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CUTOFF PHENOMENON OF THE GLAUBER DYNAMICS FOR
THE ISING MODEL ON COMPLETE MULTIPARTITE GRAPHS
IN THE HIGH TEMPERATURE REGIME

HEEJUNE KIM

ABSTRACT. In this paper, the Glauber dynamics for the Ising model on the
complete multipartite graph Knp,,...,np,, is investigated where 0 < p; < 1 is
the proportion of the vertices in the ith component. We show that the dynamics
exhibits the cutoff phenomena at ¢, := mn Inn with window size O(n)
in the high temperature regime 8 < ., where B¢, is a constant only depending
on pi,...,pm. Exponentially slow mixing is shown in the low temperature
regime 3 > Ber.

1. INTRODUCTION AND PRELIMINARIES

Informally, the cutoff phenomenon is an abrupt transition of a Markov chain
to its equilibrium when the system under consideration is sufficiently large (see
Section 1.3 for a rigorous definition). To the author’s knowledge, the first rapid
mixing result appeared in [4] on the symmetric group while considering random
transpositions. Shortly afterward, Aldous and Diaconis [2] showed that the top-in-
at-random card-shuffle precisely exhibits a cutoff phenomenon, initiating the whole
industry of the cutoff phenomenon.

As pointed out in [12], only a few examples of cutoff were known regarding the
Glauber dynamics of the Ising model (see Section 1.2 for formal definitions), such
as that of [5, 10] on complete graphs and of [12, 13, 14] on lattices. Recent re-
searches have mainly focused on lattices. A breakthrough paper by Lubetzky and
Sly [12] showed cutoff with a continuous-time window O(Inlnn) for this longstand-
ing problem. An improvement on the window size to optimal O(1) was made by
the same authors in [14] with the information percolation framework. By the same
technique, the authors illustrated the existence of cutoff in high enough tempera-
tures for the Ising model of any sequence of graphs with a bounded degree in [15].
Mean-field Potts model on complete graphs was comprehensively explored in [3],
again verifying the cutoff phenomenon in high temperatures. For the bipartite Potts
model, Hernandez, Kovchegov, and Otto [7] proved the cutoff phenomena in the
high temperatures using their aggregate path coupling method.

The purpose of this paper is to investigate the Glauber dynamics for the Ising
model on complete multipartite graphs. (Exact definitions are given in the rest of
the introduction.) Indeed, we identify the critical temperature and establish cutoff
in the high temperature regime. On the other hand, exponentially slow mixing is
established in the low temperature regime. The significance of our setting is that
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complete multipartite graphs have an intermediate geometry between the complete
graphs which have no geometry at all (e.g. [10]), and lattices which have a strong
geometry (e.g. [12]). Thus, our result serves as a midway example between those
two extreme cases. The method of proof hinges on generalizations of the tools in
[10], notably the two-coordinate chain thereof.

Due to the nature of complete multipartite graphs, our model can be considered
as a block spin Ising model with no interaction inside each block. Such mean-field
block models naturally occur in statistical physics when modelling metamagnets
(see [8]) and in studies on social interactions (see, e.g., [6]). A recent paper by
Knopfel et al. [9] contains an excellent introduction to this line of work.

When it comes to cutoff phenomenon on finite graphs, it is easy to convert the
discrete-time results to that of the continuous-time and vice versa. Hence, we only
consider discrete-time chains.

1.1. Notations. Boldface letters are used to denote vectors or matrices. Inequali-
ties between vectors and matrices are defined element-wise. The dependence of any
quantities on the number of vertices n is understood throughout the paper. Some
important quantities not depending on n will be explicitly mentioned. We will write
e; to be the jth vector in the standard basis of R™. The lower case ¢t will always
denote time. Let o denote the Hadamard product between matrices. More precisely,
B o C = (B;jC;j) whenever B = (B;;) and C' = (C;;) are matrices with the same
dimensions.

1.2. Ising model and Glauber dynamics. Let G = (V, E) be a finite graph
with the vertex set V and the edge set E. Elements of 2 := {+1}V are called con-
figurations. In the absence of external fields, the Ising model on G is a distribution
w called the Gibbs distribution on €2 given by

¢—BH(0)

(o) == “Z(3)

where o € Q, 8> 0, H(0) = —>_,;c g hijo(i)o(j), and Z() is a normalizing factor.
Assuming an isotropic interaction strength between the vertices, we set h;; = 1/|V|.
The physical interpretation of H(c) is the energy of the whole spin system with
the configuration o. We call each o(v) the spin at site v.

The Glauber dynamics for the Ising model is a reversible Markov chain with
respect to the Gibbs distribution satisfying the following rule. At each time, choose
a site uniformly at random in V' and update the spin at the chosen site according
to u conditioned on the set of configurations having the same spins at all the
sites except the chosen one. The Glauber dynamics for the Gibbs distribution u is
irreducible, aperiodic, and reversible with p as its unique stationary distribution.
For the Ising model, it is easy to see that the probability of updating to £1 at the
chosen site v is 74 (S) where

et 1+ tanh(Bz)
 ePrpebe 2 7

ry(x): reR (1)

and S =3, cpo(v)/|V]is the mean-field at v.
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1.3. Markov chain mixing and cutoff phenomenon. The total variation dis-
tance between two probability measures v and v, on € is defined by

1
1 = valry == sup [11(A) = 1a(A)] = = > (@) — va(a)].
ACQ 2
e
The total variation distance is half of the L'-distance between the probability mea-
sures.

Let (o) be the Markov chain of the Glauber dynamics for the Ising model. Define
the worst-case total variation distance of the chains to the stationary distribution
w at time t by

d(t) := max|[Po(ov € -) — pll7v
oceqN

where here and thereafter P, denotes the probability given o9 = o. The mizing
time is defined by
tmix(€) ;= min{¢t : d(t) < e}; €€ (0,1).
We say a sequence of Markov chains with corresponding mixing times tl(:l)x(s)
exhibit a cutoff phenomenon if for every 0 < € < 1/2,

+™) ()

mix

im ———
-9

Furthermore, we say that the cutoff occurs at tf:l)x with window size O(w,,) if

wy, = o(t(n) ) and

lim liminfd, (ti:l)x —ywy) =1, lim limsup dn(tfsi)x + yw,) = 0.
Y—00 M—0o Y0 nsoo

1.4. Magnetization chain on complete multipartite graphs. Now, we are in
a place to consider a complete m-partite graph, a graph whose vertices are parti-
tioned into m different independent sets, and every pair of vertices from different
independent sets is connected by an edge. Each edge represents an interaction be-
tween the vertices. Denote this graph by Kyp, np.,...,np,, Which has n vertices and m
partitions where 2211 pi=1and p; >0 fori=1,2,...,m. We fix the parameters
m and p;’s hereafter. Without loss of generality, we assume p; < py < -+ < ppy.
We may also assume that np; € N for every ¢ so that Kyp, nps.....np,., is well defined
whenever such considerations are required. Let V = (I, J; be the set of all vertices
where J; denotes the set of the ith partition of the vertices. Note np; = |J;|.

We define Q; := {£1}7i fori = 1,...,mso that Q = [/~ Q; is our configuration
space. Each configuration o € ) has a unique representation (U(l), .. .,U(m)) €
[T~ ©; and both representations are understood throughout this paper.

For each o € €, define the magnetization on J; by S (o) := Y ves, o(v)/n,

i =1,...,m. For the Markov chain (o()¢>0 = (at(l)
(0(1), ceey o(m)) € [T:%, i, we define the corresponding magnetization on J; by

,0\™),50 starting at o =

P

S = — ® ' .
) nZUt (v) forie{l,...,m}, t>0
veV;
We sometimes use the vector notation S; := (St(l), e St(m)) for t > 0. We call the

process (S;)i>0 a magnetization chain. Proposition 2.1 shows that (S;):>0 is in fact
a Markov chain. Note that it is a projection of the whole Markov chain (o)¢>0, S0
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mixing of the whole chain (o¢);>0 implies the mixing of the chain (S;);>¢. Our aim
is to show the converse in a certain sense.

1.5. Main results. Given the above definitions and notations, our main result
establishes the cutoff phenomenon on complete multipartite graphs.

Theorem 1.1 (Main result). For m € N and p; > 0 such that Y.~ p; = 1, the
Glauber dynamics for the Ising model on the complete multipartite graph Kpp, ... np..
exhibits a cutoff at Wﬂlnn with window size O(n) in the high temperature

regime B8 < Ber where Ber = Ber(P1, - -+, Pm) 18 a constant defined in equation (3).

