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SIMULATED TEMPERING AND SWAPPING ON MEAN-FIELD MODELS

NAYANTARA BHATNAGAR AND DANA RANDALL

ABSTRACT. Simulated and parallel tempering are families of Markowai@hMonte Carlo algo-
rithms where a temperature parameter is varied during thelation to overcome bottlenecks to
convergence due to multimodality.

In this work we introduce and analyze the convergence for af s&w tempering distributions
which we callentropy dampeningFor asymmetric exponential distributions and the mead fiel
Ising model with and external field simulated tempering isen to converge slowly. We show
that tempering with entropy dampening distributions mixegolynomial time for these models.

Examining slow mixing times of tempering more closely, wewlthat for the mean-field
3-state ferromagnetic Potts model, tempering convergaslysiregardless of the temperature
schedule chosen. On the other hand, tempering with entrampédning distributions converges
in polynomial time to stationarity. Finally we show that tslew mixing can be very expensive
practically. In particular, the mixing time of simulatedrpering is an exponential factor longer
than the mixing time at the fixed temperature.

1. INTRODUCTION

Markov Chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) methods for sampling fromageget distribution have
become ubiquitous in Bayesian statistics [7], fields suamashine learnind 2], and in simula-
tions of large physical systemis [34]. MCMC has also playethgortant role in several central
results in the theory of algorithms [19,/24].

Itis usually straightforward to design an MCMC algorithmialhconverges to the desired tar-
get distribution. Unfortunately, a common difficulty in digations from statistics and statistical
physics is multimodality in the distribution which can cadke algorithm to take an impractical
amount of time to converge.

Simulated tempering28,, [17] and Metropolis-coupled MCMC (qgrarallel tempering or
swapping [16] are Markov chain samplers related to simulated ammgakhich are widely
used for sampling in the presense of multimodality. Thejpuarity in practice makes it im-
portant to understand their convergence rates theotgtidal these algorithms, a temperature
parameter is randomly updated over a range of values durngitulation. The idea is to speed
up sampling at low temperatures, circumventing the bati&a of the multimodal distribution
by sampling some of the time at higher temperatures. In ti@fimg discussion, by “converges
quickly” or that there is “fast convergence” we mean thatiMerkov chain converges to within
a small distance of the equilibrium stationary distribatia time that is polynomial in the size
of the states. “Slow convergence” means that even after ponextial amount of time in this
parameter, the chain is far from the equilibrium distribati

Obstructions to the fast convergence of the dynamics oftisie én models from statistical
physics which exhibit phase transitions. Tlsieng modeland its generalization, tHeotts model
are models from statistical physics of large numbers ofrémtiing particles where the equilib-
rium distribution exhibits multimodality. Due to this, lacMCMC algorithms for simulating

1


http://arxiv.org/abs/1508.04521v1

2 NAYANTARA BHATNAGAR AND DANA RANDALL

such systems converge slowly. Madras and Zheng [27] arglsimeulated tempering for two

symmetric bimodal distributions - the mean field Ising moaiedl an “exponential valley” dis-

tribution. In both cases they showed that tempering and giwgonverge quickly at any tem-
perature. Their analysis makes use of the decompositiarahes of [25] which say that it is

sufficient to bound the convergence time of the chain witlichemode and of the macro-chain
over all the temperatures by a polynomial.

In contrast, in[[4], we showed that for the 3-state mean-feidbmagnetic Potts model (which
is not bimodal, but rather, has three modes at low temperatsimulated tempering converges
prohibitively slowly. This is caused by a phase transitianthe Potts model which is of a
different type than the phase transition in the Ising mobrefact due to the nature of the phase
transition, simulated tempering converges slowly regesllof the intermediate temperatures
chosen for temperiflg The proof of this theorem appears in unpublished forn inajal we
include the full proof here.

Woodard, Huber and Schmidlér |37,/38] generalized the abgaeples to give frameworks
for polynomial and slow convergence of simulated and palraémpering for more general
measures and state spaces. In particular_in [37], they gifieient conditions on a distribution
and a sequence of temperatures for simulated and parafipeting to converge polynomially.
In [38] they show several cases where if the above condiaoasiolated, simulated and parallel
tempering will converge slowly. In particular, one progettiat plays an important role is what
they term the “persistence” of a distribution. Roughlyytisbow that if there is a single mode
of the distribution which is very narrow or “spiky” comparé&althe other modes but has about
the same probability mass then tempering and swapping apsbowly. Woodard et al. use
this property to explain the slow convergence for the 3esRaitts model as well.

The main results of the current paper touch upon these lastspdn [4], we also extended
the results of Madras and Zheng showing polynomial convergef swapping for symmetric
exponential distributions to the case of an assymetric msmpiial distribution. This more gen-
eral result leads to the insight that it is possible to chdbsedistributions for tempering more
advantageously if we do not restrict to distributions that@aramterized by temperature. As an
application in[[4] we cited polynomial convergence of swiagp(and hence simulated temper-
ing) for the mean-field Ising model with an external field. histpaper we present the full proof
of this result. We define certain “entropy dampening distigns” which make use of proper-
ties of the stationary measure. We show that if entropy daingedistributions are used for the
3-state mean-field Potts model, then in fact tempering nmaxdgomially. These examples of
polynomial mixing do not fall under the sufficient conditggiven in [37] since we make use of
more general tempered densities.

Lastly, we show that there are cases when the mixing timeeofeimpering algorithm can be
significantly slower than that of the fixed temperature Mgt algorithm; i.e., even if we use
a polynomial number of distributions, the mixing time of teenpering chain may be exponen-
tially larger than that of the chain at the fixed low tempemtd his contradicts the conventional
wisdom that tempering can be in the worst case slower by arféleat is polynomial in the
number of temperatures. Our proof makes use of sharpetsesdut the slow mixing beyond
the conditions in[[4, 37].

1Some of these results appear in an extended absfiact [4hahesis form[[3]. This is the full version which
contains complete proofs of all the results.
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We point out that the examples considered here are tradigimeher means and one does not
need a Markov chain to sample configurations. Neverthlesseel the methods presented here
offer some insight into how to design more robust temperiggridhms in general.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In e we present some prelimi-
naries on spin systems and Markov chains. In Se€fion 3 weead#finsimulated tempering and
swapping algorithms formally. The statements of the masmtbms can be found in Sectigh 4.
In Sectiorb we analyze the convergence time of the swappgagitom for asymmetric expo-
nential distributions. In Sectidd 6 we show that the swagpilgorithm using a modified entropy
dampening distribution mixes polynomially for samplingrir the mean-field Ising model with
any external field. In Sectidn 7 we show that there is a tentyerat which simulated tempering
mixes exponentially slowly for the 3-state mean-field feregnetic Potts model. Finally, in Sec-
tion[8 we show that in certain cases tempering can slow downdhvergence of the Metropolis
algorithm by an exponential factor.

2. SPIN SYSTEMS AND MARKOV CHAINS

Theq-state Potts mod¢B82] on a finite graplG = (V, E) at inverse temperatufe> 0 with an
external magnetic field is defined as follows. The set of ssonfigurationsQ is {1,...,q}V
where a configuratiom is an assignment of one gfspinsto each vertex ofs andx; denotes
the spin ofi € V. The caseay = 2 corresponds to the classical special case oldimg model
In this case, the set of spins is conventionally taken td b&, —1} and we will follow this
notation. Spins may also be referred to as colors and we agw/thinterchangeably. For a spin
configurationx, leto(x) = 0 = (041,...,0q) whereag; denotes the number of vertices omith
spini for 1 <i < q. TheHamiltonianof a configuratiorx is defined by

q
H(X): Z 5x;,xj+ Z zhméx;,m
(i,])eE m=1i€
whered, x; is the Kronecker delta function ard= {hn}._, are real numbers representing the
external fields. The probability that the system has a gieafigurationx at inverse temperature
B is given by theGibbs distribution
eBH(x)
TR(X) = ZB.n)
whereZ(3,h) is a normalizing constant known as tpartition function In the case that the
external fields are 0, we denote the partition functionZf). The higher the inverse temper-
ature3 the more the distribution favors configurations which hawanynneighboring vertices
with the same spin. AB =0, i.e. infinite temperature, the Gibbs distribution is onifi over all
configurations. Here we are concerned watlr O which is theferromagneticPotts model. In
contrast, in thenti-ferromagneticcasef3 < 0, neighbors in the underlying graph prefer to have
different spins.

2.1. Markov Chains. In the MCMC method, the Markov chain performs a random walk on
the Markov kernel which is a graph defined on the space of configurations. Octe [glarkov
chain for sampling from a Gibbs distribution is theat bath Glauber dynamicsStarting at a
statexg € Q, at each time step a vertex is chosen at random Woamd its spin is updated by
choosing it according tog conditioned on the spins of the other vertices. Thus theekdan
this chain is the graph of2 where there is an edge between two configurations if theerdiff
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by the spin of one vertex. It can be checked that the chairvessible with respect tog and
ergodic and thusi is the stationary distribution.

In general, given a connected kernel, it is straightforwtarshmple from a desired distribution
110N Q using the Metropolis-Hastings algorithin [31]. Supposd thas the transition matrix
of irreducible, symmetric Markov chain over the state spacéhis will be theproposal chain
The transition matriP of the Metropolis Markov chain is given by

P(xy) = { Quxy)min (L. 368)  if y#x
1-5,.4P(X2 if y=x
The chainP is irreducible and reversible with respect ioand thereforat is the stationary
distribution ofP (see e.qg.[[11]).

The convergence of a Markov chain can be measured hyitkiag time the time for the chain
to come within a small distance of the equilibrium distribat Let(X;) be an ergodic (i.e., irre-
ducible and aperiodic), reversible Markov chain with firétate spac€, transition probability
matrix P, and stationary distributior. Let P'(x,y) denote the-step transition probability from
xtoy.

