exponential tails. Let T* be the
graph obtained by taking T(v) U p, for a random offspring v of p. Then, for all i > 1 and 6 €

(1....m}? conditional on (© (Xs,_1),0 (Xs,)) = (O (p),0)) = 0, the pair (T (X..), (Xt)t20i>

0i<t<oi+1

has the law of (T, )Z'), where X is a lazy simple random walk on T started from v conditional to

never visit p.
From now on, slightly abusing notation, for an edge e = (x,y) we will write O(e) = (©(z), O(y)).
Also for a regeneration time o we will write O(X,) = O(X,_1, X,).

The above independence and stationarity conditional on the type of the regeneration edge gives
that we can define the Markov chain corresponding to the types of regeneration edges as follows.



Definition 3.7. Let 01,05 € {1, ... ,m}2 represent the types of the regeneration edges and let (o)
be the regeneration times as in Lemma We define the Markov chain 3 on the state space of
types of edges, i.e. on S ={1,... ,m}Q, which, for 61,0, € S, has the transition probabilities

2(01,62) =P(O (Xoy) =02 [ © (Xo,) = 61).

By the assumption on @) being irreducible, it follows that 3 is an irreducible Markov chain, and
since it takes values in a finite state space, it has a unique invariant distribution that we denote
by ms;. We call ¥ the types Markov chain.

We can further define Zy, g, to be the law of the pair (T'(Xs,) \ T(Xoy), (Xt)oo<t<os) conditional
on the types of the edges (Xy,-1, Xs,) and (Xyy—1, Xs,) being 01 and 6o respectively.

The Markov chain ¥ defined above represents the types of the regeneration edges. Given the
sequence of types of the regeneration edges, which we sample from this Markov chain, we can
subsequently generate the tree and the walk between the two regeneration times, by sampling them
from the distributions Z (Xs,).0( . In the next section we will analyse the mixing time of the

Markov chain X.

X"'i+1)

3.1 Mixing time of the types Markov chain

In this section we estimate the mixing time of the Markov chain ¥. We start with the case of two
communities, where it is easy to estimate the mixing time. The rest of the section is then devoted
to the multi community setting.

Lemma 3.8. There exists a constant C' depending only on the maximal degree A and Z—; such that

e
o

Proof. As the tree has only two types of vertices, the Markov chain ¥ has state space {(1,1),(2,2)},
of size two. We claim that it suffices to show that the transition probabilities of 3 are all bounded
from below by ca, for some constant c¢. Indeed, then the hitting time of any state will be stochas-
tically dominated by a geometric random variable of parameter 2 «, which implies the bound on
the mixing time. The probability to cross from a new vertex of type ¢ to the offspring of type j and
then make two steps to two new offsprings of type j and then escape to infinity is bounded from
below by 2 «aif i # j and by 2 1 if ¢ = j. O

The main result of this section is the following proposition which bounds the mixing time of ¥ in
terms of the Cheeger constant 3% of the matrix Q.

Proposition 3.9. There exists a constant C' depending only on the number of communities m, the
mazimal degree A and min; j<, Z—; such that

[IVE o 9
mix — LQ°

Py
Before we give an overview of the proof of this proposition, we recall the definition of the Poincaré
constant v of a Markov chain with transition matrix P, state space S and invariant distribution =

" En(9)
_ inf P
i ¢ non}?onstant Varw(¢) ’

10



where for any function f on S, we define the Dirichlet form of f, Ep(f) as

Ep(f) ={I = P)f,flz =D (I = P)f(2))f(x)r(x).

T

Definition 3.10. We define a sequence of times (0 )ken to be the times when the walk crosses the
edge {X5, 1, X5, } for the first and last time at time o and if the type of X5, _; and its parent in
the tree are the same. Lemma also holds for this sequence of times and therefore we can define
the Markov chain W to be the chain on the state space {1,...,m}? which has transitions

W(01,02) =P(O (X5,) =02 | ©(X5,) = 6),

where 61,05 € {1,...,m}?. We denote the invariant distribution of W (which clearly exists by
irreducibility of @) by myy .

Definition 3.11. We let Q5 be the transition matrix given by

E. .
0 Eje
We write mg, for the invariant distribution of Q2 given by mq, (i,7) = WQ(i)Q(i,j) for all 4, €
{1,...,m}.

In order to control the mixing time of ¥, we need to bound the Poincaré constant of ¥ by @S and
also show that the invariant distribution of ¥ has entries bounded away from 0 uniformly. The
chain ¥ can be viewed as the induced chain of W when it visits the set {(i,7) : i € {1,...,m}, and
hence we can bound its Poincaré constant by the one of W. We then bound the Poincaré constant
of W by the one of Q2 by showing that the transition probabilities of W are lower bounded by the
corresponding ones for ()2, and that W and ()2 have comparable invariant distributions. Finally,
we need to bound the Poincaré constant of Q2 by Y.

We start by stating the following result on the comparison between the Poincaré constants of a
chain Z and the induced chain of Z observed when it visits a set A.

Lemma 3.12. Let Z be a Markov chain on the state space S and let A C S. Let Z be a Markov
chain on the state space A with transition probabilities Pa given by

PA(:Cay):]P):E(ZT;‘L :y> fOT'CE,yGA,
where TX is the first return time to A. Let v and y4 be the Poincaré constants of Z and Z,
respectively. We have that
VA 27

Proof. The proof of this lemma in the reversible case is given in [20, Theorem 13.20] and is due to
Aldous. The only place where reversibility is being used is to show that the invariant distribution
of Z is 7| 4 given by 7| a(z) = w(x)/m(A) for z € A. This is also true in the non-reversible case, by
considering the limit of the time each chain spends in any state z € A, rather than using the detailed
balance equations. The rest of the proof goes through verbatim in the non-reversible case. U

Corollary 3.13. Let vy and ~vyw be the Poincaré constants of the chains ¥ and W respectively.
Then

= =YW

11



Proof. From the definition, as the regeneration times (o )ren given by Lemma [3.6] are a subsequence
of (0k)ken, it is clear that we can construct the chain ¥ by running the chain W and only keeping
the steps of it which are in the set {(4,7) : ¢ € {1,...,m}}. Therefore, the chain ¥ is the induced
chain of W on the set {(¢,7) : i € {1,...,m}}, and hence the statement of the corollary follows from
Lemma O

Lemma 3.14. There ezists a positive constant ¢ depending on m, A, min; jn;/n; so that
YQa S C YW

To prove this we first need to compare the invariant distributions and the non-zero transition
probabilities of W and @s.

Lemma 3.15. There exist positive constants c,c1 and cy depending on m, A, min; jn;/n; so that
the following holds. For all iy,i2,71,72 € {1,...,m}

cQ2((i1,51), (i2, J2)) < W((i1,51), (i2,52))  and  crmw (i1, 1)) < 7@, ((i1,51)) < camw ((i1,51))-

We prove this lemma by first establishing that the expected proportion of times the walk visits a
vertex of type i, for i € {1,...,m}, for the first time is strictly positive. In order to do this, we
will need the following result whose proof is given in Appendix [Aland closely follows the proof from
[22].

Theorem 3.16. Let psrw be the transition probability on T which moves the rooted tree T to the
rooted tree T, obtained by picking a random neighbour of the root of T and setting it to be the root
of T'. The Markov chain on T with transition probabilities psrw and initial distribution MGW,TQ
1s stationary and reversible.

Lemma 3.17. There exists a constant ¢ > 0 depending on m, A, min; ; n;/n; so that the following
holds. Suppose the type of the root of T is sampled according to mq. Then for all typesi € {1,...,m}
and oll times ¢ € N we have

E[[{t<0:0(Xy) =i and X; # X4,V s <t}|] >cl.

Proof. Let C be the expected number of visits to the root of a random walk starting from the root
on the 3-regular infinite tree. Then, since every vertex of T" has degree at least 3, it follows that the
expected number of visits to any vertex v of T by X is at most C. Writing 7, = inf{t > 0: X; = v}
and using that the expected number of visits to any vertex is at most C', we have that

P(X,=v|T)<C Plr,=t|T).

This now implies that

E[[{t<0:0(Xy) =i,Vs <t, Xe # X} |T]= > P(r,<|T)
veT:0(v)=1
l 1 0
= Y 'ZIP’(TU:HT)ZE- > 'ZIP’(Xt:MT)
veT:O(v)=1 t=0 veT:O(v)=1 t=0

:é-EH{tﬁE:@(Xt):iH Eal

12



and hence averaging over the randomness of T" we get
E[[{t <¢:0(Xy) =1i,Vs <t, Xy # Xs}|] > éEH{t </0:0(Xy) =id}].
Therefore, it suffices to prove that there exists a positive constant ¢ so that
E[{t <{:0(X}) =i}|]] > cL.
From Theorem we have that (©(X})) is a stationary process. Therefore
E[l{t <{:0(Xy) =i}|] = tng(3).

Since the number of communities m is of order 1, there exists a positive constant ¢ depending on
m, A, min; j n;/n; so that mg(i) > ¢. This now concludes the proof. O

Proof of Lemma[313. We first observe that Q2((i1,71), (i2,72)) > 0 only if j; = i5. Let p be the
probability that a simple random walk on the binary tree never returns to the parent of the starting
vertex. We now claim that

W1 1) (s d2) = 25 QUi 2) = 25 Qa((i1,51)(in, 72).

Indeed, a transition from (iy, j1) to (ji1,j2) can happen for the chain W, if after a regeneration of
the form (i1, j1), the walk makes a step to a child u of type ji, then it backtracks to the parent of
u, jumps immediately back to u, then makes a jump to a child of type jo of v and finally escapes
to infinity without backtracking. We note that by the definition of the tree, the probability that
a child of type jy of u is generated in the tree from an edge of type (ji,71) is lower bounded by

Q(j1,72)/A.

We now turn to prove the comparison of the invariant distributions. To do this, we first sample the
root of T according to mg. Using Lemma 317 and that the probability that after X visits a vertex
of type i for the first time, then it jumps to a child of type ¢, and then to a child of type j and
escapes is at least pQ(i,7)/A3, we obtain

g . .
E [;]l {Fk:0p=tand (O(X;-1),0(Xy)) = (Z,])}] > PQX&;]) ol

By the ergodic theorem we have that almost surely

S 1{eXs,) = (i,)}
L

Setting Ny = max{k : o < ¢}, we have that

S 1{3 k5, =tand (O(X,1),0(X,)) = <i,j>}]

— mw(i,7) as L — oo.

5 PRG)

E A3

Ny

Since Ny — oo as £ — oo, we therefore obtain that

pQ(i, j)
A?’

WW(%]) > - C.
Using that mg (i) > ¢1 for a constant ¢; depending on m, A, min; j n;/n;, we get that

mw (i, ) = cam@, (1, j)

13



for a positive constant cs.

To get the upper bound it is enough to show that W ((i1, j1), (i2,72)) < Q(ig, j2), for any iy, 9, ji1, j2-
This clearly holds as if we condition on the first regeneration vertex being of type iy, then the
probability that the second one is of type j3 is bounded by < Q(iz, j2). O

Proof of Lemma[3.14 Using Lemma immediately gives that for all f: {1,...,m}?> =R

EQ.(f) S€w(f) and  Varg, (f) < Varq,, (f).

The statement of the lemma then follows from the definition of the Poincaré constant. O
Our next goal is to prove that ®% < 7Q,- For the proof we will use the following theorem [25].

Theorem 3.18. For a reversible transition matrix P, let tﬂ;’PL be a mixing time of the lazy version

of P, i.e. of the Markov chain with transitions % and T4 be the first time this Markov chain hits

a set A. It holds that
TV,PL _
miz -

(27.])77TP(A)2i
Moreover, if the chain P is such that P(x,x) > § for some 6 € (0,1) then for the mizing time of
the chain with transitions according to P we have

1
TV,P TV,P
b Smax{ié(l_é),tmw L}.

We will show that we can upper bound the hitting times of large sets of the chain @ by the inverse
of its Cheeger constant. This in turn will yield an upper bound on the mixing time. Since the
mixing times of the chains (0 and () are essentially the same, and the total variation mixing time
is always larger than the inverse of the Cheeger constant, this will give the comparison of @9 and
92, Furthermore, using similar method as for @), we will bound the hitting times of large sets by
the additive symmetrisation of Q9 by ﬁ which will again by the above theorem give the bound

on the mixing time (of the lazy version). As the mixing time of a reversible Markov chain is always
larger than the inverse of the Poincaré constant, and given that the Poincaré constant is the same
for any chain and its additive symmetrisation, this will complete the proof.

If P is a transition matrix on the state space .S with invariant distribution 7, we denote by P* the

time-reversal of P defined as (4)P(y.2)
* ™Y Yy,
P(z,y) = EEORE

Also, for the subset A C S we let

erA,yeAC W(%‘)P(m, y)
m(A)

Pp(A) =

Lemma 3.19. There exists a positive constant C' depending on m, A, min; jn;/n; so that if Ta
stands for the hitting time of the set A by the chain with transition matriz P € {Q, Q210 }, then

2
we have that for any x in the state space of P

C
max E.|[Ty| < —.
AZFP(A)Z% x[ A] - (Pf
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Proof. Fix an element of the state space zo and a set A with mp(A) > 1 and let Ay = {z¢}. Let 24
be the maximiser of P(zg, z) over all z # xy and A; = {xg,x1}. Define the sets A, recursively by
letting Ay = Ay U{x¢41}, where x4 is not in Ay and is the maximiser of max,ca, 7p(z)P(x, 2)
over all z ¢ Ay. Let k be minimal such that z; € A. Let x4y, = zo,x¢,,...zs, = x be a path from

o to x3 consisting of states in Ay, such that ¢; is increasing and satisfies that

mp(2e,)P(Te,, 0,,,) = poax np(z)P(x,y).
t41—1

yEAR\AL 41

We can construct such a sequence recursively backwards as follows: let f: {1,...,k} — {0,...,k}
defined by

f(s) =inf{u < s:mp(zy)P(xy,zs) = Jnax wp(2)P(z,24)},
ie. f(s) is the first index of the element in A, ; with maximal transition to zs. We apply f
repeatedly to k until reaching 0, which will happen at some finite time r as f(s) < s. The sequence
To = Tpr(k), Tpr—1(k)s---»Tf1(k), Tk then has the required property. This is because zs was chosen
to maximise the transition max,c4, , 7p(2)P(z,xs) and therefore

(@ p(s)) P(@p(s), Ts) = 7p(z)P(z,y).

max
:BEAS_1,y€Ak\AS_1

Using that E,[T,] < 1/(wp(z)P(z,y)) for  and y neighbours and as r is bounded by m? which is
of order 1, we get that

1
] < max

. 3.1
= 1<s<r mp(we,_, ) P(we,_,, T0,) 3.1)

T
Eoo[Ta] < ) Ea, ,[To,,] < max Eq, [Ty,
s=1 -

As the size of the state space of P is at most m? which is of order 1, we have that for any non-empty
v (2)P(z, B) (2)P(,y)
mp(x)P(x, mp(x)P(x,y
dp(B) < — = —_— 7
r(B) 2B wp(B) megl,g}e(Bc wp(B)

By the definition of the sequence (¢5) and the sets (Ay,) we have

P = P
mgﬁiﬂg@ilﬂp(w) (z,2) = 7p(we,_ ) P(Te,_y > T0,),

and hence
1 1

~

wp(we,_ )P(we,_yw0,) — mp(As,1)®p(Ag, 1)
Plugging this into (B.1]) yields

1
E. [Ta] < .
wlTal 1255 7p(Ar, 1) @p(Ar, 1)
As ANAg_1 =0 and mp(A) > 1, then mp(Ay,_1) < 3. Using this together with the fact that for

any set B we have ®p(B) = fr’;((%c))@p(Bc), we get

1 1
1255 3p(Ag, ) © BT

In the case of P = @, the proof of the lemma follows easily using that mg(i) < 1 for any i €
{1,...,m} and that mg(Ap,_1) =< 1, since As,_; # () for any s > 0. To conclude the proof when
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P = QT;Q;, notice that if g = (4,4) for some i € {1,...,m}, then mp(As,_1) < 1 and therefore
EiqlTal S @LP. Further, if we let 7 be the hitting time of the set {(z,z) : x € {1,...m}} by the

Markov chain with transition matrix P then for any i,j € {1,...m}

1
Ej)Tal SEplrl+ Y EwalTal SEaypll+ g5
ze{l,...,m} *
As the probability of jumping along an edge of the form (z,z) for z € {1,...,m} is at least 5, we
get that E[7] < %, which concludes the proof. O

Corollary 3.20. There ezists a constant ¢ depending on m, A, min; jn;/n; such that

@ < yq.