Theorem 1.2. In the low temperature regime 5 > B¢, the dynamics is exponen-
tially slow mixing, i.e., tmix > Cyexp(Can) for some constants Cy, Cy > 0 not
depending on n.

A few remarks are in order. Our main result is obtained as a consequence of
Theorem 5.1 and Theorem 5.4. In the low temperature regime 8 > .., the mixing
time is exponentially slow, therefore identifying the critical temperature S... In
the m = 1 case, there are no spin interactions so the chain is equivalent to the
lazy random walk on an n-dimensional hypercube, which has a cutoff at (nlnn)/2
with window size O(n) (see [1] or [11, Chapter 18]). This result can be seen as a
consequence of our main result since m = 1 implies 3., = oo (see equation (3)).

1.6. Organization of the article. As mentioned earlier, our proof is based on
the ideas of Levin, Luczak, and Peres [10]. We assume high temperatures until
Section 6. We first observe that the magnetization chain is a Markov chain in its
own right (Proposition 2.1). A suitable scaling of the magnetization chain leads
to a contraction property (Proposition 2.8). This in turn gives a uniform variance
bound of magnetizations in time (Sections 2 and 3). In Section 4, we construct a
coupling of the magnetization chain so that it couples in mnlnn + O(n)
steps with high probability. After the magnetization coupling phase, by considering
the "2m-coordinate chain" inspired by [10], we can construct a post magnetiza-
tion coupling to reach the full-mixing in another O(n) steps. This proves the upper
bound (Theorem 5.1). We construct a suitable distinguishing-statistic of the magne-
tization chain [see 11, Chapter 7.3] to obtain the lower bound (Theorem 5.4). These
upper and lower bound results establish the cutoff in the high temperature regime.
Exponentially slow mixing in the low temperature regime is shown in Section 6.

2. CONTRACTION OF THE MAGNETIZATION CHAIN IN HIGH TEMPERATURES

We describe the monotone coupling. Let I and U be independent uniform random
variables over V and [0, 1], respectively. We consider the collection of Markov chains
with starting configurations o € ). Simultaneously define the next configurations
at time t = 1 by

or(i) {U(i) if 1 £

Lycr (5,89 (o) — Lusri (5, , 800y HI=i€Jk

where 7 is defined in equation (1). Repeat this procedure independently for each
time. It is clear that each Markov chain (o4):>0 above is a version of the Glauber
dynamics on the complete multipartite graph with starting state o’s, defined on a
common probability space. The above coupling is called a monotone coupling in
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the sense that if o < & are starting states for (o¢);>0 and (6¢):>0, respectively,
then S’(i)(a) < S(i)(ﬁ) for i =1,...,m so that o1 < &1, and oy < &y for any t > 0
accordingly.

Define

S = H{—pi, —pi+2/n,...,pi}.

=1

Proposition 2.1 (Magnetization chain). The process (St(l), ce ng))tzo is a
Markov chain on the magnetization state space S.

Proof. Note that

m 2 m A

2|J1 J#1
_Pp1to + S (Z
5")
J#1
is measurable with respect to the o-algebra generated by (St(l), e St(m)). Other
cases can be dealt with similarly. (I
Remark. By symmetry, (S, ..., S™) starting from o and (=S",..., —S™)

starting from —o have the same distributions. This can also be seen by the physical
fact that the map o — —o just corresponds to flipping the reference axis to which
we are measuring the spins of each site. This does not change the dynamics of the
spin system.

Definition (Hamming distance). For two configurations ¢ and ¢’, denote the Ham-
ming distance by dist(co,0’) := 1>, . |o(k) — o’ (k)|.

Remark. This is a metric on €2, which is equal to the number of sites with different
spins for two configurations. Similarly, we can define dist; on €;, respectively, but
dist;’s merely satisfy the triangle inequality.

Lemma 2.2 (Contraction in mean for monotone coupling). For a monotone cou-

pling (o1, 00)¢>0 starting at (o,0") = (6™, ...,0@), (0’'D,...,0'?)), we have
Edisty (ot( ) at(l)) dist1 (¢, )
z < Af z
Edist,, (c\™, o1™) disty, (™), o'(m))
where
a bl bl e bl
b2 a b2 e b2
A = An = b3 b3 a e b3
b a

with a :=1—1/n, by := prB/n.
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Proof. Assume d(o,0’) = 1 with —1 = o(v) = —0¢’(v) for some vertex v. Note
o < ¢’. Since we are considering a monotone coupling, it holds that for each i =
1,...,m,

disti (0, 0" ™) = Loes, (1 = 1r—y) + Lygs, (Lres 1s,)

where
Bi_{T+<ZSl > SU<T+(ZS[(O'/))}
I I
Note that
1
P(B;) = 5 (tanh (ﬁ > Sio ) — tanh (ﬁ Z S[(U)))
1#1 l#1
(tanh( (Z Si(o —)) — tanh (ﬁ Z S[(U))) Lygs,
I£i #i
S tanh élvi]r
n
Since I and U are independent, for ¢ =1,...,m,
i 1
Edist; (0§ ),U;( )) < lyes, (1 = =) + Ly ,pitanh é
n n
Suppose dist(c,0’) = k > 1. There exists ¢° := o, ¢!, ..., 0% := ¢/ such that

dist(o?, 0"™1) = 1. By the triangular inequality for dist; and the fact tanh(8/n) <
B/n,

. i i 1. i i B .
Edist; (U; ), 01( )) <(1- E)dlsti(o( ), o/ )) 'H%ﬁ ;dlStl(U(l)’ gl(l)).
Furthermore, by the Markov property,

3 K3 1 . K2 (2 K3
Eldisti(0}}1,0,01)lov 0] < (1= ~)disti(ey”,0,") pﬁzdlst (o, o1,

l#1
By taking expectation and putting z;; := Edist; (oﬁl),o/(i)), we have
X1t T1,t—1
<A
Tt Tm,t—1
Iterating gives
T14 distl(a(l), a’(l))
HET :
Tt dist,, (0™, o"(m))

O

From now on, A (which depends on the number of vertices n) always denotes
the matrix defined in Lemma 2.2. Note that A is a positive matrix, so by the

Perron-Frobenius theorem, there exists the largest eigenvalue g = g,, > 0 with the

left eigenvector a’ := (ai,...,a;,) > 0 normalized in ! norm. Note that g has

algebraic multiplicity 1 (see [16, Section 8.2| for a proof), so a’ is unique.
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We fix the following notations

v:=n(l —g) and (2)

fer = =

T m =D aps
where ¢g and (ay,...,a,,) are defined in the previous paragraph. Another charac-
terization of B, is given in Lemma 6.1. Insuk Seo commented® that it can also be
characterized as the threshold value of 8 that makes K positive definite where K
is defined through the equation A =1 — %K, I being the m-by-m identity matrix.
Proposition 2.3 connects the quantities v and S,,..

Proposition 2.3. The left eigenvector a’ only depends on pi,...,pm. Moreover,
v only depends on p1,...,pm, and B through the following equation:

V=14 -1 e
i=1

Therefore, fer only depends on pi1,...,pm, and we have v =1— B/Ber.

Proof. Since g satisfies

0= (n/B)™ det(A — gI) = det(nA /B —ngl/p)

B D1 D1 D1

D2 UT_l P2 ... P2
—det| P3 b3 UTZI P3|

Pm .- “Tfl

it holds that (v — 1)/ is a root of a polynomial with coefficients only depending

on pi,...,Pm- Since a is in the kernel of the transpose of the above matrix, it only
depends on p1,...,Pm-

Finally, g = [[ATal; =1 - 1/n+ %(m — 1) >, aip; implies v = 1 — B(m —

O

We collect further properties of the matrix A and its left eigenvector a’ in the
next two lemmas.

Lemma 2.4. We have

m
1
ag > > d i < —.
1> > am an Zazpl_m
i=1
The equality in the latter holds if and only if pr = -+ = pp,.-

Proof. Recall that we assumed p; < -+ < ppy,.

We claim that a; > --- > a,,. To that end, fix ¢ < j. From aTA = gaT, we
have (1 — L)a; + ng;éi arpr — ga; =0 = (1 — L)a; + %Zk# agpr — ga;. Then
(1- % —g— Bf;i)ai =(1- % —g— %)aj, ie, (Bpi+1—v)a; = (Bp; +1—v)a,.
Thus, p; < p; implies a; > a;, proving the claim.

