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ABSTRACT

We design a Quasi-Polynomial time deterministic approximation algorithm for com-
puting the integral of a multi-dimensional separable function, supported by some un-
derlying hyper-graph structure, appropriately defined. Equivalently, our integral is the
partition function of a graphical model with continuous potentials. While randomized
algorithms for high-dimensional integration are widely known, deterministic counter-
parts generally do not exist. We use the correlation decay method applied to the Rie-
mann sum of the function to produce our algorithm. For our method to work, we require
that the domain is bounded and the hyper-edge potentials are positive and bounded on
the domain. We further assume that upper and lower bounds on the potentials separated
by a multiplicative factor of 1 + O(1/A?), where A is the maximum degree of the
graph. When A = 3, our method works provided the upper and lower bounds are sepa-
rated by a factor of at most 1.0479. To the best of our knowledge, our algorithm is the
first deterministic algorithm for high-dimensional integration of a continuous function,

apart from the case of trivial product form distributions.
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Integrating High-Dimensional Functions Deterministically

1 Introduction

In this paper, we study the problem of designing a deterministic approximation algorithm for computing
the integral of a multi-dimensional function over a bounded domain. In particular, given a function
f : R" — R, we are interested in computing an estimate of [, fd\ in deterministic polynomial in n
time, where ) is the Lebesgue Measure and D is a rectangular domain.

The challenge of high-dimensional integration is a central question across many scientific fields, in-
cluding statistics and machine learning. For example, the question of conducting inference in graphical
models, one of the cornerstone statistical models is reduced to the question of computing the associated
partition function, which is a special case of function integration. Exact integration in high dimensions
is known to be an intractable problem, specifically #P-hard, even when integrating functions as simple
as indicators of a polytope ([l6]). Thus, a longstanding problem has been to design algorithms to approxi-
mate high dimensional integrals. Traditional approaches rely on randomized methods to sample from the
implied distribution, allowing one to then approximate the integrals true value. The Metropolis-Hastings
algorithm, the development of which dates back to the 1950s ([11], [9], [1Q]), is one canonical example
of this technique. Subsequent works have introduced several variations on the technique, such as the
Metropolis-adjusted Langevin algorithm ([15], the Hamiltonian Monte Carlo algorithm ([|5], [13]), and
the Metropolis-adjusted Proximal Algorithm ([12]).

In this work, we take inspiration from recent breakthroughs in designing deterministic approximation
algorithms for graph counting problems ( [16, 3, |4]) for designing a deterministic algorithm for inte-
gration. In graph counting problems, one is given a graph and a combinatorial structure (such as an
independent set), and asked to count the number of such structures present in the graph. The exact forms
of these problems are typically #P-hard, and historically the only known approximations for them were
randomized MCMC-based algorithms. However, a new method called correlation decay was introduced
recently in [2] and [16], which allowed for deterministic approximation algorithms in graph counting
problems. In particular, the algorithm in [[16] is a Fully Polynomial Time Approximation Scheme, the
strongest algorithm possible unless P = N P. Recent developments based on Spectral Independence
have resulted in the improved exponent in the running time of the above algorithm which are now best
possible ([1]]). Later, another deterministic method was introduced by Barvinok, which reformulates the
problems in terms of partition function and analyzes the low order terms of a corresponding complex

polynomial ([4]).

In loose terms, the correlation decay property states that when sampling a structure from the Gibbs dis-
tribution, the assignment given to vertices which are far apart in the graph are nearly independent. In
particular, we require that the correlation between the two assignments decays exponentially as the dis-
tance increases. When this property holds, it becomes possible to estimate these assignment probabilities
for each vertex by performing a recursive computation on a small neighborhood of the vertex.

Despite the discrete nature of the property, and its initial use in solving discrete problems, there has been
some recent work applying the correlation decay method in the continuous setting. In particular, two
recent works have studied polytopes associated with the linear programming relaxation of the indepen-
dent set problem. In [7], it was shown that when the underlying graph is a regular tree, the correlation

decay property holds. Subsequently, it was shown in [[8] that the property holds on all graphs, for a
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more restricted class of polytopes, allowing for the time first use of the correlation decay property for
approximate computation of the volume of a polytope volume in quasi-polynomial time. Based on the
apparent connection between the existence of randomized polynomial time algorithms (MCMC) and
the correlation decay property, [8] conjectured that the property should hold for any polytope subject to

minor regularity assumptions.

