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MULTIDIMENSIONAL EXAMPLES OF THE METROPOLIS
ALGORITHM

LAURENT SALOFF-COSTE AND SOPHIE ULUATAM

ABSTRACT. Consider the problem of approximating a given probability distri-
bution on the cube [0, 1] via the use of a square lattice discretization with
mesh-size 1/N and the Metropolis algorithm. Here the dimension n is fixed
and we focus for the most part on the case n = 2. In order to understand
the speed of convergence of such a procedure, one needs to control the spec-
tral gap, A, of the associated finite Markov chain, and how it depends on the
parameter N. In this work, we study basic examples for which good upper-
bounds and lower-bounds on A can be obtained via appropriate application of
path techniques.

1. INTRODUCTION

In the article Hﬁé%itled What do we know about the Metropolis algorithm?, Persi
Diaconis and the first author reviewed some of the basic ideas behind the cele-
brated Metropolis algorithm and its quantitative analysis in the case of simple
one-dimensional examples. In this sequel, we complement this reference by treating
some additional examples including basic multidimensional examples. Throughout,
we require the dimension to be fixed and constants will depend (often in unspec-
ified ways) of this fixed dimension. In fact, we will mostly work in dimension 2
even so the same techniques apply in higher dimensions with only a few additional
complications. For an interesting discussion of what happens when the dimension
is allowed to tend to in itXt a%qmparisons with other techniques, and pointers to
the recent literature, see [[6]. We focus on obtaining good estimates for the spectral
gap of these Markov chains using path arguments. The use of such path arguments
in hgsglg)ntext of finite reversible Markov c s is, one of the topics emphasized
in )Zl, and they play an important role in and many other works. Our pre-
sentation emphasizes the idea that the finite Metropolis Markov Chains we study
aim at approximating a continuous probability distribution on a cube in 2 or more
dimensions. at

We refer the reader to ﬁ—for a discussion and earlier references regarding the
Metropolis algorithm and its many variations and applications. For a different and

elementary discussion of key aspects of the use of the Metropolis algorithm, see
%’S%nd the references therein.

1.1. Set-up. To fix ideas, assume we want to approximate a probability measure
u(dx) = zf(x)dx for some constant z > 0 in the compact region K = [0, 1]”
in Euclidean space, that is, approximate u(A) for reasonable subsets A C K, or
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compute u(g) = [} g(z)p(dz) for reasonable functions g. In fact, one can think of
the “test problem” of computing the normalizing constant

- (/K f(m)d:v>_l

appearing in the definition of the probability measure pu.

For simplicity, let us assume K = [0,1] x [0,1] and f > 0 is smooth (this
assumption will be made more precise later) so that it makes sense to pick a large
N and work on the small squares of the finite grid {0,1/N,2/N, ..., N/N}2. There
are N2 such small squares and we will parametrize them by the the integer grid
points By = {1,...,N}? in such a way that the small square (k;, k) has upper-
right corner at (k1/N,ks/N). Equivalently, the center of that square is ((k; —

1/2)/N, (k2 —1/2)/N).

FiGURE 1. Grid approximation at level N: The red grid has N
vertical lines and N horizontal lines; the grey grid decomposes
[0,1]? into N? little squares.

By blowing up this picture (together with the density f), we arrive to the finite
Metropolis problem: Find a Markov chain which converges toward the discrete
probability measure ZyFy on By = {1,...,N}? where Fy is defined for k =

(k1,k2) € By by
1 1
RG]

Let Qy be the square of side length 1/N centered at (%, %) If f is regular
enough, we should be able to find ey > 0 such that

‘FN(k) —NQ/

Qx

fd,u‘ < enFn(k)

and

N 2 Evm - [

en
< —= FN(k)
keBy [0,1]2 L Z

keBn

Of course, we have

—1 -1
Zy = ( > FN(k>> 2= (/{0 ; fd:z:>

keBnN
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and thus

N2Zx
z

— 1‘ < €EN.
To find a Markov chain which converges toward the discrete probability measure

ZnFx on By ={1,...,N}?, we use the Metropolis algorithm with proposal based
on simple random walk on the grid in continuous time. Namely, our proposal is

1/4 for all k,1 € By with |/€1—l1|—|—|k‘2—l2|=1,
Qnk,1)=<¢ 1/4 itk =1¢€ By and exactly one of ki, ks is in {1, N},

1/2  ifk =1€ By and both ky, ks are in {1, N}.
This proposal has the uniform distribution as its equilibrium measure. We set
k| = k1| + |k2].

Throughout we use the notation Z =< T to signify that there are constants

0 < ¢ < C < 400 such that ¢I' < Z < CT. The constant ¢, C do not depend of
varying parameter (in particular do not depend on the size parameter N). They
may depends on some additional fixed parameters such as the dimension, and on
the parameters defining the functions f, F.

1.2. The Metropolis chain. Dropping the reference to IV, assume we are given
a positive function F defined on B = {1,...,N}?. For our target, the discrete
probability measure 7 = ZF, Z=! =} 5 F, the Metropolis Chain with kernel M
on B? is given as follows

1 min{1, F(y)/F(z)} for all k,1 € B with [k — 1| =1,
M(k,1) = Qm¢y+zmmﬁmli@—§%g)ﬁkzleg

F(m)<F (k)
This kernel is reversible with reversible measure 7 = Z~!'F on B in the sense that
Vk,1e B, Mk, )r(k) =M k)x(1).
Moreover, for k,1 € B with |k —1| =1,
Mk, Dr(k) =M1, k)xr(1) = %min{w(k)ﬂr(l)}.
It follows that the Markov operator
u s Mu, Mu(k) =Y M(k,Du(l)
I€B

is self-adjoint on L?(B,7) = L? with spectrum composed of N? eigenvalues con-
tained in [—1,1]. The largest eigenvalue of M is By = 1, associated with constant
eigenfunctions. Our focus will be to estimate the second largest eigenvalue, 51 < 1
through the related quantity,

A=1-B.

Following standard practice, we call A\; the spectral gap of the chain. It is the
second lowest eigenvalue of I — M, which is minus the infinitesimal generator of the
continuous semigroup of operators,

H:u— Hu=e¢e"t — M"™u.
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For each k € B, H;(k, ) is a probability distribution on B and it is the distribution
of the continuous time random Markov chains driven by the kernel M. It is well
understood that

(1) lim H(k,-) =

t——+oo

tF
Moreover, if we set m, = ming{r}, we have (e.g., Tngor. 2.1.5))
H
max{ (k1) 1 } < ieiM.
k.1 Ta

(1)

This basic inequality provides a simple quantitative control of the convergence of
H(k,-) to 7 in terms of the spectral gap A and justify in large part our interest in
estimating A. A similar result holds for the discrete time Markov chains but the
details are complicated by the role played by the negative spectrum despite the fact
that Metropolis chains typically have good aperiodicity properties. In the sequel
we focus on estimating A for a number of examples using the well established path
technique (and variations on it) to obtain lower-bounds on A. In most cases, we
establish also upper-bounds of the same order of magnitude. In the last section,
we briefly discuss what one can expect regarding the mixing time of the studied
examples.