1personal communication
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By Chebyshev’s sum inequality, since a; > a; and p; < p; whenever i < j,

2%‘?1‘ < oo (2%‘) <le1> =

The equality holds if and only if a; = --- = a,, or p1 = -+ = p,. The proof is
now complete by noticing the fact that (8p; + 1 — v)a;, = (Bp; + 1 — v)a; and
a3 =+ =ay =1/mimply p1 = - = pp,. O

Lemma 2.5. For 0<sc S and p:= (p1,...,pm)", we have

7

t t S (S(i))Q i T At t S (s
sl < g' [ , el Als< /pigt | >
=1

i-1 Pi

(i))2

Remark. As a consequence, we obtain a lower bound B > m/(m — 1).
p
In particular, it holds that

)1/2
|A'plly < ¢, e A'p < /Pig".

Proof. We want to find a symmetric matrix C which is similar to A. To that
end, suppose that there exists an invertible diagonal matrix D = diag(ds, ..., dm)
and a symmetric matrix C such that C = D"'AD. Then DATD ' =CT =C =
D !AD, so D?AT = AD?, which leads to d?p; = pid? fori,j € {1,2,...,m}. With
the above in mind, let D := diag(,/p1, ..., /Pm) and C := (c;j) where ci; = 1—1/n
and ¢;j = \/pip;3/n for i # j. Note that C is real-symmetric and C = D~'AD.
Then, by the spectral theorem for real symmetric matrices, ||C|2 = g. Note that C
and A have the same real eigenvalues since they are similar.

Observe that for x,y € R™, ||xyT|l2 = ||x||2]|y|l2. This can be easily checked by
the equalities

Ixy"llo = sup [xy"zllo = sup [y"z||x]l2 = [yll2]x]o-
llzll2=1 llzll2=1
Let 1 := (1,...,1)T. The case s = 0 is trivial, so assume s > 0. Since s17 has

rank 1, C'D~!'s17D has rank 1 . Also, its elements are positive, so it has a positive
eigenvalue by the Perron-Frobenius theorem. Thus, Tr(C*D~!s17D) is equal to its
spectral radius, from which the following inequality follows:

|Als|; = 1TA's = 17D - C'D s = Tr(C'D !s17D) < |C'D's17D||,

—
VA
—
S
N
—
o
v
—
~
¥

< |CJl5[D 517D, = ¢'ID~"s[o[DL]}> = ¢" (Z

=1

Similarly,

m ) 1/2
B B (S(z))Z
ej A's < | C||5|D"'se/ D||2 = ¢'| D" 's|la| De;ll2 = \/pjg" (Z b :
i=1 v

O

Pi
given as follows. By the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, we have />, s7/p; > Y, si.
Then [[A's[|; < [[D7'A's||z = [D"'A'DD" 's||s = |[C'D"'s||> < ¢'|[ D" 's||2.

92\ 1/2
Remark. Another relatively simple proof of ||Als||; < g¢* (Zyil (s ))2) can be
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From now on, for brevity, we use the notation
pi=1,....,om)".
Lemma 2.6. For a monotone coupling (o, 0})i1>0 starting at (o,0"), we have
m m
E Z a;dist; (o, o)) < ¢ Z a;dist; (o, o).

i=1 i=1
Moreover, fori=1,...,m,

Edisti(ot(i) , Ug(i)) < ny/pig".

Proof. From Lemma 2.2,

m Edist, (U,El), 0{5(1)) disty (¢, o'())
EZ a;dist;(o¢, o)) = a <alA’ :
= Edist,, (o0™, o}™) disty, (o), o/(m))
disty (o), o'(M) m
< gtaT : <g' Z a;dist; (o, 0").
dist,, (o™, /(™)) =1

Notice that distk(o,gk),ag(k)) < npy, for each k, so Lemma 2.5 implies
Edisti(ot(i),ag(i)) <nel A'p < n\/p_igt-
O

We would like to translate Lemma 2.6 to the case of magnetization chains, which
is done in Proposition 2.8.

Lemma 2.7. For starting magnetizations s = (s, ... s(m)) > (/M 5/0m)) =
s’, the magnetization chains satisfy
Esst(l) _ Es/Sé(l) s — gD
0< : < A! :
E.5™ — By 5/ s(m) _ g/m)

Remark. We say such pairs of starting magnetizations are monotone pairs.

Proof. Let (o4, 0}) be a monotone coupling starting from (o, c’) where o > ¢’ and
SW(o) = s;, §"D(0") = s for i = 1,...,m. Such a monotone coupling exists
because of the given condition s; > s} for each i. Since o; > o}, we have s; — s} =
2dist;(0;, o)) for each i. By monotonicity, U,EZ) > Ug(l) for each ¢. Thus, St(z) - S,g(l) =
|St(i) — Sé(i)| = %disti(ay),a;(i)) > 0 for each ¢. Then, by Lemma 2.2,

E, 5" —E.5," Eo,or| St — 5| s — )

0< : = : <A :
EoeS(™ —EpS(™ )  \Eoor|S™ - 5™ s — g/tm)

Now, we can complete the proof since we have E, S’gi) — EU/Sé(i) = IESSt(i) — Es/Sg(i)
for each ¢ by Proposition 2.1. O

Recall that o denotes a Hadamard product.
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Proposition 2.8. For a monotone coupling (o¢, 01)i>0 starting at (o,0’) with mag-
netizations (s,s’), we have

Eoolao8S; —aoSifli <g'lacs—aos'|.
Moreover, not depending on the coupling, we have

|EsaoS; —EgaoS)|i < g¢‘llacs —aos|.
Proof. For any magnetizations s = s(g) and s'= S(m), there exists s(1),...,8(m—1) €
S C R™ such that s(;_1) —s(;) = e;(s) —s'D) for i = 1,...,m. In particular, s;_1)
and s(;) are a monotone pair for each 7. Then we can consider a monotone coupling
(0’(0)7,5, ceey U(m)7t)t20 with Starting states (0’(0), ceey U(m)) such that oy = T(0),t»
0} = O(m),+ for t > 0, and the magnetization of the starting configuration o;) is s,
fori=20,...,m.

Let S(;),; be the magnetization chain corresponding to ;) , for j = 0,...,m.

By telescoping, Lemma 2.7 gives

m
Egyg/ ||a o St —aco S;Hl S ZEg(jil)yg(j) ||a o S(j—l),t —ao S(j)ﬂng
j=1

m m
<Y aTAley[s0) — s = ¢t 3 alsD) — ¢O| = gfacs —aos|.
j=1 j=1

Then, the triangle inequality and Proposition 2.1 imply

|EsaoS; —EgaoS||; <g¢'llacs—aos|;.

3. VARIANCE BOUND OF THE MAGNETIZATION IN HIGH TEMPERATURES

The next lemma is a generalization of Lemma 2.6 in [10] to Markov chains with a
finite state space in R™. Observe that for square-integrable R™-valued i.i.d. random
vectors X,Y, we have VarX = 1E|| X — Y3

Lemma 3.1. Let (Z;)1>0 be a Markov chain in a finite state space S C R™. Suppose
that there exists 0 < r < 1 such that for any 0,0’ € S,

IEoZ¢ — Eg Zy |1 < 7|0 — 0[]
Then, for the 1?> norm variance,

sup VargZ; < msup VarygZ; min{¢, (1 — r2)_1}.
oS 0es

Proof. Put vy := supgeg VargZ,. Let (Z;) and (Z}) be independent copies of the
chain starting from 6 € S. The idea is to condition on the first step. Note that
Ixll2 < |x|i < v/m|x||2 for x € R™. Then by the observation right before the
statement of this lemma,

1 1
SEalZy - Z |1} < moBollZy - Z43 < moy.

By the assumption and Markov property, we have

Eo[Z:e|Z1] — Eo[Z}|Z4) |11 = Bz, [Ze—1] — Bz [Z) 4]l < v Zy — Zi 1.
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Thus, for 6 € S,

1 1
Varg[Eo(Z¢|Z1)] = SEo[[Ez, 21 — Ez Z; |3 < 3 EollEz, Z¢—1 — Ez; Z; |3

A

1
—Eq [TQ(tfl)Hzl - Z’1||ﬂ < mor2t-),

By the Markov property, for every 6 € S, Varg[Z|Z1] < vy_1, so
sup Eg[Varg[Z:|Z1]] < vi—1.
0eS

The total variance formula holds since we are using the 2 norm. Thus, taking
supremum over § € S in the total variance formula VargZ; = Eg [Varg[Zt|Zl]] +

Vary [Eg[Zt|Z1H, we have v; < v;_1 +mur2¢=1 . Upon iterating,
t
v < mug Zrz(tfl) < mw; min {t, (1- 7“2)71}.
t=1

O

The following proposition is an important result bounding the variance of mag-
netization chains uniformly in time.