Definition 2.1. Thetotal variation distancat time t of(X;) to stationarity is
1
1P, Tl = max> 5" [P'(x,y) — Ti(y)].
x€Q 2y€

Definition 2.2. Let0 < € < 1, then themixing timet(¢) is defined to be
T(e) := minft : |P', 1]y <, ¥t' >t}

We say that the Markov chaifX;) mixes polynomiallyf the mixing time is bounded above
by a polynomial inn and Iog%, wheren is the number of coordinates of each configuration in
the state space. When the mixing time is exponential, we say the chaimixes torpidlyor
slowly or exponentially slowly

There are several methods to obtain a bound on the mixing dinreeMarkov chain. The
inverse of thespectral gapof the transition matrix of a Markov chain characterizesttiging
time as follows. Leto,As,...,A|g—1 be the eigenvalues of an ergodic reversible Markov chain
with transition matrixP, so that 1= Ag > |A1| > |Ai| for all i > 2. Let the spectral gap be
Gap(P) ‘=MAo— |)\1|

Theorem 2.3([22]). For anye > 0,

(amey )8 (2) = = gm0 ()

wherett* = miny 11(X).

2.2. Mean-field Models. The Curie-Weissor mean-fieldPotts model corresponds to the case
when the grapl is the complete graph amvertices. Mean-field models are studied (see e.g.
[5] and references therein) because often in higher dirnaeghey share characteristics of the
model on lattices.

For the mean-field Potts at low enough temperatures, loaamics such as Glauber dy-
namics mix exponentially slowly [6, 13, B0,133,/36]. This ischuse at low temperature, the
distribution is multimodal, consisting of ordered modesresponding to configurations which



SIMULATED TEMPERING AND SWAPPING ON MEAN-FIELD MODELS 5

are predominantly of one spin. These modes are separatedniigurations which are expo-
nentially unlikely in the Gibbs distribution. As the temptirre is raised, there is a critical

temperature beyond which a single mode of disordered coafigns dominates since the con-
tribution of the entropy of configurations dominates thergpeor Hamiltonian, term. For more

details on the mixing time of Glauber dynamics for mean-fraloblels, see [12) 9].

The Swendsen-Wang (SW) algorithin_[35] is another algoriffinoposed as an alternative
to local dynamics for sampling from configurations of tpstate Potts model. Cooper, Dyer,
Frieze and Rue_[8] considered the mean-field Ising model hodesd that the SW algorithm
mixes polynomially at all temperatures except possibly tiea critical point. Gore and Jerrum
[18] showed that the SW algorithm mixes torpidly on the mé&alt Potts model fog > 3 at the
critical temperature. Long, Nachmias and Peres [23] has@ved the order of the mixing time
of SW at the critical point for the Ising model. Recently, @&k, Stefankovic and Vigoda and
have studied the mixing time of the Swendsen-Wang algorittmthe mean-field Potts model
whenqg > 3 and shown four different regimes depending on the invensgpérature [14].

3. SMULATED TEMPERING AND SWAPPING

Simulated and parallel tempering are families of Markovicragorithms that have been
proposed for sampling from multimodal distributions. Thae used widely in practice and
their convergence behavior for mean-field models has leth&ttar understanding of when these
algorithms can speed up mixing of local Markov chalng [27,887,38]. The simulated and
parallel tempering Markov chains are built on top of a fixemhperature Metropolis-Hastings
Markov chain. We define these chains in the context of sampBibbs distributions below,
although it will be clear from the definitions that the chamay be defined for more general
distributions, each on the spaQe

3.1. Simulated tempering. Suppose that we wish to sample from a Gibbs distributipover
Q atinverse temperatufe The simulated tempering Markov chain is defined as foll@®&5 17].
Fix 0= < ... < Bm =B, a sequence of inverse temperatures. The state space ohtiated
tempering chain is given by

Qst=Q x{0,...,M}.
Define thei" tempering distributiorg as the Gibbs distribution &

T =T, 0<i<M.

Denote byM; a Metropolis-Hastings chain for sampling fromwhere at each time, indepen-
dently, the proposal chain chooses a verte¥ iwhere|V| = n and spin in{1,...,q} indepen-
dently and uniformly at random.

The tempering Markov chain consists of two types of traosgi level moveswhich update
the configuration while keeping the temperature fixed,tentperature movesyhich update the
temperature while remaining at the same configuration. ¢h sgep of the chain, we randomly
choose with equal probability one of the two transitions ¢éof@rm (c.f. [27] for other ways to
define the chain).

e A level moveconnectsx,i) and(X,i) with the transition probability given by

Pst((%,1), (X)) := %Mi(x,x’).
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¢ A temperature moveconnectgx,i) to (x,i+1). If the current state i§, i), choose an inverse
temperaturej = i == 1 with probabilityr; j, whererg1 = rym—1 = 1/2 andr; j = 1/2 for 0 <

i <M. The move to(x, j) is accepted with the appropriate Metropolis probabilithus, the
transition probabilities are given by

%ri,jmin(l,%(ib lj—i|=1
Pa((%,1), (%, })) == ¢ ° j—il>1
%— z :—Lri.jmin<1,—nj(x)> j=i
= T§(X)

It is straightforward to verify that the chain is reversilith respect torg. The transition
probabilities ensure that the stationary distributignis uniform over all temperatures and the
conditional distributionst(+,i) for 0 <i < M are proportional to the fixed temperature Gibbs
distributionstg. That is,

. 1
Tist(+,0) = M——kln'()

If M is chosen to be a polynomial im the stationary weight of set of states at each fixed
inverse temperatur is at least an inverse polynomial fraction of the state spAceommon
choice of inverse temperatures is to tgke=i3/M. It can be verified that in this case M
is at least polynomial im, the transition probabilities are non-negligible, by bding the size

of the ratio%. Notice that while the exponential factor is simple to cidt® givenx and
i, it is not clear that we can compute the ratio of partitionclions in order to implement the
simulated tempering algorithm. The swapping algorithmdsigihed to avoid this difficulty in

implementing temperature moves.

3.2. Swapping. The swapping algorithm was defined by Geyer [16]. tigbe the Gibbs dis-
tribution from which we wish to sample. Fix® 3y < ... < Bu = B, a sequence of inverse
temperatures. The state space is the product Page QM+D the product oM + 1 copies of
the original state space, where each coordinate corresporah inverse temperature. A config-
uration in the swapping chain is denoted by(&h+ 1)-tuplex = (o, ...,Xu). As before, define
T, =T, for 0 <i <M and letM; be a Metropolis-Hastings chain for sampling framwhere

at each time proposal chain chooses a vertex and spin indepiy and uniformly at random.
DefineTg,, to be the product measure of the distributions

M
Tw(X) = [Lm(m)-

In each step, the swapping Markov chain chooses an invergeetaturg3; uniformly at random
and chooses uniformly from the following two types of trdiasis.

e A level moveconnectx = (Xo, ..., Xi,...,Xv) andx' = (Xo,...,X,...,xu) if xandx agree in
all but theit" components, ang andx are connected by one-step transitions of the Metropolis
algorithm onQ. In this case, the transition frorito X' has transition probability

1
Psw(X,X) = =—————~M;(x,X).
SW( 3 ) 2(M+1) |( ) )
e A swap moveconnectsx = (Xg,...,X,X+1,---,Xm) 10 X' = (X0, ,X+1,%,---,Xm), 1.€., it
exchanges thé" andi + 1! components with an appropriately chosen Metropolis pritibab
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From the current state, choose a coordinateuniformly at random from{O,... ,M —1}. Let
X be the configuration obtained by exchanging itheandi + 15 components ok. Then, the
probability of the transition fronx to X' is given by

1 Tisw(X)
Pow(X,X) = o Min (1, o)
_ Lo (1 Tl'i+1(Xi)Tﬁ(Xi+1)>
2M PTG (%) 41 (Xit1)
1
— = mi (Bi+1—PBi) (H(6)—H (%i+1)
oM mm(l,e * + )

It can be verified that the chain is reversible with respectsfpand thus has stationary distribu-
tion T, Sincert, is a product measure, samples accordingyta@an be obtained by projecting
on the last co-ordinate. Notice that in the transition plolitges above, the normalizing con-
stants cancel out. Hence, implementing a move of the swgmbiain is straightforward, unlike
tempering where good approximations for the partition fiems are required. Zheng proved
that fast mixing of the swapping chain implies fast mixingtiof tempering chairi_[39]. The
converse result is not known.

To define the tempering and swapping Markov chains in the chtfi'e mean-field models
that we will study, the base proposal chain for the Metrapohiain at a fixed temperature will
be theheat bath Glauber dynamicd hat is, at each time step, a uniformly random vertex and
a uniformly random spin is chosen, and the spin of the chosetewx is updated to the chosen
spin.

For both tempering and swapping, we must be careful aboutviwhoose the number of
distributionsM + 1 and the distributions themselves. It is important thatessive distributions
15 and 1.1 have sufficiently small variation distance so that tempgeamoves are accepted
with non-trivial probability. At the same timeéyl must be small enough so that running time
of the algorithm does not become very large. Setih¢p be a polynomial which i€(n) and
setting; = i3/M is often a reasonable choice.

In general, one can define a sequence of distributimys.., My and define the simulated
tempering and swapping chains with these as the fixed tetupemistributions by defining the
transition probabilities using the Metropolis rule as lefoln the sequel we will make use of
this to define tempering and swapping chains for the meashfsithg model with an external
field.

4. RESULTS FORMEAN-FIELD MODELS

Although the simulated tempering and swapping algorithengetbeen defined above as hav-
ing fixed temperature distributions which are Gibbs distiims, in fact the algorithms are more
general. Our first result makes use of this and bounds thengikine of the swapping chain
which uses a different set of fixed temperature distributif@efined in Section §.1).

Theorem 1. The swapping Markov chain for the ferromagnetic mean-fisidgl model using
entropy dampening distributiomsixes polynomially for every inverse temperatfre- 0 and
any external field.

Unlike the Ising model, simulated tempering for the 3-sRdéts model mixes slowly.
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Theorem 2. Let Bc = 42 There is a constant;c> 0 such that for any set of inverse tem-

peraturesPe = By > --- > Bo > 0 such that M= n®Y the tempering and swapping chains
with the distributions, for the 3-state mean-field ferromagnetic Potts model have mixing tim
1(g) > e1"In(1/¢).

