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Abstract

We present generalizations and modifications of Eldan’s Stochastic Localization process,
extending it to incorporate non-Gaussian tilts, making it useful for a broader class of mea-
sures. As an application, we introduce new processes that enable the decomposition and
analysis of non-quadratic potentials on the Boolean hypercube, with a specific focus on
quartic polynomials. Using this framework, we derive new spectral gap estimates for tensor
Ising models under Glauber dynamics, resulting in rapid mixing.

1 Introduction

Localization methods are an emerging set of techniques for tackling problems of high-dimensional
nature. These ideas originate with the Convex Localization method, simplifying functional and
integral quantities by iteratively truncating a given measure along affine hyperplanes [29]. In
[20], Eldan introduced an adaptation of this approach, known as Stochastic Localization (SL),
with several key differences. Rather than truncating the measure, SL perturbs it by introducing
a Gaussian factor of the form exp((z,d) — s|z||3), where the direction d is chosen randomly.
Another distinctive feature is that, while Convex Localization operates in discrete time, SL
evolves in continuous time, making its analysis accessible to stochastic analytic tools. Since its
original introduction, significant progress has been made in analyzing this method; for more
details, see [8, 20, 30, 32].

In recent years, SL has proved to be useful in many other contexts: high-dimensional proba-
bility [17, 18, 19], mixing for Markov Chains [9, 10], spin glasses [13, 16, 22, 28], probability on
the Boolean hypercube [21, 24], information theory [14, 23], convex analysis [31] and sampling
[26, 35, 36]. The unifying theme across these applications is the following: given an, a priori,
complex measure p with density d‘é—(f) = exp (—w(z)), SL aims to yield better analytic insights
into p by examining its Gaussian tilts, i.e., exp (—w(z)) exp ({(z,d) — s||z||3). Since the Gaus-
sian distribution is well-understood and possesses numerous desirable analytic and algebraic
properties, the hope is that it becomes easier to reason about and analyze the tilted measure.
However, a key condition for this approach to succeed is that the potential w must interact with
the Gaussian in a way that facilitates analysis. Indeed, most applications therefore focus on
measures with some form of convexity, such as when w itself is convex or when dealing with
highly structured measures, like quadratic w.

In this paper, we extend the stochastic localization framework beyond the Gaussian setting to
develop tools applicable to a broader class of measures. Qur approach generalizes the localization
process to incorporate non-Gaussian tilts, enabling the analysis of potentials that are neither
quadratic nor convex. This new framework is versatile and adaptable across various contexts.
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To showcase its utility, we focus on sampling from tensor Ising models via Glauber dynamics,
specifically addressing measures on the Boolean cube where the potential w is a polynomial of
degree greater than 2. For clarity, we concentrate on degree 4 potentials as a representative case.
In the remainder of the introduction, we will first present the problem of sampling using Glauber
dynamics, then explain the limitations of stochastic localization for non-quadratic potentials,
and finally outline the necessary adaptations we implement in this work. Our main contributions
are summarized below:

e We introduce new components and modify existing ones in the stochastic localization
process to induce non-Gaussian tilts.

e When specializing to degree 4 polynomials, we introduce a variant of the stochastic lo-
calization process on tensor spaces and apply our construction to derive new spectral gap
estimates for tensor Ising models.

e Our bounds also hold, a fortiori, for the spin glass model.

Sampling via Glauber Dynamics. We begin by introducing a motivating question for our
generalization of the SL process. Suppose we want to sample from a measure g on the n-
dimensional hypercube C,, := {—1,1}". A common approach is to construct a Markov Chain
which converges to p.

For measures on C,, Glauber Dynamics (GLD) is a reversible and irreducible Markov chain.
At a given time t > 0, suppose that the current configuration is given by X; = x where
x = (z1,...,2,). To define the chain and progress to the next step, we choose a site, or
coordinate, ¢ € [n], and resample x; according to the conditional distribution of p given (z;) ;.
In our analysis, we shall consider GLD in continuous time, where times of updates are determined
by a homogeneous Poisson process of intensity n.

When p has full support on C,, it is readily verifiable that the process X; is ergodic, with u
as its unique invariant measure. Thus, Law (X}) 1200, u, providing a sampling algorithm with
easily implementable iterates for p. To understand the overall efficiency of this algorithm, the key
quantity to analyze is the mixing time; in other words, we wish to control distance(Law (X}), )
for a given t > 0.