In this work, we turn instead to the question of integrating a general function, as opposed to the indicator
functions arising in the context of computing the volume of a polytope. We now discuss the results of
our work and put them into context. Though we conjecture some form of the correlation decay property
to hold for a wide class of integrable functions, it remains a challenge to define an appropriate notion
of the correlation decay property for such a general setting, as the notions of “graph distance” and
“neighborhoods” are not well defined. Thus, in this work we limit ourselves to studying functions
f : R™ — R which are defined with respect to some underlying hyper-graph. In particular, we require
that the function be a product of differentiable edge potential functions, each of which depends only
on the input values corresponding to the vertices in the edge. Equivalently we consider the graphical
model setting with continuous potentials. Under the assumption that the domain of the integration
is a rectangle and the minimum and maximum value of the edge potential function over the relevant
domain is within a multiplicative factor 1 + O(1/(nA)) of each other, we design a (quasi)-polynomial
deterministic approximation algorithm for the integral of f over the associated domain. Here A is the
maximum number of edges a vertex is a member of, and 7 is the maximum number neighbors a vertex
has in the underlying graph (notice that in the graph setting, n = A). When A = 3 this factor is
1.0479 numerically. While rather restrictive, we do believe it is of interest that non-trivial results can
be achieved even under such restrictive assumptions for two reasons. First we don’t adopt the standard
assumptions which are adopted when analyzing MCMC type methods, such as convexity or log-Sobolev
inequality, see more on this below. In fact we believe that such inequality might be derivable from our
correlation decay property as an implication. Second, we stress that our algorithm is detemirministic
and thus first of a kind algorithm for integration outside of restricted case when integration can be done

trivially, for example if the graphical model is product form.

Our algorithm is based on the correlation decay property established for a discretized version of the
integral problem, equivalent to the classical Riemann Sum. Our approach to prove the Correlation
Decay property is to establish that the functions used to evaluate the marginal probabilities exhibits a
contraction. A standard approach to achieve this was introduced in [2], which we use as well, is to
establish that the || - ||; of the gradient of the function is less than 1. We rely on the restriction on the
values of the edge potential functions to prove the bound on the gradient norm. We then leverage this to
design an algorithm which approximates a Riemann Sum of the function to within a factor of 1+O(1/n)

O(logn)) ysing an algorithm similar to [§]. We conjecture the result can be improved to be a true

in time n
polynomial time algorithm by removing the dependence on n in the exponent, as was done for many
initial results based on the polynomial interpolation method (see [14]). Finally, we show that, so long as
the edge potential functions have bounded gradients, the value of the Riemann sum well approximates
the true value of the integral. Our approach is similar to the one introduced in [§], but is in fact much

simpler and more streamlined.
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Comparing our results with the state of the art results in solving high-dimensional integration problems,
such as [12], we note unlike the literature in this area, we do not assume that the function being integrated
satisfies assumptions such as log-concavity, log-Sobolev or Poincare inequalities. Thus the existence of
even randomized algorithms such as MCMC in our setting is not resolved. This explains why the mul-
tiplicative gap 1 + O(1/(nA)) appearing in our set of assumptions is so limited. We do conjecture that
such algorithms can be constructed since the correlation decay property is usually ties with isoperimet-
ric properties articulated by log-Sobolev and Poincare type bounds. We thus pose this as a conjecture:
the Glauber dynamics (namely the canonical Markov chain with stationary distribution described by the
function we integrate) mixes polynomially fast under the multiplicative gap assumption 1+ O(1/(nA)).
Similarly to [8] we furthermore believe that these assumptions can be significantly relaxed. In general,
we paraphrase this as the scientific challenge of establishing deterministic counterparts to randomized
integration scheme such as MCMC or Metropolis-Hastings. The P = RP and P = B PP conjectures
provide the basis to believe that such deterministic schemes should exist.

We conclude with a brief overview of the following sections. In section [2] we formally introduce the
problem and state the main theorem. Section[3|contains some preliminary results related to the recursive
problem construction. Section 4] will be where we derive the key Correlation Decay Property, which we
use to design our algorithm in section 3l Finally, in section [6] we will relate the discrete and continuous

versions of our problem and prove the main theorem.