2. THE PATH TECHNIQUE FOR SPECTRAL GAP LOWER-BOUNDS

2.1. Dirichlet form notation. Let B be a finite set and K, 7 be be a reversible
Markov kernel and its reversible probability measure on B. These assumptions
mean that
K :BxB—[0,1], (z,y) = K(x,y)
satisfies
Y K(z,y) =1 and 7(2)K (z,y) = 7(y) K (y, z).
y
We can view K as an operator acting on function defined on B by the rule

Ku(z) = Z K(z,y)u(y).

We work in the finite vector space of functions u on B equipped with the scalar
product

(u,v) = (U, v)r = Z u(b)v(b)m(b).

beB

w(w?) = 3 u(®) Pe(b) = (u,u).
beB
On the this vector space, K is diagonalizable with highest eigenvalue 1 (associated
with the constant functions) and second highest eigenvalue S and spectral gap
A = 1—f. The Dirichlet form & = €k . associated with the pair (K, ) is the
quadratic form

E(u,v) = Y (u(@) = u(y)(v(z) - v(y)m(x) K (z,y).

z,yeB

Note that

It allows us to compute the spectral gap A through the variational formula

A= inf{g(“’“) cm(u) = 0, m(u?) £ o} .

m(u?)
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To obtain a lower-bound A > € > 0, we need to prove that for all functions u,
Vary (u) = m(ju — m(u)|?)
is bounded above by
Var, (u) < ég(u,u).

To prove an upper-bound A < €, we need to find a function u such that 7(u) = 0
and

The well-known formulas

Var, (u Z |u(x (y)|*m () man\u — &P (b)

z,yEB beB

are key for the path technique recalled below.

2.2. The path-technique. This work can be viewed as an illustration of the path
techniques we are about to describe. There are many variations that turn out to
be useful when treating particular examples (we do not discuss here all possible
variations). It is useful to view B as the vertex set of a graph whose edge set
E counsists of those pairs e = (x,y) in B x B such that 2 # y (no loops) and
7w(x)K (z,y) > 0 (possible connection through K). We will use the graph distance
d : Bx B — [0,+00) which, for 2,y € B is defined as the minimal number of
edges in F that one must cross to go from z to y. For a subset A C B, d(z, A) =
min{d(z,y) : y € A}. With a slight abuse of notation, for any edge e = (x,y) and
z € B, d(z,e) = d(z,{x,y}). For all pairs e = (x,y) of vertices (not just those in
E), we set
Qle) = m(x)K(z,y)

so that a pair e is in E if and only if Q(e) > 0. Because of our standing assumptions,
Q((z,y)) = Q((y,x)) and thus (z,y) € E < (y,z) € E. We let é = (y,z) if
e = (z,y). With this notation, we have

So) = 5 3 (uly) — () (o(y) — v()QAe)
e€B?
= 2 Y (ul) — ue) () — o(@)Qe)

By definition, a path is any finite string of vertices, v = (xq, ..., 2,), such that
any two consecutive vertices in the path form a pair which belongs to F.
Let A be a particular subset of B and let ma = 7(A)~! 7|,, the normalized
restriction of 7 to A. Observe that
w(lu—ma(ula)?) = w(u®) + ma(ula)® — 2m(u)ma(ul a)
and

Y lule) = uy)Pr(e)waly) = w(u?) + mwa(ulf) — 2m(uw)malula).

zeEB,ycA

By Jensen’s inequality, ma(u|4)? < ma(ul%), and thus

w(lu—ma(la)?) < D Jul@) = uly)Pr(z)maly).

rzEB,ye A
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Note that, as noted earlier, when A = B, this can be improved to

(lu—m(uw)]?) = % > lu@) = uly)Pr()m(y).
r,y€B
Now, Let I' = {74y : © € B,y € A} be a collection of paths v, indexed by the order
pairs ay, ,y € B, such that v, starts at « and ends at y. Let w : E — (0, 4+00)
be a positive edge function which we call a weight function. For an edge e = (a, b),
write du(e) = u(b) — u(a) for any function u : B — R. Observe that (edges in a
path are the pair of consecutive vertices along the path)

u(y) —u(@) =) dule)

eEYay
and
1
u(y) —u(@)” < | D W > ldu(e)Pw(e)®
eCVay e€Yay
Set .
V=1 =) WL

ecy

and call this the w-length of v. Multiply by 7(z)74(y) and sum over B x A to
obtain

Y @) —u@)Pr@ma) < Y D e Y ldule)Pw(e).

TEB,yeA TEB,y€A e€yy €EYay

We rearrange this as follows.

Y lule) = uly)Pr(@)waly)

rz€EB,ye A
< YD S e S w@mat) | lduePec).
e€E Qe) ©EB,yEA e€Yay

Yryde

This gives the following result.

Proposition 2.1. Referring to the notation introduce above and for any set A C B,
A>1/W (resp. A>2/W if A= B),

where

W YOSy ur(@)mal)
= max Yoy wT ()T A (Y
e€lE Q(e) z€EB,y€A Y
Yzy e
In the sequel, we will often use the notation (the set A will be clear from the
context)

lz?((ee)) TEBZ;EA Vaylwm (@) a(y).

Yoy e

Wi(e) =

The basic ideas used for this proposition are well-known but its seems difficult to
locate a proper reference using both weights and the subset A as we did above.
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Remark 2.2 (The use of symmetry when A = B). Assume that A = B, the path
Vay is the same as 7,, in reverse, and w(é) = w(e) for all e. This is a very common
situation. Let € = {z,y} (non-oriented edge) and write € € v, if either e or € is
on 7Ygy. It then follows that

_ lw(e)®
- 2Q(e)

W (e) =W (e) > Haylom (@) (y).

z,y€B
YxyS€

Now, this symmetric expression allow us to break the symmetry via additional
conditions on z and y. For instance, we can bound W (e) from above by

Y Y @@+ L Y @)

Q(e) z,y€B,m(z)<m(y) Q() z,y€B,m(x) < (y)
Yoy Se Yry D€
or by
2 2
w(e w(e)
DN LCL RS- D S e )
2,yEB,d(z,e)<d(y,e) @,y€B,d(w,e)<d(y,e)
Yxyde Yy D€

This can be very useful in estimating W. For instance, in this context,

2
w(e

symred| (2) W < 2max () E [Yaylwm(@)7(y)
Q(e) z,y€B,m(x) <7 (y)

Yxyde

We will make use of this remark in the last section of this paper.

2.3. Two 1-dimensional families of examples. Although our main goals is to

illustrate the path technique in 2 or more dimension, it is worth starting wit Lo
. . . . . at  Nash

related one dimensional examples which are not found in the literature. See [I[18

for other 1-dimensional examples.

2.3.1. First family. Our first family of examples comes from the choice
(14 z))*- ifz<0,
7'&'(36) = 7Ta77a+(x) = Zaﬂ(br X { (1 + |$|)a+ if 2 >0,

where a_,ay > 0. Jt gerves as a warm-up for the second family which will be
discussed in Section Without loss of generality, we assume that

z€B={-N,...,N},

a_ < ay.

h
The case a_ = a4 is treated in H\ISa].iThe proposal chain is the chain corresponding
to a simple random walk with loops at the two ends, and the Metropolis kernel is
given by

Q(e) = n(@)M(x,y) = 5 min{x(z), x(y)}

if |y —z| =1and 0if |y — 2| > 1 (the value when x = y can be deduced from the
given formula because }  M(z,y) = 1). Also,

N N
Z7' =2 =14 (L4 k)" + > (1 + k)
1 1

so that Z, o, =< N~(+aes),
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prop—asymvalley‘ Proposition 2.3. For each fized pair 0 < a_ < ay < +o00, the Metropolis chain

for mg_ o, on B={—=N,...,N} has spectral gap X bounded above and below by
1/N? if a— € (0,1),
A=< 1/N2?logN ifa_ =1,
1/N'*a-  ifa_ > 1.