The slow convergence of the tempering chain is caused firgteorder phase transitiornn
the 3-state ferromagnetic Potts model. First order phasesitions are characterized by phase-
coexistence of ordered and disordered phases at a criticglerature[[15]. In contrast, the
Ising model has a second-order (continuous) phase tramséind there is no phase coexistence,
and this distinguishes why simulated tempering works fag orodel and not the other. Our
techniques using entropy dampening distributions do nemst® extend immediately to show
polynomial mixing of the swapping algorithm for the Pottsaeb

Let Qrgedenote the subset of the state space of the 3-state Pott$ @oedeerecs; > 0, > 03.
On the restricted spad@rgg, We show that tempering can slow down the Metropolis algorit
at a fixed temperature by an exponential multiplicativedact

Theorem 3. There are constants ¢ with 0 < ¢’ < ¢ and an inverse temperatuesuch that the
Metropolis chain orQggg at B has mixing timer(g) < €"In(1/¢) while the mixing time of the
tempering chain is bounded boye) > €"In(1/¢).

Though the mixing time of the Metropolis chain is expondntia obtain this upper bound,
it is not sufficient to bound the conductance, since such adbdsi tight only up to quadratic
factors. Instead, we will appeal to a refinement of the compartheorem of Diaconis and
Saloff-Coste.

5. SWAPPING FOR THEASYMMETRIC EXPONENTIAL DISTRIBUTION

In this section we show bounds on the mixing time of the swagppMarkov chain on the asym-
metric exponential distributions generalizing the symmetxponential distribution for which
Madras and Zheng showed swapping mixes in polynomial tinfg [ZThis example will also
serve as a warm-up for the analysis of the next section famiben-field Ising model. While we
focus here on the swapping algorithm, which is easily im@etable, the distributions we define
can also be used for tempering. Indeed, Zheng has showndlyaomial mixing of swapping
with any distributions implies polynomial mixing of temeg with the same distributions [39].

5.1. Preliminaries. The proof makes use of a Markov chain decomposition theo8y149].
Let 99t be a Markov chain with transition matrRRand stationary distributior. LetQs,...,Qn

be a disjoint partition of the state spa@e For each € [m|, define the Markov chaift; on Q;

whose transition matrif, called therestriction of P to Q; is defined as

o P(xy) =P(xy), ifx#yandxyeQ;
e B(x,x)=1— z R(xy), Vxe€Q.
yeQiy#x
The stationary distribution dbi; is given by
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Define theprojectionP to be the transition matrix on the state spaog

= 1
P(,)) = —5~ T(X)P(X,y).
(<) er%er
The decomposition theorem bounds the spectral gap of thie ghéy the spectral gap of the
projection chain and the gap of the slowest restrictionrchai

Theorem 5.1(Martin and Randall [29])
Gap(P) > }Gap(ﬁ) <minGap(P.)> :
2 iem]

We will use a comparison theorem of Markov chains to boundntiréng time of the pro-
jection chain defined below. The following comparison tleaorof Diaconis and Saloff-Coste
can be used to bound the mixing time of a Markov chain when thénmtime of a related
chain on the same space, but with possibly a different statjodistribution is known. Lelt;
and 9t, be two Markov chains of2. Let P, and 1y be the transition matrix and stationary
distributions ofJt; and letP, and Ty, be those ofli,. Let E(P) = {(x,y) : Pi(x,y) > 0} and
E(P) = {(xy) : Px(x,y) > 0} be sets of directed edges. Fay € Q such thatP,(x,y) > 0,
define apathyyy, a sequence of stat@s= Xo, ...,Xx =y such thatP;(x;,x+1) > 0. Finally, let
M(z,w) = {(x,y) € E(P2) : (ZW) € Yy} denote the set of endpoints of paths that use the edge
(zw).

Theorem 5.2(Diaconis and Saloff-Coste [10])Let a= mxin C[[z&;) . Then
1

Gap(Py) > %Gap(Pz),

where

A= max ){é Z |ny|1T2(X)P2(XaY)}o

(zweE(Py) | Tu(2)P1L(z, W) r(zw)

Note that in the case that the stationary distributions etiyo chains are the same, the above
reduces to the more commonly used version of the compaitismrém whera = 1.

5.2. The Bimodal Exponential Distribution. LetC > 1 be a real constant. L&t andN’ be
positive integers. Define the bimodal exponential distrdsuover the integers if-N,N’| as

cl
-z
whereZ is the normalizing constant. Define the distributions fa sivapping chails, as
Cuilx _
T(X) = 7 0<i<M, xe{-N,...,N}

T(X) : xe{—N,...,N'},

whereZ; is a normalizing constant ard is the number of distributions which we will assume
is a polynomial inN + N’. Let P, be the Metropolis-Hastings chain for sampling frosrwhere
the base proposal chain is the simple symmetric random we{k-0,...,N’}. That is
. 5 ifli—jj=1ori=j=NorN.
_J) 2
Q. ) { 0 otherwise
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The state space for the swapping chaifig = {—N,...,N’'}M+1 and its stationary distribution
is the product measumy,, of the distributions,.

Theorem 5.3. The swapping chaind® with distributionst, . .., Ty is polynomially mixing.

Since our goal in this work is not to optimize the running teriaut rather to distinguish
between models where the mixing of tempering and swappiagalynomial vs. exponential,
we do not state the precise polynomial upper bounds on thimgiine in the theorem.

Definition 5.4. Let X= (X, ...,Xw) € Qsw. ThetraceTr(x) =t := (to,...,ty) € {0, L}M+1 where
t =0ifx <Oand{=1ifx;>0,i=0,...,M.

The 2/*1 possible values of the trace characterize the partitionsega apply the decompo-
sition theorem. Lettin@., be the set of configurations with traceve have the decomposition

Qsw = U Qtsw
te{0,1}M+1

Let B be the restriction oPs,, to Q,, the configurations of fixed trade The state space of
the projectiorP is theM + 1-dimensional hypercube, representing the set of possded. In
[27], the spectral gap for a different version of the swagphain for the symmetric exponential
distribution was analyzed by decomposition. Our analySih@ restriction chains is similar to
the analysis in[27] for the correspondingly defined restitchains. Analyzing the projection,
however, becomes more difficult, since in this case theostaty distribution over the hypercube
is highly non-uniform. This reflects the fact that at “low teematures,” one side of the bimodal
distribution becomes exponentially more favorable. Wé rggolve this by an application of the
comparison theorem with an auxilliary chain.

Mixing time of the restricted chains:

Note that if we ignore swap moves in the restriction chddnthe moves at each of thé + 1
temperatures are independent and according to the Meisgpobabilities. LeB; be a modified
chain which suppresses swap move$imwhile the trace is fixed at The following lemma
allows us to express the spectral gafah terms of the spectral gaps of the independent chains
at each fixed temperature.

Lemma 5.5. (Diaconis and Saloff-Cost§l0Q]) Fori = 1,...,m, let R be a reversible Markov
chain on a finite state spad®;. Consider the product Markov chain P on the product space
Qo X ... x Qu, defined by
M
= —Z}I ®..0l9RRI®...®l.
M+1 & AI,_/ ~—

M—i

Then GapP) = ﬁl&?'& {GapR)} .

The distribution ovef!,, restricted to each of thd -+ 1 temperatures is unimodal, suggesting
thatP, should be polynomially mixing at each temperature. MadresZheng formalize this in
[27] and show that the Metropolis chain restricted to thatp@sor negative parts af; mixes
polynomially. By Lemma5J5 and following the arguments a§ir], it can be shown that the
Markov chainsP; are polynomially mixing for eache {0,1}M+1. We omit these calculations
here since they are exactly along the lines of those in [2éktMe showP; mixes in polynomial
time by comparing it wit?,.
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Lemma 5.6. For each trace t {0,1}M*1, the restriction chain Pmixes in polynomial time.

Proof. We make use of the comparison theorem Thedrem 5.2. To applihéorem, for each
transition ofR, we construct a canonical path consisting of moveg in

Let (x,x) be a transition of} with X = (Xo,...,Xu) andx’ = (xg,...,Xy). If (x,X) is a level
move which updates the state at a fixed temperature, let thesponding canonical path B
be the edgéx,x) itself. On the other hand, suppoéex) is a swap move which exchanges
theith andi + 1st components. Note that since the trace remains fixed,st bauthe case that
t =t 1. Suppose that, > %1 > 0. In this case define the canonical path as the concatenation
of two pathsp; o p, each consisting of a sequence of level moves at a fixed tetuper

e The pathp; consists of — X, 1 level moves at the temperature 1 fromx to
(XO,"'XiflaXiaXi)XiJrZa"',XM)-
e The pathp, consists ofk; — X, 1 level moves at the temperaturérom
(X0y -+ Xim1, %, X, Xi42,---,Xm ) tOX.
If, on the other hand;. 1 > X > 0, the canonical paths are defined as the concatenptiop,
where
e The pathp; consists of; 1 — X level moves at the temperaturéom x to
(X0, -+ s X1, Xt 15 X1, X425 -+, XM
e The pathp, consists of; .1 — X level moves at the temperature 1 from
(X0y -+ e s Xim 2y Xit 15 X1, X425 - - -, X ) TO X
The idea behind the definition of the canonical paths is tahesdigher probability state (either
X OrXi 1) to ensure the edges along the path will always have suffigibigh weight.

We can bound the factak in Theoreni 5.2 as follows. Firstly note that the paths are@gtm
polynomial in length and the number of transitionsPpfvhich utilize any transition of; are at
most polynomial in number since there are only a polynomigthber of possible stategs and
x.1. Hence, it is enough to show that for any transitiarw) of P and any transitiorix, x') of
R such thatx,x') € I' (z,w), the quantity

& (X)R (X X)

T (2)R(zW)
is at most a polynomial, whem denotes the stationary measure Boas well as?. This can
be verified in a straightforward way by checking the possdalses. For example, assume that
the transition(z,w) changes thé + 1st coordinate ok. Then, either it is on a patp; when
X > X1 Or it is on a pathp, andx, 1 > x. Consider the first case that> X, 1. In this case,
andz = w;, = x; and we obtain
TR(X)R (X, X) T§ (X )Th+1(Xi+1) mMin (L%) B min(C(iJrl)XHl/M7C(Xi+iXi+1)/M)

R@REW ()7 min (1, Ra0a) - minCEEZ/M, Gl

The last expression can be simplified using the fact that bgtcoction of the patty 1 < wi 1.
Finally, by the construction of the path and the fact thatl#vel moves preserve the trace, we
also know that;, 1 > x;11. Hence, we obtain

TRXX) _ 00612/ < 1.