2 Model and the results

We now formally introduce the framework presented in the introduction, as well as the main theorem.
Consider a hypergraph G = (V, E)) with n vertices of some fixed maximum degree A (meaning each
vertex in the hypergraph is a member of at most A edges). We will further assume that each vertex has at
most 1 neighbors, where a neighbor is defined as any other vertex which shares at least one edge (notice
that n < RA). We will define a hypergraph potential function to be any function f(y) : R™ — R which
takes the form

Fy) =] 2elyo)- ()

e€E

We refer to each function ®. as the edge potential function for the edge e. We wish to compute the

expression
[1tve s

where \ is the Lebesgue measure. Though we define the region of integration to be [0, 1]™ here for
convenience, similar results will hold for any rectangular domain. Rather than computing a direct ap-
proximation of this integral, we will instead compute an approximation of the corresponding Riemann
Sum. Fix some relaxation parameter N, and let D = {y/N|y € Z",0 < y, < NVv € V}. We define
the partition function

2(G) =3 1), @

yED

which is equivalent to a traditional Riemann Sum scaled up by a factor of N™, with the goal of approx-

imating this value. For the remainder of this paper, we will restrict ourselves to the setting where each
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®, above satisfies

3)

Ce < Pe(y,) < (1 - 5)1/2A68 <1 + 2A

log(1 + %))
for some constant ¢, > 0 unique to each edge and a universal constant § > 0. In this setting, we will be
able to show that the correlation decay property holds, allowing us to approximate the value Z(G). We
will then be able to relate this approximation back to the value of the original integral. In particular, we
will show the following.

Theorem 1 (Main Result). Suppose we have a function f taking the form of equation [I] with respect
to some hypergraph G. Further, suppose each function &, is differentiable, satisfies the condition in
equation 3] and there exists some k£ > 0 such that every ®, satisfies ||[V®.(y,)||2 < ke, for every
y € [0,1]™. Then, there exists an algorithm to produce an estimate V of [ 1(y € [0,1]™)f(y)d\ such
that

14
J 1y €[0,1]) f (y)dA

Taking k, A, and 7 to be constants, this algorithm will run in n91°8(") time.

-1 <0(1/n).

In the course of our approximation algorithm, we will need to iteratively restrict the domain of our
partition function. Thus, we will introduce constraints of the form v < m, equivalent to restricting
y» = m, and let 3 be collections of such constraints. We then define Dg C D to be the set of points in
D that satisfy every constraint in 3. We will use the notation (3, v <— m) to denote S U {v <— m}. With

this notation, we can define the following family of restricted partition functions
2(G.B) =) f(¥) “
yEDB

We can then use this to define a probability distribution over the assignments to each vertex in the

hypergraph G induced by the function f and constraints /3. In particular, we define

Z(G, (B,v <+ m))
Z(G,p) ’

z(G,v +m, ) =

which for each well formulated 8 will define a probability distribution over the assignments 0 to N — 1
for the vertex v. Our algorithm will rely on computing an approximation Z(G, v < m, 3) of the above
value, which will be done by exploiting the recursive nature of the problem. In particular, if we order

the vertices 1 through n and let 8; = (v; < 0,7 < %) for i € [0,n], with By = {}, we can see

Z(G) =z YG, v + 0,58 Z(G, b1)

H:U_l(G, v < 0,8i-1)Z(G, Br)
i=1

n

FO J]2 (G, vi - 0,8i1), (5)

i=1

since Z (G, Bn) = f(0) by construction. Thus, if we can approximate the values of z(G, v; < m, 8;_1)
within a factor of #, we will be able to approximate Z(G) within a factor of % We will formalize this

notion in section
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3 Preliminary Results

Fix a vertex v € V and a set of constraints 3. Let vy, ... vy, 1’ < n, be the unconstrained neighbors of
v. For any sequence y1, ...y, € [0, N —1] and any ¢ € [1,7'], we will use g; to denote (y1,...y;). For
each such sequence, we can consider the associated marginal probabilities

S A

z(yi) = (G \ v,v; < i, (B, (Uj —y;,J < i)))-

We will use x to denote the vector of marginals (z(;),1 < i < n/,9; € [0, N — 1]%). Notice that for any

fixed ¢ and 7;_1, we have

ZG Vi -,'_Z'
NZ . Z (G\ v, (B, (vj < y5,5 < )))_Z(G\U(ﬁ,(v]eyj,j<z)))
> p

Z(G\ v, (B, (vj <= 5,7 <1))) Z(G\ v, (

which inductively implies

> Iz =1 (©6)

Y1,--4:€[0,N-1] j=1
‘We now define the function

!