Proof. Lemma [B.19 and Theorem [3.18] give that ti};’Q < q)l*Q, as the chain @ is reversible and also

has diagonal entries bounded away from 0. As @ is reversible we also know that tgl\ii’Q > L which
7Q

completes the proof.
Lemma 3.21. There exists a positive constant C depending on m, A, min; jn;/n; so that

1 c

5@ = 5@

Proof. Lemma [3.19 and Theorem B.1§] give that ti};’Q < q)lQ, as the chain @ is reversible and also
has diagonal entries bounded away from 0. In general, for any Markov chain it holds that the

inverse of the Cheeger constant is bounded by the mixing time (see for instance [20, Theorem 7.4])

and therefore @(192 < ti};’QQ. We will complete the proof by showing that ti};’Q = ti};’QQ —1. It is
elementary to check that for all 2 = (1, x2)
-1
1Q5(, ) = m, (Mlrv = 1Q" (22, ) — 7o () Tv-
Maximising over all x completes the proof. O

We will now use the following general fact about the Poincaré constant in the reversible case.

Lemma 3.22 (|20, Theorem 12.5|). There exists a universal constant ¢ so that if P is an aperiodic
reversible Markov chain with Poincaré constant vp, then

C
Z <« tT\ﬁP
— "mix

P
We now bound the Poincaré constant of () by its Cheeger constant from below.
Lemma 3.23. There ezists a positive constant ¢; depending on m, A, min; jn;/n; so that

(D*Q < C17Q,-

Proof. Using Theorem [3.18], Lemmas[B.19and [3.21] we have for the mixing time of the lazy version Py,
of P = % that
TV, o L

mix ~ (I)S
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Further, since Py, is a reversible chain, we have from Lemma [3.22] that

1
< tT\.LPL.
~ “mix

VP,

It is easy to check that £q,(f) = Ep(f) = 2Ep, (f) and, since P, Q2 and Py, have the same invariant
distributions, it follows that vg, = vp = 2vp,, which completes the proof. O

We are now ready to bound the mixing time of 3 by the inverse of the Cheeger constant of Q.

Proof of Proposition[3.9. Combining the results from Lemmas [3.23] and [B.14] and Corollary [3.13]
gives that

CI)? §7Q2 S'YW <7s.

As for all types i € {1,...,m}, we have that mg,((i,4)) < 1, it follows from Lemma that
mw((,7)) < 1, and therefore also 7x((7,7)) < 1, as ¥ is the induced chain. This now implies that
for any 6 in the state space of X

13500, -) = ()l =< 1.

Since for all ¢, we have

1=Q((4,2), (i,2)) S W((4,4), (4, 7)) < X((5,4), (4,7)),

it follows that 3((4,1), (i,4)) > c for all i, for some positive constant c¢. Using [24] eq. (2.11) and
Remark 2.16], we get

11a Q@
1S40, ) — s ()llrv < 1500, 7) — ms ()|l - e 217 L e

where ¢’ is another positive constant and this now completes the proof. O

3.2 Speed and entropy of (lazy) simple random walk on multi-type random tree

From now on we will let o = ®% in the case of a multi-type random tree from Definition B.1]
while in the case of the two-type tree, « is as defined in Definition In both cases we have that
TV,S ~ 1

tmix rs a”

Definition 3.24. For any graph G = (V, E), vertex z € V and K > 0, we define a ball of radius
K around x as By (z) = BE(z) = {y € V :d(x,y) < K} where for x,y € V, d(z,y) is the graph
distance of x and y. We also define boundary of the ball as 0Bk (z) = Bg(x) \ Bx-1(z).

Definition 3.25. Define, as in Lemma [3.6] for a tree T with root p as in Definition B.I] or Definition
B2land for K > 0, o¢ to be the first time that a simple random walk X on T started from p, reaches
OBk (p) and (0;);2; to be the almost surely infinite sequence of regeneration times occurring after oy,
where o is the i-th regeneration time such that ¢; = d(p, X,,) > K.

Definition 3.26. Let T be as in Definition 3.1] or Let £ be a loop erased random walk on T
which is obtained by erasing loops from a simple random walk started from p in the chronological
order in which they were created. (This procedure is possible, since T' is uniformly transient by
Lemma [B4l) We call & the i-th edge crossed by . Unless otherwise specified, the loop erased
random walk always starts from p.

In this section the goal is to prove results on the speed and entropy of the lazy simple random walk
on T. We start by stating and proving a decorrelation result for a general Markov chain.
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Lemma 3.27. Let 3 be a Markov chain on the state space S with invariant distribution m and let tyix
be its total variation mizing time. Let f,g: S — R be bounded functions satisfying Ex[g] = 0. Then
there exists a positive constant C' (depending on the bound on f and g) so that for alli < j and § € S

j—i

Eplf(Xi)g(X))] < C -2 Zmix.
Proof. Let P be the transition matrix of 3. Then we have

Eo[f(S0)g(Z)) =Y P(0,n) f ()Eylg(Z;-0)]

nes

Let (Z,,%;_;) be the optimal coupling of 7 and P/~%(n,-) and define A to be the event that the
coupling fails, i.e. A = {Z, # 3;_;}. Given that by assumption E[g(Z,)] = 0, we get

> PO FEg[g(S5-)] =D PO, 1) f()Eyl(g (Sj—i) — g (Zy))]

nes nes
=D P00 fE (9 (£j-i) — 9(Zy) 1(A)]
nes
< ZP"(@m)\f(n)\\/En (02520 = 9(2,)7] Ba4) 5 3P0 o)
nes es

where the inequality follows by Cauchy-Schwartz and the implied constants come from the bounds
on f and g. Using [20, eq. (4.34)] we immediately deduce

. _J=i

P(4) = 7)) = P70,y <27
and this concludes the proof. U
Before giving the next result we define P, (-) = P(- | Bk (p) = Tp) to be the probability measure

conditional on the first K levels of T' being equal to Ty and Eg;, and Varg, be the corresponding
expectation and variance.

We next give a concentration result on the number of regeneration times which occur before some
fixed level. This will allow us to show the convergence of the speed of a simple random walk on 7T

Lemma 3.28. Let T be a tree with root p as in Definitions [31] or [32 and let o; and ¢; be as in
Definition[3.23. Fiz K > 0 and let Ty be realisation of the first K levels of T. For each £ € N let

Ny=max{i>0:¢; <l(+ K}

be the number of regeneration times occurring before level £ + K + 1. Then for all € > 0 there exists
a sufficiently large constant C such that for all k > K?

( c< )

where my, s the stationary distribution from Definition [371 and where Er [ is the expectation
when X5, ~ my.

k

Ne = § 16— o]

Br (p) = To) <eg,

18



Proof. Set (; = ¢; — ¢;—1 for i > 2 and (1 = ¢1. We will first show that

2
k
<Z Cz 7r2 CZ > S a
In fact the left hand side above is equal to

> En[(G ~Enslcal)] +2 Y Bl — EnglGe) (G — EnylGaD)

i<k 1<j<k

and as the (;’s have exponential tails by Lemma [B.0] we get that the first term above is < k. To
bound the second term notice that for i < j

E1y[(¢j — Eng[C2]) (G — By [C2])] = By [Eqy [(¢ — Errg [C2]) (G — By [C2]) | 4, 355 -1]]
= ]ETO [ETO[(CJ - EWZ [<2]) | 2jfl] ETQ[(C@' - EWZ [<2]) | Ez“ ,

where the last equality holds by Lemma We define the functions

f(0) = Eq[(G — Erg[C]) | Zi = 0] and g(0) = Eq, [(¢j — Eng[Ca]) | 251 = 0].

Notice that f and g are bounded, since (; have exponential tails, and hence we can now apply
Lemma [3.27 to deduce for a positive constant ¢

E1,[E1,[(¢j — Ers[Ca]) | Zj-1] By [(Gi — Eny [G2]) | Sil] = By [£(S)g(85-1)] S 2707

Therefore,

2
<Z G — 7Tz: <2 > 5 k+ Z Q*Ca(j*i) S k+ kz2fcas S g (3.2)

i<j<k s<k

k |
Hm”(@w)]

We have by definition of N and ¢, taking C' large enough and using the assumption on K we obtain

[PTO(Nk>€ PTO(ZCZ<]€+K> <PTO<ZQ_ TS C2]< CEW2K2] (\/g‘}'é)—}—f()

where for the last inequality we used Markov’s inequality together with ([B:2]). The other case follows
in the same way and this completes the proof. O
]ETFE[¢27¢1]

Erglo2—01]

We now let

Lemma 3.29. Let X be a simple random walk on T. Then for v = almost surely

d (p’ Xt)
t

— v ast— oo.

Moreover, for all € > 0 there is a positive constant C so that for all t sufficiently large

P<|d(p,Xt)—yt|ZC<\/z+l)) <e and P(supd(p,Xs)>ut+2C (\/z+l)) <e.
«Q o s:5<t (% (%
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Proof. The first two claims follow easily from Lemma For the last claim, let C' be such that
the first probability bound holds. Then

P(supd(p,Xs)>1/t—|—2C<\/£+l>>
s:5<t (% [e%
t 1
§P<d(p,Xt)<yt—|—C<\/—+—>,supd(,o, )>m€—|—20<
(6% (6% s:s<t
t 1
< —
E P( (p, Xt) <1/t—|—C'<Ua+a>,d(,o,X)>1/t—|—QC<

s:s<t

t 1
<t Vara) oo
for a positive constant ¢, where for the last bound we used Lemma 3.4 ]

We now prove a lemma which provides a crucial bound for studying the fluctuations of the entropy
of loop erased random walk. The proof of the bound on the moments of Y, follows in the same way
as in [I8, Lemma 3.14|, but the proof of the variance bound is substantially different, as in our case
we need to condition on the types of the regeneration vertices. To do this, we use the results of

Section 3.1

Lemma 3.30. There exist positive constants (Cy),~, and C' so that the following hold: let T be a
multi-type random tree with root p as in Definition[31 or[F2. Fiz K > 0 and let Ty be a realisation
of the first K levels of T. Let X be a simple random walk on T started from p and let 5 be an
independent loop erased random walk on T'. For k > 1 define

Vi = ~log P (X1, Xo,) € €| X,T) +10gP((Xo, -1, %o, ,) €E| X,T).
Then, for 0 € {1,...,m}, the distribution of Y; conditioned on O(X,, ,) = 60 is same as the

distribution of Y; conditioned on ©(X,; ) = 6. The sequence (Y);~q is also independent of Br (p)
conditional on the type of the vertex X5, . Moreover, for alll > 1

E [<—1ogp((X001,XUO) € 5‘ X, T>)Z ‘ Bk (p) = To} < OyK* (3.3)

and for all k > 1

In addition, there exists a positive constant C' so that for all k > 1 we have

k 2 1
E (Zm —Em[Yé])> Br () =T| <, (35)

, a
1=1
where Ex.[-] is the expectation when Xy, ~ 7.

Proof. The bounds (B3) and (3.4) follow in exactly the same was as the bounds on the moments
of (v;) in [I8, Lemma 3.14] with the only difference being that we need to condition on the type.
More precisely, in our setting we have that for § € {0,1}, Y; conditioned on © (Xkal) = 6 and
Y, conditioned on © (X(,Z_l) = 6, have the same distribution. Also Y} is independent of By (p)
conditioned on the type of the vertex Xy, .
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We only need to prove the variance bound (3.3). We will show that there is a positive constant ¢
such that for i < j <k

E[(Y; — Eny[Y2]) (Vj — Eny [Ya]) | Bic(p) = Tp] S 2700 4707 (3.6)

The result then follows, as given that all moments of Y; are bounded

k 2
K (Z (Yi = Eny [Y2])> Bi(p)=To| Sk+ Y E[(Yi—Ex[¥a]) (Y; — Exy[Y2]) | Bx (p) = o]

i=1 i#j<k

Sk+ Y (z,ca(j,l-) +e,c(j,l-)) <

1<j<k

Q=

We now turn to proving (B.6). We first recall some definitions from [I8, Lemma 3.14]. For each ¢
we let £ (i) be a loop erased random walk on T’ (X,,_,) started from the root X,, , and we take it
to be independent from X. For each i let X? be the walk that generates the loop erased path & (4).
Now for i < 7, let £ (4,7) be the loop erased path obtained from the path X* when we run it until

the first time that X reaches the level of XUL b Set

Zi =P(Xo, € (i) | T (Xo,_,), X)), Zij =P(Xo, €£(6,4) | T (Xo,_,), X) and Y j = —log Z; ;.
Let A (,7) be the event that X returns to X,, after reaching the level of XU“,HJ for the first time.
2

Then as in [18]
1 2l SP(AG) | T () ).

Using Lemma [3.4] gives that there exists a constant ¢ so that

P(A(i,4) | T (Xo,y), X) < emU70,

- 2=yl o4
Using that |log z — logy| < Thy ives
21~ 2
Yij = Yil = |log Z;; —log Zi| < ,Z:; - Z;‘-

Let B (i,j) = {d(XUi,XUi_I) < L%J} for some large positive constant C. On B (i,j) lower

bounding the probability that X¢ visits X,, for the first time without backtracking and then escapes
we get
(G—%)
Zhj/\ZiEiC(ZA)_JG_,
where c is the positive constant from Lemma [B.4]and A is the maximum degree. So for C sufficiently
large and some positive constant ¢’
iy = VlL(B (1)) < 0.

Using the exponential tails of ¢; — ¢;_1 from Lemma [3.6] we get that for a positive constant ¢y

Jalj.

Py (B (i,4)°) < e
Using Cauchy-Schwartz, ([3.4) and the bound above we get that for j > i
Er[(Yi = Eny [Y2]) (Y — Exg[Y2])]
SEq[(Yi — Eng[Ya]) () — Eng [Y]) 1 (B (i,))] + ¢ 7.
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We can write the last expectation appearing above as

Er, [(Yi = Yi ) Y;1(B (i,5))] — Bz, [(Yi = Yij) 1 (B (4, 5))] Eng [Y2]
+ Eq [(Yij — Erg [Ya]) (Y; — Exg[Y2]) 1 (B (3, 4))] -

The first and second terms are bounded by e=¢" (/=% ag Er,.[Y2] is bounded by a constant. We note
that given the type of XUL Y; ; is independent of Y;. Using this independence and the tower

iti )

property we get that the laSQt term appearing above is equal to

B B, | (V4 — B ]) (V) ~ Eonl0) LB 6)) | © (%o, ) 0 (40,0

— B, B | (5~ En ) 1B 03D | © (X, )] B~ B 1] © (3,
For 0 € S define f,g: {1,...,m} - R by

FO) = Bn (05~ B ) 1B 000 | © (Yo, ) = 0] and
g(0) =Er, [YJ — Ery [Ya] | © (Xoj,l) = 9] :

It is enough to bound for #’ € S

s (0 (%)) € 05 ) 0050 =]

We need to show that the conditions from Lemma B.27 for f and g are satisfied and then as direct
consequence we get that this is bounded by

< 9—cali=i),

for some constant ¢, where we also use Lemma [3.8 and Proposition 3.9 to bound the mixing time.
This will then complete the proof.

Since Y; has bounded moments, it follows that g is a bounded function and we also have that its
mean under 7y, is 0. It remains to prove that f is also a bounded function. By Cauchy-Schwartz,
it is enough to bound the second moment of Y; ;. This can be done in the same way as for Y;
in [I8]. In fact, the same approach as for the Y;’s gives that Y; ; conditioned on ©(X,, ,) = 6 and
Y5 j—i+2 conditioned on © (X,,) = 6 have the same distribution. Therefore, it is enough to bound
the moments of Y3 ; and this follows as the proof of bounded moments of the Y;’s in [I§]. O

We conclude this section by obtaining the entropy result for the loop erased random walk. The
proof follows similarly as in [I8, Lemma 3.15], but we include it here for the sake of completeness.

Proposition 3.31. Let T be a multi-type random tree and let & and E be two independent loop
erased random walks on T both started from the root. Then there exists a positive constant by so that
almost surely

—log]P’(&g € E‘ T,§)
k

Fiz K > 0 and let Ty be a realisation of the first K levels of T'. For all € > 0, there exists a positive
constant C so that for all k > K?

(|- wer(enc€] me) - > 5+ 2)
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Proof. Let 0; and ¢;, i > 0 be as in Definition [3.25]and Y;, ¢ > 1, as defined in Lemma [3.30l Let X
be a simple random walk on T generating the loop erasure £. We have that

k
—1og P ((Xoy 1, Xo,) € € ‘ X,T) =¥~ logP((Xoy 1, Xo,) €€ ‘ X,T).
=1

By Lemma [B.30] we have that the variables Y; have all moments bounded by constants and in [18]
Lemma 3.14| it was also shown that Y} is a measurable function of (T (Xop 1) (Xt)tZUk—1>' If

© (Xy, ) ~ 7y, then the sequence (T (Xo'kfl) , (Xt)tZUk—1> is stationary, and so is Y}, as well. Letting

0 ~ mx and 79 = inf{t: O(X,,) = 0}, then Birkhoff’s ergodic theorem gives that for a constant
v = Er, [Y2], almost surely as k — oo

k
ZiZTQ }/Z

— .
k— 1o 7

Since Ty is finite almost surely, we obtain that as & — oo almost surely

—log]P’((X(,k_l,ng) € E‘ X, T)
k

— .
Notice that §g, = (ng_l,X(,k) , so almost surely as k — oo

_logIF’<§¢k eg‘X,T)
2

Lemma[3.6land the ergodic theorem give that % — Er[d2 — ¢1], as k — oo and Er [p2 — 1] < 0.
Therefore,

logP(& € € | &) N
- — =:h
k Erg[p2 — ¢1]
In order to prove the bound on the fluctuations, we use Lemma[3:30l Using the bound from (3.5) and

the bound on the second moment of — logP((XUO,l,XJO S 5) ‘ X, T) from (B.3]) with Markov’s
inequality give that for all € > 0 there is a constant C' such that for all k > K?

k k
C ko1 4C"% €
PTO(E Y, —~k 25< a‘i‘a))ﬁ 2§§ and
i=1 CZ( E_{_l)

IPTO< —1ogP<<XJO,1,XJO € 5) ‘X,T)‘ > %ﬁ) P LS

where C1, Cy and C’ are the constants from Lemma [B3.301 It now follows that

]P’TOO—log]P’(gd)k eg( §,T) —fyk‘ >C <\/§+ é)) <e.