+

Proof. In one dimension, there is no questions about the choice of path from x to
y. The question that remains is the choice of weight and this choice is important
here. In general, choosing weight is more of an art than a science and proceeds by
trial and error. In this case, we make the choice (recall that a_ < ay)

w(z,z+1) = w(z +1,2) = (1+ o))"/

and set
N Nl=a-— ifa_ € (0,1),
Do =) (1+k)™ x<q logN ifa_ =1,
0 1 ifa_ > 1.

The quantity D,_ controls _R}le w-length of paths.
‘We use Proposition with A = B. For a fixed edge e = (b,b+ 1), we need to

compute
w(e)?

Q(e)

Wi(e) =2 Z Va,ylwm(z)m(y).

z<b<y
If b <0,
W(e) < Do_(1+ N)*~ (N — [b])
and, if 0 < b < N,
W(e) =< Z(1+0b)* "D, (N~ 4+ (1+b)'T%)(1+ N)**+(N —b).
D (NH +(1+ b)1+a> (1—b/N)
=\ (1 + b)a+—a- '

Taking maximum over —N < b < N gives

X

N? ifa_ €(0,1),
W=D, (1+N)'**-=<{ N?logN ifa_ =1,
Nita— ifa_ > 1.
-W
Proposition @%‘wes A > 2/W and. In fact, one can show that A < 1/W in each of
these cases. We simply indicate which test function to use to obtain, in each case,

an appropriate lower-bound on A. In the first two cases, the constant c¢_ and c

below are chosen so that Ziv f(=k)n(k) = Zjlv f(k)m(k), so that w(f) = 0 and the
definition of f ensures that c_ =< c; as functions of N.

o (a_€(0,1))

(k) = c_|k| it ke{-N,...,0},
T —cul|ktte-me+ if ke {1,...,N}.
By inspection, £(f, f) < ¢ ZN'*2- and Var,(f) < 2 ZN3+a-,
. (a_=1)

|%] ;
f(k): C_li 1 TLYL }f kE{*N,...,O},
cikt~% logk if ke {l,...,N}.

By inspection, £(f, f) < ¢ Zlog N and Var,(f) < ¢ ZN?(log N)2.
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N _
o (a->1)¢=2 (Zo & +k)a—) = N4+ and

C(1-¢ if ke{-N,...,0},
f(k)—{ —¢ if kefl,... N}
By inspection, 7(f) =0, £(f, f) < Z and Var,(f) < ZN**1
O

2.3.2. Second family. Our second family of examples extends the first by allowing
the two sides of the interval around 0 to have different length, N_, N;. The two
exponents a_, a4 > 0 are not ordered. Set

B={-N_,...,0,...,N;}
with
_ 1+ |z))*>~ ifxe{-N_,...,0},

m(z) =2 x { (1+ |z ifze{l,... Ny}
What is the order of magnitude of the spectral gap A for the associated Metropolis
chain?

First observe that
N_ Ny

Z7 =14 (k)T 4+ D (L k)™ = (14 No)™ o (14 Nyt
1 1

We start by deriving the following upper-bound.

Lemma 2.4. For fized reals a_,ay > 0 there is a constant C' such that for any
integers N_, N, > 0, the spectral gap of the Metropolis chain for the measure 7
above on {—N_,..., Ny} satisfies

A < Cmin ;ma 1 1
=V A N T T N e T N e S

Proof. We prove separately that X is bounded above (up to a multiplicative con-

1 1 1
(1N )T <1+N+>1+a+} and v

For the first part of the proof, without loss of generality, we assume that

(14 N_)HFe= < (14 Ny)tres

stant) by each of the quantities max {

We then want to show that A < C(1 + N_)~(+2-) We use the test function f

equals to 1 —¢ on {—=N_,...,0}, and —¢ on {1,..., N, }. Here

_ 20 (L+K)* _ (4Nt
SN Ry S A ke (L N

so that w(f) = 0. We simply need to estimate E(f, f) from above and Var,(f) =
7(f?) from below. Only the edges {(0,1),(1,0)} contribute to £(f, f) < Z and

T(f?) =< Z (1 -1+ N)H + 21+ Ny)'H) < Z(1+ N_)' -,

This proves that A < C(1 + N_)~(*2-) Removing the extra assumption that
(1+ N_)a= < (1 + N4 )%, we obtain

A < Cma 1 1
= U A N e (T4 Ny)tes [

E=m({-N_,...,0})
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Our next goal is to show that A < C(N_ + N,)~2. For this, we can assume
without loss of generality that N_ < N, so that the desired result reads A < C’ N;Q.
We consider two cases, depending on which side gives the main contribution to Z 1.

We start with the case when N' ™%~ < N}f‘” and use the test function f(k) =k
whose Dirichlet form satisfies £(f, f) =< 1. The mean of f, w(f), is a number
between —N_ and N, and, whatever it is, there is always an interval of size N /8 in
{[N4+/2],..., Ny} over which |f —(f)| > N4 /8. This implies that Var,(f) > c¢N7
and thus A < C”N;2 as desired. This does not work if NiJra’ is the dominant term
in Z~1 = NI 4 NI

When N' 7% > Nrra*, consider the test function

~N{""E ifke{-N_,...,0},
f(k) = 1+a_ .
eN_"""k  ifke{l,2,...,N;}.

The constant ¢ < 1 is chosen to that m(f) = 0. The Dirichlet form of f satisfies
E(f, f) = Z(Ni(1+a+)Ni+a_ i NE(1+a_)Ni+a+) < 2ZNE(1+a_)Ni+a+
because we assume that N* 7%~ > Nrr(“’. The variance of f satisfies
Var (f) = Z(Ni(1+a+)Ni+a_ i NE(1+G_)Ni+a+) > ZNE(1+G_)Ni+a+.
This gives us A < C’N_;2 as desired. O
Next, we derive lower-bounds on the spectral gap.

Lemma 2.5.

o Assume that a_,a4 € (1,+00). Then

1 1 1
AXming ——— .
mm{(N +N+>2’max{<1 TN (L N } }
o Assume that min{a_, a4} € (0,1). Then

)\ = 1
T(N- Ny
o Assume that ay =a_ =1 and N_ < Ny. Then
1

A=
N3 +N2log N_.

In particular A\ < NJ:2 whenever N_ < N, /4/log N,.
e Assume that min{a_,a+} = 1 and max{a_,a,} > 1. For convenience,
assume a_ =1 < ay. Then

1 1
A X max ) :
{Ni—l—NE log N_" N2 +Ni+a+ logN+}

Remark 2.6. The last two cases can be stated together as follows: if min{a_, a4} =
1 then

1 1
A < max e T s TFar .
T+ N logN_ N2+ N, ""logNy
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-1
Proof. Because of Lemma ﬁ—m the first two cases, it suffices to prove the lower-
bounds. In the first case when a_, a4 € (1,+00), without loss of generality, we can

assume that N7~ < NJlr+a+ so that we want to prove that
A>cemin{(1+N,)"% (1+ N_)—(l-&-a_)}.