Z H Z’(g]) H (I)e(m7ye\v)

Y1,.- Y €[0,N—1] j=1 ecE v€e
(%) = —— B ™)
[Tz@) II ®elye)
Y0,Y1,--- Yy €[0,N—1] j=1 e€Evee

for every m € [0, N — 1]. This function captures the recursive structure of the problem, as we will see

when we use the following proposition in the next section.

Proposition 2. The following relation holds for every m € [0, N — 1] and every [:
(G, v+ m, ) = gm(x).

Proof. Starting from equation 4] we see that

B)= > f(y)

y€Dg

= Z H q)e(ye)
yEDB ecE

= II o060 > II @t
Yo,Y1,---Y,y €E[0,N—1] e€Ev€e y\{0,..n'}eDg e€E,vce

— Z H Py ) Z(G\ v, (B, (v; +yii€1,...7)))

Y0,Y1,---Y,y €[0,N—1] e€E v€e

ui

I1 Z(G A0, (B, (05 i < 7))
- Z TZ, 1 H q)e(ye)

yo.y1,- Yy EN=1] TT Z(G\ v, (B, (v; < yi,1 < 7))) e€Ewee
j=1

E:

_ 3 Z(G\ v, (8,01 < 1)) ) I @elye)

Y0,Y1,-- Yy €[0,N 1] j=2 eGE,vEe



Integrating High-Dimensional Functions Deterministically

By a similar line of reasoning we will also get that

E:

Z(G, (B,v +m)) = > Z(G\ v, (B,v1 < 1))

Y1, Yy €[0,N—1] j=2 eGE,vEe
Combining these, we can see that
Z(G, (B,v < m))
Z(G,B)
n/
> Z(G\ v, (B,v1 < y1)) I1 2(F) [leepvee Pe(m, Yey,)

yl,...yn/E[O,N*I] Jj=2

z(G,v +m,[) =

H q)e(m’ye\v)'

o
Z Z(G\Ua (5)2}1 < yl)) H IE(gJ) HEEEWEG q)e(ye)
Y0:Y1;---Y,y €[0,N—1] j=2

/

H SC(g]) HeEE,UEe @e(m, ye\v)
yl,...yn/E[O,Nfl]jzl

> ﬁ1 2(75) Tepoee Pely)

Y0,Y1,--- Yy €[0,N—1] j=

)

where the last equality holds by dividing the numerator and denominator by Z(G\ v, /3). This completes

the proof.

4 Correlation Decay

O

This section will be dedicated to establishing the necessary correlation decay property, to be used later

in our final algorithm.

4.1 Computation of Derivatives

In this next section, we will compute bounds on the values of the derivatives of our function g,,. For the

purpose of clarity, we define two expression to represent the numerator and denominator of our function

gm7

Un = Z Hw(gj) H cI)G(“?Ye\v)

y1,...y,7/€[0N71]j:1 ecE vee
—1 N-1
L= U=3> > Hfﬂ% [T ety
=0 =0 Y1,-- yn/e[ON 1]] 1 ecFE vee

First, notice that for any value of x we have that
N-1 n
L= > =@ II e«=v II
=0 y1,..y,/ €[0,N-1] j=1 ecE vee ecFEvee

by equations Bland [l Now, fix some & € [1,7/] and some vector g, € [0, N — 1]*. We have

k—1 n
oU,, _ _
Yk) o Yot 15 Yy €[0,N—1] j=k+1 eck,vee

6

®)
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N-1 ou, N-1k-1 ud
0z (7jk) =2 =) > II =@) II @y
=0 y =0 j=1 Ykt 1y Yy €[0,N—1] j=k+1 ecE vee