Proposition 3.2. Let 8 < B.-. For an arbitrary starting configuration s and t > 0,
we have

S Var(s))) = C/n
i=1
where C' > 0 only depends on p1,...,pm, and 5.

Proof. Observe that Y ", Vars(aiS’gi)) = Varg(a o S;). Note that increments of S
are bounded by 2/n in absolute value. Then, from Lemma 2.4, we have

ZVarsaiSy) < ai(2/n).
i=1
By Lemma 2.4, Proposition 2.8, and Lemma 3.1, we have

3 i S [ 4 2 1 4 2 4 2
a2, ZVars(St( )) < ZVafs(aiSt( )) < m 301 _ 4ma3 ma?
=1 i=1

n21-—g2 wn(l+g) =~ on
Note that Proposition 2.3 assures v > 0. ([l

We also establish a bound for the expected magnetization on subsets of parti-
tions. To that end, we need the following observation.

Lemma 3.3. For each i € V, E,(0(i)) = 0 where p is the Gibbs distribution. In
particular, we have E,(S®) = 0.

Proof. Since p(o) = p(—o) for each configuration o and ¢ — —o is a bijec-
tion from € into itself, we have E,(c(i)) = >, o(i)u(o) = >, ;=1 (o)
Za’:a(i):—l IUJ(U) =0.

Proposition 3.4 (Expected magnetization bound). Let 8 < B¢ and 1 < i@
m. For any B C J; and a chain (0,)>0 starting at o € §, define My(B)
2> wep ot(k). Then

A O

[E;M:(B)| < |Blg"//pi.
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1
Furthermore, fort > mnln n, we have

Varg(My(B)) = O(n) , Eo|[M(B)| = O(Vn).

Proof. Let "+" denote the configuration such that all spins are 1 and "-" denote
the configuration with all spins —1. Let (o, 0}, 0;") be a monotone coupling with
starting configuration (+, u, —) where p is the stationary distribution. Let ¢ €
{1,...,m}. By Lemma 2.6 and Lemma 3.3,

B [M(Ji)T] < By | My(Ji)" — My(Ji)!] 4+ Eu[My(Ji)*] < ny/pig".

Then, by symmetry, for v € J;, E{[M(v)] < ny/Pig'/|Jil = ¢'//Pi. Thus, by
summing over sites in B, E4 [M;(B)"] < |B|g"//pi- However, for any configuration
o, by monotonicity, E;[M;(B)*] > E,[M(B)] > E_[M(B)~]. Considering the
remark after Proposition 2.1, E_[M;(B)~] = —E[M¢(B)"]. Thus, |E,[M:(B)]| <
B [M(B)*]| < |Blg"/+/pi for any o.

Now, by Proposition 3.2, O(1/n) = VarS("? = Var(M,(J;)2/n), so

Vary (M(J;)) = O(n).
Thus, for t > mnln n,
E 1 (M;(Ji)?) = Var (M(J;)) + (B4 M (Ji))* = O(n)

However, by symmetry, for any fixed vy, v € J;,

np;
B (0 = i+ ("0 ) Bt () (w0
Thus,
[Eo; (v1)o] (v2)] = O(1/n).
Likewise, for B C J;,

B

. 0(5) = 11+ (1

JEs (ot ()i () < Ol
Similarly, E_ M,(B)? < O(n), so from (M;(B))? < (My(B)*)% + (M,(B)™)?,
E(M;:(B)?) = O(n)
whenever ¢ > 2(1T1/ﬂw)nln n. Thus, for ¢t > mnln n,
Var, (M;(B)) = O(n).

1 , .
Lastly, for ¢ > ST=57F" Inn, from Jensen’s inequality,

Eo|Mi(B)| < VEo|Mi(B)]? = \/(Eo[M;(B)])? + Var, (M (B))
< [Eo[My(B)]| + v/ Vary (M (B)) = O(V/n).
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4. COUPLINGS
Fix the notation

1

t, = o _ﬂ/ﬂCT>nlnn.

Definition (Modified matching). Let ¢ € Q and ¢/ € Q have magnetizations
s € S and s’ € S, respectively. Consider two copies of the graph, V' = J; J; and
V' =, Jl. Let i € {1,...,m}. If s®) > s’ then it is possible to match each
site in J! with +1 spin to a site in J; with +1 spin. Any leftover sites in J/ are
arbitrarily matched to the leftover sites in J;. We match the sites in a similar way
whenever s() < /(). This defines a bijection f, o: V — V.

We call this bijection a modified matching of o and o’.

Definition (Modified monotone update and coupling). Let fy,: V — V' be a
modified matching of 0,0’ € Q. Let I and U be uniformly distributed over V =
U~, J; and [0,1] C R, respectively, and be independent. Suppose I € J, for some
n € {1,...,m} is the chosen site in V. Consider the case 3,4 ; o(v) <3¢, o'(v).
If

1+ tanh (B Do, U(U))
2 )
then update the chosen site I of V' by +1 and f, o/ (I) of V' by +1. If

1+ tanh (8,45, o' (v))
2 )
then update the chosen site I of V' by -1 and f, . (I) of V' by -1. Otherwise, if

1+ tanh (85,4, o(v)) g Lttah (B 0gs, o))
2 sUs 2 ’
then update the chosen site I of V by -1 and fs /() of V' by +1. The other case
2ovga, 0(V) > D2 ,q, 0 (v) can similarly be updated.

Given the chosen site I, we call the above procedure of deciding the updating spin
in the two chains a modified monotone update with respect to the given modified
matching.

Now, fix a modified matching f, o of o and ¢’. Let o, and o} be chains starting
at o and o', respectively. Repeating the above procedure independently for each
step with respect to f, . gives a coupling of the Glauber dynamics. We call this
coupling a modified monotone coupling with respect to the given modified matching.

U<

U=

Remark. Lemma 2.2 and its consequences hold with a suitable distance function
for a modified coupling with respect to a given modified matching.

We first construct a coupling such that the magnetizations agree after ¢,, + O(n)
steps in the next two lemmas.

Lemma 4.1 (Lemma 2.4, [10]). Let (Wy)i>0 be a non-negative supermartingale
with a stopping time T satisfying

(i) Wo=k

(11) Wt+1 - Wy <B<x
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(iii) Var(Wyy1|F) > 02 > 0 on the event {T >t}. Then for u > 457

3027

4k
Pr(r>u) < ——.

ik ( )<~ NG
Lemma 4.2 (Magnetization coupling). Let 8 < Be. For any configurations o and
o', there exists a coupling (o, 0}) with starting states (o,0") satisfying the following
condition. If Tpag = min{t > 0: S, = S}, then for large yn,

Po’,a’ (Tmag > tn + ’}/TL) S

5

where ¢ > 0 is a constant not depending on o, o', or n.

Proof. Let (04, 0}) be a monotone coupling with starting states (o,0’). Put Y;; :=
%ai|5t(z) — S’t/(z)| fori=1,...,mand Yy := Y .o, Yis. Define

7 :=min{t > t, : max. Yii/a; <1}

By Proposition 2.8,
Eo’,a’ [thot,tn] S C\/ﬁ

for some ¢ > 0.

We construct a coupling such that (Yiort):,<t<r iS @ positive supermartingale
with bounded increments and the conditional probability of not being lazy is
bounded away from zero uniformly in time and n.

To that end, consider a time ¢, < t < 7. Define K; := Uz‘:Yi,t/aigl Ji, Ly =
Uivijai>1 Ji> and L := Uy.y; /.51 Ji- Note that Ly #  since ¢ < 7. Choose a
site equiprobably over V = K;UL;. Let f; be the modified matching of oy and o7.
If a site in K} is chosen, then use the modified monotone update with respect to f;
to update (oy,0}). If a site in L; is chosen, then independently choose another site
equiprobably over L} (which can be the same site) to update o} independent of o.
It is easy to check that the above is a coupling of the Glauber dynamics.