Note that Z =< N_;(Ha*) and fix 1 < n < min{a_,a;}. For an edge e whose vertex
farthest from 0 is k, set w(e) = (1 + |k|)"/? when |k| < N_ and w(e) = Ni_ﬂ if
N_ < k < Ny (if such k exist). This gives |yzylw < 1forallz,y € {—N_,..., N }.

We consider )
D SR

z<b<y

Wi(e) =

and write (again, k denote the vertex of e farthest from 0)
Nok™* (Ny —k+ )NJH(NIP p kMen) if No < k< Ny,
Wi(e)<CZ{ k" (Ny—k+1)N{* (Ni'm’ + k) if0<k < N_,
k7= (N_ — |k + )N~ (N9 4 k| o) if & < 0.
Because, by assumption, Z =< N_;k‘”, this gives
N k=a+ (N 4 gia) if N_ < k < Ny,
W(e) <C{ kn=or (N 4 pltes) if 0 <k < N_,
[k[1=o- N if k< 0.

By inspection, W(e) < C'max{NZ, N~} where C' may have changed from the
previous line. Under our assumption, this gives the desired lower-bound on A.

Next, we treat the case when min{a_,ay} € (0,1). Without loss of generality
we can assume that a_ < ay. We have AR Ni—m’ + N}fa*. We set

wk —1,k) =w(—k+1,-k) = (1+k)*/% k>0
This gives |Vaylw < C(N— + N4)' 7% = D and
W(e) < CDN'T*~
ife=(—k+1,—k), k>0, and
W(e) < CDJk|*~+ (NI 4 |k|*e)

if e=(k—1,k), k > 0. The maximum for k > 0 is less than CD(N_ + N, )Te-.
All together, this yields W (e) < C(N_ + N,)? as desired.

Next, assume that a_ = a4 =1 and N_ < N,. In this case, we need to prove

both an upper-bound and a lower-bound. We start with the lower-bound. For an
edge e whose vertex furthest to 0 is k, set

we) = |k|1/2 if ke [-N_,N_],
Tl (Ny/logN_)Y? ifk>N_.
The w-length |yz,|w of any path is bounded above by
D=3—-N_/N;i)(logN_) <2logN_.
The quantity W(e) is bounded above by
N2 if ke [-N_,N,],

W(e)SCD{ e (N2 +k2)  ifke{N_,...,N.}.

klog N_
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It follows that
W(e) < Cmax{NZ2log N_, N?}.

To obtain a matching upper-bound, we use the test function

ey = ~(NElog NS T itk e {-N_....0},
e(N2log N_) SV L if ke {1,..., Ny 3,

where ¢ < 1 is chosen so that 7(f) = 0. For this test function,
E(f, f) = N72[(N2 log Ny)?log N + (N2 log N_)* log N, ]
and
Var,(f) < N72(Nylog Ny )?(N-log N_)*(N2 + N2).
Because we assume N_ < N, this gives
P
~ N2logN_
We already know that A < C’N;2 and the stated result follows.
Finally, we consider the case when a_ =1 < a4. First, assume that N_lpLa* >

NZ2. We start with the lower-bound. For an edge e whose vertex farthest from 0 is
k, we set

|k |1/ ifke{-N_,...,—1},
wle) =3 k+/2(log N_)~1/2 if ke {1,... N>/ Fe)]),
NY2(log N_)=12 it ke (NP9 N, )
These edge weights give a maximal path length of order log N_ and the constant
Z~1!is or order Ni+a+. We estimate
N2 (log N_) itke{-N_,...,—1},
W(e) < C x N? if ke {1,... [N (Fe)),
Ny (k) ~L(N2 4 kltor)  if g > [NY/0Fes),
This gives W(e) < C(N? + N2log N_) and

A

> TR
N7+ NZlogN_
An upper-bound is needed only when N_ > N,. Because we also assume N2 <

Ni+a+, we have log N_ =< log N, in this case. For the upper-bound we use the test

function
_ 1+ay |k| .
k) = N, ‘Zk:‘l 1/m ?fk<0,
eN2Y 1 /m it k> 0.

The constant ¢ =< 1 is chosen so that 7(f) = 0. We have
E(f, f) = Ny T (N2 10g N_ 4+ N* log N,
and
Varg (f) = N7 U (N2 N2 (log N)2 4 NANET (log N, )?).
This gives

o N lgN. 1
- Ni(1+a+)Ng (log N,)Q - NE log N_ '
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We are left with the case when Nr”““ < N2 which implies Ny < N_ because
ay > 1. We pick

(k% /log Ny )2 ifke{l,...,N,},

w(e) = k|12 if ke {~Ny,...,—1},

NY2/(log N )2 ifke {-N_,...,—N+}.

This gives a maximal w-length for paths of order log N and we get
NP /(log Ny ) ifke{l,..., Ny},

W (e) < C(log N4)x Nyt if ke {—Ny,...,—1},

N_/(Jk|log Ny )N 4 |k]?)  ifke {~N_,...,—Ny}.
It follows that W(e) < Cmax{N?, N;"*" log N, } and

A> c

T N2 £ N log Ny
Given that Ny < N_, we already have the upper-bound A\ < ]\% It thus suffices

to consider the case when. N1t < N2 < Nr”a* log Ny. This implies that
log N, =< log N_. We use the test function

k) = —NyFe s ym itk <o,
N2 im0,
The constant ¢ =< 1 is chosen so that 7(f) = 0. We have
E(f, 1) = N2(NIUT*) 1og N 4+ N log N,)
and
Var, (f) = N22(NJUH N2 (log N_)? + NANTT* (log N1 )?)
This gives

4
A< O N2 log Ny _ 1

NAN{ " (log Ny)2 ~ Ny %% log Ny

3. SOME BASIC EXAMPLES IN HIGHER DIMENSIONS

The same basic techniques discussed above apply in any dimension but many
complications arise. In particular, what choice of paths is appropriate becomes a
nontrivial question. Overall, we understand much less in two than in one dimen-
sion. We hope the examples treated below pr V'cllle some illustration. We set these
examples in the context explained in Section %%tarting from a target density f
over [0,1]™, most of the time with n = 2 for simplicity.

3.1. Exponential of a linear function. This family of examples is based on the
function f(x) = e¥ %, a b € R with |a| + |b| > 0 (the case a = b = 0 is not
particularly interesting). We treat it as a warm-up for the next example and for
illustration. It can be studied in many different ways. Recall that we consider
the grid approximation, By = {1,..., N}2, of the unit square equipped with the
probability measure

m(x,y) = ZJT,lFN(x,y), Fn(z,y) = exp <]17(ax +by — (a+ b)/2)> )
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1
<#}

lal 1l |a| + |b]
N -

v=3
N

1
<~

_1
Note that7 lf Qm,y = {(’LL,'U) : "U/ - wN2 v

Fy(z,y) — N? f(u,v)dudv
Qz,y

Hence, it is natural to assume that (|a| + |b])/N < 1.