~ —

Te(2)R(zW) ;
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A similar calculation made for the case thatw) is an edge on the path, so thatx,1 > X;,
X <Wji1 < Zy1 andw; = z = X1 shows that

T (X)R (X, X) — i) (x—wis)/M 1

(2R (zw) -
Combining the bound oA with the polynomial mixing of and applying Theorem 8.2, we
conclude that the restriction chaiRsmix in polynomial time. O

Mixing time of the projection:
The stationary probabilities of the projection chain aregiby

Ti(t) = Z Tlsw(X).
X Tr(x)=t

It can be verified thaftis also a product measure over the temperaturesTiLa¢note the two
point distribution at each temperature such finat the product of theTg }.

To show the projectior® mixes in polynomial time, we will compare it to the following
simpler chainP on theM + 1 dimensional hypercube and with the same stationary Iissioin.
In P,at each step we are allowed to transpose two neighborisgdoitve can flip just the first bit.
Each of these moves is performed with the appropriate Melioprobability. This captures the
idea that for the true projection chal) swap moves (corresponding to transpositions of bits)
always have constant probability, and that at the highespégature there is high probability
of changing sign. Of course there is in addition the chancBimging the bit at each lower
temperature, but this seems to be a smaller effect.

More formally, at each step iR, we picki €, {0,...,M} and update thé&" component
ti by choosingt/ with probability T;(t), i.e., exactly according to the appropriate stationary
distribution. In other words, th&" component is at stationarity as soon as it is chosen. Using
the coupon collector’s theorem, we have

Lemma 5.7. The chainP on {0,1}"*! mixes in time GMlog(M +¢~1)) and GagP)* =
O(MlogM).

We are now in a position to prove the following lemma.
Lemma 5.8. The projectiorP of the swapping Markov chain is polynomially mixing{@1}M+1.

Proof. To apply the comparison theorem, we translate transitionise chainP, whose mixing
time we know, into a canonical path consisting of moves indh&nP. Let (t,t') be a single
transition inP fromt = (to,...,t,...,tm) tot' = (to,...,1—tj,...,tm) that flips theith bit. The
canonical path fromtot’ is the concatenation of three pafhso p2 o ps. In terms of tempering,
p1 is a heating phase am is a cooling phase.

e The pathp; consists of swap moves fromto (ti,to,...,t—1,ti+1,...,tm);

e The pathp, consists of one step that flips the bit corresponding to thkest tempera-

ture to move tq1—tj,to,...,tm);
e The pathps consists of swaps until we reacti = (to,...,1—ti,...,tm).
To boundA in Theoreni 5.2, we will establish that

Ti(2) P(z.2) > %ﬁ(t) P(t,t), (1)
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for any transition(z, Z) in the canonical path. Second, we need to ensure that theenohpaths
using the transitioriz,Z), I',, is at most a polynomial. These two conditions are sufficient
give a polynomial bound on the paramefein the comparison theorem. For af®/Z) we have
IF(z,Z)] < M2, so it remains to establish the condition in Equalibn 1.

Case 1Transitions alongp;.
Letz= (to,...,tj,]_,ti,tj,...,ti,]_,tiJrl,...,tM) andZ = (to,...,ti,tj,]_,...,ti,]_,t”l,...,tM).

M(2P(zZ) = %min (1,%) (2
1

First we consideTt(z).

M M

T(2) = J:lo Tr%:&w(X) = :OW(Ze)-

Assume, without loss of generality, tHdt< N’. Then we have

THt)P(L,t) = _—ﬁ'; (1-1t)

M1 !;Ilﬂj(tj)

IN

wheret* = (to,...,t-1,0,ti+1,...,tm). We want to show thai(t*) <Ti(z). It is useful to partition
t* into blocks of bitst, that equal 1, separated by one or more zeros.kleti be the largest
value such thati, = 0. It can be verified from the definition of the distributiorath

T6(1)Th41(0) > 15(0)Ths-1(1)
From this fact, it follows that

i i
Ty (Z) > Ty (t7).
(=k+1 t=k+1

Similarly, considering the next block &f (i.e., the next set of bits such that= 1) until the first
indexk’ such that, =0,

Continuing in this way we find

and thus
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Likewise, by taking one more term, we find thatZ) > Ti(t*). Together with equatioh] 2 this
implies

Ti(z) P(z.Z) > %ﬁ(t) P(t,t).

Case 2The transition alongy,. Consider the transition from= (t;,to,...,t_1,ti1,...,tuw) to
Z = (1-tj,to,...,tm) that flips the first bit oz. Repeating the argument from Case 1, it follows
that

min (T(2),T(Z)) > T(t*).
Therefore, again we find equatibh 1 is satisfied.
Case 3Transitions alongps. This is similar to Case 1.

In all three cases, we find that(if, Z) is one step on the canonical path fromo t’, equatio 1L
is satisfied. Therefore, it follows that

S MelFOPLY)
r(Z,Z) 3
A= max — = 0O(M~).
(22)€E(P) T(z2)P(z,2) (M%)

Hence, by Lemm@&Bl7, applying TheorEm 533p(P) = Q(M~4InM).
]

This establishes all the results necessary to apply thengj@msition theorem Theorem 5.1,
completing the proof of Theorein 5.3 by Theorem 2.3.

6. MEAN-FIELD MODELS

The analysis from the last section suggests how to desigribdigsons for swapping and
tempering in cases where the mixing time is not known or kntae exponentially large. We
consider examples of mean-field models to illustrate thasd&Vhile the examples below are
very specific to mean-field models, our results indicate tiwate are more robust methods for
designing tempering and swapping algorithms.

Mean-Field Ising Model with an External Field: Animportant special case of tlyestate Potts
model with an external field is the mean-field Ising model ia tiniesence of an external field.
This model is defined by parametays= 2, B > 0, the inverse temperature, ahdthe external
magnetic field. The Gibbs distribution over configurations Q = {+1, -1}V is

_ exp(B (Zi<j 6>q,xj + hZizzléxhl))
Z(B,h) ’

whereZ (3, h) is the normalizing constant. We will show that with a modifsed of appropriately
“dampened” distributions, swapping can be used to sampifigrorations in this case.

T(X) = Tign(X)
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6.1. Entropy Dampening Distributions. Traditionally, a convenient choice for the swapping
and tempering distributions are the tempered distribstigimen by the Gibbs distributiorns for
a chosen sequence of inverse temperatures.

The idea for the new distributions we define stems from thesmlagion that this may be
a poor choice of interpolants because they preserve theofilst phase transition, as we will
show in the next section is the case for the Potts model. Wealoanuch better by exploring
a wider class of interpolating distributions. To see theilfliéiy we have in defining the set of
distributions, define

15 (%) fi (%)

Pi(X):Tv

whereZ; = 3 ,.q Ti(X) fi(X) is another normalizing constant. Whénx) is taken to be the con-
stant function, then we obtain the usual tempered distabat Recall that in the mean-field
model withq spins, we leo = (01,...,04) denote the numbers of vertices with spins.1q.
Define

i-M

fi(x) = (01,.? ,oq> T'

The Flat-swapalgorithm or chain is then defined to be the swapping algoritising the distri-
butionspy, ..., pm as defined above. We define thiat-temperingalgorithm analogously using
the same set of distributions.

6.2. Polynomial Mixing of Flat-Swap. For a configuratiorx € Q, recall that we let; be the
number of vertices coloredand leto = o(x) = (01,...,0q), wherey 40q = n. DefineQs C Q
to be the set of configurations with vertices assigned colar Thetotal spins distributionis
the discrete distribution on the set of possible

S =1(Qs) = (x).

Xellg

For the Ising model, we set

i-M

if in the configurationx, k vertices are assignedl andn—k are assigned-1. Let =3- ﬁ
Note thatfj(x) is easy to compute given A simple calculation shows that

Pi(Qun-k) = (E) pi(x) = %(PM(Q(Kn—k)))“I"- (3)

The functionf;(x) effectively dampens the entropy (multinomial) just as tharge in temper-
ature dampens the energy term coming from the Hamiltonidmus Tall the total spins distribu-
tions have the same relative shape, but get flatteisadecreased. This no longer preserves the
cut in the state space of the distributions for the usual sagprithm. It is this property that
makes this choice of distributions useful.

Theorem 6.1. The Flat-swap algorithm mixes polynomially for every irsgeetemperatur@ > 0
and any external field h for the Ising model.

We follow the strategy set forth in the proof of Theorem| 5.8ng decomposition and com-
parison in a similar manner. The total spins distribution tfee Ising model is known to be
bimodal above the critical temperature (at and below thicatitemperature there is a unique



16 NAYANTARA BHATNAGAR AND DANA RANDALL

maximum), even in the presence of an external field. With boice of distributiong;, it now
follows that allM + 1 total spins distributions are bimodal as well. Moreovee, minima of the
distributions occur at the same valueiaf [n] for all M + 1 distributions. Lety,, be the value

of i which is the minimum. Let%,,, anda},., denote the equivalence classes of configurations
which maximise the total spins distributions foe M on either side ofyn.

Let Qsw = QM+ be the state space of the chain. Define the tra¢g) Fe t € {0,1}M+1,
wheret; = 0 if the number of+-1s in¥; is less tharimin and letti = 1 if the number oft1s inx;
is at leastmin. As in the case of the exponential distribution, we panmiti;,, according to the
trace of the statg. Let P be the projection Markov chain for this partition and Retdenote the
corresponding restriction chains.

We begin by showing that the projection chain mixes in poigiad time. The idea of the
proof that the restrictions mix polynomially is analogowosthe arguments in Lemnma 5.6, al-
though the details are slightly different for the Ising mipded we make use of results of [27].