Clearly, Yo+ has bounded increment with the above coupling. Let I be a
random variable uniformly distributed over V' which is independent of F;. Let
E = {I S Lt,O't(I) = +1,Ut+1(1) = —1,U£+1(ft(1)) = 1} and F = {I € Lt,O't(I) =
—1,0041(I) = +1,0;,(fe(I)) = —1}. Since L; # 0 implies |L;|/n > p1, we obtain
that P(}/tot,t+1 §£ }/tot7t|ft) is bounded below by

> P(Yiot,t41 # Yiot,t, I € Li|Fy) > P(EUF|Fy)
NZEYIRAC <1 — tanh(5(1 —p1>>)2

2n 2
|Lel = Diep, 0¢() (1 — tanh(8(1 —p1)) ) ?
+ 2nL ( 2 1 )
2
2]91(1 —tanh(g(l —pl))> S0

Finally, we need to show the supermartingale property. Consider Y7 ¢4+1/a1—Y1.+/a;1.
Suppose J; C K;. Then by a direct calculation, on the event {J; C K}, it holds
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that (Y1 ¢41/a1 — Y1,¢/a1|F:) is bounded above by

< <p1 s - 5;<1>|) [ tanh(8 5, SP) — tanh(8 Y, 59|

2 2

15" - 5] (1 _[tanh(33,, S1) — tanh(8 5 s;<j>>|>
2 2

1 , 4
<3 (—|S§1> e tanh<B‘ZSt(]) - ZS;@ >)
J#1 J#1

Suppose J; C L;. Note that Y7, > 1 implies (S’ﬁ)l - Sﬁ:i)(st(l) - S,g(l)) > 0 and

|St(1) - S’;(l)| > 0. Let £ = (St(l) - S’;(l))/|5t(1) - S,g(l)| € {£1}. Then by equation
(5) in Section 5.2, on the event {J1 C L;}, E(Y1,11+1/a1 — Y1,1/a1|F;) is equal to

n
— €2 (B - 50— B - 500

nl i
=i5n (—S,S” +pytanh(8) Sﬁ”))

J#1
1 _
- 5% - (—S;“’ +prtanh(8 ) s;m))
i#1
= g <—(S§” ~ 5 4 (tanh(ﬂ 3" 87) — tanh(B Y S;<j))>>
j#1 j#1
1 . .
<3 (—|S§1> — 8, +pi tanh (B‘Z IR AR D )
J#1 J#1

Since either J; C Ly or J; C Ky must hold, E(Y] ¢4+1/a1 — Y1,+/a1|F:) is equal to
=1y cr, BV — Y1l Fe) + Lycn BV 41 — Y| Fe)

1 , ,
5<_|St(1) _ S;(l)| + 1 tanh(ﬂ’Z St(J) _ ZS:E(J) ))
J#1 J#1

1 . .
5 (—Isﬁ” — 5V +pi8 ;\s@ — 5 D
J

IN

IN

Thus,
1 Bp1
EYier1/ailFe) < (1= —)Vie/ar + == > Yii/a;.
i1
Putting in the matrix form with Y, = (Yii/a1,. .., Yoi/am)T, we have
E(Yiot.t+1]F:) = aTE(?t—i-lu:t) <alAY; =ga’Y, = 9Yiot,t-

Since 8 < ., implies g < 1 by Proposition 2.3, the supermartingale property is
established.
With the above coupling, by Lemma 4.1, for large yn,

[T L) T CCAS AL
~/’7’rL

Py o (T >ty + ’yn|atn,a£n) <c
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for some ¢’ > 0 not depending on n. Taking expectation,
Poo (7 >ty +9n) < O(~/?).

Note o, has at most m more +1 spin sites than o/, so 0 < Yiorr < aym by
Lemma 2.4. At 7, construct a modified matching of o and o7, and use the modified
monotone coupling with respect to this modified matching from then on. At 7pqq,
we construct another modified matching of the sites to do a new modified monotone
coupling so that (St(l), . St(m)) = (Sé(l), ey Sé(m)) forever after Tp,qg.

By Lemma 2.4, a modified version of Proposition 2.8, and the strong Markov
property, we have

Poo/ (Tmag > 7+ 'ylnlo',r, U;-) < Po,or Yiot,r4yn = Ao, 0;-)
< Eo ot [Yiot,rt/n|0r, 07/ am
< 9 Yiotir/am < g7 "arm/am < eV aym/an,.
Thus,
Poo (Tmag > tn + (v +7')0) < O(y) + €™ arm/apm,
and putting v = 7/ yields
Poo/(Timag > tn +yn) < 0(7_1/2)'

O
Definition (Good configurations). Define the set of "good" configurations by
Q:={0eQ:|59D0)| <pi/2, i=1,...,m}.
For o = (a(l) .,0™) € Q and each i, define
=HveJi:oW(w) =1}, of =[{ve Ji: W) =-1}I.
Define
A= {(ur, 01,2, 02, .y Uy V) € N 2|3 /A < ug Awg, i=1,...,m}.
Remark. Note that ¢ € Q <= (uf,v{,..., up,,vy,) € A. Tn other words, A is

another representation of good configurations Q. We omit the starting state and
write u; instead of uy for convenience.

Lemma 4.3 (Lemma 3.3, [10]). For any subset A C Q and stationary distribution
Uy
dn(to +1) = max |[Po(ot+t € -) = ll7v
< 5) — .
< max||Po (o € ) = wl|7v + maxPq(or, ¢ A)

Recall that we are assuming the high temperature regime. By Proposition 3.4,
there exists 0 > 0 such that max,eq,i<i<m |EUS§2| < p1/4. Hence, by Proposi-
tion 3.2, for large n,

m

P, (1SS)] > pi/2) < Z (1S5 — oS5 | > pi/4)
1 i=1

Ms

(0671 ¢ Q) S

.
I

m

< 1—3 ZVargS’éQ =0(1/n).

P
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Combining with Lemma 4.3,
d,(6n-+8) < max [P € ) = v + O(1/n). (@
Definition (2m-coordinate chain). Let ¢ € € be a reference configuration. For
o €  and each i, define
Ui(o) :=|{v e J;i : 0¥ (v) = 69 (v) = 1},
Vi(o) == [{v € Ji : 0 (v) = 5V (v) = ~1}|.

For a chain (oy) with the starting configuration og € €2, define the 2m-coordinate
chain with respect to & by

U, = (U, VY, o VY = (U1(00), Vilow), - - Ui (01), Vi (01)).-

It is easy to see that the 2m-coordinate chain is again a Markov chain in its state
space U C N2™ and determines the magnetization chain (S{,..., 5™ through
the relation S\ = 2(U" — V) /n — (it; — %) /n for i = 1,...,m.

Symmetry gives us the following lemma which is an adaptation of Lemma 3.4 in
[10].

Lemma 4.4. Let (0y) be a chain starting at o € Q. Consider the corresponding
2m-coordinate chain starting at u € U. Then

1Bo(0 € ) = pllzv = [Pu(@ VY, U™ V) €)= vy
where v is the stationary distribution of the 2m-coordinate chain.

Proof. Since p(o) = P iz S(Z)(")Sm(")/Z(B), given the 2m-coordinate u’ € U,
the conditional u-probability of the configurations is equiprobable. In other words,
1(-|Q2(u’)) is uniform where Q(u’) is the set of configurations having the 2m-
coordinate u’. Also, by symmetry,

PU(Ut (S |Ut = u’)

is uniform over Q(u’). Thus,

Po(or=n) —p(n) = >

u' el

1{n € Q(u’)}

A B (U= 1) — (@),

Taking absolute values, applying the triangular inequality, summing over 7, and
changing the order of summation shows

IPo(or € ) — v < IPL(UD, VY, U™ v e ) = v)ry.

The reverse inequality holds since the 2m-coordinate chain is a function of the
original chain (o). O

Remark. This lemma lets us look at the 2m-coordinate chain instead of the original
chain when considering the total variation distance.

Fix a good configuration & € . Recall Tmag defined in Lemma 4.2. We use the
following coupling after 7,44, which is a generalization of Lemma 3.5 of [10].
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Lemma 4.5 (Post magnetization coupling). Let & € Q be a good configuration.
Suppose that two configurations oo, ol satisfy S (o¢) = S (af) fori=1,...,m.
With respect to the good configuration &, define

0, = {O’ € Q: min{U;(0),u; — Ui(0),Vi(o),0; — Vi(o)} > |1]é| }, 0= ﬂ 0;
i=1

for eachi. Then there exists a coupling (o, 0}) of the Glauber dynamics with starting
states (00, 0y) satisfying:

(i) S; =S; for allt >0
_ REZ')

3

(i) 1f B = U = U, then By o (RD) = B 01, 07) = —
t1=1,....,m

(iii) There exists ¢ > 0 not depending on n such that on the event {ot,0; € O},
Pm%(Mi—Rp#mmJO26>OﬁrWi:L”wm

Proof. We inductively define the coupling. The random spin S determined by the
randomness I and U is

m

S=>( by — 1 )
, 1( I€J;, USry (3,4 87)) T€T, USTy (3,4 55”))
i

Suppose that (o, 0}) is given such that the statements hold for some ¢ > 0. Let
o111 be determined I and U. If I € J; for some 4, then choose I’ randomly from
{veJ :o,(v) =0.(I)}. Update the primed chain by

oy(v) ifv£T
U““w_{j ifv=T

By the induction hypothesis S; = S}, we have {v € J! : o(v) = 0¢({)} # 0 and
(07) satisfies the Glauber dynamics. Also, S;11 = S} ; with this coupling.
Fori=1,...,m, put

Ai(o) ={veJ;:ow) =) =1},
Bi(o):={ve J o) =-1, 6(v) =1},
Ci(o) ={ved,:ow) =1, 6(v) =—-1},

so [Ai(o)] = Ui(0), |Bi(0)| = 1 = Ui(0), |Ci(o)| = 0 = Vi(0), and | D;(0)| = Vi().
Now we calculate Rgrl — R;" with the above coupling. The following table shows

the one-step dynamics of Rgl).