The Metropolis kernel M (k,1) on B = By satisfies

Q(k,1) < min{r(k),n(1)} < n(k)

for all k,1 such that |k —{1]|+|k2 —l2] = 1. There are two cases to consider. Assume
first that ab = 0. By symmetry there is no loss of generality to assume b = 0. We
do not treat this case in detail but note that it can be analyzed by comparison with
the product of two one-dimensional chains, the uniform proposal chain itself in the
Y €O g%nate and the one-dj g(l)%iqznal Metropolis chain for e®*/N in the z direction.
See [, Sect. 6.1-6.2] and Fﬁ?& is comparison results in a spectral gap of order
1/N? for the two-dimensional Metropolis chain with b = 0. In the case when either
one or both of a and b are small, one can also show (e.g., by comparison) that the
spectral gap is of order 1/N2. When both a and b are of order N, we will show
below that the spectral gap is of order 1.

This illustrates a crucial fact regarding the procedure we describe which is based
on a uniform square grid: the size N of grid has to be taken large enough that the
grid provides a good approximation and not so large that it flattens the profile of the
function being approximated to the point of making its special features disappear.
In the present example, the special feature is the exponential nature of the function.
If the coefficients a, b in this example have different order of magnitude, the correct
choice would be to use a rectangular discretization that would take this into account.

We now treat the case when min{|al,|b|} > eN where € > 0 is fixed. Under this
assumption Fy has a unique local maximum which is also a global maximum and
is located at one of the four corners, call it k.. Moreover, 7(k,) <. 1. Since it
is clear by reason of symmetry that we can assume a,b > 0, we will do so in all
arguments below. When a,b > 0, k, = (N, N), and

<e FN(xay)

N N
7-1 ; 1 exp(}if(am—l—by—(a—l—b)/?))

N N N

- e (T ) (Sx o)
x=1 1 1

1— e—a(1+1/N) 1— e—b(1+1/N)

1 —ea/N 1 —eb/N

a+b
— N ea+b

a+b

=€

and
m(k,) = Ze TP <, 1.

Proposition 3.1. Fiz e > 0. When f(z,y) = % with |a] + |b] < N and
min{|al,|b|} > €N, the spectral gap \ of the associated finite Metropolis chain on
By satisfies A <. 1

Proof. The onl Xhing to prove is the lower-bound and this can be done by using
Proposition%pﬁth A = {k.} and weights w(e) = Q(e)? where § < 1/2. For
each k € B, we define the path 7y to be one of the (possibly two) paths from k to
k, with only one turn and along which 7 increases at each step. Without loss of
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generality, we assume a,b > 0 so that k, = (N, N), and we let the path 7y from k
to k, be the path that go up to the top then right. The w-length |yi|, satisfies

il =e (k).

Fix an edge e and let n be the vertex on e farthest from k, along the path. We
have

w(e)?
W(e) = il w7 (k)
ORI
=, Q(e)QG—l Z 7T(k)1_29
keB,yk e

=, Q(e)* 'r(n)'=% <, 1.

O

3.2. Further examples with exponential fall-off. In this subsection, we as-
sume that f as the form f(x) = e=9(*) where g has the following crucial properties.
The constants a, A introduced in these properties are key parameters.
(1) There exists A > 0 such that, for all z = (x,y),2’ = («/,v') € [0,1)%,
l9(2) —g(z")| < Allz = 2'|[;
(2) There exists 0 < a < A such that, for some zy € [0,1]% and all z € [0, 1]?
and ¢ € [0,1],

9(20) =0 and g(z) — g(z + t(z20 — 2)) > at;
(3) The ratio A/a is bounded above by a fixed constant C' > 1.

So, essentially, f has a maximum at zy with exponential fall-off. The condition
g(z0) = 01is not restrictive, it is a simple normalization. Condition (1) is a regularity
and growth condition (g is Lipschitz with constant A). The main part of condition
(2) ensures a uniform exponential growth along straight lines ending at 2z with
rate a. It is clear from (1)-(2) that 0 < @ < A < 4o00. Condition (3) is crucial
and ensures that the key parameters a and A are comparable in the sense that
A/a =c 1.
The discretization on the size N grid is the function

Fn(z,y) = 6*9(((171/2)/N’(y71/2)/N))7 (z,y) € By ={1,... ,N}2

and, in order, to have a good approximation, we need to choose N of order at least
A. In order to retain the exponential fall-off, we also need to have N not much
bigger than a. This means the we need to choose €eA < N < € lq, say, and this is
possible because A/a < C. The positive real number ¢ can be taken of order 1/v/C
which we assume in what follows.

Proposition 3.2. Fiz C > 0. Let f(z) = e=9%) with g having the properties (1)-
(2)-(3) stated above with constant C and key parameters a, A. The spectral gap A of
the associated finite Metropolis chain on By with N <¢ A <X¢ a satisfies A <¢ 1.

Proof. Let 2} = (z}',y}’) be the point of By closest to Nzg = (Nxg, Nyo) and
observe that Fiy(2{') ~¢ 1 because of properties (1)-(2) and the choice of N. First,
we show that
Zy'= Y Fx(2) <¢ Fn(%).
zEBN
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So it suffices to prove that > .5 Fn(2) < Ci, independently of a, A, N and the
function g. This follows easily from the fact that

Fn(z) =e 90, 2= (2,y) € By, 2 = («,¢) € [0,1]%,

where

' =(x-1/2)/N
®) {yzw—umm'

Set 2} = (Y /N, ylY /N) and write

o) > all -zl
> a(llz' = (20 /N = (" /N) = zoll)
> —\f +*||Z—Zo [
> —\f6 +ellz = 2" |-

It follows that

ZFN(Z) < eﬁé’l Ze—EIIZ—ZéVH < Cy(e)
BN BN

as desired. —w

Having proved that Zy' =< 1 < Fx(z)'), we can use Proposition @pﬁth the
set A = {2} C B = By (the set A in Proposition sﬁgﬁs, of course, nothing
to do with the constants a, A that define the key property of the function g). For
each z € By, we need a path v, from z to zp and we pick a discrete path that
remains at distance at most v/2 from the straight line from z to zév . For each
edge e, we pick the weight w(e) = Q(e)? with 6 € (0,1/2), e.g., § = 1/4. Here
Q(e) = fmin{my(e_),mn(es)}, € = (e—,e4) (for some arbitrary orientation of
the edge of the square grid, say, up and to the right). By assumption (1) and the
choice of N, we have

Qe) xc mn(e-) x¢ mn(et).

Observe that assumption (2) and the choice of N show that the maximal w-length
of one of our chose paths ~, satisfies

20
|72|w—ZQ 20<0127T(€)20<C77 292( Z>

ecy., ecy, ecy,

‘We have
m(2) (g —g(e"))

and, because ¢’ is at distance at most /2/N of the straight line from z to Nz
9(z") — g(e") = =C2(A/N) +allz — zll/N.

If follows that
Yzl < Ca(e)m(2)~%.

Finally, for any fixed edge e, we need to estimate

we) = 2D S )

Q(e) z€BnN,v:2e

=, Q(e)2971 Z 7T(Z)1729.

z€BN,v:2e
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We claim that
> w(2) 7 < Cule)mle)
2€BN,vze
Indeed, because e_ is close to the straight line from z to Nz, for any integer /,
there are at most order ¢ point z such that ||z — e_|| < ¢. Noting that 1 — 26 > 0,
it follows that

S < ey 5 (2T

z€B,y,de z€EBN,v:2e
< Cs(e)m(e )2 Z fe—Coat/N
< Crle)m(e_ )2,
This is the desired inequality. It gives W(e) < C7(¢) and Proposition @:feozl%ws.