As in Lemma B.28 we let for each k € N

N =max{i>0:¢; <k}.
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Then

)

<P, (- g P (9,1 € €| 6,T) > bl +

C (6%
+IP’TO< logIP’<§¢N e§‘§T><hk: C<\/§+é>>

The concentration of Ny from Lemma finishes the proof. O

3.3 Truncation

Following [18] we define in this section the truncation event which will be used to define the coupling
needed for the proof of the main result in case o >

loén'
Definition 3.32. Let e be an edge of T and £ a loop erased random walk started from the root of
T as in Definition Define

Wr(e)=—logPec&|T).

For an edge e = (z,y) with d (p,z) < d(p,y) write £(e) = d(p,y) . Define
WT (6) = —logp((XTz(e)_lXTz(e)) =€ | T) s
where X is a simple random walk on T started from the root and 7€) = inf {t > 0: d (p, X;) = £(e)} .

The proof of the following lemma follows in exactly the same way as [I8, Lemma 4.3] and therefore
we omit it.

Lemma 3.33. There exists a positive constant ¢, such that for all realisations of T and all edges e
of T we have s
Wr (e) = Wr (e) —

Definition 3.34. Let A > 0 and K = [Cyloglogn] for a constant Cy to be determined later.
For e € T' we define the truncation event Tr (e, A) to be

Tr (e, A) = {WT(e) >logn—A\/loin} N{l(e) > K},

where ¢ (e) again stands for the level of e.

The following lemma will be useful in Section [l as it shows that with high probability the walk on
the tree will not visit truncated edges by the mixing time.

Lemma 3.35. Let K < (loglog n)2 and let Ty be a realisation of first K levels of T. Let X be a

simple random walk on T started from its root and set t = lofh" — B4/ loin, where v and b are as

in Lemma and Proposition [3.31. If a > @, for all € € (0,1) there exist sufficiently large
constants B and A (depending on both € and B) such that

UTY((kalan)7A) BK (p) :TO Se’;‘.

k<t
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Proof. The proof of this lemma follows in exactly the same way as the proof of [I8, Lemma 4.5]. Note
that when using Lemma [3.29] and Proposition B.31] we only keep the term /t/a by our assumption
on t and a. O

4 Controlling the spectral profile

In this section we prove Proposition for t.., so for this section we take X to be a lazy simple
random walk. We also obtain bounds on the spectral profile of GG,, that will be used in Section Bl in
the proof of Theorems [[L4] and [[L3l We start by recalling the definition of the Dirichlet eigenvalue
and the spectral profile.

Let P be a transition matrix on a finite state space S which is reversible with respect to the
invariant distribution 7. For A C S, we let P4 be the restriction of P to A. As the matrix
m(x)

( wP(aﬁ, Y))zycA is symmetric, it is also diagonalisable, and therefore P4 is diagonalisable so we

can define the Dirichlet eigenvalue and the spectral profile as follows.

Definition 4.1. The Dirichlet eigenvalue of A denoted by A(A) = Ap(A) is defined as
A(A) =1 —max{\: X eigenvalueof P4}.
Writing 7, = min, 7(z), we define the spectral profile Ap : [y, 00) — R of P as

AP (T) - ™ <3rr(1£)<7" A(A)

The following lemma relating the Dirichlet eigenvalue of a set A to the tail of the hitting probability
of A is a standard result and can be obtained using the spectral theorem. It will be very useful to
us as in our setting it is easier to control hitting times rather than eigenvalues.

The following lemma follows directly from the spectral theorem for Pj.

Lemma 4.2. Let A C S and write w4 for the measure m conditional on A, i.e. ma(x) = w(x)/7(A)

forx € A. We have
log Pz, (Tac > t)

t

—log(1=A(A)) as t— oc.

In the following lemma we obtain a lower bound on the spectral profile for small subsets of G,,.

Lemma 4.3. There exist constants ¢,¢ > 0 such that the graph G, satisfies with high probability
that for every r < ¢ it holds that A(r) > ¢.

Remark 4.4. In fact for all 6 > 0, the lemma above holds by taking ¢ = (1 — ) min;<g 7(V;) and
some constant ¢ = ¢(d) > 0.

Definition 4.5. For a graph G = (V, E) and A C V, the edge boundary of A, labeled by 0A is a
set of edges between A and A°. For constant € > 0 we say that G is an e—expander if

ACV,m(A)<

where 7 is the invariant distribution of simple random walk on G. We say that the collection of
graphs G, is an expander family if there is € > 0 such that each G,, is an e—expander.
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Lemma 4.6. Let G, be a 2-community model. There exist constants ¢,0 > 0 such that the graph G,
satisfies with high probability that for every subset of vertices D with ng, (D) < ¢é it holds that
|0D| > §|D|.

Proof. The proof of this lemma is given in Appendix Bl O

Proof of Lemma[].3 Recall that the conductance profile, (®(r)),, is defined to be
A
®(r) = min {% :m(A) < r} .

By [14, Lemma 2.4.] we have

©% (r)

2

Therefore, it is enough to bound the conductance profile. In the case of two communities this is the
content of Lemma [£.6l In the case of more communities this follows as restricted to one community
the random graph is a configuration model with degree at each vertex at least three, which implies
that it is an expander with high probability [12]. Therefore if ¢ is small enough and D is a set with
7, (D) < é, then |D NV;| < n;/2, and hence, the expander property gives us that the size of the
boundary in community ¢ is bounded by a constant proportion of |[D NV;|. This gives that ®(r) = 1
for r < ¢ and completes the proof. O

<A(r).

Theorem 4.7 (|23] Theorem 1.1]). Let X be a reversible Markov chain with transition matriz P,
invariant distribution m and spectral gap v. Let Vi, ...,V be a partition of V. and let P; be the
transition matriz on V; with off-diagonal transitions P;(x,y) = P(x,y) for all x # y € V; and
Pi(z,2) =1=3" cyn (o) P(2,2). Denote its spectral gap by v(F;) and let v, := mingeps y(F;). Let

P be a Markov chain on [M] with transition probabilities given by

m(x)

(Vi)

Pi,j) =Pr(X1 €Vj | Xo€Vi) =Y
zeV;

P(z,V}). (4.1)

and spectral gap given by 5. Then
Y =AY (4.2)

Proof of Proposition 1.1 (ty for m-communities model) We apply the previous theorem to the
partition of V' corresponding to the communities. As the internal degree of each vertex is at least
3 it follows that each community without considering outgoing edges is an expander with high
probability [12]. Using the notation from the previous theorem and the bounded degree assumption
implies that v(F;) 2 1, for all i and so v« 2 1. Corollary gives that v = ¢ = «, as the

chain P from the previous theorem is exactly the chain @ from Corollary [3.20 This completes the
proof. O

Proposition 4.8. There exists a positive constant ¢ so that for all n, if Gy, is a two-community
graph and o 2 1/logn, then with high probability

A(1/2) > c-a.

Proof of Proposition [I.1. (e for 2-communities model when « 2 1/logn)
It is proved in [14) Lemma 2.2.] that 2% > A (%) so Proposition .8 gives that t,o < é with

~

high probability. From [20, Theorem 13.10] it follows that t,q = m, for any set A, where
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(A AC) _ erA yEAC 7(x)P(z,y)

. The proof of the lower bound then follows by choosing A to be the
first community, as tile proportion of edges between the two communities is a. O

The rest of the section is devoted to the proof of Proposition .8 for the graph with two communities.
In the next section we bound the Dirichlet eigenvalue of each community and in Section [£2]we bound
the Dirichlet eigenvalue of sets containing one community.

4.1 Dirichlet eigenvalue of one community

Lemma 4.9. There exists a positive constant ¢ so that for the 2-community model for all n with
high probability
A(V1) > ca and A(Va) > ca.

Proof. By Lemma it is enough to find a positive constant ¢ such that with high probability for
all ¢ larger than some constant, we have Pr, (T, >t | G;) < et
Let D be the subset of Vi consisting of those vertices connected to community 2. Then we have

)
Gn> |

Once the chain is in D the probability to hit V5 in the next move is at least ﬁ, as there is at least
t7rv1 (D)J

try, (D
Py, (T, > t | Gy) = WV(Z]IXGD) WvlT(),TV2>t
=1

t
+P <Z]I(X-ED)>M Ty, > t
i=1

one edge going to V5 from every vertex in D. Setting k = | — 1 and writing Ry,..., R to
be the times of the first k visits to the set D, we get for any realisation G of G,

t
tmy, (D
Pry, <Z]1(Xi € D) > ”VlT(),TV2 >t
i=1

G :G> S]P’FVI(TV2 > R +1 ’ G, :G)
= ]P’ﬂvl (TV2 > R +1 ’ Ty, > R, 1+1,G, = G) PWV1 (TV2 >R 1+1 ’ G, = G)
1 1\"
S{1-g55 ) By (T > Bea +1]Gr = G) < {1 =51 ) < exp(-aat),
for large t and a positive constant c¢;, where the penultimate inequality follows by induction and

the last inequality follows since 7y, (D) < a.
It suffices to prove that for a positive constant c¢s with high probability for all large ¢

t
P (ZB(X-GD)<MT >t
™, i 2 s L Vo
=1

Gn> < exp (—comy, (D) 1), (4.3)

In order to bound this probability we are going to consider a new graph @n and a walk X on
@n which is coupled with X in a natural way. For i € {1,2} let E; = {eil,e’é, e ,e’}vi} be all of
the half-edges in community ¢ and let 7; be permutations chosen uniformly at random among all
permutations of {1,...,N;}. Then G,, can be generating by choosing the outgoing half-edges in

community i € {1,2} to be exactly the edges EZO = {eii(l),eii@) .. .,eii(p)}. The half-edges are
further paired by matching the edge eil ) with the edge 672_2 ) for j < pand for j > £ and i € {1,2}
matching eii(zj_l) with eii(Zj)' We now define the graph @n by instead for ¢ € {1,2} and j < NT
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matching the half-edge e! (2i-1) with the half-edge e’ (25)" Note that @ has two disconnected
components Correspondlng to each community. Moreover all the internal half-edges of G,, are
matched in exactly the same way in G and the outgoing half-edges in Gn in each community are
matched uniformly at random inside the community.

Further we couple the walks X on G,, and X on @n, by first starting both walks from the same
vertex chosen according to 7y, , which is also the invariant distribution of the graph @n restricted to
the first community. At time ¢ — 1, if the walks are in the same vertex, with probability % they both
move at time ¢t along the same uniformly chosen half-edge which we label by e(t), otherwise they
both stay at the same vertex. The coupling fails the first time the walks are in different vertices.
As half-edges in E \E? are matched with the same half-edges in G,, and in én, the coupling fails
at time

TEigzinf{tZMXt;é)?t} 1nf{t e( EEI}:inf{t:XtEVQ}:TVQ.

Therefore, since the randomness on G,, only comes from the permutation 71, we get

¢ t
t D R " D
Pry. (Z]Wﬁ eD)< ”VIT(),TVQ >t Gn> <P, (Z]l (XieD) < WVTH
= i—1

As 71 is chosen uniformly at random from all permutations of {1,... Ny} the graph G, restricted
to the first community is exactly the configuration model. It is well known that the configuration
model with minimum degree at least 3 is with high probability an expander [12]. Therefore the
relaxation time, tye1, of the lazy simple random walk X on Gn, is with high probability of order 1.

We now use Theorem 1.1 from Lezaud [21] for the function f(z) = my, (D) —1(x € D), v =
7y, (D) /2 and b? = 7y, (D) (1 — 1y, (D)). Notice that the conditions 7y, f = 0, ||f]lec < 1 and
| 113 < b? are satisfied and that N, and e (P) = from the theorem, are both of order 1. Therefore,

with high probability
t
_ N vy, (D)
Pr, (t 1 §' 1: (m (D) — 1 <Xi € D)) > =
i=

~ - t (mv; (D))
16wy, (D) (1 =7y, (D)) (1 th (zm (g;r(vllg)vl D)) >>

for h(z) = % (\/1 +x— (1 - %)) and a positive constant C. We can rewrite this as

Pr,, <i]l <)A(Z € D) < w 7’1)

i=1
~ tmy, (D) ~ .
<Cexp | — < Cexp(—¢my, (D)t),
16 (1= v, (D)) (14 1 (572577 ))
with high probability for a suitable positive constant ¢, which completes the proof. U

4.2 Dirichlet eigenvalue for sets containing one community

The following lemma gives a bound on the Dirichlet eigenvalue of sets containing all vertices from
the first community and some from the second. Because of the symmetry of the problem, the
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analogous result holds for sets containing all vertices in the second community and some from the
first one.

Lemma 4.10. Let G,, be the 2-community model and let o 2 1/logn. Let D be the set containing
the first community and some vertices from the second community which we label by Do. Let w(Dg) <
¢=2 for some constant ¢ < 1. Then there is a positive constant ¢ such that with high probability

A(D) > ca.

In order to prove the above lemma we first bound the probability that the proportion of time spent
in the second community by some time ¢, when starting from a K —root (vertex around which the
graph looks like a tree for K levels—see Definition [5.]) in the first community, is smaller than some
constant 9.

Definition 4.11. We call a vertex z a K—root of G, if Bx(x) = Bg" (z) from Definition B.24] is a
possible realisation of the first K levels of the 2-type random tree T' (corresponding to Gy,). If z is
a K —root and i < K, we denote by 0B;(x) the collection of vertices at distance i from z.

Lemma 4.12. For u > 0 define To(u) to be the total time spent in the second community by time u
and let x© be a vertex in G,. There exist positive constants C1, g = €(A) and § < 1 so that for all
e < gq there exists ¢ = (e) so that the following holds. If « = o(1), for every ¢ > 0 there exists
C > 0, so that taking t = C'logn and K = |elogn|, then with high probability on the event that x

18 a K—root in G,, we have

P (Ty(t) < 6t | Gy) < nc—l

Ccx

If a« = ©(1), then there exist positive constants ¢ and C so that with t and K as above with high
probability on the event that x is a K—root in G,, we have

Cy

7 .
nC [e%

P.(Ta(t) < ot | Gp) <

Corollary 4.13. The same statement as Lemmal[{.19 holds for every x € G,, which is not necessarily
a K -root.

Proof. We already established above for a K-root x in Lemma T2l The result now follows from the
fact that the probability that a K —root is not reached by time of order logn is bounded by # with

high probability. Indeed, the ball Bsx(z) can be generated by revealing the type of the half-edge

. . . . Al((a-DK-1) |
and its pair one at a time until we reach level 5K. As at most k = ——x—5— pairs are formed

1)K _
and at each step we have probability at most max;ec(y 2} (%) to create a cycle, we get

A4'5K

that Bsx () contains at least two cycles with probability O <T) = O (N?%¢72) . A union bound

then gives that with probability O(W) the graph has no vertices x whose K ball contains two
cycles. Taking ¢ < %, the proof now directly follows from Lemma 2.3 in [6]. U

Before proving the above lemma, we define the following coupling and exploration process.

Definition 4.14. For a K—root x in G,, and a tree Ty with P(Bx(xz) = Tp) > 0, we define the
exploration process of the graph G,, conditional on Bg(x) = Ty (this includes conditioning on the
types and degree of vertices in OBk (x) but not on the value of their internal and outgoing degree,
which will be chosen later at random), by coupling G,, with the multi-type random tree 7" with
root x and Bk (x) = Tp in the following way. We first label all vertices of 8BL%J(.%') by z1,...,21
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and define V; to be all descendants of z; in OBk (x). Fori = 1,..., L and for all z € V,, we define the
exploration process of Gy, corresponding to z by coupling a simple random walk X on G,, started
from z, and X on T started from z. For any ¢ > 1 the coupling is performed as follows: If the
coupling has succeeded so far and the walk has moved to a vertex which was not seen before but
whose total degree is revealed, we proceed by performing the optimal couplings for the distributions
for each of the following steps:

(1) for each half-edge going from vertex X, of type ¢ in T'; we choose it to have probability % to

be outgoing, while for the corresponding vertex X; in G, we choose this with probability le :%?215)

where p(t) is the number of outgoing half-edges revealed in community 7 by time ¢ and N;(t) is the
number of half-edges in community ¢ revealed by time ¢.