T [ 7 | 5 [E-w
Bl(O't) Dl(Ué) 1 -1
Cl(O't) Al(o'{e) -1 -1
Al(O't) 01(0'2) -1 1
Dl(Ut) Bl(Ué) 1 1
otherwise | otherwise | otherwise 0
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. 1 (1) . . 1 /(1 1 /(1 1
Since SV = §/ implies RV = /M —yM = v/ —y D),

Poy.or (R — R = ~1]0y,07) =t a(UY, V,f”, Us,t, Va,r)

_ iy — Ut(l) V’(l) ZS ‘/;(1) U’(l) ZS )
nooay—U W4 174 @' o T A R U J#1
N 1 1 1 1 1 1
:ul_Ut() V()+R§) (Y59 + 0n-vY U+ RY r (389
" U(l v 7+ n 5y M g el
+Vi £l vp = Ve T+ Uy £l
Likewise,

Poy o (Rgr)l - R(l) =1|oy,07) =: b(U(l) Vt(l) Usi, Vo)

Ut(l) 5 — /(1 (1) _ul (1) ( )
= Y Ty S’
n Ut(l) /(1 J; Ut/(l + Vt (1) J;
~ 1 1) 1 1)
0 (V()+R( (3 89) ! (U()+R( (30 89).
" Ut(l) 1 —u v

Thus, by a direct calculation,

1 1
Eoo,d() (R§+)1 - R§ )|Ut, 01/5) =b—a

(1) 1)
R , , R
= ZE (s + (s = T

J#1 j#1

Moreover, on the event {o,0, € O}, (41,01, ... ,&m,ﬁm) € A implies Ut(l) <

— | J1|/16 < 3|J1]/4 — |1]/16 = 11|.J1]/16, and 41 — Ut < 3|J1|/4 — |J1]/16 =
11]J1|/16. The same upper bound holds for 77 — V;(l) and V;( ) Thus, on the event
{o1,0}, € O},

1) (1) / 4! Lﬁ —( J# ) 1 E“r( j#1 St(j))
Po'mo'(,)(Rt-i-l — Ry #0loy,00) > b > <16 1 T 1_ 16 o, 10
16 16 16
_n
352"

Similarly, for i > 1, Py, o (R\), — R # 0loy, o)) > pi/352 > p1/352 > 0, which
concludes the induction. [l

5. UPPER AND LOWER BOUNDS IN THE HIGH TEMPERATURE REGIME

5.1. Upper Bound.
Theorem 5.1. For g < B¢, we have

lim limsup dy,(t, +yn) = 0.

Y0 n—oo
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Proof. Let v be the stationary measure for the 2m-coordinate chain. For any A C U,
Pu(Us € 4) = v(A)] = | 3 v(0) (Pu(U; € 4) — Pur (U} € 4))
u’'eu
< Y v(W)|Pu(Us € ) = Pu (U} € ) |lzv
u’eu
< max ||Pu(Ut S ) — ]P)u/ (U; S ')”Tv.
u el

Thus, taking supremum over A C I and u € A,
max |[Py (U € ) — v|lry < max|[Py (U € ) = Pw (U; € 1) [|7v
ueA u€A,

u’ eu

Also, from inequality (4) and Lemma 4.4,

dn(0n + 1) < max||Py(0; € -) — pll + O(1/n)
o)
= maic Py (Ut € 1) — v|jrv + O(1/n).
uc
For 2m-coordinate chains U; and U} with respect to a fixed & € Q starting at
u € U and u’ € U, respectively, put
Tiot,c := min{t > 0: U, = U} }.
It is a standard fact [11, Section 5.2] that
||Pu(Ut € ) - ]P)u’ (U; S ')”TV < Pu,u/('rtot,c > t)
Combining all the above results, it suffices to bound
max ]P)u,u’ (Ttot,c > t).
ucAh,
u’ e
With the above considerations, fix a good starting configuration & € Q with the

associated 2m-coordinates t = (U1, 01, ..., Um, Um) € A and an arbitrary starting
configuration ¢’ € Q. Put

tn(y) = tn +yn, Hy = {Tmag <tn(7)}-

The first step is the magnetization coupling phase. By Lemma 4.2, there exists
a coupling (¢, 07) for t < t,(y) with starting configurations (&, c") such that

P50 (Hir) < O(1/ /7).

The next step is the 2m-coordinate chain coupling phase. For ¢ = 1, ..., m, define

Tie =min{t > 0: (UM, VD) = @, v/},

0, = {a € QO min{Ui(0), @; — Us(a), Vi(0), 5 — Vi(o)} > |i]é| }
Hi(t):= {0 o)) €©;}, H;:= | Hit), H:=()H.
tE[tn (7)tn (27)] i=1
We have defined the two coordinate chains with respect to 6. On the event H)y,
for t > t,,(), we use the coupling in Lemma 4.5, while on the event H§,, we let the
chains run independently for ¢ > ¢,,() since we do not care about this un-probable
event.
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Our first claim is that
Ps o (HY) <~vO(1/n), i=1,...,m.
To that end, observe that
{0V ¢ 0,y (U < |7i|/16} U {a; — US < |Ji|/16}
UV < |7i1/16} U {E; — V) < | J;|/16}.
Notice @; > |J;|/4 implies
(U < |7;/16} C {a; — U > 3|J;|/16},
{u;, — U < |J;]/16} C {U > 3|J;|/16}.
Similarly, ©; > |J;|/4 implies
(V" < |7il/16} < {5 = V) > 3|7 /16},
{0 =V < |Jil/16} < {V') > 3|7 /16}.
Put
Aji={ke J:6k)=1}, i=1,...,m.

Then, following the notation in Proposition 3.4, |M;(4;)| = |Ut(i) — (a; — Ut(i))|
implies

(U < |551/16} U {a; — UY < |Ji]/16} C {|My(A)| > | il /8}.

Similarly, |M,(J; \ 4;)| = [V, — (& — V)| implies
(V9 < |1l /16} U {5, — VI < [ J;]/16} € {|Mo(J; \ A))| > |l /8}-

Combining all the above results, we obtain

{07 ¢ 0} C{IMy(A)| > |11 /8Y U {| M, (Ji \ A))| > |l /8}-
A parallel argument for the primed chain shows

{0\ ¢ 0.} C{IM{(A)| = |Jil/8} U {IM{(J; \ A))| > | ;]/8}.
In conclusion,

H(t)° = {o? ¢ 0,3 u{o? ¢ 0,}

C{IM(A3)| > | il /8 U{| My (i \ Ay)| > | Ji]/8}
U{[M(Ad)| = 3] /8 U {[ M (J: \ Ai)| = || /8}.
Define
Bi= U A28 Y= X L
te[tn('y)vtn(27)] te[tn(')/))tn(?Y)]

Since M;(A;) has increments in {—1,0,1}, we have B C {Y > |J;|/16}. By Cheby-
shev’s inequality, Ps o (B) < cEs o (Y)/n for some constant ¢ > 0. From Propo-
sition 3.4, for t > t,,, Py o/ (|M:(A;)] > |Ji]/16) = O(1/n), so Bz o (Y) = vO(1).
Thus, Ps o/ (B) = vO(1/n). Similar results hold for U,c(;, (1.4, (24 {1Me (i \ Ay)| >
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| Jil /8%, Ute[tn(y),tn(}y)]{|Mt/("ii)| > |Jil/8}, and Uyepy, (4,0, 290 {IME (Ji\ 4;) >
|J:]/8}. In conclusion,

P&,U’ (ch) = ]P)&,a’ ( U Hl(t)c> S 4’70(1/’”)7
tE[tn (7),tn (27)]

which proves our first claim.
From the first claim,

Ps.or(Hiy) <Y Poo (Hf) = 7O(1/n).
i=1
Now, condition on the event Hjs. Recalling the fact that Lemma 4.5 assures

S: =S, for t > t,(y) on the event Hys, we can make R,Ei) stay zero after 7; ., using

the modified monotone update on J; whenever a site in J; is chosen to be updated.
Thus, on Hjy,

Ttot,c — IMAX T c.
1<i<m

Our second claim is that
Ps o1 (Tie > tn(27), Hi, Hyr) = O(1/4/y), i=1,...,m.