O

3.3. No worse than the flat spectral gap 1/N2. In Pf’ﬁajProposition 6.3], it
is proved that for the Metropolis chain based on nearest neighbor random walk
on {1,..., N} with target a distribution 7 that has a unique local maximum, the
spectral gap is greater or equal to 1/2N2. We do not know of a similar result in
higher dimension and it seems to be difficult to capture different cases for which
the spectral gap is at least or order 1/N? with a single argument. The following
proposition captures one particular class of examples.

In this subsection, we explicitly work in a fixed dimension n > 2. For A > 1
and €, > 0, let Cy, . ,(A) be the class of continuously differentiable function f on
[0,1]™ such that

4) min {f} >0, sup  {|0;log f|} < A,
[0,1]" [0,1]7,i=1,...,n
(5) Va,y € [0,1]" 1€ 0,1, flz+t(y—2)) > emin{f(2), f(y)},
and
(6) Wiles [ e

As in the previous example, the parameter A is a key parameter and one can think of
it as being large (otherwise the result is relatively obvious). The second hypothesis
is a weak form of convexity of the level sets of f. If the sets {x : f(x) > t} were
convex then, certainly, we would have

Va,y €[0,1]",t € [0,1], f(z+t(y—=)) = min{f(z), f(y)}
and we could take € = 1.

It may be useful t_ observe that the function f(z,y) = eA®*¥) does not belong
to Ca,e.n(A) because (b)) fails but, for any 6 > 0, f(x,y) = (1+A(z+y))? does belong
tQ. Ca 1 n, (AB) for some easily computed explicit ng. Other examples satisfying %

B e feu) = (1 4+ ((Ax)? + (A9))~2, 0 > 0, and f(z,y) = cAminltui)

Next, as always, we pick an integer N > A to ensure a good approximation

between the discretized function

Fy(z) = f <(N_1(:ci - 1/2))’;) , xe€By=1{1,... N
and f.
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Proposition 3.3. Fiz ¢,n > 0 and the dimension n. Let N > A > 1. For any
function f € Cper(A), the spectral gap A of the associated finite Metropolis chain
on By satisfies X > cnyévn/NQ.

Proof. For any pair of points x, v in the discrete box By, pick a discrete path 7., in
By which remains always at distance at most v/n/N of the straight line joining the
points and assume without loss of generality that v,, is the same path in reverse.
Here v/n/N is the length of the diagonal of the n dimensional cube if side size 1/N.
Note that, at any point z € By along this discrete path, the value taken by Fy at
z, Fn(z), satisfies

where 2/, is the point closest to 2/ = (N~'(z; —1/2))}) € [0,1]" along the straight
line from 2’ to 3’ in [0, 1]™. This is because Fi(z) = f(z’) and

[log(f(2')/f(23,))| < Av/n/N.

This will allow us to use (a version of) the second hypothesis @ along the discrete

path vzy. -W
We now apply Proposition ﬁpﬁth set A = By and trivial weight w(e) = 1.
Obviously, the maximal path length is no more than nN =, N and

We) < 2L S r(@)n(y)

(e)
zE€BN,YEBN
Yoy e

where m = Zn F)y is our target probability distribution, the normalized form of F
(e) < w(e_) =< w(e4) because of ({]) and the fact that A < N. By hypothesis
and the remark above, we have

M) G o gupfn(a))
m(eq) :

Because of @—@, we have

n(z) = Znf(2) < n_lZN/ fdu

[0,1]"
and
/ fdp < CLN"™ 3" Fy(§) =CpN"Zy".
[0,1]™ ¢eBy
This gives
m(z) <n tCINT"
and

Wi(e) <Cleip IN—™ Z 1.

x€EBN,YyEBN
Yxyde

By symmetry,

Z 1 < 2max Z 1

r€EB N, yEB N zEBN,yEBN,d(z,e)<d(y,e)
YzySe YxzySe
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A simple geometric argument based on the nature of the paths v,, (they stay close
to the straight line joining x to y), implies that, for any y there are at most C!' N
possible points = satisfying the conditions required in the sum and thus

11 a1
> 1< CVN™H,
TzEBN,YEB N ,d(z,e)<d(y,e)
Yxyde

Putting all these pieces together gives
W(e) < Cp(en) N2
as desired. (]

4. THE VALLEY EFFECT IN DIMENSION 2

We close this work with a two-dimensional example that is reminiscent to the
simplest version of the examples in Sectionrﬁ_% also [[§]. For this example, it

is convenient to work on the cube [—1,1]? and the associated discrete box By =
{=N +1,...,N}2. Because this leads to some slightly unusual coordinate shifts,
we draw a small N example for illustration and check.

O

4

-4 01 5

FIGURE 2. Grid approximation By = {—N + 1,..., N}? of the
box [—1,1]% at level N = 5: The red grid has 2N vertical lines and
2N horizontal lines; the grey grid decomposes [—1,1]2 into (2N)?
little squares.

The model function we want to consider is
f(z,y) = (Alz +y| +1)*

where A is a large constant and « is a fixed non-negative constant (in fact, the case
of a negative « is covered by the results of the previous section). Using the map
(1,22) = N~ 1 (z1 — 1/2,29 — 1/2) from By to [—1,1]?, this yields the probability
measure on

A (03
(7) = ZnFy with FN(.’El,l‘g): (N|1‘1+l‘2—1|+1> on By.
The constant Zy is given by

N N A a
Z&lz Z Z <N.’E1 +IB21|+1> XAQNQ.

z1=—N+125=—N+1

Examples of such 7 are illustrated below, with N =5 and a = 0.5, 2.
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alpha=0.5

ialph
FIGURE 3. The measure w at 1i?| aLforaoz =0.5and a =2

In fact, we will treat the following natural variation on these examples. Let L be a
straight line through the origin in [—1,1]? and let

(8) f(x) = (14 Ady(z, L)%, a >0,

where dy(x, L) is the Euclidean distance from x = (21, 15) € [~1,1])? to the line L.
As before, we set m = Z Fy with

pialphaz| (9)  Fn(x1,22) = [1+ Ads (((x1 — 1/2)/N, (22 — 1/2)/N), L)]* on By.

The constant Zy is again of order A*N?2.

Proposition 4.1. Fiz e € (0,1). For all N € [eA A/€], the Metropolis chain for
the probability measure ™ on By defined at 1@] has spectral gap

1

el a < ].,

-~ 1 _
A= Mgy @=L
ﬁ a>1.

Proof of t e 1Paer-bound. We explain the upper-bound in the cas 4 = ﬁia]%d for
example ([7). A similar argument works for measures of the type (B)-(9)). We have

=in 5(f|f) T =0 and 7(f2
A‘ff{nfn% - m(f)=0and (“7“’}'

Consider the test function
Yho e Hai+a=ke{2,...,2N}
f(z) = f(z1,22) = {0 ifx1 + 20 =1,
— Yo e i mi+a=—ke{-2N+2,...,0}.
Notice that this function f is antisymmetric with respect to the diagonal z1+x2 =1
in {—N +1,...,N}2 Since 7 is symmetric with respect to the same diagonal, f
has mean 0. We note that
1 ifa>1land 21 +22 —1#0,
|f(z1,22)] < S log(1 + |z1 + 22 —1]) ifa=1,
(14 |z1 + 22— 117 ifa<land z; +x9 —1#0.