(2) In T we match each of these half-edges from X, to a uniformly chosen half-edge of the n;
vertices in the appropriate community, while in G,, we match each half-edge from X; to the half-
edges (corresponding to the vertices of the appropriate type) which had not already been matched
previously.

If the two optimal couplings above succeed, then we move both walks from X, and X; to the same
uniformly chosen neighbour.

After we have revealed the matchings of all the half-edges from we perform the optimal coupling of
the next step of these two random walks.

The coupling fails if one of the following happens: the optimal couplings of steps 1) or 2) fail (i.e. if
we either do not choose the same types for half-edges or do not connect them to the same vertex),
if we created a cycle in Gy, or if the walk X reaches level % in Ty. The exploration process from z
ends when the coupling fails or after C'logn steps for a constant C to be determined later.

We define F; to be the o-algebra generated by the exploration processes corresponding to vertices
z € Ué»:lej. We call z; € OBk (z) good if none of its descendants in d7Tj have been explored in the
2

exploration processes of V...V, . Otherwise z is called bad.

We first prove the following lemma, where we recall Th(u) is the total time spent in the second
community by time u.

Lemma 4.15. There exist a positive constant C1, €9 = €(A) and § < 1 so that the following holds
for alle < gg. For every ¢ > 0 there exists C > 0, so that if t = C'logn and K = |elogn|, then on
the event {z is a K-root in Gy} N{z is good}, for z € V,,, we have

P, <T2 <%> < 0t ‘ ‘7:1'1) < CcL
n

Proof. We use the coupling from Definition [4.14] for C'logn steps. If it has succeeded, then we
explore all the unexplored parts of the tree T" and we continue running the walk X forever as this
will not affect the events of interest for X up to time ¢.

for all n sufficiently large.

On the event {z; is good}, we can bound

t
P, <T2 <§> < 0t ' ]:i1> < P, (coupling failed | F;—1)
. (4.4)
+ P, <X has less than dt regeneration times in community 2 by 3 ‘ ‘7:@-1> .
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We first bound the probability that the coupling with the tree failed as follows. Firstly, the prob-
ability that the walk backtracked to level % is by Lemma B.4] bounded by n~“¢ for a suitable
constant ¢;. The probability of failure in step (1) of the coupling is the probability that at some
step an edge in the tree was assigned a different type to the one in the graph. The probability of
this happening at time s when the two walks are in community ¢ is equal to the total variation
distance between two Bernoulli random variables with parameters %_ and &(8)) which is equal

Ni—Ni(S
to
. p—p(s)
Ni NZ — NZ(S)
log(A)

As the number of half-edges in T} is of order n € and for each vertex in 97T we reveal at most
O(log (n)) half edges during the exploration process, we have that the total number of explored

half-edges is O(n*1°8(%) log (n)). Therefore,
elog(A)
<0 <n log (n)) .
n

Taking a union bound over all C'logn steps of the exploration process we get that the probability of
the coupling failing in step (1) is bounded by O (n'°&(2)%(log (n))?/n) < n=1, for a suitable positive
constant ¢; and n large enough.

P p—p(s)
Ni Nz — NZ(S)

The probability that step (2) of the coupling fails can be upper bounded similarly. The probability
that step (2) fails at time s when both walks are in community i is equal to the total variation
distance between two uniform random variables on {1,...,N;} and {1,..., N; — N;(s)}. This total
variation distance is equal to N;(s)/N;. Using the bound from above and taking a union bound
over all time steps gives that the probability that step (2) of the coupling fails is upper bounded by

0 (nk’g(ms(log (n))?/n) <n=e

The last possibility for the coupling to fail is if we created a cycle. As above this is bounded
by the probability that we chose to connect to an already revealed vertex or one of its neigh-
bour. Using the bounded degree assumption we thus obtain the same bound as in step (2), i.e.

O (n'e(A)z(log (n))?/n) < n=e.

Therefore, we conclude that for a suitable constant ¢ > 0 we have that
P. (coupling failed | F;_1) < n~¢.

It is left to bound the second probability appearing on the right hand side of ([&.4]), i.e. the probability
that the random walk on the random tree had less than dt regeneration times in community 2 by
time ¢/2. As in Lemma we take 01,09,... to be the regeneration times of X that occur after
level K. We first note that if X,, is among the descendants of z; (which happens with probability
at least 1 — e~“K for a positive c), then the conditioning on F;_; is irrelevant, since it concerns the
part of the tree the walk will never visit. So using Chernoff’s bound we get that for any d; > 0

@(5(01) :a}
0 (%) =a0 (%) =1])

Here we have also used that after conditioning on the types of all of the first d;¢ regeneration times
we have by Lemma that o5 — 05— for s € {1,...,91t} are independent. Using that (o9 — 01)
has exponential tails it is standard to find 6 and §; sufficiently small so that the second term on

t
P, (U(glt > — ‘ ]:i1> < efCK—{—e*G% max E, [6901
2 ac{1,2}2

(4.5)

. max E, {60(02 —o1)
a,be{1,2}2
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the right hand side of (3] becomes smaller than e~“t! for a positive constant ¢, and hence for a
positive constant co we get

t
P, (Uélt > 5 ‘ E—l) <n~. (46)
Let p be the invariant distribution of the types Markov chain as in Definition 3.7l Then

= t t
P, <X has less than dt regeneration times in community 2 by 3 ‘ .7-",~_1> <P, (a(;lt > 3 ‘ .7-"i_1>

o1t _ s
+P, <Z (u(2,2) 1 <@(Xoi) - (2,2))) > <M(2,2) - 5—1> 61t> .

=1

Using that u(2,2) < 1/2, Lemma [B.8, which implies an upper bound on the relaxation time of the
types Markov chain, and [2I, Theorem 1.1] we obtain that there is a constant ¢ > 0 such that for
& > 0 sufficiently small we have

o1t _ S
P, (Z (u(2,2) ~1 <@(XUZ.) - (2,2))) > <M(2,2) - 5—1> 51t> < exp (—ddyta) .

i=1

Taking C' in the definition of ¢ sufficiently large we can make the exponential above less than n ™.

This together with (48] concludes the proof. O

ToBj(x) .~

Proof of Lemma .13 We first set h (z) =P, <X

Gn> and we work on the event that x

is a K-root. Then we have

Po(To(t) < 6t | Gp) < Po(Ta(t) — To(Topye(x) < 0t | Gn)

h(Z) P, <T2 <%> < ot Gn) + Py (TaBK(J:) =

By Lemma [3.4] we get that for € (in the definition of K') sufficiently small

IN
DO o+

G).

2€0BK ()

Po(To(t) <0t Gn) < > h(2)P, <T2 <%> < ot ‘ Gn> e (4.7)
(z)

2€0BK

where ¢; is a positive constant. We turn to bounding the first term on the right hand side above.
For 8 to be determined later we define the set

V= {z € 0By (z) :]pz(TQ (%) <ot ‘ Gn> > nﬁa}.

S k(9P <T2 (%) < 5t ‘ Gn> <3 h(z)+n P, (4.8)

2€0BK (x) zeV

We then have

Let Ty be a tree with P(Bgi(z) = Ty) > 0. We now work on the event {Bg(x) = Tp}. Using the
definition of good and bad vertices from Definition .14l and writing h (U) = > _ ., h(z) for any
set U, we obtain

zeU

L
> h(z)=> (h(VNV) 1 (2 isgood) + h (VN V)1 (2 isbad)) .
zeV i=1
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We first bound the number of bad vertices as follows. Notice that the exploration process continues
for time of order log (n) and the number of leaves in the tree Ty is of order n® log(A) giving that we
explore at most order log(n)nlo&(A) < nce vertices, for suitable ¢/ and large n. The probability of

. . . O(nIOg(A)E) nc”s
connecting to a vertex in 97 at any step is also bounded by ———+ < *—

large n. This gives that for R > 4, taking ¢ sufficiently small we obtain

B(
We now claim that for a positive constant co

h(V,,) <n 2. (4.10)
Indeed, this follows from the observation that if £ is the loop erasure of (Xi)i<ry, then h(V},) =

, for suitable ¢’ and

/
n

o\ R
{zi € 88% () : 2 isbad}‘ >R ‘ By (z) = TO) < < ;;) (n; ) < % (4.9)

IP’<£ K| = Zi ‘ Gn> < efc/%, for some constant ¢/, where the last inequality follows from the as-
2

sumption that all vertices on the tree have degree at least 3 and the definition of the loop erasure
(see also [18, Lemma 3.13]).

Combining (4.9) and (£I0) we deduce for R > 4 that

L
P <Z h(V NV,,)1 (2 isbad) < Rn~5¢
i=1

B (x) :T0> >1——. (4.11)

We next bound the sum over the good vertices and we get

E[h (VNV,,) 1 (% isgood) | Fi—1]

= > h(z)P<PZ <T2 <§> < ot ‘ Gn> S p-Ba

.7:Z-1> 1 (2; isgood)

ZEVzi
L ’
< Z h(Z) E[PZ(TQ (2) ;5;&{ G") ‘ ‘7:2*1] 1 (Zi ingOd)
2€Vz,
L :
= Z h(2) P (T2 (zlfﬁft | Zic1) 1 (2 isgood) .
2€Vz,

Taking ¢ = 28 in Lemma and taking C' (in the definition of t) sufficiently large we get for n
sufficiently large

E[h(V NV,,) 1 (2 is good) | Fi_1] < Cih (Vi) 1 (2 is good)n~ P2,
Writing R; = h(VNV,,) 1 (zis good), we consider the Doob martingale defined conditional on
Bi (z) = Ty as My =0 and for 1 < k < L (recall L = [0Bg/2(z)| from Definition A.14)

k

M => (Ri —E[R; | Fi1]).
=1
Using that | My — My_1| < 2h(V,,), we can apply Azuma-Hoeffding’s inequality to this martingale
to get

L
P (Z h(VNV,)1 (2 is good) > (Cy + 1)n~P | Bg (z) = T0>
1=1

n—Ba pc2e—Bor
Bk (z) = To) < exp <_2Z¢Ll (2h(Vzi))2> <exp <— 3 > -
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The last inequality above follows from the fact that using (£10])

L L
S (V)P <n =Y h(VL) =0
=1

i=1

If a = o(1), then for all n sufficiently large the exponential above can be made smaller than 1/n?.
Otherwise, we take 3 = coe/2 so that the exponential is smaller than 1/n2.

Using the above together with (L7), (4.8) and (£II)) gives that for n sufficiently large

2
P(Pm(Tg (t) < 8t | Gy) < (C1 + 205 + R 4 =1 | By (2) = To) >1- =

n

If @« = o(1), then we can take any 8 by changing C' in the definition of ¢. Otherwise, we take
B = c9e/2. Taking a union bound over all z € G,, completes the proof. U

Lemma 4.16. Let P be the transition matriz of a finite reversible lazy Markov chain with invariant
distribution m, relaxation time t.q and let A be a non-empty subset of the state space. Then for
every distribution n and all times t we have
tr(A
T exp <_ ul )> .
2, trel

Proof. Applying the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality we obtain

2
(Py(Ta > t))? (Z"i TA>t)(> \

Writing Pae for the restriction of the transition matrix P to the set A€, i.e. for all z,y € A° we have
PAC(xay) = P(.%',y), we have

Z (Pp(Ty > 1)) 7(x) = Z Z Ple(z,y)Phe(z, 2)m(z) = Z Z Plhe(z,y)Phe (2, 2)m(2)

Py

Z (Po(Ta > 1)) 7(x).

Ac

rEeAC TEAC y,zEA® TEAC y,zEA®
2t (A
= Z P2 (z,y)m(z) = PW(TA>2t)§eXp<—ﬁ>,
Yy zEAC rel

where for the second equality we used reversibility and for the last inequality we used [3| Lemma 3.5].
This now concludes the proof. O

Proof of Lemma[{.10. By Lemma it is enough to show that with high probability, for all large
enough t,
Py, (Tpe >t | Gyp) S nexp (—cta),

for a positive constant ¢. Let X be the induced chain in community 2, i.e. it is the Markov chain X
viewed at the times when it visits the second community. We write T4 for the first hitting time of
the set A by X. Recalling that T5(t) is the total time spent in community 2 by time ¢, we have that
for any starting point y € D

Py (Tpe >t | Gy) < Py(Tu(t) < 8t | Gp) + P, (fDS > ot ( Gn> . (4.12)
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We start by bounding the second probability on the right hand side above. Let trel and 7 be the
relaxation time and invariant distribution respectively of the chain X. Then for any distribution 7
on Dy using Lemma (.16 we get
otm (DS
exp <_M) |
2.7

] 00) < 2], o (-5

Let f be an eigenvector corresponding to the second largest eigenvalue X2 of X. Then

:;¥__ -1_ 3{2 _ é;(¢f7¢f)

Lrel “j1‘2,% ’

where € is the Dirichlet form corresponding to X.

It is easy to check that for g = f1{f > 0},
E(f, ) > E(g,9).

By replacing f with —f if necessary, we can assume that

Il fll27 < 2/|gll2,7-

Putting the last two inequalities together, we get that

E(ff) < Eg:9) < E(9,9)
[fllez ™ llgllzz ~ llgllzx’

where for the last inequality we used that 7 =< w. As ¢ is non-negative (supported inside the
second community), using the variational characterisation of the Dirichlet eigenvalue of the second
community (see for instance [I][Section 3.6.2|) and Lemma .9 we get that with high probability
a < ;
Trel

1- X =

This together with the fact that m(DS) is at least a positive constant and that ||n||2 < n gives that
with high probability over G,, for a positive constant c;

P, (fpg > 0t ‘ Gn> < n-exp(—cidat).

We proceed to bound the first term on the right hand side of ([@I2]). By Corollary T3] we have
that with high probability over the graph G,, for all x € G,

P, (T5(Clogn) < 20Clogn | G,) < Cin™ .

In case « = O(1/logn), we can take c as large as we like by increasing C. In particular, we take ¢
so that n®¢/(2C1) > 1. Since the bound above holds uniformly over all z € G,,, using the Markov
property we can perform independent experiments and obtain for any k € N’

P, (T>(Cklogn) < 0kClogn | Gy)

k
<P, <Z 1(T»(iClogn) — To((i — 1)C'logn) < 26C'logn) > g
i=1

Gn> < P(Bin(k,Clnca) > g) )

Using large deviations for a binomial distribution and that n®*¢/(2Cy) > 1 we deduce for a positive
constant co

k
P(Bin(k,Clnca) > 5) < exp(—coak logn)

and this completes the proof. O

35



Proof of Proposition[{.8 For all sets D C V, with n(D) < % there exists a set D' with D C D’
and such that D’ contains one full community 7 and less than half of the other community, i.e.
(D' NVs_;) < in(Vs_;). Then Lemma EI0 gives that A(D') > ca for a positive constant c. By
monotonicity we have that A(D) 2 «, which completes the proof. U

5 Coupling

In this section we prove Theorems [[3] and [[.4] for the lazy simple random walk. So in this section X
is again taken to be a lazy simple random walk on G,,.

We denote by d(zx,y) the graph distance from z to y in G,, and write Bg (x) for the ball of radius K
and centre x in this metric. As in Lemma [3.35] let

. logn B logn

vh «
for a constant B to be determined and also let A be as in Lemma [3.35]

Definition 5.1. We call a vertex x a K—root of G,, if Bx(z) is a possible realisation of the first
K levels of the random tree T' (corresponding to G,,). If z is a K—root and ¢ < K, we denote by
0B;(x) the collection of vertices at distance ¢ from x.

We next define an exploration process of GG, and a coupling between the walk X on G, and a
walk X on the random tree T corresponding to Gy,. The coupling below for the 2 community case
is similar to the one used in Section El however here we are not exploring only the parts of the
graph that the walk visits and we truncate more edges than in Section @l Both the coupling and
the exploration process are very similar to the ones used in [I8 Definition 5.3].

Definition 5.2. Let K = [Cyloglogn] for a constant Cy to be determined and suppose we work
conditional on the event that z( is a K —root and Bk (z9) = Ty, where Tj is a realisation of the first
K levels of a random tree. By this we mean that we know which vertices in V,, are part of By (x¢)
but we have not yet revealed the full degree vector of vertices at distance K from x(, meaning that
in the case of the two community model we do not know which of the half edges coming out of
OB (xp) are internal and which are outgoing, and in the case of multiple communities we do not
know which communities outgoing edges lead to. Let L = |0B/s (%0)| and {z1,...,21} be some
ordering of the set OB s (7o) . For each 2z € 9B s (70) we denote by V, the set of offspring of 2
which are also in Bg (z¢). Fix z € OB /2 (7). We now describe the exploration process of Gy,
corresponding to the set V. by constructing a coupling of a subset of GG), with a subset of a random
tree T', conditioned on its first levels K being exactly Ty. We first reveal all edges of T' with one
endpoint in 07Ty, including the ones which are not descendants of z. For the edges originating in V,
we couple them with the edges of G, by using the optimal coupling between the two distributions
at every step.