From Lemma 4.1 and Lemma 4.5, Ps 5/ (7 > tn(27),Hi,HM|Utn(,Y),U£n(,Y)) <
c|REi)(,Y)| /+/n7 for some ¢ > 0. Taking expectation yields,

CE&,U’ |R1(51)(»y)|

VIYY

However, for any ¢t > 0, |R§i)| = U} — Uy| = |M}(A;) — M;(A;)], so from Proposi-
tion 3.4, E&,a’|REi)(»Y)| < Ea’|Mtln(»y) (A:)| + E&|Mtn(y)(1‘1i)| = O(y/n), which proves

our second claim.
From the second claim,

]P)&,U’(Ti,c > tn(2'7)7 Hi7 HM) S

]P)&,a" (Ttot,c > tn(27)7 Htot; HM) S Z ]P)&,a" (Ti,c > tn (27); Htot; HM)
i=1

< ZP&,U/(T’i,C > tn(27>a H;, HM) = O(l/ﬁ)
=1

Combining all the above results,
P&,a’ (Ttot,c > tn(27))
S ]P)&,a’ (Ttot,c > tn(2’7)7 Htotu HM) + P&,U’ (Htcot) + P&,a’ (H]C\/[)
=O0(1/y7) +70(1/n) + O(1/\/).
Finally,
dy(tn + (274 0)n) < O(1//7) +vO(1/n) + O(1/n),

which gives us the result upon taking limits. (|
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5.2. Lower Bound. We first analyze the drift of magnetization chains. Let 1 <
1 < m and F; be the o-algebra generated by S’t(l), ey St(m). By a direct calculation,

i J; —nS J; +nS
E[St+1_s)|f]:np1| | (3089 - 2 2, il + S (>89

2IJI o 2[J;i] o
:2pz ZS 2pz+S Zs(J)
J#i Ve
1w @)
—| =57 +p tanh(8 S ). (5)
J#i

The following simple lemma is the main tool to get the lower bound in Theo-
rem 5.4.

Lemma 5.2 (Proposition 7.9, [11]). Let f: S — R be a measurable function and
v1, v2 be two probability measures on S. Let 02 := max{Var,, f, Var,, f}. If|E,, f—
E.,f| > ro., then
[v1 —vallry > 1~ %
r
Positive starting configurations give us the following result.

Lemma 5.3. Let s > 0 be the starting magentization. Then, for t > 0,

ks (S(i))2 1/2
Es[Silli < ¢' <Z T) +0(1/v/n).

i=1 v

Proof. Consider the case that |J;| is odd for each i = 1,..., m. Let v be the starting

distribution such that s, = (1,..., 1) with probablhty 5 and s_=(-%,...,-4)

with probability %
By Lemma 2.7, since s > s/, in this case,

1 1
0<Fs.,(S:—8)) < iAt(s —sl )+ §At(s —s')=Als.

However, EySé(i) =0 for s = 1,...,m by the remark after Proposition 2.1. Thus,
0 < EsS; < Als, so by Lemma 2.5,

. 1/2
m ‘ m (1)\2
0 < ZESSt(z) < ||AtSH1 < gt <Z (Sp) ) .
i=1 =1

From Proposition 3.2 and Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, since 0 < IESSt(i) for i =
1,....,m,

Es||S¢||1 = ZIE 1S9 < Z <|E 5P| 41/ VareS l>> ZIE s +Z \/ Vargs?

=1 =1

m ((z)) /2 m (S(i))Q 1/2 1
ggt<2—‘ ) <mZVarS(Z> —gt<z P ) +O(%)-

o1 P i=1

Other cases of | J;| can similarly be shown by considering 0 instead of % whenever
the partition has even number of sites. (I
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Finally, we prove the lower bound.

Theorem 5.4. For g < B, we have
lim liminfd, (¢, —yn) = 1.

Y—00 Mn—00

Proof. Since the magnetization chain is a projection of the original chain, it suffices
to provide a lower bound on the total variation norm of the magnetization chain.
Using tanhz > z — 2%/3 for x € R, from equations (5), we have

S(J)
E(SEL1F) > (1- )5 + (ﬁ;S %)

for each ¢ = 1,..., m. In the matrix form,

E(St+1|Ft) Z ASt — X

where x = g (P13 S92 P (3 jotm SUN2)T Recall the definition of aZ :=
(a1,...,0m) > 0 with HaH1 = 1 being the left eigenvector of A with eigenvalue g.
Then IE( TS, 1|F) > aTAS; —al’x = ga”S; —a’x, i.e.,

2
E(Z ai5§21|ft) >yg Z a;8," — Zf_n > aip; (Z St(j)> - (6)
i=1 i=1 i=1 i
Observe that

m m ) 2 m
zw(zw) <> an( S1501) = (o) 15l
k=1 j=1 k=1

J#i

Thus, upon taking expectation in equation (6),

o(Sustn) o (Soost?) - 2 (San ) misi
i=1 i=1 i=1
We claim that,
E[[S¢lIF < (E[IS:[1)* + O(1/n).

Since E||S:]|? = (E||S¢|l1)? + Var||S¢||1, it suffices to show Var||S¢|l; < O(1/n).
However, from Proposition 3.2,

Var|[S||: = ZVar|S§i)| +2 Z COV(|St(i)|, |St(j)|)

i=1 i>j
< ZVarS + 2 Z \/VarS )\/VarS(J)
1>7
< ZVarS @4 Z VarS( + VarS(J) mZVarS(l O(1/n),
i>7

which proves the claim.
Put Z, := 1", ;8" /gt. Then, from the claim above,

ﬁZ aipi

EZiy1 —EZ; > — gt-i-l

((ESell1)* +0(1/n)) .
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Assume that s > 0 is a non-negative starting magnetization. Recalling the definition
v :=n(1— g), from Lemma 5.3 and the fact >, (s(0)2/p; <1,

R Lo <<g (2 6m) g ou/vm) Y 0<1/n>>

i

IE4sZiEJr1 - EsZt

| \/

2
53(52_ ;m( tz (sD)2/p; + O(1/v/n) + — O(l/n)>

Iterating from 0 to ¢ — 1,

8.2 - 2y > - Tt (1_gt - 0 w0 + - 1>0<1/n>>

_BYiap o~ 69)? BN aips .
3u(l - U/”)(l / )Z Di 3(n—wv) t0(1//n)

522 zpz( 1 _
3v gt

For brevity, let us prefer to use v rather than use ., in view of Proposition 2.3.
Consider the step t, := t, —yn/v = s=nlnn—22. Observe that 1—1/z > e~1/(@~1)
for > 1 implies

te s e’
9 = nim—o)
Then
ﬂ Z a;P; - l)
]EsZt* Zazsz = 3U 1— U/TI,) 1-— n"/ 2(n o)) ; ;
ﬁQ Z a;ip; 1
Bnov) 2vnlnn O(1/v/n)
BQ Z a;p; nn/(2(n_v))
— L —1)0(1/n).
30 = (1/n)

B2 aipi 30 () /pi
3v as

The right-hand side of the above inequality converges to —
n — oo for every v > 0.
We claim that if n is large enough, then there exists s > 0 such that

m 2% oo S (D)2 /o
Zaisi _ B Zz azng:z (") /pi -0
N v

Consider s = (p where 0 < ¢ < 1 is a constant to be determined. We want to find
¢ such that

m 2 -S> (0.0)2 /s
Zaipic _ ﬁ Zi a;pP; Zz (po) /pz > O,
‘ 3v
which is equivalent to
3v > B3¢,
From Proposition 2.3, v > 0, so g—gp > s > 0 assures that the inequality in the

claim holds, and such a positive magnetization s € S exists since n is large and
0< B < B (if B=0, choose s = p).
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By the last claim, for large n, there exists s € S and € > 0 such that
e e

() '
Es(zaist* ) > 2eg™ > 25m > Eﬁ-
i=1

Proposition 3.2 and the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality imply Var(3"!", aiS’g)) =
O(%) as n — o0o. Thus, by Lemma 3.3 and Lemma 5.2, for some ¢ > 0,
n c

Jim timinf dn (f — <7) > Jim 1= 50 =1

6. EXPONENTIALLY SLOW MIXING IN THE LOW TEMPERATURE REGIME

Using a standard bottleneck ratio argument, we can show that the mixing time
for the Glauber dynamics is exponential in the low temperature regime. The bot-
tleneck ratio is defined as

. . > veayga W@ P(z,y)
®:= min
A:pu(A)<1/2 w(A)

where P is the transition matrix of the Glauber dynamics. The bottleneck ratio
gives a lower bound of the mixing time (see [11, Theorem 7.4]):

S 1
mix — 4@ .
We need another characterization of the critical temperature S.,.