MULTIDIMENSIONAL EXAMPLES OF THE METROPOLIS ALGORITHM 21

It follows that
1 if > 1,
I1£115 < ¢ (log(1+ N))? ifa=1,
(1 + N)2_2°‘ if o < 1.
Next, we note that for z ~ y (i.e., M(z,y) > 0) in By, we have
|f(z) = f)l =< L+ |21 + 22 — 1)) 7%

This allows us to estimate

Nl if > 1,
E(f,f) << N 2log(l1+N) ifa=1,
(1+N)—2« if @ < 1.

Together, these computations of || f||3 and E(f, f) give the desired upper-bound on
A O

We treat the lower-bound in the case of measures of De @%WUSG this
case requ'reaslahgew interesting adjustments compared to ut we will start with
the case @—as%x warm-up, To_ﬁbtain a lower-bound on A, we return to the formula
A > % as in Proposition

Choice of paths. Consider 7 is as in @%V%%?%L = {(z1,22) : axy + bxy = 0},
a? + b? = 1. Without loss of generality, we can assume that a > [b|. This means
that the line L is more vertical than horizontal because the slope is a/b (vertical if
b=0).

Each pair (z,y) € B% determines a rectangle R, with sides parallel to the two
axes. If x,y are on the same side of L, 7., follows the two consecutive sides of
the rectangles that are farthest away from L. If x,y are on different sides of L
and da(x, L) < da(y, L), we must have one of the following four configurations, R;,
1 <4 <4, which focuses on the two sides of R, which intersect the line L.

Yy \ ) Yy Yy
\ !

i)"q 9‘{2 %3 mzl

FIGURE 4. The four configrurations R;, 1 < i < 4, when x,y are
on different sides of L and dy(z,L) < da(y,L). In each case the
black circle show the corner used by v,,.

In all cases, gy starts with the side at = that crosses L with preference for the
horizontal crossing. If do(x, L) = da(y, L) make a choice to break the tie. In all
cases, Yyg is chosen to be 7., travelled in reverse order.
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i ha2
Choice of weights. Given an edge e = (z,y) € E and @ > 0 as in 1!? f('ﬁ%, set
w(e) = (1 +max{dy(z, L), da(y, L)})*/? < Fn(2)Y? < Fy(y)Y/2.

d
Given that these choices of path and weight satisfy the assumptions in Remark Eﬁ .
in order to bound W, it suffices to bound W(e) (for all e) or (also, for all e)

(10) m):lgzj) S b)),

z,y€BN,m(x) <7 (y)
Yzyde

This differs from W (e) by the extra condition 7(z) < 7(y) in the summation.

ialph
Proof of the lower-bound on A, éqrhl? Fnthis case, L joins diagonally opposite cor-
ners. What makes the case simpler than the general case is the computation of

the w-length of paths. Indeed, the w-diameter of By is easily computed to satisfy

1 ifa>1,
diam =<, D(a, N) = ¢ logN ifa=1,
Ni=e if a e (0,1).

This easily follows from computing the length of any vertical and horizontal line in
Bpy. It is possible to track down the dependence on « in these com utéiltilcl)gbs but
we do not do so. Moreover, the same holds true in the general case as long as
the angle of the line L with each of the axis is bounded away from 0 (uniformly in
N). Now, because of the choice of the weight, we have

W(e) < CN*T2D(a, N) Z m(x)mw(y).

z,yEB N
Yoy Se
It is a simple matter to very that
in| (11) > wla)m(y) <C'NTL
z,yEB N
Yxyde

This is because the condition v,, > e for some fixed e places either = or y on a line
parallel to one of the axes. Together, these computations give

Nita if a > 1,
W(e) <Co{ N2logN ifa=1,
N? if w € (0,1).
and this provides the desired lower bound on A. O

Proof of the lower-bound on A when L is vertical. To understand why the previous
argument does not work in general, consider the case when L is vertical. In this case,
assuming m(x) < 7(y), the length of a path going from z = (z1, 22) to y = (y1,y2)
with |z1] < |y1] is of order

1 if > 1,
|y2—$2|

|7zy|w a0 Y/ ——— + IOg(l + |y1 - 371‘) ifa=1,
Fn(y) lyr — 21|17 if « € (0,1).

Using W(e) instead of W (e) for convenience, we write

W(e) < Ca(Wile) + Wa(e))
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where

Wl(e) — Noc+2 Z Ww(x)ﬂ(y)

z,y€EB N, ,7(z)<7(y)
Yoy e

and (see the definition of D(a, N) above)
Wa(e) = N°t2D(a, N) > ()7 (y).

z,y€BN 7 (z) <7 (y)
YzySe

As above, dﬁ% gives

Nite if a>1,
Wale) < CL{ N?logN ifa=1,
N?  ifac(0,1).

For W (e), the computation is slightly different depending on whether e is horizontal
or vertical. In both cases, we have

Wi(e) < CLN Z m(z) < C/N?.

z,y€B N 7 (z) <7 (y)
YxyDe

Observe that the upper-bound for W(e) always dominates that on Wi(e). The
desired result follows in this case. This argument remains valid as long as the
line L crosses the top and bottom sides at bounded distance from their respective
mid-point (uniformly in N). O

Proof of the lower-bound on X, in general. Now, consider the general case. So far,
we have treated the cases a = |b| (more generally, a < b) and b = 0 (more generally,
|b] < C/N for some fixed C).

To treat the general case, we partition the pairs (z, y) into three subsets: P, is the
set of pairs for which 7(z) < 7(y) and x and y lie on the same side of L. The second
subset, Pig, is the set of pairs on different sides of L for which n(x) < 7(y) and L
is crossed horizontally. Such pairs (%étgf the use of some symmetries) corresponds
to configurations R1,Rs in Figure e third and last subset, P34, is the set of
pairs on different sides of L for which m(x) < 7(y) and L is crossed vertically. Such
pairs (afpethhe use of some §meetries .1cd%rresponds to configurations Rs, R inlde
Figure e need to bound W (e) at @_ﬁom above and we split the sum in @7
into ﬂlree parts correspoiding to the the contributions of Py, P12 and P34 which we
call Wy(e), Wia(e) and Way(e).

Contribution of Py. The length of any paths associated with (z,y) € Py is bounded
by

N
zwgca +DOé7N)
It follows that (the computation is similar to the one done above in the case when
L is vertical; the constant C,, may change from line to line)

o Nt ifa>1,
Wo(e) < CuN? +Cy{ N2?logN ifa=1,
N? if @ € (0,1).

Note that the second term always dominates.
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Contribution of P1o. The contribution to ng(e) of the horizontal w-length of paths
is always bounded by
Nita if a > 1,
Co{ NZ%logN ifa=1,
N? if w € (0,1).
So, we concentrate on the vertical w-length of the paths. For a given e, call the
corresponding sum W, (e) (this is the vertical component of Wis(e)).

Y \ Y

x xr \

R Ra

FIGURE 5. The configrurations Py, Rs

Call z the turning point on 7., (# = =z if there is no turning point). When
(x,y) € P12, the w-length of the vertical component of the path 7,, is of order

|y2 —z2|

1 ly2—z2| ds
Ury = 20: (1+ /da(z, L)? + (bk)%)° A/o (1+ \/d(z, L) + (bk)2)>

Hence, v,y is bounded above by

11
ﬁFNF(Z)( ) ifa>1,
1 .
Uy <Ca§ Tof IOgd((FszL()Z)) ifa=1,
1 , :
o ;Ny(y) if a € (0,1).