Choosing half-edge types differs in the cases of the two models we consider. For the two communities
model we write p(s) for the number of outgoing half-edges in community ¢ which were revealed so
far and N;(s) for number of half-edges in community ¢ whose types were revealed by time s. At
step s of the exploration process for every half-edge corresponding to the vertex in V, we assign it
an outgoing type with probability ]\5%\% and otherwise we assign it an internal type. For the m

communities model, if the current vertex is in community ¢ we choose the community to which
Bij=Eij(s)

2i(Eik—Ei k(s)
number of outgoing edges between ¢ and j which have already been revealed.

an outgoing edge from it leads to be j # ¢ with probability > ) where E; j(s) is the
k
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In both cases, for each half-edge we choose a half-edge to connect it to uniformly at random from
all of the half-edges in the appropriate community, which were not chosen yet (and in m community
case we take care that the type of the edge is appropriate).

If at some point one of these couplings fails, which meant that either the corresponding types of the
edges or just the corresponding vertices in T and G, differ, then we truncate the edge where this
happened and stop the exploration for this edge in G), but we continue it in 7. We also truncate
an edge and stop the exploration in G, if we create a cycle. Once all edges joining levels K and
K + 1 of T have been revealed, we examine which of those satisfy the truncation criterion Tr(e, A)
(which is defined w.r.t. T, not G, ). We then stop the exploration at these edges for the graph G,,
but we continue the exploration of their offspring for the tree T. Suppose we have explored all k
level edges of the tree T and also the corresponding ones in G,, that were coming from V, and have
not been truncated. Then for the edges of level k + 1 we explore all of them in 7', (including the
ones which are not descendants of z) and we use the optimal coupling to reveal the corresponding
ones that come from non-truncated descendants of z in GG,, in the same way as when revealing level
K + 1. We truncate an edge and stop the exploration process at this edge if the optimal coupling
between the two distributions fails for the type or at the endpoint of the edge or if we created a
cycle. We again truncate edges in G, corresponding to the ones in 1" which satisfy the truncation
criterion. We continue the exploration process for ¢ levels.

We now describe a coupling of the walk X on G,, starting from z € V, with a walk XonT starting
from x as follows: we move X and X together for time ¢ and we say the coupling is successful as
long as none of the following happen:

(1) )~(~ crosses a truncated edge;

(ii) X visits a vertex w € 0Bk s (z0) for some w # z.

We write F; for the o -algebra generated by Ty and the exploration processes starting from all the
vertices of V..., V,,. We call z; € 0Bk, (o) good if none of its descendants in 97Ty (i.e. those
vertices y € 9Ty such that d (xg,y) = d(x0, 2;) + d (z;,y)) has been explored during the exploration
processes corresponding to the sets V,,,...,V,, . Otherwise, z; is called bad. Note that the event
{z;isbad} is F;_1 measurable. Finally, we denote by D; the collection of vertices of G,, explored in
the exploration process of the set V.

Remark 5.3. We note that if the coupling between X and X starting from x € Ve, for zi € OBk 5 (w0),
succeeds for t steps, then X, eD; for all s <t.
Lemma 5.4. Let a > 1/logn, in the setup of Definition 5.3, |D;| < nexp <—A lo%/?;) for all

i € L deterministically. Moreover, there exists a positive constant C (independent of Ty ) so that
the number Bad of bad vertices z satisfies

P(Bad > Cy/logn ‘ By (x0) = TO) < %

Proof. This proof follows along the lines of the proof of [I8, Lemma 5.5]. We include the details only
where they differ. Exactly as in the proof of [I8, Lemma 5.5] using the definition of the truncation
criterion and that the exploration process continues for ¢ < logn steps, the total number of explored

vertices is at most
( A /logn)
nexp| ——- ,
3 «

where A is as in Lemma [3.35] At every step of the exploration process the probability of intersecting
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a vertex of 0T} is upper bounded by

AK AC’ loglogn

cran — Anexp (—A 10%/3)

~

n

where ¢; and C’ are positive constants. This is clear in the case of a two communities model, as
there are order n edges from vertices of each type and therefore the above bounds the probability
to match the current half-edge with one of at most AX from the boundary of Tp. In the case of
multiple communities, as there are at least order an outgoing edges from vertices of each type (as
the Cheeger constant would otherwise be smaller), and at least order n internal ones, once the
community and type of an edge we are currently matching to is known, the probability to match
it with one of at most AX half edges in the boundary of Ty is again bounded by the above. We
therefore obtain

logn ,
n exp <—A " /3> C'loglogn
P(Bad>C\/logn‘BK(xo):T0) < < > AT e
C+/logn n

C+/logn C' loglog n C+/logn

o n
<1>AC/6
S —
n

for large enough n. Taking C' large enough completes the proof. U

>C’\/logn

Lemma 5.5. In the same setup as in Definition [, for all € > 0, there exist B (in the definition
of t) and A (in the definition of the truncation criterion, depending on € and B) sufficiently large so
that for all n large enough on the event {Bx (o) = Ty}, for all i and all descendants x € OBx ()
of z;, the coupling of Definition[02.2 satisfies

P, (the coupling of X and X succeeds

‘7:@-,1> > 1 (z; is good) - (1 —¢€)

Proof. This proof is identical to the proof of [I8, Lemma 5.6] with the only difference being that

the probability that the optimal couplings fail at any given step or that a cycle is created is upper
bounded by

n exp <—A 10%/3)

no

C

for a positive constant ¢ using arguments similar to the proof of Lemma (.41 O

Proposition 5.6. In the same setup as in Definition [5.3, for all € > 0, there exist B (in the
definition of t), A (in the definition of the truncation criterion) depending on € and B and a
positive constant I' sufficiently large such that for all n sufficiently large the following holds. For
all M > 0 on the event {Bk (xo) =To}, for all i and all v € OBk (xo) which are descendants of
z; € OBk 2 (x0) , we have for r >0 and
W do

4 dAg, (0)’

ﬁ exp (21"\/10%)

s(Gn) =
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with Ag,, being the spectral profile for random walk on the graph G, that
P(dm(t +s(Gp) +71) < e Ta@m . M +e ‘ ]-'Z-,l> > (1 —2¢)1 (% is good)
where dy(s) = |Py(Xs € - | Gp) — 7|y for every s € N.
Proof. This proof follows in exactly the same way as the proof of [I8, Proposition 5.7| with the only
difference being that here we bound the £? distance using not only the Poincaré inequality, but

also the spectral profile technique. Using the same notation as in [I8] we only point out the places
where the two proofs differ.

We set £ = lo%n - 21/B\/1°§" and recall that ¢ = 1°Vgh" - B logn. In [I8] a class of graphs G is

defined so that
P(G,eG | Fii1) >1—¢,

which implies for all u € N
P(||Py(Xy € - | Gn) = 7|lpy = 1(Gp € G) [|Po(Xy € - | Gn) = |lpy | Fic1) 2 1 —e. (5.1)

(Note that in the definition of the sets A; and B here we need to take /log n/a instead of v/logn.)
For the event S as defined in [18] we get for any v € N

”Pm(Xu S ‘ G, = G) - 7THTV < H]P)x(Xu S ’ S, G = G) - 7THTV te. (5-2)

In exactly the same way as in [I8] we get for G € G

VA ]
[Bo(Xi €| G = G.S) = 7lly < T~ exp (T Oi” (5.3)

By the Poincaré inequality and the fact that conditional on X;, the event S is independent of
(Xu),>; we have

1Pz (Xessi@yir €[ 9,Gn = G) =7l 1y < [Po(Xisi@yir € - | S,Gn = G) =7
< e T [Py (Xpya() €+ | 5.Gn = G) =7

27

where s(@) is defined as in the statement of the proposition. Using (53]) and [14, Theorem 1.1] (see
also [19, Proposition 5.2] for the form we use here) we get

P (Xits) € - | 8:Gn = G) — |, < M.

This together with (5.2) and (5.]) finishes the proof. O
Lemma 5.7. There exists a positive constant 3, so that starting from any vertex the random walk

will hit a K—root by time BK with probability 1 — o(1) as n — oo.

Proof. The proof of this follows directly from Lemma 2.3 from [6] (in the same way as discussed
in the proof of Corollary [L13)) and could also be derived analogously to the proof of Lemma 5.9
in [18]. O
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Proof of Theorem [I.3 for o > i~ and Theorem[T.4). (lazy walk case) We first prove cutoff for both

~ logn
models when a > 1/logn. Recall that t = kzjﬁ — B/ logn, where B is a positive constant to be
chosen later. We first prove the upper bound on the mixing time. From Lemma [£3] we know that
for M larger than a certain constant we have that with high probability A (§) > ¢ for § < % and
so with high probability

4 4
Wz dé Mz dd logn
— _ % < P AT =2
s (Gn) / s SAc, (9) —/ s &~

ﬁ exp (21"\/10%) (1_%)2 exp (21"\/1—()(5;—”)

Let r =ty (Gp)log (%) , where I' is as in Proposition so that
¢ @) . M = ¢
We now claim that it suffices to prove that with high probability
tmix (Gn,5e) <t +s(Gp) +r+ (B+c)K (5.4)

where £ is as in Lemma [5.7] and ¢ is a positive constant to be determined later. Indeed, once this is
established, the proof then follows from the bound on s(G),) above together with the fact that with
high probability ¢, (Gp) < é by Proposition

It remains to prove (5.4). This now follows in exactly the same way as the proof of (5.9) in [I§]
with the only difference being that the set V' we need to consider here is

V ={xz € 0Bk (x9) : dp(t + s(G,) + 1) > 2e}

for xg a K-root and use Proposition [5.0lin place of Proposition 5.7 in [I8]. This completes the proof
of the upper bound on the mixing time. The lower bound follows identically to [18]. This completes
the proof in the case of a > —

logn*

For v < loén in the case of the m-communities model and for o = @ in the case of the 2-
communities model, we will show using the spectral profile technique that with high probability
tmix < é and then Proposition completes the proof in this case, as by [20, Theorem 12.5]
tmix(€) > (tre1 — 1) log (%) and as there can be no cutoff when tp,ix < tre [20, Proposition 18.4]. We

will condition on the graph G, and similarly as before define

4
M 2d6
s(Gp) = —_ 5.5
(Gn) ar. 0AG, (9) (55
where M > 0 will be determined later and 7, = min,eq,, 7(z). Notice that for any starting state
using first the Poincaré inequality and the spectral profile bounds [14, Theorem 1.1] we have

P2 (X sttty € 7| On) = 7Ol < 1P (X6, 10g( 2 i) € | Gn) = 7Ol
< —|Po (X € | Gn) = ()l < e

By Proposition with high probability t(Gp) < é Also using Lemma [.3] there exists a
constant ¢ so that with high probability Ag, (6) <1 for 6 < ¢, and hence s(G,,) S log(n) holds for
M > %. Choosing any constant M > % gives that with high probability tmix(e) < é + log(n) which

completes the proof of the upper bound in both cases. O
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Before giving the proof of Theorem [[L3] in the case when o < ﬁ, we give a short argument that
shows that in this regime there is no cutoff with high probability. Indeed, by Proposition the
relaxation time is lower bounded by 1/« with high probability. Moreover, in exactly the same way
as in the proof above in the case when a =< 1/logn we get that with high probability

1
tmix(g) 5 75rel + —.

Thus using also that tyix(€) 2 trel, the assumption that o < 1/logn and that t,e 2 1/a ,we

conclude that tmix(g) < tre1. This implies that there is no cutoff with high probability, but since it
does not determine the order of ¢yix(¢) we do this in the proof below.

Proof of Theorem[[3 (a < @ and lazy walk case)
We now prove an upper bound on the mixing time for the two community model and o < 1/logn.

We will prove that there exist constants J, C' > 0 such that with high probability G,, satisfies that

for any subset A with w(A) > 1/2 and any 2y € G,, we have for the lazy simple random walk X
started from x( that

C

]P:L'Q (TA S —

e

Gn> > 6, (5.6)

where T4 = min {t : X; € A} is the hitting time of set A. By performing repeated experiments of
length C'/a this will imply that with high probability for all sets A C G,, and = € G,

C

Em[TA | Gn] < m

which gives by [25] Theorem 1.1] and [15] Theorem 1.3] that tmix(1/4) < 1/a. This also implies an
upper bound for ¢,¢ and completes the proof of Proposition and also gives us the desired bounds
on tmix(e) for any e.

We are left with proving (B.6). For x € G,, we write 0(z) € {1,2} for the community = belongs to.
We also write 7; for i € {1,2} for the first hitting time of community ¢ by X. We now define the
random set D = D(G,,) which depends on the sampling of the random graph G by

D= {x € Gp: Px(73_9($) <u { Gn) < \/ua},
where u = C"log(n), for a constant C’ to be determined. Notice that for 6 € {1, 2},
EPy(m3-9 <u|Gp)] Sua <1

for any x € Vp, as when we generate the graph and the walk together, probability of revealing an
outgoing edge at any step of the simple random walk is 1/a. Therefore we get

ua 2 E Z 7(2)Ps (T3_p(xo) < U | Gy)
xeGn
>E| Y m(@)Py(r3_g() < u| Gn)| > VuaE[r(D)].
xeDe

This gives that by Markov’s inequality

IP’<7T(DC) > (ua)1/4> < (ua)V/2.
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Recall the definition of s(G,,) from (G5 and that with high probability s(Gy,) S logn. We now set
s = C'logn where C' is a sufficiently large positive constant. Then with high probability we have
that

[Pz (Xs € - | Gn) — 7lloc < M.

This means that for large enough n
P, (Xs € D¢ | G,) < Mn(D) < (ua)'/* (5.7)

with high probability over the graph G,.

For 6 € {1,2} we now let G% be the graph obtained from G,, by a uniform rewiring of the outgoing
edges in community 6 (this is the same as the definition of the graph @n in the proof of Lemma [4.9]).
We write 7y for the corresponding invariant distribution. Then with high probability (over the
randomness of G?) for every § > 0 there exists n sufficiently large so that for z € D and C’ (in the
definition of u) sufficiently large we have

”Paz(Xu € - ‘ Gn) - W@(')HTV < ‘

P, <Xu c. ( Gg) - ”"(')HTV Y Pu(rsg <u|Gn) <6, (5.8)

where we used that a lazy simple random walk on the configuration model exhibits cutoff at time
of order log n with high probability, see for instance [7].

Since m(A) = m(A)7 (V1) + m2(A)w(Va) and 7(A) > 1/2, we can assume without loss of gener-
ality that m1(A) > 1/2. Let C be a positive constant to be determined later. Writing v, () =
P, (Xs € - | Gn) we now get
Gn> <V (D)+ Y vay(@)Py (XQ € A Gn>
x€DNV; :

+ Y ap(@)Ps (TA > g ‘ Gn>.

xeDNVa

C
]P):B()<TA>_+5
(0%

From (5.8) we see that for z € DNV

P, (Xc € a° ( Gn) < ‘IPJC(X% €. ‘ Gn) —mHTV+m(AC) < 5+%,

and hence plugging this above we deduce

C
P:B0<TA>_+5
a

G) < a0+ (340) DO+ Y P14 | 6 ).

xeDNVa

Now for x € D N V5 using the Markov property we have that with high probability

o)
o)

IP);,;(TA > ¢ ‘ Gn> <> IP’m(Xu:y|Gn)IP>y<TA -9

C
<2Bo(Xy € - Gn) = ma()lgy + 3 mau)P, (TA >Z —u
yEGn

< 25+]P’7T2<TA > g ‘ Gn>
2
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where the last inequality holds as for all large enough n we have that C'/2a > w using the assumption
on «. Therefore, it is enough to show that

C
P, (TA > % ‘ Gn> <1-4% (5.9)
as plugging this above would imply that with high probability for all large enough n

C
P$0<TA>_+S
(6%

Gn> < gy (D) + (% —|—5> Vpo(DNVL) + (1 —20) vy (DN Vo) <1 —0,

since we have from (5.7) that v,,(D¢) < ¢ for large enough n.

So now we focus on proving (5.9). Recall that s = C'logn. For (z,y) € Vi x V5 and time ¢ we define
the event

A,y t) ={3i € {t,... t+s}: 0(X) =2,(Xi_1, X3) # (2,),¥j € {t,...,i — 1}0(X;) = 1},

which is the event that the walk which is in community 1 at time ¢ exits this community by time t+s
through an edge different to (x,y). We now consider a random set Uy = U1 (G,,) of edges in V; x V3
defined by

U = {(z,y) € Vi x Va : Po(A(z,9,0) | Gn) < Vas}.
We also define a random set Uy = Us(G),) of edges in V; x V5 as

U = {(w,y) eVixVy: EK(JU) is a tree} ,

where gK(x) is the connected component of By (x) NV} containing = with K = Cyloglogn for a
large constant Cs to be determined.