A well-known method for proving fast mixing for GLD is through its spectral gap. Let Larp
denote the generator of GLD, and let 1 = Ay > Ao > --- > A, > —1 be the eigenvalues of Lgrp.
The spectral gap is defined as gap := A1 — Ao, and for the semigroup operator PéLD = e~ tlop,
the mixing time is

tmix(e) :==min{t > 0: Va € Cy||Pirp (2, ) — pllrv < e}

A large spectral gap indicates that the chain mixes quickly, meaning it reaches its stationary
in short time. More precisely, these two concepts are related by the following inequality [33,

Theorem 12.4]:
n 1 1
Lmix < 1 . 1 a_ .
© {gap <Og (mmxecn u(w)> e <2€>>W

For GLD, having a spectral gap is equivalent to satisfying a Poincaré Inequality (PI). Fix a test
function ¢ : C,, — R. The Dirichlet form measures the fluctuations of the function and is defined

Eule) =5 3 (ole) — o(y)) ule) Parn(r.v),

z,y€Cp

and the PI is given by
Var, () < Cp(1)&u(p), (1.1)



where the best constant Cp(u) in (1.1), if it exists, is called the Poincaré constant and

Var,(¢) = /Cn @ dp — (/Cn wdu>2 : (1.2)

The spectral gap is equivalent to the PI: if finite, the Poincaré constant is the reciprocal of the
spectral gap. Thus, a larger spectral gap implies a smaller constant in the PI, which means that
the variance of functions decays faster over time, leading to faster mixing; for more details, we
refer the reader to [33, 37]. Below we explain how to obtain bounds on the spectral gap for
certain classes of measures using the SL process.

Two questions related to SL. As explained above, the underlying idea behind SL is to take
a measure y (on R” or on C,) and tilt it by some Gaussian factor, p(z) — e~ 9@y (z), where Q
is a positive semidefinite quadratic form. When the quadratic @ follows some time-evolution in
the form of an It6 process, this transformation makes the measure more tractable for analysis
via stochastic calculus.

To give more details, and explain the connection to mixing times, let us restrict to the discrete
case and consider a probability measure p on C,,. Let (By)i>0 be a standard Brownian motion on
R™ with By = 0. Given the following (finite) system of stochastic differential equations (SDEs)

dFy(z) = (z — a;, GdB,), Folz) =1, (1.3)

SL is defined as the measure-valued process py = Fiu, where we now explain the roles of a;
and C;'. First, we see from (1.3) that F;(x) is a martingale (since there is no drift term), and
therefore, as a probability vector, p = E[uy], for all ¢, where the expectation is taken over the
randomness of the process.

The vector-valued process a; is chosen to be the barycenter,

2= [ wduto)
Cn

and this choice ensures that u; remains a probability measure. In fact, the total mass is conserved

d/cn p(z)dz = d/n Fo(z)u(z)de = </ oFy(2)p(z)dz — ay, CtdBt> =0,

and, thanks to the initial condition Fo(x) = 1, we have that u; is a probability measure at
all times. The matrix C; is a matrix-valued process that measures the volatility of the Brow-
nian motion (By):>o and allows to encode various linear constraints on the system. A simple
computation with Itd’s formula (see for instance [10, Fact 14]) shows that

i) =oxp ([ o o Camy -3 16t - a0)lBas)
x exp (-%@,Qm + (Lt,x>> u(z), (1.4)

where L; is some adapted process in R”™ and Q; = fot C2%ds is a matrix-valued process. As t
increases, the quadratic term Q; increases, which means we are multiplying by Gaussians with
smaller and smaller variance. Put differently, the effective support of the measures shrinks, or
localizes, over time. In terms of applicability, this construction raises the following question:

Question. Can we localize a measure by tilting it with a density that is not Gaussian?

1To make the distinctions apparent, for the rest of the paper we use the Serif font to denote the tools for SL.



As will become apparent below, there are some rather straightforward ways to induce non-
Gaussian localization procedures. However, it will also become apparent that such generaliza-
tions are not necessarily useful for potential applications. Therefore, it is crucial to develop the
new process in a manner that preserves the desirable analytical properties seen in the Gaussian
localization while also ensuring its applicability across various non-Gaussian contexts.

In light of this, we will focus on developing the process to establish spectral gaps, as de-
fined in (1.1), a context in which Stochastic Localization has already demonstrated considerable
success when the potential is quadratic. Let us now explain the potential usefulness of SL for
quadratic functions, which will also make clear that some adaptations are required for more
general settings.