Let p be the stationary distribution, which is the product of tistributionsp; each of which
is a distribution on the two point spa¢8,1}. Without loss of generality let O be the coordinate
for which the the mode is lower at the temperathte

Lemma 6.2. At every temperature f;(0%5) < Bi (Oha)-

Proof. By (3),
P (0P = 5 (Pu (0% < 7 (Pu(Ghad) ¥ =i (Gha)
O

Lemma 6.3. At every temperature i, forz {0,1}, p;(2) is within a factor of @n) of p;(Ofax)-

Proof. Clearly,p;(2z) > pi(05ax)- On the other hand, there aB¥n) equivalence classes of con-
figurations of whiclof,,, is one and has the largest relative weight. Hepge) < O(n)pi(0%,)-
U

Corollary 6.4. For every pair of temperaturess |,
0,(0)p;(1) < O(n)p;(1)p;(0)
Proof. By Lemmd6.3,
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Theorem 6.5. The projection Markov chaiP is polynomially mixing o0, 1}M+1,
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Proof. We appeal to the comparison theorem. Pdie the Markov chain 0#0, 1}M+1 whose
transitions choose a random indeand update; to t’ € {0,1} with probability proportional
to p;(t). Itis clear thatP mixes in polynomial time since whenever the temperattisecho-
sen, the corresponding coordinate is at stationarity #fteupdate. Since the temperatures are
chosen uniformly at random among tie+ 1 possible temperatures, standard coupon-collector
arguments imply that the mixing time 8fis O(MlogM).

Lett = (to,...,t,...,tm) andt’ = (to,...,t/,...,tm) be two states such th&t,t’) > 0. We
define a path between them using transition®.oAssume that; = 0. In the other case, define
the path to be the reverse. Denote the pathby?, ..., 72 =t’. FromZz™, definez™! as follows:

e Let j be the largest index such tiﬁt: 0 andt} =1

e If there is a largest indek < j, such that' = 1, thenz™"! is obtained by swapping the
bits in positionsk andk + 1.

e If there is no suctk, Z™1 is obtained by flipping the bi? from 0 to 1.

The idea of the path is to flip the bit at the indefrom 0 to 1 by moving a 1 up from the first
available position, performing a series of swaps througloektof 0’s. At the end of the series
of swaps, the difference gthas been removed, and the difference is now at the startiing gifo
the swaps. As the bit 1 moves up, there can be at most 2 diffesetfue to it: one at its current
position and the other at the position where the series opswagan. Hence there are at most
4 indices where there could be a difference betweandZ™ (the other two being the indeix
and possibly the inde). Moreover, by the construction, the indices must be suahftir the
highest, sayy, ti, = 0 while z{‘l1 = 1 and the difference then alternates. Thus, we have that for
any configuratiore™ along the path, by Corollafy 8.4,

p(t) 4
5am =M
Suppose that we fix a transtiarz. The number of pairgt’ such that the path between them
passes through Z can be bounded by since we must only specify the positions at which
differs fromt and possibly the indeixto be able to reconstruct botlandt’. We can now bound
the factorA in the comparison theorem Theorém|5.2 as follows

> MelP®PEY)
A = max r(z,z)_ —
(22)cE(P) P(2P(z,Z)
2 Ve [P(T)
< max J_"#
= (zz)ee(P) | Min(p(2),p(Z))

IN

o(n*M®).
The claim follows by applying Theorefl 5.2 and using the faet® mixes in polynomial
time. O

Recall thatR is the restriction chain with a fixed tratec {0, 13M+1 and letR denote the
restriction chain where the swap moves are suppressed, Pheansists of independent chains
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on each of thé + 1 distributions. It was shown in [27] that in the case of zettemal field, each
of the B, are rapidly mixing by using Lemnia 5.5, the decompositiorotem and comparison
of the restrictions with a simple exclusion process on themete graph. The same analysis
holds in our case, the main difference being the non-zemreak field. Since the trace is fixed
for each of the chains however, the only fact that must belaters the analog of Lemma 14 of
[27] which says that the distributions at each temperatte@iaimodal on either side tfi,. We
omit the calculations as they are straightforward to ch@tkis, we have tha? is polynomially
mixing for eacht € {0,1}M+1,

Lemma 6.6. For each trace t {0,1}M+1, the restriction chain Pmixes in polynomial time.

Proof. As in Lemma5.5, the strategy is to use the comparison theamancompare to the
chainP. However, the state space at each temperature is no longeearal and thus there are
some additional steps. We will show that the 2-step claig P? is polynomially mixing. This
implies polynomial mixing foi. To show thaQ; mixes polynomially, we use decomposition.
LetQ q0.... o denote the restriction of the chain where at each tempexatot only is the trace
fixed tot, but the spin configuration at temperatirie in the setQ . The projection chaii@;
thus moves on the sef; at each temperatuie

Note that the restriction chair 4 .. v are exactly the same as the restriction chains for
(I5t)2 when the restrictions fix the spin configuration at each teatpee. The rapid mixing of
this chain follows by the arguments in |27, Section 7].

Thus, we are reduced to showing tigatis polynomially mixing and we do this by comparing

to @t the projection on total spins of the two step chain when swvapes are suppressed. This
can be done along the lines of the comparison proof in Lem®Ba 5.
Let (x,x') be a transition 0@, with x= (0o, ...,0m) andx’' = (ay, ...,0)). If (x,X) is a level

move which updates the state at a fixed temperature, let thesponding canonical path @

be the edgéx,x) itself. On the other hand, suppoéex') is a temperature move so that for
some 1<i <M, gj =0 forall j & {i,i+ 1}, 0 = 07, ; andoj;1 = gj. In this case, we divide
the construction of the path into several cases based omathesvofo; andg;, 1. Note that since
the trace remains fixed, it must be the case thatt;, 1. Without loss of generality, we assume
thatt; = 1, since the calculation in the other case is exactly the same

1) In the first case, the states, gj 1 > Grlnax or gj,0i;1 < Grlnax, that is, they are on the same
side of the state} .. In these cases, the construction of the canonical patheisgous to
the construction in Lemnia3.6.

2) The the second case; < 0%, andaj 1 > Ok, Or 0; > ok, andoi,; < ot The path
consists of the concatenation of four paths. First, we moitle Mvel moves at the temper-
aturei from o to o}, Next, we move at temperature- 1 with level moves frono;, ; to
ol .. So far, the stationary weight of states along the path amedecreasing. The next part
consists of two non-increasing paths. First, we move at ézatprei from o, to gi 1. last,
we move at the temperature- 1 from o}, to ;.

It can be verified that since the stationary measure alongdties is unimodal, the length of
any path is polynomial and there are at most polynomially ynaaths using any transition, the
comparison constamt can be bounded above by a polynomial.

O
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Since the projection chaiR and each of the restrictior® mixes in time that is polynomial
in nandM, Theoreni 6.1 follows.

7. TORPID MIXING OF SIMULATED TEMPERING

In this section we show that for the mean-field 3-state feagmnetic Potts model, there is a
critical temperature so that for any distribution paratzett by temperature, the mixing time of
the tempering and swapping algorithms is exponential.

Theorem[2 Let B = 4|ng2_ There is a constant;c> 0 such that for any set of inverse tem-
peraturesPe = By > --- > Bo > 0 such that M= n®Y the tempering and swapping chains
with the distributions, for the 3-state mean-field ferromagnetic Potts model have mixing tim
1(g) > €1"In(1/¢).

We prove the lower bound on the mixing time of the temperirgjrcby bounding the conduc-
tance. The slow mixing on the swapping algorithm then folldwy Zheng'’s resulf [39] showing
that polynomial mixing of the swapping chain implies polymial mixing of the simulated tem-
pering chain with the same distributions. Té@nductances an isoperimteric quantity related
to the spectral gap through Cheeger’s inequality, a versfomhich was shown independently
by Jerrum and Sinclair [20] and Lawler and Sokal![21]. It ofgives an easier method for
bounding the mixing time than directly bounding the spécegp. ForSc Q, let

T(X)P(X,y)
Fs _ xSy¢s
CS T[(S)

Then, the conductance is given by

d= min ®Pg
Sm(9)<1/2
and it bounds the mixing time both from above and below. Cheggnequality implies the
following bounds on the mixing time. Le&tyi, = migrzm(x).
Xe

Theorem 7.1. For any reversible Markov chain with conductan®e

1_ 20 1 1 1 1 1— Ttnin
—\< < — oo 5 ’
>0 log <2£> <1(¢) < 2 ('09 <2£> T 2 log ( Thnin >>

The state space of the tempering chaifis [M + 1] whereQ consists of spin configurations
on the complete graph with three types of spins. To showdarpking, it is enough to exhibit
a cut in the state space whose conductance is small. Forrienee, let us call the 3 spins red,
blue and green. The cut we construct depends only onuheberof red, blue and green vertices
in the configuration. Hence, for the purpose of defining thie itus convenient to divide the
state space of configuratioi into equivalence classes of colorings according to the mumb
of vertices of each color. Furthermore, the cut we defineinillice the same cut d? at each
temperature.

It is convenient for the exposition to make the following aegmetrization using the fact
that for the mean-field Potts, the underlying graph is cotepléetH(x) = 02 + 03 + 03, let
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B =B/2 and letZ(B) denote the corresponding partition function. It can befiegtithat the
Gibbs distribution at inverse temperat@ean be written as

BH (x)

To define the cut, we partitiof into setsQg, whereo = (01,02,03) is partition ofn and Qg
contains all colorings witlw;, 0, andos vertices colored red, green and blue, respectively. Itis
helpful to think of theo as points on a simplex. The st corresponds tcéchc?ws) different
configurations iQ and hence we write

n gBi(07+05+03)
) (Qo) = (01’02’03> 7@ 4)

The idea for defining the cut with small conductance comasm fitee following properties of
the stationary distribution conditioned on the s@ts There is a critical temperatuf where
the Gibbs distribution exhibits the coexistence of two nsd&here is a “disordered” mode
in the distribution at(g, z, %) this mode is present because though these configuratimes ha
small energy, the number of configurations (given by the imuttial term in Equation[{4)) is
large. At, there are also “ordered” modes(&,2,2), (8,24, %), (2,2,%"). These modes are
present because configurations with a predominant numbtces&having the same color (red,
or green or blue) are favored in the Gibbs distribution, gtothere are not as many of these
configurations. The ordered and disordered modes are $egdnaa region whose density is
exponentially smaller than both the modes, where neithenthltinomial nor the energy term
dominates. As the inverse temperature is decreased lfRlotle size of the disordered mode
grows while the sizes of the ordered modes decrease. Howéeeregion of exponentially
small density remains small at every temperature. The cthidrstate space of the simulated
tempering chain g is to take a region surrounding the ordered mode at each tatope. The
conductance of this cut, up to a polynomial i1 is bounded by the conductance at the critical
temperature where the modes coexist. This is because inati@nsry distribution, the chance
of being at each temperature is equally likely. In contristthe Ising model, there is no tem-
perature at which the ordered and disordered modes co®¥esfirst present a straightforward
upper bound on the conductance of the tempering chdp at

Theorem 7.2. LetB. = 4'?192. There is a constant,c> 0 such that the conductancee of the
simulated tempering chain with distributiofisg, } for anyfc =By > - -- > Bo > Ofor the 3-state
mean-field ferromagnetic Potts model is at most'

The lower bound on mixing time by the inverse of conductamc&hieoreni 7ZJ1 implies The-
orem[2. In the next section, we will refine this bound in or@ecempare it to the upper bound
on the mixing time of the Metropolis chain at a fixed tempem®to show Theoreinl 3.