Lemma 5.8. Let U = U; NUs. For an edge (x,y) € U we will show that

P (Xs€Va|Gp) <1-—

N O

where c is the constant from Lemma[3.4)

Lemma 5.9. Let 7 be the hitting time of community 1. We will show that there is a small constant
B < 1 such that with high probability the random graph G, is such that

Pﬂg((XTflaXT) S UC | Gn) S /8

We defer the proof of the two lemmas above until the end of the proof of the theorem.

We now set n(z) = Pr,(X;4s = 2 | G) and see that from Lemmas 0.8 and 5.9 and (5.7) we have
for n sufficiently large

NVinD) > Y Pry((Xr-1, X )_w|Gn)IP’w(XseV10D|Gn)2Z(l—ﬁ). (5.10)
welU

The proof of Lemma [£.9 shows that for positive constants ¢; and ¢ with high probability by
choosing C' sufficiently large

¢ —coaC/(4a
Pﬂe <7—V39 > 5 ‘ Gn) < cre /(4o) 5.
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Using this we now get for n sufficiently large

C C C
- < - — -
P, <TA > 5 ' Gn> P, <T > 1 ' Gn> + ZEE P, <XT+5 Z, 1 >7

Gn> P.(X, € A° | Gp)

<6+ Y n@+ Y 0@ (IPA(Xu € - | Gu) = () lpy + T1(A%)

zeVoUuDe© zeVinD
1 1
<o+ - X e (5-0) <ow1-50-(5-9).
2€Gn zeVinD

where the third inequality holds using (5.8]) and the assumption that m1(A) > 1/2 and the last one
uses (5.10). This gives (5.9]) and completes the proof as we can take § as small as we wish. O

Proof of Lemmal58 Recall 79 is the hitting time of community 2. Then we have

Pm(XS €y | Gn) < Px(7—2 < s, (XT2*1’XT2) = (x,y) | Gn) + Pm(TQ < s, (X72*1?X7'2) 7& (x’y) | Gn) :
As (z,y) € U C Uy we have that the second probability is at most \/as. It thus remains to control
the first probability appearing above.

As z € Uy we know that the K = (C3loglogn neighbourhood of x which can be reached without
crossing to community 2 is a tree. From Lemma [3.4] we have that the probability to cross (z,y)
before otherwise leaving V; and before reaching the boundary 0Bk (z) is <1—c < 1.

From Lemma [B4] we have that the probability that a simple random walk on a tree which has

, /' Co
degrees at least 3 backtracks for Cyloglogn levels is at most e~¢C2loglogn < <1oén> , where

¢ > 0. Writing ng for the first return time to the set 9B (x) and 75 for the first hitting time
K

(z)
of x, we therefore get that for z € B (x)

1 c/'Co
+
P (Tx < ToBrc(x) S ‘ Gn) = <logn> ’

and therefore for any time ¢

P.(rp < (t+1) A7 | Gp) SIF’Z(TQC <T;l§ ( )/\7'2 ‘ Gn>
K (z
+ +
+ P, (Tx > TBB\K(x),Tx < (TagK(m) +t) AT ‘ Gn>
_ + _ »
=P, <Tx < ToBx () ATy ‘ Gn) + ZZ;]P’Z (XT;EK@) =7z Gn> Pi(rp <tATo| Gp)

1 cCo
<(t+1) <logn> ’

where the last line follows by induction. Taking ¢ = s and C5 in the definition of K sufficiently
large such that ¢/Cy > 1 this gives that

c'Cq
Px(TQS37(X7’2—17X7’2):(x7y)‘Gn)gl_c—i_(s—i_l)( > <l-c+c/d

logn

with high probability over G,, as s = C'logn. U
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Proof of Lemma[2.9. We will bound Pr,((X-_1,X;) € U7 | G,) and Pr,((X;-—1,X;) € U5 | G,,) by
a constant f; < 1/2 which then implies the statement of the Lemma by union bound. We let
Hi,Ho and H be the matchings of internal half edges of community 1 and 2 and the matching of
the outgoing half edges, respectively.

Let (z,y) € Vi x Va. First of all by considering a walk starting from = which is killed if it visits
(z,y) we have that
Py (A0, 2,y) [ 2 ~y) S s

Indeed, this holds as the probability to generate a new outgoing edge at each step is < a and we can
use the union bound up to time s. It is not hard to see by conditioning on the matchings on each
community and since the event A(0, z,y) only depends on H; and (7, X,;_1) only depends on Hs,
that

]P)T(Q(A(T7 XT—17X’T)) = ZPJC(A(O,%Z/) ‘ x ~ y) PWQ(XT =z, X, 1= Y, T ~ y) .
x’y

This implies that

as 2, Pr, (-’4(7'7 Xr—hXT)) = E[Pm (A(r, XTaXT—l) ’ Gn)]

>E| Y Pr((Xr1, Xr) = (1,2) | Go) Pu(A(2,4,0) | Gp)
(z,y)€UY

> vVas E[Pr, ((Xr-1,X:) € Uf | Gn)].
Therefore by Markov’s inequality
IP)(IP)WQ((XT,l,XT) ceUr | Gp) > (as)1/4> < (as)Y* = 0 as n — oo,

which gives that for any constant 51 < 1/2 for large enough n we have that with high probability
PWQ((XTflaXT) € Ulc | Gn) S 51-

To control the probability of Pr,((X,—1, X;) € US | G,,) we use that for any vertex in community 1
if we start generating its Cs log logn descendants in community 1 the probability of creating a cycle
with each new edge we reveal is at most AC21081987 /p (a5 AC21081987 j5 the maximal total number
of vertices we reveal in community 1). As we reveal at most A“21°81987 edges by the union bound
the probability that a cycle is created is < A2C2loglogn /n. As we again have that Y;_; does not
depend on the matching in community 1 and on the matching across the communities, this gives
that
A% loglogn/n > EPr, ((Xr—1,X7) € U3 | G-

The proof now follows by Markov’s inequality. O

Proof of Proposition 1A (ty for 2 communities model when o < @) The lower bound follows in
exactly the same way as for the larger values of a. As we have shown in Theorem [[3] that tyix < é
with high probability and as the mixing time is always an upper bound on the relaxation time, this

completes the proof. O
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6 Back to simple random walk

We now turn to proving cutoff for simple random walk. First recall that absolute relaxation time is
defined to be the inverse of the absolute spectral gap. We will use the following lemma.

Lemma 6.1. Let P be a transition matriz with e-mizing time t(g). Let t1,(€) be the e-mizing time
of I+P, i.e. of the lazy version of P. If the lazy version exhibits cutoff and the absolute relaxation
time of P, denoted by t7,, satisfies t7,; < tL(l) then there is cutoff for the matrix P. Moreover, if

the cutoff window W satisfies that W >t and W 2 \/t1(3) then we have [t() — tr.(e)] < W.

On the other hand, if the lazy chain does not exhibit cutoff and tL(%) = try,
all € we have t(e) < t*, and hence there is no cutoff for P.

rel’

this implies that for

rel’

Proof. Let X be a Markov chain with transition matrix P. Define p,(a,t) = maxcy,r(a)>a Pz(74 > 1),
where 74 = inf{t : X; € A} is the first hitting time of the set A. We define

hity(e) = min{t : max p;(a,t) < e}.
x

Let hitZ(e) and p* be defined as above with respect to the lazy chain. From [3, Proposition 1.8]
and [3, Remark 1.9] we have that for ¢ € (0,1/4)

hit (3e/2) — [2t%|loge]] < #(e) < hity (e/2) + [ty 1og<a/4>ﬂ, and
1
hit (1~ £/2) — [265]loge[] < #(1— ) < hit oy

(1—2¢) + ( trallog(8)[1.

1
2

The same statements also hold for t¥(g) and hit] /2( e). First in the case when there is cutoff, as
tr) < W < tr(1), the inequalities above for the lazy chain give us that for all € € (0,1/8)

hitg( &) =tr(g )+O(W) and  hit¥ (1—5)—tL( ) +OW). (6.2)

If TAS and Tf{ are the hitting times of A by X and the lazy version of X respectively, we see that

Bk > 1) =3 (%)t (Z)wm(fg > ).

u<t

Using large deviations for the binomial distribution by taking C' a sufficiently large constant, we get

1 t t
P(Bin(t,=) ¢ (= —-CVt,=+CVt]) <&
2 2 2
Hence, we also have

PG 1 2
—, = + C\/_ < 1_7 and P C\/_ §,t + &°. (63)
Using this for ¢ = hit¥(¢) and t = hit?(1 — ¢), 2) and W? > t1,(1/4) we get for £ < 1/16
2 2

hit%(s):%u( )+ OW)  and hit%(1—e):%u(4)+0(w>

4
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The proof is now complete in the case when there is cutoff using (6.I)). Notice that when there is
no cutoff for the lazy walk we have by (6.I) that for all € € (0, 1)

1 1
it (32/2) < 10(3) and  hith(L—2/2) S 10(3).
2 2
since tye < tr(1/4). Now this together with (G.3) gives that hiti () < ¢7(3) and hiti (1—¢) <t(3)
2 2
and the proof of an upper bound on t(¢) by t, follows from (€.I) and the assumption ¢7,(1/4) = ¢

rel”
Since t*, < t(e) (see for instance [20, Theorem 12.4]), we get t* ; < t(¢), and hence there is no cutoff

rel ~ rel

for the chain with matrix P either (see [20, Proposition 18.4]). O

Above Lemma together with Theorem [[L4] and [[L3] in the case of a lazy walk gives that in order to
prove Theorem [[.4] and [L3] for the simple random walk it is enough to bound the absolute spectral
gap by é To do this we use the following result from [16].

Theorem 6.2 ([16]). Let P be a reversible Markov chain on a state space Q of size n with stationary
distribution w. Let 1 = A1 > Ao > ... > A, be eigenvalues of P and f; the corresponding unit
eigenfunctions, such that Pf; = \if; and Ex[f;f;] = 1(i = j). Then if 1+ X, < ¢ (1 — Xa) for some
absolute constant ¢ € (0,1) then Vary |fn] < (iti‘\z) Moreover, if we let

F, :={z: fo(z) >0} and F_ : {x: f(z) <0}
then | (Fy) —1/2] =|n (F-) —1/2| < (i—;";) and the parity breaking time defined by
S:=inf{i: (X;1,X;) € F2UF?)}

satisfies for some B > |\,| that for all k

We also use following two lemmas which we prove in Appendix[Blas they contain similar calculations
as the proof that small sets in the two communities model have good expansion.

Lemma 6.3. Let G = (V, E) be a configuration model on n vertices, with minimal degree 3 and
mazximal degree A. Then there exists a constant § > 0 such that the graph G with high probability
satisfies the following: for all sets A CV and B = A° we have that

Hz ~y, (x,y) € A2U B?}|
>
> ey deg(x)

Lemma 6.4. Let G = (V, E) be the two communities model on n vertices with « = a1 + ag < 1.
Then there exists a constant 6 > 0 depending on «y/ag, such that the graph G with high probability
satisfies the following: for all sets A CV and B = A° we have that

J.

{z ~y,(z,y) € A>U B?}|
ZmGV deg(x)

Proof of Proposition I3 (), for both models) The lower bound on ¢}, follows as we always have
that ¢

el = trel and we established Proposition for tre1. We now upper bound t*; for the m-

rel
communities model. We prove the bound by contradiction. We assume that 1 + A, < ea for a

> .
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small € to be determined. From the bound on ¢, from Proposition we get that 1 — Ay > ca.
This gives that the time S from Theorem satisfies that

2¢e

PA(S>2|Gh) > (1_2—C€> 8> (1_?> (1—e). (6.4)

Recalling that N; is the number of half edges emanating from community 4, we claim that using
Lemma we get that with high probability

IP’AS:HG@Z%-&-gB%. (6.5)
Indeed, we know that the graph G,, restricted to community 4 satisfies with high probability that
any partition of its vertices into two sets, has at least § proportion of edges fully inside one of these
sets. Recalling that the internal degree is at least 3, we get that there are at least %Ni half edges
which are fully inside community ¢. Therefore for the partition F_ and F as in the statement of
Theorem we get that with high probability there at least § %Ni half-edges fully inside F_ or F.
As the walk started from 7 at the first step goes through an edge chosen uniformly at random,
we get that with probability at least %5 min;<, % this walk crossed an edge fully in F; or F_,
so (6.5) holds. This gives that P.(S > 2 | G,) is bounded away from 1 and therefore we obtain a
contradiction with (G.4]) by choosing e small enough and this concludes the proof.

The proof in the case of the two communities model follows in exactly the same way in the case of
the m communities model using Lemma instead of Lemma O

Proof of Theorems and [L.3 (simple random walk case) The proof follows directly from Lemmal6.1],
as we have proved Proposition and Theorems [[L4] and [[3] for lazy simple random walk. O

We notice that Lemma also gives the following,.

Remark 6.5. Let t and t;, be the i mixing times of the simple and lazy simple random walk,
respectively. Then there exists a constant C' depending on A, such that with high probability we have

log [Vj|
|t — 2t] < O/ =5E

6.1 Comparison of the cutoff time for simple and non-backtracking random
walk

For an undirected graph G with edges F the non-backtracking random walk is the walk on directed
edges of G which evolves according to transition matrix P defined as follows. For {z,y} € E

P((z,y)(z,1)) 1(z =y, {2t} € E),

- deg(z) —1

where for z,y € G we write (z,y) for a directed edges and {x,y} for undirected and degx for the
degree of graph. In words, this is the simple random walk conditioned on not moving back to the
vertex it just came from.

In [4] it has been shown that under certain additional assumptions of the degree sequences e-mixing

. . _ logn
time of the non-backtracking random walk txp(e) = T3,y deao) log@es(@) ) + o(log n). We show

that under certain conditions ¢(¢) > logn/hx for hx < % > zev, deg() log(deg(z) — 1) which gives
the following proposition.
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Proposition 6.6. Consider the setting of Theorem [I.3 for oy > 1/log |Vk|. There is a small
constant c¢(A) depending on the mazimal degree A such that if ag, < ¢(A) for all large enough k or
if average degree of vertices in the first community equals to the average degree of vertices in the
second community then for all e € (0,1) we have

tmix(Gk, 6) > 75NB(C"7/€5 6)’
where typ stands for the mizing time of the non-backtracking random walk.

To establish above proposition we first need the following lemma.

Lemma 6.7. Let X and X be two independent lazy simple random walks on T started from the
root. Let b and v be constants from Proposition [331 and Lemma [3.29, respectively. We have that
almost surely

1 -
—ElogIP’<Xk — X, ( X,T) b, as k — oo
We prove this lemma in Appendix

Proof of Proposition[6.6. From the proof of Theorem [[3] and Remark we know that the mixing
time of the simple random walk on the two community model is up to smaller order terms equal to
1‘2)5;; , where b and v are the constants from Proposition B.31] and Lemma [3:29] respectively. As it is
easy to check that the entropy of the simple random walk is twice the one for the lazy walk, using

Lemma we have that almost surely

logn logn

200 im0 L logP(Xk — X, ( X, T> ’

where X and X are two independent simple random walks on T. Therefore, in order to prove the
statement, it is enough to compare the entropy of the simple random walk on 1" with

3 ~de(e) log(deg(x) — 1),

zeV

which we can easily check that it is equal to the entropy of the non-backtracking random walk on T,
denoted by hy. We present the calculations comparing hx and hy in Appendix U

A Proof of Theorem

Proof. We follow the proof from [22].

For Borel sets A and B of trees we let
s (4,5) = [ psiy (T, B)AMGW (7).
A

We need to show that pspw (A, B) = psrw (B, A). For two disjoint rooted multi type trees we define
[T1,Ts] to be the tree rooted at the root of T} obtained by joining the roots of T} and T by an
edge. We extend this operation to sets C, D of rooted multi type trees by letting

[C,D] = {[Tl,T2] T e C\Th e D}
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It is enough to show that psrw (A, B) = psrw (B, A), for sets of form A = [C, D], B = [D, C| where
C, D are disjoint sets of trees with fixed types of root and first level, as such sets generate the
o-algebra up to sets of measure 0.

For trees T1,...,Ty we let \/‘ii:1 T; be the tree rooted at some new vertex v obtained by joining the
roots of the trees T1,...,7T; to v. We extend these definitions to the sets of trees C1,...,Cy by
Vi G ={ViL Ti : Ty € Ci}.

We let the type of the root of all of the trees in C be 61 and the type of the root of all of the trees
in D be 6. We also let d{"* and d'™® be the number of outgoing and internal offspring of the root
of all of the trees in C' and d3"*, di"* be the number of outgoing and internal offspring of the root of
all of the trees in D. Set di = d$"* + di™* and dy = d3"* + diP*. Then we can further assume that

dy da
c=\/C, D=\/D,,
s=1 s=1

and that set D is also disjoint from all C1, ...y, and that C is disjoint from Dy, ..., Dg,, and that
for all ¢ the types of roots of all trees in C; and D; are fixed, as these sets will also generate the
o-algebra up to sets of measure zero.