Lemma 6.1. We have that

ﬂcr =

t

Zi a%pi
(D2 aipi)® =32, a;p;

Proof. From a’ A = ga, equation (3), and Proposition 2.3, we have

1
Zaipi = (pk + ﬁ_)ak

for each k = 1,...,m. Multiplying axps to both sides and summing over k yields
the result. ]

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Tt suffices to show that ® < ¢j exp(—can) for some positive
constants ¢1,ce > 0. By symmetry of the Hamiltonian, we have that u(A) < 1/2
where A := {0 : 3, S@(c) > 0}. Since the only way to go from A to A is to go
through B := {0 : |, % (0)| < 1/n}, it holds that
> w@)Plx,y) < u(B).
z€EAYEA
Note that for any o € ),

e (5 ((Z590) - £, (590)*)
ulo) = Z(5) |
By the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality,

)= () = (%n(;(m%)(%) ) ()29
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where < denotes that the inequality holds for sufficiently large n up to a constant
not depending on n. Using Stirling’s formula,
< exp(nln2)
~ Z(B)u(A)
Now, consider the configurations with exactly k;np; many "+" spins in J; where
1/2 < k; <1foreachi=1,...,m and there exists at least one i such that 1/2 < k;.

These configurations are members of A and there are at least [[-, (kr,f;,) many
such configurations. Using Stirling’s formula again, we obtain
Z(B)u(A) 2 ! o2 ((Tu(@ki—1)p)* =5, (2ki—1)%p3)
~ T (0 ke R0Rr ™
Define a function f through the equation
kb)) o 1 o2 (i @k 1p)? 5, 2ki—1)%2)
[T (1= k(bR

Put (k1,...,km) = (1/2,...,1/2)4+v(v1,...,0m) where v; > 0 foreachi =1,...,m,
v € R, and ), v? # 0. Fixing v;’s, we can regard f as a one-variable function of v,
say f = f(7), and this is equivalent to fixing a direction in R™. A little calculation
shows that

f(y) =26+ ((szpz) —zi:vfp?)

- Zpi (1/2 = yvi) In(1/2 — yv;) + (1/2 4 yv;) In(1/2 + yv;))
f'(n) = 4ﬁ7<(zvil)i)2 - ZU pz> Zplvl —In(1/2 — yv;) + In(1/2 + yv;))
ﬁ((zi:vipi>2_zi:vi2p?> sz (1/2 ”yvz+1/2—1|-7vi>

where ’ denotes a differentiation in . Note that f(0) =In2 and f/(0) = 0. Thus, it
suffices to show that there is a direction (v1, . . ., vy, ) such that f/(0) > 0. Lemma 6.1
shows that the direction (v1,...,vm) = (a1,...,an) satisfies f(0) > 0 whenever
B > Ber, which completes the proof. O

Remark. Combined with the non-exponential mixing time of O(nlnn) whenever
2

B < Ber, the above proof shows that inf, >0 vx0 5 U_%;;ﬁ%’ 7 is achieved with

the direction (vq,...,v,,) =a’.

Acknowledgments. The author would like to thank Professor Insuk Seo for intro-
ducing the problem and sharing his limitless insight through numerous discussions.
The author also acknowledges an anonymous user at math.stackexchange.com ?
for the main idea of the proof in Lemma 2.5. Finally, the author acknowledges the
anonymous reviewers for their helpful comments and careful reading of the paper.

%https://math.stackexchange.com /q /3553425



28 HEEJUNE KIM

REFERENCES

[1] David Aldous. “Random walks on finite groups and rapidly mixing markov
chains”. In: Séminaire de Probabilités XVII 1981/82. Ed. by Jacques Azéma
and Marc Yor. Berlin, Heidelberg: Springer Berlin Heidelberg, 1983, pp. 243—
297.

[2] David Aldous and Persi Diaconis. “Shuffling Cards and Stopping Times”. In:
The American Mathematical Monthly 93.5 (1986), pp. 333-348.

[3] P. Cuff et al. “Glauber Dynamics for the Mean-Field Potts Model”. In: Journal
of Statistical Physics 149.3 (2012), pp. 432-477.

[4] Persi Diaconis and Mehrdad Shahshahani. “Generating a random permuta-
tion with random transpositions”. In: Zeitschrift fiir Wahrscheinlichkeitsthe-
orie und Verwandte Gebiete 57.2 (1981), pp. 159-179.

[6] Jian Ding, Eyal Lubetzky, and Yuval Peres. “The mixing time evolution of
Glauber Dynamics for the mean-field Ising Model”. In: Communications in
Mathematical Physics 289.2 (2009), pp. 725-764.

[6] Ignacio Gallo, Adriano Barra, and Pierluigi Contucci. “Parameter Evaluation
of a Simple Mean-Field Model of Social Interaction”. In: Mathematical Models
and Methods in Applied Sciences 19 (Nov. 2008).

[7] José C. Hernandez, Yevgeniy Kovchegov, and Peter T. Otto. “The aggregate
path coupling method for the Potts model on bipartite graph”. In: Journal
of Mathematical Physics 58.2 (2017), p. 023303. DoL: 10.1063/1.4976502.
eprint: https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4976502. URL: https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4976502.

[8] J.M. Kincaid and E.G.D. Cohen. “Phase diagrams of liquid helium mixtures
and metamagnets: Experiment and mean field theory”. In: Physics Reports
22.2 (1975), pp. 57-143. 1sSN: 0370-1573.

[9] Holger Knopfel et al. “Fluctuation Results for General Block Spin Ising Mod-
els”. In: Journal of Statistical Physics 178.5 (Mar. 2020), pp. 1175-1200. 1SSN:
1572-9613.

[10] David A. Levin, Malwina J. Luczak, and Yuval Peres. “Glauber dynamics for
the mean-field Ising model: cut-off, critical power law, and metastability”. In:
Probability Theory and Related Fields (2010), pp. 146-223.

[11] David A. Levin and Yuval Peres. Markov Chains and Mixing Times: Second
Edition. American Mathematical Society, 2017.

[12] Eyal Lubetzky and Allan Sly. “Cutoff for the Ising model on the lattice”. In:
Inventiones mathematicae 191.3 (May 2012), pp. 719-755.

[13] Eyal Lubetzky and Allan Sly. “Cutoff for General Spin Systems with Arbi-
trary Boundary Conditions”. In: Communications on Pure and Applied Math-
ematics 67.6 (2014), pp. 982-1027.

[14] Eyal Lubetzky and Allan Sly. “Information percolation and cutoff for the sto-
chastic Ising model”. English (US). In: Journal of the American Mathematical
Society 29.3 (July 2016), pp. 729-774.

[15] Eyal Lubetzky and Allan Sly. “Universality of cutoff for the Ising model”. In:
Annals of Probability 45.6A (Nov. 2017), pp. 3664-3696.

[16] Carl D. Meyer. Matriz Analysis and Applied Linear Algebra. USA: Society
for Industrial and Applied Mathematics, 2000.

ScHooL OoF MATHEMATICS, UNIVERSITY OF MINNESOTA.
Email address: kim01154@umn . edu


https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4976502
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4976502
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4976502

	1. Introduction and preliminaries
	1.1. Notations
	1.2. Ising model and Glauber dynamics
	1.3. Markov chain mixing and cutoff phenomenon
	1.4. Magnetization chain on complete multipartite graphs
	1.5. Main results
	1.6. Organization of the article

	2. Contraction of the magnetization chain in high temperatures
	3. Variance bound of the magnetization in high temperatures
	4. Couplings
	5. Upper and Lower Bounds in the high temperature regime
	5.1. Upper Bound
	5.2. Lower Bound

	6. Exponentially slow mixing in the low temperature regime
	References