Let A C Q be the set of configurations such tlmat 02,03 < n/2. LetPy denote the transition
matrix of the simulated tempering chain. L®£ {(x,i) | x€ A, Bo < Bi < Bc}. Let

B={xcA|IX cQ\A Py((xi),(X,i))>0v0<i<M}

be the boundary of (the set of configurations with at least onemf o, or o3 equal ton/2).
Our aim is to show that the conductan®e of the setSis exponentially small. Note that it is
not true thatr(S) < 1/2 and hence this does not immediately imply a boundborinstead, we
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will show that the coexistence of the ordered and disordpteses implies thap < PV dg,
We start by boundin@s.

ZEBT[BI ZPSt ((x,i),(X,i))

X' eA
Ps =

S
Z EBHB.
Z ZAT[BI

The last expression above is the ratio of the sum over teryresaof the stationary probabil-
ities of configurations in the s& (the boundary of the s&) to the sum over temperatures of
the stationary probabilities of the configurations in thiesdn order to bound this quantity, we
will need several technical lemmas which we state in thesmof the proof but prove later to
maintain the flow of the argument. The proofs of these lemmagathered in Sectidn 7.1.

For0< a <1 letQqn denote the set of configuratiofl; whereo; = anando, =03 = (1—
a)n/2. In the next step, we show that by losing only a polynomieida the numerator of{5) can
be bounded by the sums of the probabilities of the configumaf,, , (the set of configurations
on the boundanB with equal numbers of green and blue vertices), while theooh@mator is
certainly is as large as the weight of the configurationQjp (the set of configurations with
equal numbers of red, blue and green vertices). In particula want to show that for some
constanC,

()

;XG Z T[BI n/2
330 g

We use the following lemma, which says that in the simpleanglthe line where the number
of red vertices i%1/2, the distribution at every temperature has a uniqgue maximthe config-
urations where the number of green vertices is equal to thebeu of blue vertices. We define
the following functionTg (x) which interpolates the discrete density continuously:

r(n) P (1) 0e+(347)
FErxnr((z-—xn) Z(Bi) ’

Lemma 7.3. The functionT;(X) has a unique maximum such that xn is integer in the range
0<x< % and attains its maximum at=¢ %1 for all i such thatf; < fc.

(6)

€(0,1/2).

Ti(x) =

The proof appears in Sectibn 7.1. This implies the inequéi). Next, we’'ll show thatbs is
essentially determined by the conductance of the cut irdlat¢he highest inverse temperature

Bu.

Lemma 7.4. For every inverse temperatufi < BC, (@nj2) - Tha(Dy2)

Qn/3) (Qn/3)
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Proof. Note that only the exponential term {ﬁg:—g varies withp;. Letting h(n) be the ratio of
the multinomial terms, we have

Ti{(<22) h(n)Br LD ALY

- h(n)eﬁinz(l/m)
h(n)eﬁcnz(l/24) T[Bc(Qn/z)

< = ==
- TR (Qn/3)
O
This implies that the ratio on the right hand side[df (6) cambended as follows
Tr{3i (Qn/Z)
Q

Z g (Qnjz) ~  Te(Qny3)

for some constardg > 0. There are two final steps to bounding the conductancet, fieswill
show that%:g; is exponentially small. Second, we will show thiat< n°Mdg. These facts
follow from properties of the stationary distribution peain Lemmasg 715 arid 7.6.

The following lemma demonstrates that there is a criticedperature at whicl, /3 and
Q2n/3 both have large weight compared @, . Also, the configurations), 3 have a weight

that is at least a polynomial fraction of the stationary vaeigf Q at 3.

Lemma 7.5. At B = 202,

() T (Qn/3) = T, (Q2n/3) +0(1).

o T[Bc(Qn/Z) —Q(n
(i) T (Qny3) <e?

(i) T, (Qya) > el

The proof of the lemma can be found in Secfion 7.1. Puttingttogy the bound ofbs from
inequality [T) and part ii) of Lemma 7.5, we obtain that fomsconstant; > 0,

dg < e n

Lastly, we show the bound on the conductadzeWe need the following lemma, which says
that the stationary weight of the configurations on eithée sif the cuSare within a polynomial
factor.

Lemma 7.6. The stationary weight in the tempering chain of the set S isded ast(S) <
NP g (S°).
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Proof.
1
W) = iy, 3 e
> ﬁWC(an/s)
(ByLemmaT8()) > 11375 (@no)
(By Lemma 5 (iii)) > T#MLHH&(Q)
> T#MLHT@(S)
where the last inequality follows sineg, (Q) = 1. O

With this lemma in hand, we can bound the conductance of thedeng Markov chain at
the temperatur@.

Fs
bg = —
s s
(By Lemmd76) < omFs
Cs
. F
(By reversibility)y = n°M=2
Cs

< nO(l) e o

This bounds the conductance sinke< max ®s, Ps) < €%" for somec, > 0. This completes
the proof of Theorern 712 which implies that simulated termggis torpidly mixing. Zheng [39]
has shown that polynomial mixing of the swapping Markov ohaiplies polynomial mixing of
the tempering chain. Thus the torpid mixing of simulatedgernng implies that the swapping
chain for the mean-field Potts model mixes exponentiallyitly also, for the same distributions,
completing the proof of Theoreh 2.

7.1. Proofs of Technical Lemmas.We present the proofs now of the technical lemmas about
the stationary distribution which were used in the previsestion.
Lemmal[7.3. The functionT;(x) has a uniqgue maximum such that is integer in the range
0<x< % and attains its maximum at= %1 for all i such tha3; < f3.
Proof. Recall that we have defined

r(n P () 02+ (197)
F(Hrxnr((3—x)n) Z(B) ’

Neglecting the factors that are not dependenk @re can write the function that we would like
to maximize as

i (x) =

xe (0,1/2).

B (3-%?)
9] F(xn) ((3=x)n)
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/
and show that the uniqgue maximum isxat 1/4. To test the sign of the derivati%e%) , we

compare the quantitie% and%’ since bothf andg are positive in the intervadl0,1/2). It can be
verified that® = B;n(4x— 1) and

O B S S
g S k+xn—1 " Lkt (3 -xn-1)"

where we have used that the derivative of the gamma fundigivén by

iy (i 1
M(x) =T (—v+k§l(k k+x_1>>

wherey is the Euler-Mascheroni constant. Thus, we verify thatehiera stationary point at
X= % sincefT =0= % We will verify that this is the unique stationary point in1{2). Using
the integral approximation bou@'ﬁ’:cnk—l2 > 1/cn, we have

\" =
<T> =4Bn, and

Y _ 2f < 1 °° 1 o[ 1 1 . n
<§> - (kzl(kaxn_l)z+|<Z1(k+(%—x)n—1)2> =1 (gﬁr(%—x)n) (3 -x)

Therefore,
g/ / i i f! /
<§> >8n>43.n>43n= (T)

smceBC 2'09( 2l092) - gince the derivative o% is greater than the derivative éi‘ at each point

in (1/4,1/2), there are no stationary points in that interval. A similagusent by symmetry
shows there are no stationary pointg@1/4). O

Lemmal[Z5 At 3 = 21992

() T (Qn/3) = T, (Q2n/3) +0(1).

o T[Bc(Qn/Z) —Q(n
(ii) oy <€ ).

(i) T, (Qnya) > el

Proof. (i) We solve forBc. LetTy (Qn/3) = T, (Q2n/3)- Then,

n2

< n )eﬁ% ) _< n >eﬁi<n2/3>
288 zB) \55.5) zB)
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This implies
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which occurs when
= 2In(2

Bi - n \/znz

glves the desired result.

~—
N

Settingp, to 40(2)

(i) Let B.= 4'”( ). Then we have

T (Qn2) (g,E,g)eﬁJ%Z/B)
T (Qn/3) (%’%"g)eﬁc(”z/?’)
_ (%!)3 Ber?/24
(3) (3
27 2

(iii) Let Bc= 4'” 2 consider any general point in the simplex of the fapay, 1 — x—y) for
0<x+y<1l.1t can be verified that the function
f(x, BN +Y?+(1-x-y)?)
hixy) = 1) _

gxy) T (ymr((1—x-y)n)
has a global maximum &1,/3,1/3), i.e. h(x,y) <h(1/3,1/3) for all x,y such that O< x+y < 1.
This can be shown by checking tHais maximized at1/3,1/3) over all stationary points of
h(x,y). This implies thatr, (Qy/3) > T2, 0

7.2. Polynomial Mixing of Flat-tempering the 3-state Potts Modé. The above proof of slow
mixing due to a first-order phase transition and the resdltSeation[% together give the in-
sight that the tempered distributions should be definedaathie first order discontinuity is not
preserved. We show that the Flat-tempering algorithm wistridutions p; defined below can
be used to efficiently sample from configurations of the 3estarromagnetic mean-field Potts
model at any temperature. The functibiin this case is

i—-M

fi(x) = (Xl ;2 X3> "
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With p; defined as above,

0i(Q0) :( n >pi<x> — L ou@a)t. @®)

010203 Zi

Theorem 7.7. Let3 = %‘ for a constant y> 0. Then, for some constang ¢ 0 the simulated
tempering Markov chai® with the distributionso, . . ., pm Mixes in time @n‘s).

Proof. The proof makes use of the decomposition theorem. The girado partition the state
space of the tempering chdhy into the set$Qg, i) for each equivalence class of configurations
o and inverse temperatufg. To keep the notation simple, which we write the restricsets as
(0,i). The restriction seto,i)) are not connected by the cha#since it only moves between
configurations which differ in the spin at exactly one vertée can get around this technicality
by first bounding the mixing time of the 2-step ch&h

The chainP? mixes in polynomial time, which can be seen by comparisoi Wit chain
on (Qg,i) where in each step, the spins at two randomly chosen vedieesxchanged. This
follows since the mixing time of this chain is only smalleaththe mixing time of the inter-
change process on the complete graph which is bound€{iiyr n) for the complete graph on
nvertices (see e.g.[1, Chapter 14]).