We define the conditional multi type random measure CMGW; ; on 7T, to be the law of the tree
obtained by taking an offspring v of the root of the tree generated according to MGW (i) and all
of its descendants and conditioning on the type of v being j. In other words if we have a vertex of
type 4 in the multi type random tree, with an offspring of type j, then the tree obtained by taking
this offspring and all of its descendants has the law of CMGW, ;.

Label by 61 and 6, types of the roots of trees in A and B respectively, and we also let ©(C};) and

©(D;) be the types of the roots of all trees in C; and D; respectively. Set V to be the subset of

V' of vertices with the same number of outgoing and internal edges as roots of trees in A then if
Iy
Pij = ﬁ and p;; = 1 we get

MGW 1, (4) =MGW,r,, ([C, D)
- 5o | deg(u)]
=TS e 1dea()]

(A7 + 1(61 # 62))!(d™ + 1(61 = 62))!

dy
- P8;.0,CMGWy, 9,(D) [ [ po,.0(c.) CMGWy, 0(c,)(Cs)
s=1

(di +1)|V]|

S, (L0 # 62)!(d + 1(6) = 62))!
7j=1 1,

=mq(6h)

di
- Po,.0,CMGWy, 0,(D) [ [ po,.0(c.) CMGWy, 0(c,)(Cs)-
s=1

The above expression holds as the first two terms represent the probability to choose the root of the
type we want and the first layer of the tree with the wanted number of internal and outgoing edges.
The factorial terms represent the number of ways to reorder the trees from the sets Cy,...Cy,, D
(they are all disjoint) and then these trees as well as the exact type of their roots in the outgoing
case are sampled according to the CMGW law with the appropriate type parameters.

We can now notice that if 61 # 6 (d9" + HV| = Hu eVweV:iu~v0@)# 91}‘ , as for each

u € V there are d{"* + 1 choices for a neighbour v of type which is not ;. We can now notice
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\{ueV,vEV:uNU,G(v);éel}\
izoy Fo1. .
CMGWy, g, which are outgoing and internal being d§"* and d}", respectively. This gives that

that

gives the probability of the number of offspring in the first level in

Hué‘/},UGV:UNU,@(v)#Hl} - di
CMGWgy, 4, (C) = S Ey dintgon !HPel,e(cs)CMGwel,e(cs)(Cs)-
j#61 01,3 s=1

Therefore when 6 # 05,

(di+1)> 20, oy
(@™ +1) 375, Ep,
Y1 Eoy (di+1)Ey,,

02
N m CMGWg, 4,(D)CMGWo, g, (C
ZUGV’deg(U)’ zj=1E91,j 1 2( ) 2 1( )

E,
= e (1 + 1)OMGWa, 0, (D)CMGWo,,(C),
ueV

Similarly, when 6; = 0, we get that

(dl + 1)E91,91
A +1) 30 Fe,

E
= %(d1 +1)CMGWy, 4,(D)CMGWo, 9, (C).
ue

MGW, (A) = mq(61) (d$" + 1)pg, 9, CMGWy, ,(D)CMGWy, 9, (C)

(A +1)CMGWy, 4,(D)CMCGWo, 4, (C)

MGWg (4) = ma(01);

Given that the sets of trees we considered above are disjoint the probability to move from a tree in
A to a tree in B is only possible if the root moves to the root of a tree from the set D rather than
C1,...Cy4, and this then has probability ﬁ giving that

. E
psrw (4, B) = %CMGWGLGQ(D)CMGWQQ,&(C)-
ue
As this expression is symmetric the result follows. O

Remark A.1. The proof of Theorem BI6] also works (and is simpler) when the tree is generated
according to the two type random tree from Definition

B Proofs of Lemmas [4.6], and

Proof of Lemma[{.6 Consider a subset of vertices D and recall that we labelled the two communities
as V7 and V5. Suppose that there are d; + do half-edges in total corresponding to the vertices in
D, where d; come from the vertices in the first community and ds from the second. Rewiring the
outgoing edges of each community as explained in the proof of Lemma gives a configuration
model of minimum degree at least 3, and therefore it is an expander with high probability [12]. This
gives that there is a constant ¢’ such that with high probability all sets with z < % half-edges, in
community 4, for ¢ € {1,2}, have boundary whose size is greater then ¢’z in the rewired graph. Fix
c < %. We first show that with high probability, the graph G,, is such that all sets of vertices D
for which di and dy are such that dy < cds or do < cdy have boundary of size at least %/ (di +da).
Indeed, without loss of generality, if d; < cds, the rewiring can increase the boundary in the second
community by at most dy < %dg, meaning that the size of the boundary before rewiring was already

at least %’dQ > %/ (d1 + da).
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Therefore from now on we can consider sets D for which both di > cds and dy > cdy hold. Further,
suppose that out of those d; half-edges d¢ are outgoing (i.e. go to community 2), while d = dy — d¢
are internal (i.e. go into community 1) and d and d$ are corresponding values for the second
community. Suppose that ¢ is the number of edges with one end in D N V; and the other one in
DNVj;. Suppose kg, for i € {1,2} is the number of edges with exactly one end in D but also with both
ends in the same community i. The edge boundary of D then has size k; + ko + (df — 1) + (d§ — 1)
k1+k2+(d9—z)+(dg—1))
A

(therefore the vertex boundary has size at least . If we have a set D with fixed
di and dy the probability to choose the types of edges and connect G,, in such a way to get the
above described values d$,d},d3, db, ¢, k1 and ky is:

() (@) G ) i) (O (BT (550) (af — 01 (d5 — O} p — df — 5 + )
(0 z
di Ny —p—di\ (dj Ny —p—dj
) <<k1>k1!< ki ><k2> kQ!( ko >> (B:2)
(dll —]{71 — 1)” (dé —/{32 — 1)” (N1 —p—dli —]{71 — 1)” (N2 —p—dé —kQ — 1)”
(N1 —p— DI (N2 —p— 1! '

(B.1)

X (B.3)

The first term in the product in (B.I)) corresponds to the probability of choosing the internal and
outgoing edges, such that df is the number of outgoing edges of D in community ¢. The second
term in (B.I) is the probability of connecting outgoing edges so that exactly ¢ of them have both
ends in D. The product in (B.2)) and (B.3]) corresponds to the probability of connecting the internal
edges such that the internal boundaries of D are of size k1 and ko. We will further show that the
product of (B.2) and (B.3]) can be bounded above by

) ) 1 ) ) 1
iyt (B ot (0
(%) (%)

Indeed, by Stirling’s formula, m!! =< <M) mi, hence m!! =< m%(m — 1)!! and also using /m =
vm — 1 we get
(@Y ky (VP (d — Ry — 1)U (Vg — p— ) — Ky — 1)
(N1 —p— 1)”
()Rt () () ™8 (N —p = df — ) F /() (N1 —p — iy — )}

N ;
(N1 —p)~ 1/ (N1 —p)!
. 1
ot (B0
")

where the last inequality follows as k1 < di implies Ny — p < df (N1 —p—di — kzl) . The product
of (B.) is equal to

Ni—py (Na—

(g ()P

(O (G2 (dg — 01 (dg — 0! (p — d§ — dg + £)!
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Therefore, for small §, once we have fixed the vertices that lie in the set D, the probability that the
boundary is smaller than § (d; + ds) is

@ (M) @ (B ()
(O G2)e(ds — 01(dg — 0! (p — d§ — dg + ) '

D

d9<dy,d3<ds
¢<min{dg,dg }
k1 <di ko<di
k1+ka+d)—L+dg—£<5(d1+d2)

(B.4)

As the sizes of the communities are comparable and the degrees are bounded between 3 and A, we
can choose the constant ¢ to be small enough, such that all sets D of at most én vertices have at
most % half-edges in community i, for i € {1,2}. We now bound the number of ways to choose the
set of vertices D which have d; half-edges in the first and ds in the second community. First, as the
minimum degree is 3, we choose at most d—g vertices from at most &4 vertices in total in the first
community. Notice that if a certain set of vertices has d; half-edges then none of its subsets or sets
containing it can have d; half-edges, so the family of sets of vertices in the first community, with
exactly dj half-edges is an antichain. By LYM inequality [2, Maximal Antichain|, if %1 < %5, the
antichain can have size at most (L% J)’ where nj is the number of vertices in the first community.

d o n L n |55 5] N
If & > 5, then the size is at most (L%IIJ) < (L%Slj) < (L%J)’ as d; < 5. Therefore the number of

ways to choose the initial set of vertices D which has d; half-edges in the first and ds in the second

BN
3 )( 3 ) So in order to find the bound on the probability

community is bounded above by (

B3I
that there is a small set D, with small boundary we need to multiply the above sum (B.4) by
Ny No
(Lté JJ ) (LL% JJ ) (to get all sets of d; half-edges in community 1, dy in community 2) and also sum

over all values for d; and ds, which are suitably bounded from above and for which dy > cdy and
d2 Z Cdl.

We now bound from above the following expression

(3)(45) )t (0O )" @t (@5 05n) »

3

EIVANET () (G2)er(dg = 0)1(dg — 0)! (p — d§ — dg + )
when k1 + kg + d§ — £+ d§ — € < § (dy + d) using the approximation (}) < , | =) eXP (nH (%))
where H (z) = —zlog (z) — (1 — z) log (1 — ). Notice that this function is increasing on (0, 3) and

also that it is concave on (0,1). Also notice that

. — IOl )]

We bound the exponential part which appears after these approximations, which means that for
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ki 4 ko +d? — 0+ dS — £ < §(dy + ds) we bound

e (1 (3) 50 () - () ()

gy (Y i ()

ot (5) ot () i () waun () + ey (F) w0 (55))

() g () v () e (32))

< exp (1 ((]\h )(H (N?k_lp> +H<N1di_p>> + (Ny — p) (H (Nik_?p> +H<N2d;_p>>
)

ds ds 4 4 dg — ¢ de — ¢
+H—1+H< >+dOH< >+d° ( >+ —d°H<2 >+ —d°H<1 >>
P < p D 1 o o (p 7) p—d3 (p 2) p—ds

p

2N1 d1 2N2 d2
=g (2 - =2y
3 <N1> 3 <Nz>>

where the inequality holds as the function H is concave. Again using the fact that H is concave we
get that the above is upper bounded by

exp <1 <(N1 p) H <N?k—1p> + N1 H <]sz—11> + (No—p)H <N§k—2p> + NoH <N2d2_p>
it (i) wout () + o=yt (G ) + o= (355
2N d 2N d
() -5 (%)
Using that H(1 —x) = H(z) for all x € (0,1) gives
— exp G <(N1 .y (ka_lp> +(No—p)H <Nj’“_2p>
o (52) i (5) e (58 0- (250
N d N d
S () e (R)
Again using concavity this is bounded by
exp (1 <(N1 p) H (Nf’“_lp> +(Na—p)H (Nzk_?p> +opH <d?+c§5—ze>>
d d
S (5) - ()

2k +do — 0 +dg — ¢ ko +do — 0 +dS — ¢
<eXp< <N1H< 1+1N+2 >+N2H< 2+1N+2 ))
1 2

Ny dq Ny do
g2y o2y 22
6 <N1> 6 <Nz>>
As dy > eds and dy > cdy then we can choose § < % SO % such that for ky + ko +df +d§ —2¢ <

<
ey +dO—O+d2—1 ey +d9—l+d3—0
d (dy + da) wehavethatH(%)ﬁ% %) andH(%)gﬁH(%)

o4



(this follows exactly as in the proof that the configuration model is an expander, as we have that
2k +df +dJ — 20 < 26(1+%)d1 and 2ky + dS +dJ — 20 < 25(1+%)d2 and ¢ can be as small as
we wish) so that our expression is bounded above by

N1 d1 N2 d2 1 dl d2
= et —_= < _ _ it )
o (534 (5) =331 () =0 (o5 (e () o ()

Adding the non-exponential parts which we omitted at the start and summing over all suitable

S Ny Ny
d9,dg, d;, db, ki, ko and ¢, the obtained bound gives that the sum in (B.4)) multiplied by (L 3 J) (L 3 J)

IS
A+l 4+l 1 di dp
—— (dylog [ = log [ -2 .
d, *dy *exp 2 dq log N + da log N,

Summing over all d; and dy up to size of %Nl and %Ng gives the sum which converges to 0 as Ny
and Ns converge to infinity. This completes the proof that with high probability G,, is such that all
sets D for which dy > edy and dy > cdy have boundary of size at least ¢ (dy + dg), which finishes
the proof of the lemma. O

is bounded above by

Proof of Lemma[6.3. We need to calculate the probability that the graph G is such that the vertex
set can be split into two sets A and B for which the proportion of edges between them is at least 1—9.
Let N =3 .y deg(z) be the total degree of G. First consider a set A such that the total degree of
all vertices in Aisd =), deg(z) < N/2. We have

N 2 2
P(\{w y,(x,y]zreA UBT 1_5> _

Z P({z ~y,(x,y) € Ax BUB x A}| =2s).

s>(1—6)%
The terms with s < d in the sum above are the only non-zero terms. For s < d we have that

HN=Dgl(d—s— 1NN —d—s— 1)
P(‘{x’vy,(ﬂﬂ,y)EAXBUBxA}‘:Qs): (s)( s ) '(d (N _1)1”)('{\[ d 1)”

2 AN = d)/(d = )N —d—s)i(d—s5) (N —d—s)" '/
~ sl(d — s)!|(N —d — s)lW/NIN-1/4

- (<d_s)(]{,v_d_s)>1/4

Indeed, this holds as by Stirling’s formula, m!! =< <\/m!) mi, and m!l < m3(m — 1)I1. For s = d <

N—d o 1/4 N—d
N/2 the probability above is equal to C )(djlv(ivl),%d DY < <N]—V2d> % and for s =d = N/2

this is < N 1/4 1. So for fixed d < N/2, summing over s the desired bound is

(N/z)

N N
<N—2d 2 <(d—3)(N
d>s>(1-8)%
(N N (-5 2) (o)
~\ N2 2 ™ ’
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as it is easy to check that for small § the binomial coefficients are maximised when s takes its
minimal allowed value. We can now sum over d and all sets A with d edges (there are at most (27//;’ )
by LYM’s inequality and the fact that sets of d edges make an anti-chain) we get that we just need

to bound

Yooy Nay oy (0 (00
d=(1-5)X 3 (a) 3 (%)
2

Using the approximation (}}) = /k(n 7y €XP (nH ( )) where H (z) = —zlog (z)—(1 — z) log (1 — z)
we get that the above is bounded by

N*exp (gH (%) + %H(l &) + (1 +5)%H (%g) - gH (%))
() oo (2)-2a )

N N 1 N
< N* ——log(2) + = — | < N*
= exP( 6 a2+ 5 100)- Xp( 12)

since H(9) and H ( 1+6) can be made as small as we want by picking 0 sufficiently small, as H(z) — 0
as x — 0. The above expression tends to 0 when N — oo, and hence this completes the proof. [J

Proof of Lemma[64 Let ¢ be a small constant to be determined. Consider a set A with d; and d
half edges in communities 1 and 2, respectively. We first deal with the sets for which cd; > ds or
cdy > dy. Without loss of generality assume that cd; > dy. Asds/c < dy < dy+dy < N/2 < CNy/2,
we get that for every ¢’ there is a small enough ¢ such that dy < ¢ No/2. This implies that on the
rewired graph in community 2 we have that the boundary of A°NV5 is at most ¢/ N2 /2 and therefore
there are at least (1 — /)Ny edges with both ends in A or A¢. This implies that after rewiring back
there are still at least (1 — ¢ — ag)No edges inside AN Vo or ANV;. If 1 — ¢ — ag > 0 then we can
choose § to be small enough such that (1 — ¢ —ay)Ny > N and the proof follows for such 6. As ¢
is an arbitrary small constant, we only need to show that the condition a < 1 gives us that as is
bounded away from 1. Indeed, this follows since 1 > a = a; +ag = N% + N% > (1+ %)N% Therefore
for a small enough § we know that there is a small constant ¢ such that with high probability G,
is such that when cd; > ds or cds > di hold, then there are at least N edges with both ends in A
or A°.