In the case o € (0,1), d(y,L) < |b|N and it follows that v,, < N/Fn(y). As

)

discussed earlier, this gives W, (e) < CN?. In the case a = 1,

1 (1+d2(va)> < [b]|ly2 — 22 ) , N
< —og (U RW LN oo (14 o222 ) o .
Yoy = Ty 108 ( 1+ ) U T T w ) S Y Few)

This means that the earlier computations applied again gives W{g(e) < CONZ2 In
the last case, @ > 1, we consider two sub-cases. For those x,y such that da(z, L) >
da(z, L), we have vy, < CN/Fy(z) and

Not2 Z vy ()7 (y) < CN Z n(y) < C'N2.
z,y€P1g,do(z,L)<dy(z,L) z,yEP1g
Yxyde Yryde

For those x,y such that da(z, L) < da(z, L), we have |y; — z1| < bN and it follows
that

ot 3 yr@)m(y) < CPIINTE Y r(a)n(y)
x,y€Pyg,do(2,L)<dg(x,L) z,yEP19,|y; —x1|<ON,
Yryde Yxyde
< C/|b‘71Na+2|b‘N71 < C/Na+1.
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All together, this shows that

NMe  ifa>1,

Wiz(e) < Ca { N ifae(0,1],

and thus
. Nite if > 1,
Wia(e) < Cy{ N?logN ifa=1,
N? if « € (0,1).

Contribution of P34. As in the treatment of ng above, the contribution of the

horizontal w-length of the paths to W34(e) is always bounded by

Nt ifa s,
Co{ NZ%logN ifa=1,
NZ ifac(0,1).

So, we concentrate on the vertical w-length of the paths. For a given e, call the
corresponding sum W3, (e) (this is the vertical component of Ws4(e)).

Y Y

€T T

Ra R4

FIGURE 6. The configrurations Rz and Ry

Computing as in the case of Pj2, the vertical contribution v,y to the w-length
of vy is bounded above by

ﬁ ifa>1,
Uy < O ﬁlogFN(y) if =1,

da(y,L .
ﬁ% if v € (0,1).

In addition, because (z,y) € P34, we must have da(y, L), d2(x, L) < bN and |y; —
x1| < bN. Now, in order to compute W3, (e) when a € (0,1), we proceed exactly
as before and we get W¥,(e) < CN? as desired. In the case o = 1, we have

Wiy(e) < CN°T2 3" wy,m(a)n(y)

m,yeP;M‘
< O log(BIN)N® Y w()m(y)
z,y€P34
Yxyde
< C"N?log(|b|N).

Here, we have used the fact that the summation in x is necessarily reduced to a
range of order at most |b|N and that, for each e, either x or y is located along a
single line parallel to an axis (as usual in these computations).
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Finally, in the case a > 1,

Wii(e) < CN°F2 N~ wyym(a)r(y) < C'b|'N°F2 Y w(a)n(y)

z,yEP3y, x,y€P3y
YzySe YxySe

CllNa-‘,-l

IN

because

Z m(x)m(y) < Clb|N~L.

x,y€P3y
Yoy de

This last inequality uses again the fact that the summation in x is necessarily
reduced to a range of order at most |b|N and that, for each e, either z or y is
located along a single line parallel to an axis. (I

5. CONCLUDING REMARKS

Working on the cube [0,1]? and its discrete approximation, we have identified
a number of simple examples of target probability densities illustrating different
behavior of the Metropolis chain based on simple random walk. More precisely, we
provided matching upper- and lower-bounds for the spectral gap A of these Metrop-
olis chains. The spectral gap A, and its inverse, the so-called relaxation time 1/X,
are key parameters in understanding the running time of the corresponding Monte-
Carlo algorithms. However, the directly relevant parameter is the so-called mixing
time, either in total yariation distance, or maximum distance (or L2-distance).
Namely, referring to ﬁ , the mixing time in total variation is often define as

Try = inf {t : sgpz |Hi(z,y) —7(y)] < 1/6}

y

(here e denotes the number e, the base of the natural logarithm) whereas

Ht (.T, y)
(y)

pLS F . . .
With this notation, it is well-known that (see, e.g., HA’T, Qtﬁ 7, is the minimal value
taken by 7(x))

Too = inf {t : sup
z,y

1’g1/e}.

(1+1logl/my)
—

To conclude this work, we review how this applies to some of our examples and
what the expected true behavior should be.

1
(12) 3 <Try T <

sec-diml

5.1. Asymmetric one-dimensional examples of Section mthese exam-
ples log(1+1/m,) < log max{N_, Ny }. In the symmetric case when N_ = N, = N
and a_ = a4 = a, treated in [§], Tpy < T < h\//\h(the implied constants may de-
pend on a but they do not depend on N; see ‘8?% One expect thﬁit the same is
true in the asymmetric cases discussed here but the technique of Sa]%oes not apply
directly: getting rid of the factor of log(1+ 1/7,) requires some different ideas and
we do not know of a directly applicable reference.
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-expl
5.2. E>§ponentia1 fall-off. In the case oﬁ_the examples treated in Subsections ﬁ iF .
—ex . —ex

ﬁi {(assume a < b in Subsection @),_%e have log(1l + 1/m,) < N and 1/A < 1.
Moreover, it is relatively easy to see that the lower bound 1 =< % < Try is off

by a factor of N. Heuristically, starting from a position that is away from the
exponential peak of the distribution, it takes at least order N steps to reach a

set A with w(A) > 1/2, providing the desired lower bound. So the upper-bound
Too < CN is sharp and Ty < T, < N in these cases.

5.3. Examples with spectral gap no worse than 1/N2. Examples treated in
this section can have log(1 + 1/, ) of order varying from log N to N and it seems
difficult to improve upon without making more restrictive hypotheses.

-vall
5.4. The valley effect. Regarding the examples treated in Section : he basic
ideas used to treat the one-dimensional versions of these exar?%s in 8] do apply

and it is thus possible to improve upon the lower bound in and show that,
with constants depending on the parameter o > 0 but not on N,

N = Tryv X Tw.

Note that in these examples I %gt + 1/m.) < log N. The application of the Nash
inequality technique used in WB o the present 2-dimensional examples requires
some work and we only indicate briefly the main idea. The reason such examples
satisfy the proper Nash inequality, uniformly in N, is because each side of the valley
does satisfy such and inequality and it is possible to glue together these functional
inequalities to obtain one for the entire box. When a > 1, these examples present
a variety of interesting behaviors including the following: (a) from a starting point
on the line L (the valley), or appropriately close to it, the chain mixes in time of
order N2, significantly shorter than the relaxation time 1/ (this is not immediate
to prove); (b) when starting away from the line L, the chain displays a quasi-
stationary behavior in the sense that it appears to equilibrate after a time of order
N2 on about half the box (one side of the line L) before reaching its true equilibrium
in a time of order 1/A. This requires showing that there is a large gap between the
spectral gap A and the next eigT ‘ﬁ%]dle which is of order 1/N? > \. Such effects do
not occur when « € (0,1). See [2; Section 6] for a related discussion and examples.
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