We analyze the projection by comparison to the completehgoagthe states of the projection
{(a,i)}. For every pair of stateo,i) and(d’, j), we define a path using edgesR¥and show
that the congestion of these paths is at most a polynomial.

Assume without loss of generality thak j. Lett(o,0’) be a sequence @(n) states that
is the set of vertices along a shortest path using edges girtjection chain in(Q,0) from
Qg to Qy, not including the endpoints. The path betwéeni) and(d’, j) is defined to be the
concatenation of the path$o,i), (o,i —1),...,(0,0)),1(0,0’), and ((¢’,0),...,(d’,j)). The
observations we use to bound the congestion of the paths blymagmial is as follows.

i) Let omax be an equivalence class of configurations maximipdQs). By (8), for anyi,

pl\lm/l (Qcmax) S Zi S nO(l) pl\ﬁll (Qcmax)'

i) For any edge in the kernel of the Markov chain, the humbiepaths which are routed
through it is at mosO(n*M?) < n®W) | taking into account the possible starting and ending
states.

Then, the congestion of the paths can be bounded as followslikde into two cases. The first
where an edge corresponds to a change in the temperaturs ehthe form(o,i’), (o,i’ — 1)

for somei’ <i (or (o, j’),(0, | +1) for somg’ < ). The second is an edge corresponding to a
pair of adjacent states at the inverse tempergigre

e Assume that the edge is of the fofm,i’), (o,i’ — 1) for somei’ <i. By the observations
i) and i) above,
min ( 0i"(Q) _pl"(Q) >
0(1) plrélM (Qcmax) ’ pMM (Qcmax)

i’ /M i'—1)/M
mm( pIM/ (Qo) p& / (Qq) >

7 7_
pll\/l/’\ll(QGmax)7 p%l vm (Qomax)

A

IN

n

A0 [ppl\zlg(on))] ” < oW
M Omax
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The other case is analogous.
e Suppose that the edge is a pair of adjacent stat@g. aSince for every, po(Qq) =
O(n~2?), we have

iM o i/M
min |[/)r\’\//|| (Qo) 7 p/JM (Qy)
O(1 P (Qomax) pg\/l (Qomax)
A < n°d < nP®
= n_2 =

Finally, by applying the comparison theorem, the polyndmiging time of P2 implies that the
mixing time of P is at most a polynomial. This follows since for any two adjacgtates oP,
the ratio of the stationary probabilities is at least aniisggolynomial. Moreover, for any edge
of the 1-step chain, there are at most a polynomial numbeogdipilities for the other step.[d

8. TEMPERING CAN SLOW DOWN FIXED TEMPERATUREALGORITHMS

We have shown that simulated tempering can mix torpidly.abt, ftempering can be slower
than the fixed temperature algorithm by more than a polynioiadtor. In this section we show
that for the 3-state Potts model, at an inverse tempergtijest above the critical inverse
temperature, on a restricted part of the state sgacemulated tempering can be slower than
the fixed temperature Metropolis chain by an exponentidbfacThe idea is that although the
mixing time of the Metropolis chain " is exponential, it is bounded by the size of the cut at
B*, while the mixing time of the simulated tempering chain carah exponential multiplicative
factor worse because the conductance of the same cut agther bkemperatures is much smaller.
Intuitively, on average, the chain is spends even less timagion both sides of the cut at the
higher temperatures than &t. The precise theorem we show is the following. Let us denote
by Qree= {X€ Q : 01 > 02 > 03} the subset of the state space for the 3-state Potts model
where the number of vertices of the first color dominate thaler of the second which in turn
dominate the number of vertices of the third color.

Theorem 8.1. Let * = % where p> 4log(2). Assume that the number of distributions for
tempering is M= ©(n). Then, there are constands> 0 anda < 0 (which may depend of*)
such that the simulated tempering algorithm @pgg at B* mixes only after tim&(el-a+3"),
The Metropolis algorithm at temperatufé mixes in time Qe %"*°(1)

8.1. Torpid Mixing of Tempering for f* > 4|ng(2)_ We start by proving the first part of the
theorem above by showing the following bound on the concwetaf the simulated tempering
chain. Letdrggdenote the conductance of the tempering chaigag at inverse temperature

B
Proposition 8.2. Let3* = % where > 4log(2). Then, there exists < 0 andd > 0 such that
CDRGB < e(a—é)n+o(n).

Define the seKrgg = {0 = (01,02,03) whereoy > 0> > 03, ¥;0; = n}. ThusKgggis the
set of o corresponding to the configurations Qg For o € Krgg, the Gibbs distribution is
given by

[ n O\ iciodiod
T, (0) = <01 o) 03) TB(&)

whereZgrgg(Bi) is the normalizing constant.
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2n
Red “ordered” states,,,, Oy \
o—o o et
O-:I-/3 O-)\min O-Amax

0-)\min

KrcB

The “disordered” states;, _ 4log2
? / \ Be ="
{cB

01/3 0-}\min 0-)\max

Bo=0
Schematics depicting the valuestgb ) along \
{cp at various values d8: —o—o

O-:I-/3 O-)\min O-Amax

FIGURE 1. The profile of the probability density function ou€ggs

Denote by/gg, the set of equivalence classes of configurations- <)\n, (1_2””, (l_—;‘)”) for

% <A < 1li.e, the subset dfrgg with partitions that have an equal number of blue and green
vertices (see Figuifd 1). There exists a conskat (which can be found by differentiating the
appropriate function), a value &f between the ordered and disordered modes wigr@, )

is minimized along the linégg. Let Q, . be the corresponding set of spin configurations.
Let By = B* = %‘ wherep is a constant such that> 4log(2). Let A C Qrgg be the set of
configurationsx with x3 < Aminn. LetS={(x,i) | Xx€ A, Bo < Bi < Bc}. LetB={xe A|3IX €
Qres\ A, P(x,X) > 0} be the boundary oA. Then, as in[(5), we can bound the conductance of
the setSfor the tempering chain as follows.

M M
Z} T (X) %T[BI (Q)\min)
CDS S ITA Xe S O(n) 1=

;) 2 T, (X) _i”& (Qn/3)

The second inequality above follows from the fact that thetriiution when restricted tB at
every temperature is unimodal and is maximize@gt. .

9)

Lemma 8.3. Let B* = £ where > 4log(2). For n sufficiently large, the continuous function
Tig, (X) = T, (Aminn, (1 — Amin— X)N, XN) has a unique maximum in the range< x < 1 — Amj, at
x = =mn for all i € {1,...,M}.

The proof of the result above appears at the end of this stibse®ewriting the last expres-
sion in [9), we have

w0, ()« () o (R8)
SO () () ()

®s
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We use the following properties of the stationary distiitmutto bound the conductance. The
first fact is that the stationary weight of the disordered enoconditioned on being at a particular
temperature is non-decreasing as we decrBase

Lemma 8.4. Fori € {1,...,M}, we have that for some € 1, T, (Qp/3) > CTi, (Qpy/3)-

Proof. We have

— Z ( n ) &Bi(A(0)-H(oy3)
TrBi—l(Qn/?;) _ ZRGB(Bi)/TTBi (Qn/3) _ 0Rzes 01 02 03 —c
T (Qy3)  Zres(Bi-1)/TR_,(Qn/3) ; ( n )eﬁil(ﬁ(c)—ﬁ(ol/g))

oc 010203

RGB

for someC > 1. We obtain the last inequality by arguing as follows. Sikide) is minimized
atoy = 02 = 03 = 1/3, for eacho € Krgg H(0) > H(0y3). In fact, for eacho # 03 it is
the case thaH (o) — H(0y/3) > cr? for some constant, and therefore foo # 03, the ra-

tios e —Bi-1)(H(0)-H(013) - K for some constank > 1. Moreover, since each of the terms

fi(H(©)-H(013) > 1 and|Kreg = Q(n?), one can find a constant<d C < K such that the in-
equality above holds. O
Next, we observe that the height of the disordered modeaseefaster than the heighttt

min”*

: T 4 (Qny3) ) 5 (Qnin)
Lemma 8.5. There is a constant ¢ 1 such that 5 (@3] >d (D)

Proof. Expanding the terms shows that

T[Bi—l(Qn/3)/T[Bi(Qn/3) o T[Bifl(Qn/3)/T[Bi—l(Q)\min) BB AQ ) -H(Qua)
— = e\ i min n/3
T[Bifl(Q)\min)/T[Bi (Q)\min) T[Bi(Qn/Is)/T[Bi(Q)\min)

Recall thaf; — B;_; = O(+;) While H(oy, ) — H(01/3) = Q(n?), sinceAmiq is a constant. The
claim follows sinceM = O(n). O

By Lemmd 8.5, the rate of increase of terms in the series inén@minator of (4) is at least
a constantd > 1, times the rate of increase of terms in the series in humrei@bmbining with
Lemmd38.4 and using the fact tHdt= ©(n), for some constanids > 0 andd, > 1, (10) implies

<1+ <%) o+ (%)d3n>

T[BM (Q)\min)
0} O
s < O TR, (Qn/3) 1+ dz+---+d§3”
< O(n) T[BM (kain)) (mm(dzjd))fdgn.