We now turn to the case when for some small constant ¢ we know that c¢d; < ds and cdy < di. We
will use similar estimates as in the proof of Lemma First, we see that here we need to bound
just a slight modification of equation (B.4]) which gives the probability that the vertex set A with
dy half-edges in the first community and ds half-edges in the second one has a given size of the
boundary (this is the last condition in the sum and only part of the sum which we need to change).
As we want to bound the probability that the boundary is greater than (1 — §)N/2, recalling the
definition of d,db, dS,dS, ki1, ke and ¢ we see that we need to change the last condition in the sum
to ki + ko +d — £+ d$ — € > (1 — 6)&. In particular, we need to control

1 1
1 At _ b i At _ 9
5 @)t () () @) () () e 55
d9<dy,d3<ds (]c\lfll) (]c\lfj)ﬂ (df = O (dg — O (p —df — d + £)!
¢<min{dg,dg }
k1<di ko<dj
k1+ko+d—t+dg—e>(1-8) %
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Further, we need to take the sum of the above expression over all sets which have d; half-edges in
the first and ds in the second community satlsfylng >di+dy > (1— 5)% Notice that the sets
of vertices with exactly d; half-edges in the first and d2 in the second community can be chosen in

Ny Ny
at most N Q(Ltdglj) ( LLd:;JJ) ways as it makes an anti-chain and so we can apply LYM’s inequality as
3 3

before (the extra factor of V 2 comes because if d; > N; /2 we can count instead the number of ways
of choosing D¢ in Vj of size N1 — d; and then use that (Z) = (afb) and the extra IV factor comes
from taking a ceiling instead of a floor). Therefore we need to bound the sum of

() (G2 C) @ ()4 (57) " »
EAVANE S () G2y (dg — )1 (dg — )1 (p — d§ — dg + 0)!

over k1 +ka+dj—0+d5—¢ > (1— 6)% In exactly the same way as in the proof of Lemma [£.6] the
sum above can be bounded by a constant power of N and an exponential part which is bounded by

1 2 o 9 — 2 0 _ 0 _
<exp< <N1H<k1+d1Nf+d2 €>+N2H<k2+d1Nf+d2 £>>

dy d
——H - —H .
6 <N 1> 6 <N2 >>
Since we have that for some constant ¢, d; > cdy and do > cdy, we claim that we can choose § such

that for & — ki — ky — df — d + 20 < 0% we have that H (M-S0 ) < dop (4) and
I <N2—(2k2+d‘1’—€+d‘2’—€)> < lg <]C\lf—22) . Indeed, this would hold if Ny — (2k; +df — ¢+ dj —{) <

No = 7100
8'dy for some small enough ¢’ and similarly for the expression involving k. It is easy to see that
N/2 — ki — ko = (N1 — 2k1 + Na — 2ko)/2 and therefore Ny — (2k; +df — 0+ d§ —£) < IN. Using
also di (14 1) > dy +da > (1 — §)N/2 gives that we can choose small enough § in terms of ¢ and &’
such that the required bound holds. Using the symmetry of the problem, the corresponding bound
by &’ds also holds.

Using the above and that H(x) = H(1 — x), our expression is bounded from above by

dy do 1 dy da
H H < R —— I I .
eXp( 12 <N1> 12 <N2>> - eXp( 12 (dl o8 <N1> +dalog <N2>>>

Adding the non-exponential parts and summing over all suitable dS,d$,d:,ds, ki, ke and £, the

Ny Ny

obtained bound gives that the sum in (B.5) multiplied by N 2(Ltd31 JJ) (LL 2 JJ) is bounded from above
ER N

by

1 dq do
N10+3 exp <—— <d110g <N ) + ds log <N2>>>

Summing over all possible dy € (¢1N1,caN71) and dy € (¢1 N3, caNa) for suitable ¢; and ¢; depending
on ¢ and ¢ gives that the sum converges to 0 as Ny and Ny converge to infinity. This completes the
proof that with high probability G, is such that all sets A have boundary of size at most (1—0) % U

C Entropy in terms of the simple random walk on the tree

In the proof of Lemma [6.7 we use ideas from [22].
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Proof of Lemma[G7]. Writing 5 for the loop erasure of )Nf, T. for the first hitting time of e by )Nf,

?5(2) for the first return time to e after time 7. and using the uniform drift

P(ee)z‘T):IP’(?e<oo]T)xIP’<7~'e<oo,7~'e(2):oo‘T):]P’(eeg‘T>.

For k € N let 7, be the first time walk visits level k£ and T]:_ be the last time walk visits level k. We
know that X _+ = &, and above then implies using Proposition [3.31] that
k

1 ~
—ElogP<XTk+ € X ( X,T> ).
As by we have that the speed of the walk converges to v almost surely, which gives that almost
surely % — v and therefore almost surely

k

1 ~
——log[P’(X LeX ( X,T) b,

h Tk
Let £(k) = max{7;" : 7;* < k}. Notice that k — ¢(k) < 7;; — 7;" for some i and that we can bound
this difference by a random variable which is the bound on the time it takes on any given tree with
degrees at least 3 for the walk to visit level 1 for the last time, conditional on never returning to
the root. As this random variable has bounded expectation and variance, Chebyshev’s inequality
and the Borel Cantelli lemma give that k£ — ¢(k) = o(k) as k — oo almost surely.

Therefore, we get that
1 ~
—logP <Xg(k) e X

X, T) b,
As we can extend a path which goes through Xy to the path visiting X, and vice versa, by just
adding the path X,q), Xog)41,- - Xp or Xg, Xg—1,..., Xy), respectively, we have that
k
P(x GX‘XT>>P<X ef((XT) [ ——— and
k ) = L(k) 9 L deg (Xj)
]:

k
P(Xuw € X | X,T) 2 P(Xp e X | X,7) l}k)@.
e

As k — 4(k) = o(k) and H?:K(k) deg (X;) < AFH5) we have that 7 log (H?:K(k) deg (Xj)) — 0,

hence the above gives that

_%10g[p><xk exX ‘ X,T) — vh. (C.1)

We have that B _
IP’(Xk — X, ‘ X,T) < ]P’(Xk e X ( X,T) ,
hence by (C.l) we get almost surely as k — oo
—%log]P’()zk — X, ( X,T> > uh.
We now notice that

—1ogP<Xke§(T,X)
2

— vh. (C.2)

o8



Indeed, this follows from (C) as cP (Xk €X ( T,X> < IP’(Xk =3 ‘ T, X) < ]P’(Xk X ( T, X) ,
where ¢ is the constant from Lemma [3.4] and where the lower bound holds as ¢ is the lower bound
for the probability that X never returns to the parent of X, after it’s first visits to vertex Xy, which
would imply that X € E

Following further the idea of [22] we let a > vh and € > 0 such that ¢ < (a — vh)/2 and we define
a subset of undirected edges of the tree via

By = {e el < k,]P’()Z'k =e ‘ T> < e @9k and ]P’(e € E‘ T) > e*(”h*s)k},
where ||e|| stands for the distance of this edge from the root. Then we have

k+1> Z [[D(e e ’ T) > Z P(Xk —e ‘ T) e(afuhf%)k _ ]P’(Xk € By ‘ T) e(afuhf%)k.
llel| <k e€By,

Therefore, using the assumption on € we deduce that

> P(Xp€Bp | T) < oo,
k

and hence by the Borel-Cantelli Lemma, almost surely

X) ¢ By eventually in k.

So as (C.2) gives that for all k large enough, P(Xk € 5‘ T, X) > e~k which implies that for
all sufficiently large k&
P(f(k — X, ( X, T) > (e,

By taking logarithms of both sides and using the assumption on « and ¢ we finally conclude that
almost surely as k — oo

—%log[@(f(k = Xy ‘ T,X) <vh

and this finishes the proof. O

D Mixing time comparison for simple and non-backtracking ran-
dom walk on two communities model

Proof of Proposition [6.0. (comparison of hy and hx) Recall that we need to compare

by = O log (deg(x) ~ 1)

:BEGn

and 1
bx = lim —= log (P(Xt — X, ‘ T,X))
t—oo t
wehre X and X are independent simple random walks on T'. By taking expectation over X we have

that 1
bx = lim — ZPP()NQ — g ‘ T) log <Pp()~(t - ( T))
zeT
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is the entropy of the simple random walk on the two type random tree. Following the work of [5]
we show that under the assumptions of Proposition we have hx < bhy.

For t € N and a simple random walk X on T we let

hy=E|-> Py(Xy=a|T)log(Py(X; =2 |T))
zeT

We see that hx = lim;_, % We now notice that [5, Claim 3.1] holds in our setting as the sta-
tionarity of the environment was established in Remark [A.Tl Therefore, in exaclty the same way as
in [5], we only need to establish that hs — hy < 2By

For x,y vertices in our tree notation we write y < x to mean that y is a child of . With a slight
abuse of notation we will write d(x) for the degree of z and d(x,y) for the graph distance between z
and y. We now calculate hg by first looking at the sum over the vertices in the third level of the
tree. Let

Ry=— > Py(X;=a|T)log(Py(X; =z |T))
z€T,d(x,p)=3
S (d(y) — 1) (log(d(y)) + log(d(x)) + log(d(p)))
V5L, d(p)d(z)d(y) '

Define for i € {1, 2}

Bi = En, [d(p ) 1 log(d(p))] and v; = Eq, {M]

d(p) d(p)
where m; means that the root is chosen from 71, i.e. it corresponds to a vertex of type 1 with degree d
with probability d}, i, 1(d(v) = d)/N1. We will also abuse notation and write z in the index to
represent the type of = and 3 — = for the opposite type. We recall that o; = p/Nj is the ratio of
outgoing edges from community i. We have that

EIRy | 8209 = 37 ) - 1y @) ) o) + o) +log(d) ' 50

x<p

As a vertex y < z has the same type as x with probability 1 — a, and the opposite type with
probability o, the above conditional expectation is further equal to

Zd (az (B3 + (log(d(x)) +log(d(p)))y3-2) + (1 — az) (B2 + (log(d(z)) +log(d(p)))Vz)) -

r<p

Therefore using the definition of 8, and =y, it can easily be seen that

E[Rs3 | 6(p), d(p)] = E[E[Rs | By(2)] | ©(p),d(p)]

=(1- O‘p) ((Oépﬁ?’—p +(1— O‘p)/@p) Yp + (Oép'YS—p + (1 - O‘p)'Yp)/Bp)

+ap ((a3—pBp + (1 — az—p)Bs—p) V3—p + (3—p7p + (1 — a3-p)¥3-p) B3—p)

+ log(d(p))(1 — O‘p)’)’p (Oép'YS—p + (1 — O‘p)'Yp) + IOg(d(p))ap'YS—p (043—p7p + (1 — a3—p)73—p) .
(

We let ¢; = 7(V1) and ¢ = w(V3) and we obtain after plugging in the above, rearranging and using

_cap _p _ o _ _
aar=FF =F=a=cwn and ¢1(1 — a1) = ¢ — « that

E[R3] = 2afBavy1 + 2(c1 — a)Biy1 + 27281 + 2(ca — ) B2
+ c1Ex, [log(d(p))] (1 — a1)n (a1ye + (1 — a1)y1) + ca1y2 (@em + (1 — a2)y2))
+ coEr,[log(d(p))] (1 — a2)v2 (aem + (1 — a2)y2) + aemr (a1v2 + (1 — 1)) -
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We now calculate E[R;] where

Ri=— Y  Py(Xi=x|T)logP,(X;=2]|T))
z€T,d(z,p)=1
Z Zd Z log d(p) — log Z ( +Zd .
m<p y<zxz x <p y<z z'<p
By convexity of x — xlogx and Jensen’s inequality we get
E[Ry | d(p < =) ER,(Xz == |T)|dp),0(p))] log (E[P,(X3 = | T) | d(p),0(p))]).
x<p

We have that

EP, (X3 =2 |T) | Bx(p)] = d(lp) d(g()x; L1 = an)(1 = 7) + aa(l = 75-0)) + ZZ@ W
Therefore, by the tower property of conditional expectation
BIP,(X; = 2| T) | d(p).0(p)] = 55 (1= 0p)(1 = 7p) + (1 = 3-))
+ 2 (1= 0p((1 = ) (1= 5) + (1 = 3-,)

+ %CMWBP(Q —azp)(1 =73-p) + az—p(1 =)

We label ¢, = d(p)E[P,(Xs =2 |T)|d(p),f(p))] and notice that the expression only depends on
the type of p. As the sum over all = < p cancels with 1/d(p) we get

E[R1] < c161(Ex, [log(d(p))] —log(¢1)) + co¢2(Er,[log(d(p))] — log(¢2))-

We first notice that the terms in E[R;] and E[R3] being multiplied by ¢;E,[log(d(p))] for i € {1,2}
add up to 1. Indeed, it can easily be checked that for i € {1,2}

¢i + (1 — i)yi (iyz—i + (1 — ;) %) + aiyz—i (a3—ivi + (1 — az—3)y3-3)) = 1.

It is easy to check that
hi = e1Er, [log(d(p))] + 2B, [log(d(p))] ,

and so we get that
hs — h1 < 2afav1 + 2(c1 — @) 171 + 207201 + 2(c2 — @) Barye — 11 log(P1) — caga log(pa).

We first consider the case when o < ¢ where ¢ will be taken to be a sufficiently small constant. In
this case, we rewrite the above as

h3 — hy < 2a(Bay1 — Biv1 + 7281 — Bay2) + 218171 + 2¢28272 — 11 log(d1) — capalog(eo).

Notice that 3; < logA and ; < 1 as well as that ¢; = 1 — 7 + o«;i < 1 where (;Z is a function
which is bounded by £2. Therefore, —¢;log(¢;) < —2alog(¢r) — (1 — 42)log(l — ~?). We can
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also bound —log(¢;) by a constant which only depends on A. As by = ¢1E,, [log(d(p) —1)] +
o, [log(d(p) — 1)], it would be enough to show that for i € {1,2} we have

2877 — (1 —7)log(1 —77) — 2Er, [log(d(p) — 1)] < ¢
where ¢/ < 0 depends on A. This is because we would have
hs —h1 —2by < ¢+ a(2B271 — 26171 + 27281 — 282772 — 1og(¢i)) < ¢ + al”

where C’ is some large constant also depending only on A. Therefore, there is a small constant ¢
such that for a@ < ¢ the above bound is always negative. The existence of the constant ¢ follows
directly from the proof of [5] as their proof gives that hs — hy — 2hy can be bounded by a negative
constant when all the degrees of the graph are between 3 and A.

We now get back to the case where there is no bound on « but we have an assumption that the
average degree is the same in both communities. By applying Jensen’s inequality again to the
function  — xlogx and to the random variable which has probability ¢; to be ¢y and co =1 — ¢
to be ¢2 we have that

—c1¢110g(d1) — cagalog(d2) < —(c11 + ca¢2) log(cipr + o).

Therefore, we have that

hs — hy < 208271 + 2(c1 — ) Bry1 + 207231 + 2(c2 — ) Baya — (191 + ca¢p2) log(cid1 + cagpa).

Using that c;a; = o we have that

(d(z) = 1)(d(p) - 1)}
d(x)d(p)

where p is a root (chosen according to 7) and z is a neighbour of it and the last equality holds, since
if the type of p is 4, which happens with probability ¢;, then the type of x is ¢ with probability 1 — «
and 3 — ¢ with probability «;, and once the types have been decided the degrees are independent.
Similarly, we have that

c1p1+ o =1 —cryi(arye + (1 —aq)y) — coya(aam + (1 —ag)y) =1 — Ew[

(d(p) = 1) 10g(d(,0))] R [(d(p) iy 10g(d(p))}

a(B1y2 + Bay1) + (c1 — @) Byt + (2 — a)Baye = Ex [ d(p) d(p)d(z)

This gives that
b~ < 28, | (AL BN o | () o)

d(p) d(p)d(x
(] 23339=1)

We also notice that

|
—_
SN—
—
QU
—
X
N~—
|
—_
SN—
—_
~
—_
o
o
N
[S—y
&=
3
—
QN N—

since this is equivalent to

d(p) — 1) d
c1(1 = o1)7} + (cron + c2o2) 7172 + c2(1 — )3 < 1B, [%} + Colin, |:((dT
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which holds as 72 < E, [%] and 2av1v2 < oy, [(d(dp()p) i } + o, [%} . Indeed, this

last inequality is true, because if Z; ~ m; are two independent random variables, then

Er, [%] — 772 + En, [%} =E (Z}: L ZQZ; 1>2] > 0.

This with Jensen’s inequality applied to log(z) gives that

hg — h1 < 2E, [(d(p) _;(),olg)g(d(p))] — 9, [(d(ﬂ) (;(:));?gcg)(d(p))}

(=) e (- i)

Using that the distribution of d(x) and d(p) is the same when p starts from 7 we have

S |

This implies that

hs — hy < 2E. [(d(p) —1) log(d(p))] _9E, [(d(p) —1) log(d(p))}
1

a(p) d(p)d(x)
e b B o ()

. 1 o dlz) 1 _ ng _ n _ n
We notice that Ex, |7 = Yoer, Moty = # = v—0m = v —=2aw = En|ay] by the

assumption that the average degree is equal. As d(x) and d(p) are independent if the types of z
and p are given, we now have

[(d(p) — 1)log(d(p)) | 1] [(d(p) —1)log(d(p)) ]
I 7 B 7 ] 7 e—
e [ 240 1] [ ((2d() )
E”[d(x)]E”[ a(p) ]E”[lg< 4(p)? ﬂ
)~ Dlogdp)] o [ 1 ] - [(d(o) — Dlog(d(p))]
= 2 a(0) o 2y i |
(

< 2 b (222

where the last equality holds, since d(x) and d(p) have the same distribution when starting from 7.
The proof that the above is smaller than E [log(d(p) — 1)] is given in [5] and this completes the
proof of the proposition. O
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