Using these definitions, we compute

OUp, oL
L — — U, — | x(Y)
o Un |
N-1 N-1 n 1 n
= H Q. l Ze\v Hx H q)e(m,ye\v)
=0 Zl,---Zn/:(]jzl eEEvee Yt 1s-- yn/ =0j=1 e€FE vEe
N-1 o N-1 - 7
S e T etm) S et I v \
21, zn/:O]:l ecE,v€e =0 Yr+1,-- Yyt = 0j5=1 ecE,v€e
N-—1 N-—1 N— n'
< Z z(Z;)z(Y;)
=0 z1,...2,y=0Yp41,...4,y=07=1
q)e(laze\v) m ye\v - H (I) m Ze\v (laye\v)
ecFE,v€e ecFE,vee
N-1 N-1 N-1 o log(1+ 1)\ **
S Z x(éj)x(gj]) H Cz (1 — 5) <1 + Tn -1
=0 z1,...2,y=0Yp41,...4,y=07=1 eeEveE
N-1 N-1 N-1 o log(1+ 1)\ **
< @)z | [ 2| 0-9) <1+Tn> ~1
=0 21402y / Oyk+1, n/ Ojil EEE;UEE
N-1 N-1 N-1 n
<(1—9) (1 — 1) > =G I <
m=0 z1,.. Zyt =0 Yr41,-- Yyt = =075=1 ecE vce
1 _5N 1 N-1 N-1 n
=— [[=G)=zw) [ <

ecEveER

where the second inequality comes from equation [3 and the last equality comes from equation [fl Com-
bining this with equation [§] we get

N L= ) k=1

[ 0Us _ U —— =) 11 e Q=0 ]II =)
‘89m(X) _ |28 %0 j=1 c€EwEE =1 o
9 (G) Lz - <NH €E e Ce)2 i

4.2 Bounding the Gradient

The remainder of this section will be dedicated to proving the following theorem.

Theorem 3 (Bounded Gradients). For any m € [0, N — 1], we have that

IVgml1 <1 -4

7
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Proof. Fix some k € [1,1']. Using equation O] we define

Pk £ Z O9m(x)

vt Ox(y.)

and use equations 9l and [l to see

k-1

(1—5)};[195(373‘) N1y s 135
<D N :y’;n—N > =) =—

yre[0,N-1]* Jr—1€[0,N-1]F=1 j=1

Thus, since the vertex v has 1y < 7 neighbors, we get that

[Vgml1 = Zpk < Z L

S The Approximation Algorithm

This section will be dedicated to the algorithm used to approximate the value Z(G). The primary piece
in this algorithm, present in algorithm [I will be a recursive algorithm to approximate the value of
(G, v + m,f).

Algorithm 1: ApproxProb

Data: Hypergraph Gz, Constraints 3, Recursion Depth d, Assignment y
Result: Estimate (G, v < m, ) of x(G,v + m, [3)
if d = 0 then return %;
Let vy, ... v, be the unconstrained neighbors of v;
for j € [1,7/] do
for y1,...y; € [0, N — 1] do
‘ Let Z(y) = ApproxProb(G \ v, (8, (vi <= vi,i < j)),d — 1,y;);
end
end

return ¢,,,(¥) ; # where g,, is defined in equation [7|

Lemma 4. Algorithm [1 will produce an estimate (G, v < m, () satisfying
|j(Gan —m, B) - I(G,U A m’ﬁ)| < (1 - 6)d

This estimate will be computed in time O(N").

Proof. We will prove the above theorem by induction. When d = 0, the difference is trivially bounded
by 1, so the theorem will hold. For d > 1, we have by induction that the coordinates of X computed in
the highest level run of the algorithm differ from the coordinates of x by at most (1 — §)%~!. Further, by

the mean value theorem, there must be some linear interpolation X of X and x which satisfies
I (X) = gm(X) = Vgn(X) - (X — x).

8
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Thus, we can use theorem [3] to conclude that
19m (%) = gm (¥)] < [[Vgm®)[[1 (K = %)l < (1= 6)7.

Additionally, we wish to analyze the runtime of algorithm [l We will let 7'(d) denote the runtime of the
algorithm with recursion depth d, and observe that 7'(0) = O(1). For higher values of d, the limiting
step will be the runtime of the recursive calls. There will be exactly N " such calls, and each one will
take at most O (') time to update the value of 3. Thus, we get that T'(d) = N O(1/)T(d—1), implying
that T'(d) = O(N"?), since ' < . O

Before we analyze the full algorithm, we will make an observation about the function g,,. In particular,

we will require the following Lemma.

Lemma 5. For any vector of marginal probabilities X, we have

as long as the underlying hypergraph G is connected.

Proof. So long as the input vector x forms a probability distribution, we use equation [7]to see

!