Propositior 8. follows by setting= §In(min(dy,d)).
Proof of Lemm&38I]3As in the proof of Lemma7]3, we define
r(n) eﬁi nZ(A%in+X2+(1_)\min_X)2)

[l oW e e w—r Z(@) X< (01 Amin).
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Neglecting the factors that are not dependenk @re can write the function that we would like
to maximize as

eﬁinz(xzﬂlf)\minfx)z)
9 F(xXnI ((1 = Amin—X) N)
and show that the uniqgue maximum isxat (1 — Amin)/2. To test the sign of the derivative

g(x)
(0,1 — Amin)- It can be verified that
fr =

/ / /
(M> , we compare the quantitie and § since bothf andg are positive in the interval

and

g 0 > 1 N > 1

g kZIkern—l k;kJr(l—?\min—X)n—l '
Thus, there is a stationary pointat izm'" sincefT/ =0= % We will argue that this is the
unique stationary point ifD,1—Anin). Using the integral approximation bou@ﬂ;mk—l2 >1/cn,

we have
1\
<T> = 403;n, and

g/ / 5 e 1 [ 1
~ =n [
<g> (kzl (k+Xn—1)2+k; (k+(1_)\min—x)n—1)2
1 1 N(1— Amin)
>np?( = = .
Therefore, fom large enough,

g\ 4n —y _ £\’
) > >4Bn= [ —
<g> _l—?\min>4B n>4Bn <f

sinceﬁ’k = %‘ a constant. Since the derivative%)is greater than the derivative é’fat each point

in ((1—2Amin)/2,1— Amin), there are no stationary points in that interval. A similaguenent
by symmetry shows there are no stationary point®irl — Amin)/2). O

8.2. Upper bound for the Metropolis Algorithm on Qrges The Metropolis Markov chain on
Q is known to have exponential mixing time and the same argtiasno holds orQrge. We
would now like to derive a good upper bound on this mixing tsoethat we can compare it to
the bound obtained for the tempering chain. However, baunttie conductance and applying
Theorem 7.1l will not be sufficient as the square of the corashegt gives too weak a bound.
Instead, to obtain the best possible lower bound on the igpegetp of the Metropolis chain, we
appeal to the comparison theorem|[10]. We use this technigoletain a tight exponential upper
bound for the mixing time. LeP be the Metropolis chain of2rgg with stationary distribution
= Tg-. Then, the second part of Theoréml8.1 is as follows.

Proposition 8.6. Let* = £ where |1> 4log(2) and leta = In (Ti- (Qx,,,,) /T (Q1/3)) < 0. The
Markov chain P mixes in time @ ")),
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The idea behind showing the mixing time claimed in Proposi®.6 is to define a new dis-
tribution Tt on Qrgg by effectively eliminating the disordered mode. The MetigpchainP is
defined onQrgp With stationary distributiorrt. We will show that the mixing time oP is at
most a polynomial. The comparison theorem then gives thénesgjupper bound on the mixing
time of the Metropolis chaif in Propositior. 8.6. Let

K:= {0 € Qrea: 01 < Aminn and 1i- (Qqg) > T+ Q) }-
Foro € Krgpdefine

Qo) = { Tfs*(QAmm)(B*L/Z if ceK
- (Qos)(B*)/Z otherwise

where ~

Z= sz[B*(QAmm) + Y T(Q)

3 0€Qrar\K
is the normalizing partition function.
For a configuratiorx € Qrgp, We defineri(x) to be uniform over all the configurations in the

same equivalence class, i.e.xif in the equivalence clags

’ﬁ(x):( n >lﬁ(QU).

010203

The first step is to show thﬁ, the Metropolis chain on the flattened distribution, mixes i
polynomial time. This will follow from an application of thdecomposition theorem [29] (see
below). The second step will be to use this bound and the cosgmatheorem to bound the
mixing time of the chain on the original unflattened spaceis Thixing time of P will be a
lower order term when we compare it to the mixing timePpfvhich is exponential. Thus, any
polynomial bound on the mixing rate 8fwill suffice.

Theorem 8.7. The Markov chairP with stationary distributiorit mixes in polynomial time.

To apply the decomposition theorem here, we patrtition theasfrggaccording to the equiv-
alence classes of configurations, i.e. into the siagess. Informally, It will be simpler to bound
the mixing time ofQ = P2, the two step transition matrix that allows moves of lengti @r
2. We can then infer the polynomial mixing Bffrom the polynomial mixing ofQ. It is easy
to see thaf) is polynomially mixing when restricted 1Q, for anyo, because two-step moves
permute the colors on the vertices without changing thd tatenber of each and the mixing
time can be bounded by that of an interchange process [1,t&hag]. Hence, we focus on
showing the bound on projection Markov ch&n We will use the canonical path method.

Theorem 8.8. The Markov chairQ on Kzggis polynomially mixing.

Proof. Foro € Qg andt € Qq, define the canonical patf, as follows: Leto = (t1,b;,0:) and
T = (tp,b2,02). Assume that; > t,. If not, the path frono to T consists of the same vertices as
the path front to o but with all edges directed oppositely.

We define the canonical path forodd andt,, the other case only needs a minor technical
modification due to parity issues. Assume (without loss ofgality by the symmetry of the col-
ors blue and greeri; < g; andb, > gp. The pathyy is defined to bét, by, 01), (t1, b1+ 1,01 —

1)7 R (tla &éila %ﬂrl)? (t1_17 %Ma &21{[)7 (tl—‘?’a &21%)’7 %)7 cee (t2> n;tz,n;zb)’ cee (tZabZ—
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1,02+1),(tz,b,02). It can be shown that along the path, the values of the disioib are uni-
modal, i.e.,

Lemma 8.9. For eacho = (t1,b1,01),T = (t2,b2,92) € Krag the distributiontattains a unique
maximum on the paty r.

We defer the proof till the end of this argument. Assuminglémma, the congestion of the
paths can be bounded as follows.

1 e ~
A = max = Yor| MIN(T(Qg), TH(Q
(a,8)€E(Q) { T[(QO()PZ(QO(,QB) F(ZB) ’ OT’ ( ( 0) ( T))}

1 s ~
T apeo { min(f(Qq), T(Qp)) F(GZB) e m'”(”(Q")’”(QT))}

Since along every canonical path the distribution is uniahodnd the length of any path is at
most linear im, and there are at most polynomially many pdtlia, ) using the edgéa, B), A
is at most a polynomial in. O

Corollary 8.10. The Markov chairP on Kzggis polynomially mixing.

Proof of Lemmal[8.9: Let ¢ denote the set af € Krgg such thaio; =t. Let /,_g denote the
set consisting of configurations where the number of gredrbare vertices are equal. Since the
space is discrete, because of parity considerations, tienazl paths cannot simply go along
the line4,, then along the linégg and finally along/,, except in the case thatandt;, are both
even. For this case, it is sufficient to show that firstly, firla3 <t < 1, along the line;,
the maximum is at the intersection witgg and secondly, along the linigg, the distribution is
unimodal. The observation is that the second fact implias ¢h the portion of the canonical
path alon¢/cg, the distribution is either

i) non-increasing

i) non-decreasing

iil) non-decreasing and then non-increasing
but not decreasing and then increasing. Then in any of tlee tbases above, it can be verified
that there is a unique local maximum along the path.

In the other cases, when either bofhandt, are odd, or one is odd and the other even, the
canonical path makes a “diagonal” move to switch parity amechave to argue that the property
of being unimodal is not violated. It turns out that this isplied by the unimodality of the
continuous functiort on the linest; and/gg. We first show that along the lings and/, the
distributionTtis unimodal.

Claim 8.11. Let p* = %‘ where p> 4log(2) and leté; = {0 € Qrgg: 01 =t}. Then there
exists a constantgy such thatvn > ng the functionti(o) when restricted to Lis maximized at
Oy =03 = ”—gt and is non-increasing asz decreases, for alkmin <t < 1.

The proof follows by the same calculations made in the préaeonmal8.3.

Claim 8.12. Let p* = % where > 4log(2). For n sufficiently largeTg-(Q,) has a unique
maximum\maxin (1/3,Amin] and is non-increasing on either side of it.
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Proof. We examine the continuous extensiwnf the original distributiort

_ (An (1—M)n (l—A)n) _( n >eﬁ*”2(”+2(%>2)
L% e ~\an, (1—2)\)n’(1—2)\)n Z(®)

Neglecting factors not explicitly dependent dnasymptotically, we obtain the function

e@ (3\2—2A+1)—AnIn(A)—(1-A)nin( ;)

The claim can be verified by differentiating it, solving ftietstationary poinkmayx and check-
ing the second derivative. By constructiong. is non-increasing on either side dfnax for
<A<l

U

Finally, along the “diagonal” portions of the path the charg the value of the distribution
will be the net change if we were to move in a continuous fashirizontally and then vertically.
Since along both these segments the change will be of the sigméf the segments on either
end are of the same type (increasing or decreasing), by thelawns above, the net change will
be positive or negative as required by unimodality.

The Metropolis chain ¢* mixes torpidly, and by the above lemmas we can bound the gixin
time. Note that the proof uses a stronger version of the CasgaTheorem.

To use the comparison theorem to infer a bound on the mixing 6f P from that of P we
need good bounds on the parame#enda. It turns out thatA is the insignificant factor in the
mixing time, rathera determines the mixing time @. In contrast, most previous applications
of the comparison theorem consider chains with identiciatary distributions, so typically
the parametea = 1.

Proof of Proposition[8.6. We will use the refined comparison theorem of Diaconis andfBal
Coste, Theoreiin 5.2. Note that the two Markov kernels arediicinbut their stationary distribu-
tions are very different near the disordered state. Sine&dhnels are identical, we can simply
define trivial canonical paths, i.e., when we decompose @istéhe unknown chair® with
stationary distributiorg. into a path using steps from the known ch&rwith distributionTt,
these paths all have length 1. It can be verified that the Meli®transition probabilities on the
two chains are always within a polynomial factor of each ot max(i(x) /i(x)) is at most

a polynomial since flattening the distribution has a neglayieffect on the partition function.

Claim 8.13. Letf* = £ where > 4log(2). Then,
Zrae(B*) /MO < Z < Zrga(B).

Proof. The upper bound is easy to see by the definitiod.dBy the construction of the flattened
distribution,Z < Zrgg(B*). For the lower bound, we have

Z = Zree(B) ( ZZ T () + ER T@*<Qa)>

> Zrcee(B") ( ; T[B*(Qo)>
> Zres(p")/n°Y
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The last inequality follows because 8t > B, the stationary probability oK is at least 1n°(%)
of the total measure. O

Hence the parameték is bounded by a polynomial. Finally, we can compare the krge
variation in the distributionstandTtto bounda. Let x be any configuration iw,/3, anyx, a
configuration ingy . we have

_ fﬁ-B* (X) _ T[B* (g))\min)ZRG‘B/Z > T[B* (Q)\min) 1
ST () T(Quz) T TR (Quya) nOW
Plugging these bounds into the comparison theorem (Thdb2nthen implies Propositidn 8.6.
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