Z H Cﬂ(g]) H (I)e(m?ye\v)

Y1,...y, E[0,N—1] 5=1 e€E vEe
gm(X) = - 77/
[Tz@) II ®elye)
Y0,Y1,---Y,y €[0,N—1] j=1 ecE vee

/

S @) I e

S yl,...yn/E[O,Nfl]j:l ecFE,vEe
o us log(1+1)
£ e T a (15
yo,yh...yn/e[O,Nfl} j=1 ecE,vee
77/
[T =(¥;)
S Y1, Yy €[0,N—1] j=1

A ;
log(1+1) Ui _
| 4 sty ) S 1)
( Y0,Y15- Yy €[0,N—1] j=1
1

A7
1 1
(1 g(; n)>

where the first inequality follows from the assumption in equation [3] the second inequality follows from

v being a member of at most A edges, and the final equality follows from equation [6l Further, we can

(1+%)A§exp <log<1+%> /2) :mgﬂ,

so long as the hypergraph is connected. Thus,

observe that

1
gm(X) > W
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With this Lemma, we conclude with the following theorem.

Algorithm 2: ApproxZ
Data: Hypergraph GG, Recursion Depth d

Result: Estimate Z(G) of Z(Q)

Let z_inv < 1 and 8 < {};

for v € V do
z_inv < z_inv * ApproxProb(G, 3, d,0);
B (B,v <+ 0);

end

return f(0)/z_inv

Theorem 6. The estimate Z(G) of Z(G') produced by algorithm 2] will satisfy

\\l

G)
(@)

1-0(1/n) < <1+0(1/n)

N

for some d = O(log(Nn)). This estimate will be computed in time N©(log(Nn)),

Proof. Order the vertices v to vy, in the same order they are iterated in algorithm 2] and let 8; = (vj —
0,7 < i) as in the end of section 2l Set d = loglﬂg(m). This will result in our approximations
Z(G,v; « 0, 5;—1) computed in the algorithm to satisfy

(G i 0, B 1) — #(Cvs < 0, Bir)| < (1 — o) 1 #Gvie 0,6i1)

- V2Nn2 — n?
by Lemmald]and[3l Dividing both sides by (G, v; + 0, 8;—1), we get
w(G,vi — 07/8i—1) 1
— -1 < —.
(G, v; + 0, 8-1) — n?

Next, notice that
5 FO) T 271 (G,vi +0) ] 2(G,v; + 0)
] i=1

7(0) ﬁ Y G, v; + 0) - ﬁl (G, v; + 0)7

T
I

by equation 3l Therefore, the estimate Z produced by algorithm 2] will satisfy

(1_i>n:1_0(1/n)g%guown)g <1+%>n.

n2
The runtime of this algorithm will be dominated by the calls to the function ApproxProb, which each

take time O(N"?) by Lemmall Further, notice that d = O(log(Nn)) since (1 — &) < 1. Thus, since
there are n calls to this function with this d, the algorithm will take time N©O(10s(\Nn)), U

6 From Discrete to Continuous

In this section, we will present one method for relating the value of a Riemann sum to the value of the
corresponding integral, based on bounding the functions /2-norm. This process will conclude with a

short proof of theorem [11

10
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Lemma 7. Suppose we have a function f defined as in equation [Il where each function ®, is differen-
tiable and satisfies | V®.(x)||2 < ke, for every x € [0, 1]™. Then,

v\ [y € 0,107 £ (m)dA N
<1 N> : Z(G)/N" <1+ > :

where Z(G) is defined as in equation [2]

Proof. Pick any vector y € D, and let y’ be any vector satisfying y; < y} < y; + 1/N for each index i.
We will denote the set of all such y’ as Dy. Notice that ||y — y'[|s < % Thus, for every edge e € E,
we have

D (y) — %kce < D (y) < De(y) + %kce.

Using this, we see

o fxax Iy 11 (@) + Wheedx) T (@ely) + Frhee )

ecE ecE

_ ik
FW)/NT = IT @.(y)/N" - e §<l+zv> ’

ecE ecE

where the first inequality follows from the above equation, and the second inequality follows from the

|E]
assumption in equation 3l Similar reasoning will yield that % > (1 — @) . Finally, we

observe that

ﬁWemmvww_%%h e I I <O+£@>E
Z(G)/N" ;Jf(y)/N" SyeD Jy)/NT N )

with similar logic yielding

Sy € [0, 1) f(y)d _ (1 B Q>E
Z(G)/N™

We are now ready to prove our main result.

Proof of Theorem 1]
Let N = kn3/?|E|. By Lemmal[7l we will have that

g IEEDINDD _
Z@NT S

implying that

2(G)/N"
OUm < Fiyeprma = oM

Now, let Z(G) be the estimate of Z(G) produced by algorittm B when d = O(log(Nn)) =
O(log(nk|E|)). By theorem[6] we must have that

(G
G

~—

1-0(1/n) <

<1+ 0(1/n).

N

Finally, we observe that

( Z(G)/N” ) Z(G)\ _ Z(G)/N"
Jiy e,y f(y)dr) \2(@) ) [y €[0,1]")f(y)dA’
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which means

(1-0(1/n))* = O(1/n) < Ty 2(G )/N)r;"(y)d)\ <1+0(1/n) = (1+0(1/n))%

Thus, if we set our estimate of the integral V = Z(G)/N™, we will have that

[ 1(y € [0, 1]) f(y)dA -1/ <0(1/n).

Further, the runtime to compute this estimate will be dominated by the runtime of algorithm 2| By
Theorem [@ this will be (kn|E|)OMle*nlED)  Observing |E| < An and taking 7, k, and A to be

constants, we get a runtime of nOogn)

References

[1] Anari, Nima, Liu, Kuikui, & Gharan, Shayan Oveis. 2021. Spectral independence in high-
dimensional expanders and applications to the hardcore model. SIAM Journal on Computing, 0(0),
FOCS20-1.

[2] Bandyopadhyay, A., & Gamarnik, D. 2006. Counting without sampling. New algorithms for enu-
meration problems using statistical physics. In: Proceedings of 17th ACM-SIAM Symposium on
Discrete Algorithms (SODA).

[3] Bandyopadhyay, A., & Gamarnik, D. 2008. Counting without sampling. Asymptotics of the log-
partition function for certain statistical physics models. Random Structures and Algorithms, 33(4),
452-479.

[4] Barvinok, Alexander. 2017. Combinatorics and Complexity of Partition Functions. Algorithms and

Combinatorics, 30.

[5] Duane, Simon, Kennedy, Anthony D, Pendleton, Brian J, & Roweth, Duncan. 1987. Hybrid monte
carlo. Physics letters B, 195(2), 216-222.

[6] Dyer, Martin E., & Frieze, Alan M. 1988. On the complexity of computing the volume of a polyhe-
dron. SIAM Journal on Computing, 17(5), 967-974.

[7] Gamarnik, David, & Ramanan, Kavita. 2017. Uniqueness of Gibbs Measures for Continuous Hard-
core Models. Annals of Probability. To appear. arXiv preprint arXiv:1708.04263.

[8] Gamarnik, David, & Smedira, Devin. 2023. Computing the Volume of a Restricted Independent Set
Polytope Deterministically. arXiv preprint arXiv:2312.03906.

[9] Gelfand, Alan E, & Smith, Adrian FM. 1990. Sampling-based approaches to calculating marginal
densities. Journal of the American statistical association, 85(410), 398-409.

[10] Hastings, WK. 1970. Monte Carlo Sampling Methods Using Markov Chains and Their Applica-
tions. Biometrika, 97-109.

12



Integrating High-Dimensional Functions Deterministically

[11] Metropolis, Nicholas, Rosenbluth, Arianna W, Rosenbluth, Marshall N, Teller, Augusta H, &
Teller, Edward. 1953. Equation of state calculations by fast computing machines. The journal of
chemical physics, 21(6), 1087-1092.

[12] Mou, Wenlong, Flammarion, Nicolas, Wainwright, Martin J, & Bartlett, Peter L. 2022. An effi-
cient sampling algorithm for non-smooth composite potentials. The Journal of Machine Learning
Research, 23(1), 10611-10660.

[13] Neal, Radford. 2012. MCMC using Hamiltonian dynamics. Handbook of Markov Chain Monte
Carlo, 06.

[14] Patel, Viresh, & Regts, Guus. 2017. Deterministic polynomial-time approximation algorithms for

partition functions and graph polynomials. SIAM Journal on Computing, 46(6), 1893—1919.

[15] Roberts, Gareth O, & Tweedie, Richard L. 1996. Exponential convergence of Langevin distribu-

tions and their discrete approximations. Bernoulli, 341-363.

[16] Weitz, D.2006. Counting independent sets up to the tree threshold. In: Proc. 38th Ann. Symposium
on the Theory of Computing.

13



	Introduction
	Model and the results
	Preliminary Results
	Correlation Decay
	Computation of Derivatives
	Bounding the Gradient

	The Approximation Algorithm
	From Discrete to Continuous