To prove a Poincaré inequality via SL, there are several possible approaches, all of which
rely on showing a PI for the localized measure u., at a suitable finite stopping time 7, i.e. one
has to prove

Varuf ((P) < CP(MT)SH/T (90) ) (1'5)

where ¢ : C, — R is a fixed test function. Most relevant to the present work is the approach
adopted in [22], whose high-level ideas we now outline. Define M, := an @ dpy, to be the running
mean of ¢ along the SL process. By the law of total variance, we get

Var,(p) = E[[M]t] + E[Varm(gp)], (1.6)

where [M]; stands for the quadratic variation. For matter of intuition, suppose C; is chosen in
such a way so that [M]; = 0 almost surely, then we get a PI:

( (*)

Var,(9) 2 ElVar,. ()] < Cp(un)EEs, ()]  Cp(un)ELE. ()], (1.7)

where in () we use the easily-verifiable fact that the Dirichlet form associated to p is a super-
martingale, [22, Proposition 9] (see also Lemma B.1).

Thus, the argument boils down into carefully choosing the matrix C;, which induces a
tractable localized measure p,. These ideas can be instantiated in the following case: Sup-
pose J is an arbitrary symmetric quadratic interaction matrix. For h € R™ an external field, we
consider the so-called Ising measure on C,,

w(z) o< exp ((z, Jz) + (h,x)). (1.8)

For the measure p, in [22] the authors choose C; to satisfy two constraints. First, by projecting
orthogonally to the level sets of ¢, they force E,, [¢] to be constant in time, which makes Var,, (¢)
into a martingale, and hence Var, () = E [Var,, (¢)]. Second, by making sure that Image(C;) is
always contained in an appropriate subspace, they ensure that J, = J — f(f C2ds, which appears
in (1.4), is strictly decreasing as long as Rank(.J;) > 2. If 7 := min{¢ : Rank(.J;) = 1}, then pu,
corresponds to a rank-1 matrix J.. In other words, the process decomposes the measure p into
a mixture of simplified measures of the form

Wyo(z) o exp ((u,)* + (v,2)). (1.9)

Moreover, the integral of the test function ¢ is preserved, i.e. [pdwy, = [¢dyp as., and
llull2 = [|Jtllop < |/]lop - Such measures are simpler to treat and satisfy a PI, with Cp(w,,,) <
(1 — |lul|3)~!. Together with (1.7) this implies Cp (1) < (1 — || J||lop) -

The fact that J is a quadratic form plays a crucial role in all of the above steps. It is this
fact that forces J; to remain a matrix at all times and to eventually localize to a rank 1 matrix.
Clearly, if J were any other type of function, it would not make sense to ask whether J — fg C2ds
is decreasing. Thus to handle more general potentials J we need to alter the localization scheme,
which leads us to the following question.



Question. Can similar techniques be applied to interactions of higher degrees?

From now on we shall focus on answering this question, by considering one of the simplest
non-quadratic models of interactions. Specifically, we explain how to tackle degree 4 polynomials.
ILe., we replace the matrix J with a fourth-order tensor.

Tensor Ising models and a naive approach for fourth-order tensors. Let T € (R")®*
be a fourth-order tensor and for z € R" write T'(z) = T'(z, z, z,7) = (T, v%*)s when we regard
T as a multi-linear operator. Equivalently, T'(z) = <x®2, Tx®2>HS if instead we think about T’
as an linear operator acting on matrices, see Section 2 for more details.

With the tensor T, consider the measure v(z) o exp(T'(z)) on C,. The measure v is also
called a tensor Ising model. It is similar to the classical Ising model on the vertex set [n], except
that we allow higher-order interactions, in this case 4, between vertices. When dealing with
tensors, a seemingly natural approach to extend stochastic localization is to define the following
version of SL: vy = F;v, where F; evolves according to the SDEs

dFy(z) = (#%% — a;, My dWy)ps, Fo(z) =1, (1.10)

with

at:/ z®2duyy(z),

and where W, is a Dyson Brownian motion?, and M; is a fourth-order tensor operating on matrices.
The objective is to tilt the measure using a fourth-order tensor. By applying It6’s formula, we
obtain the following expression:

t 1 t
() = exp ( [ = aomaius - 3 [ - asm%sds) u(a)
0 0

t
X exp <<x®2, <T 1 / M?ds) m®2> + <Lt,x®2>HS> ) (1.11)
2 Jo HS

t
L, = / (ModW, + Msa,sds) . (1.12)
0

where

Thus, at a superficial level, by an appropriate choice of M; we can tilt the measure by any
desirable fourth-order tensor. In particular, by following the steps of [22] we can apparently
simplify the arbitrary tensor 7" into a lower-rank tensor.

However, as we now explain, this naive localization procedure is unsuitable for applications.
First, in the standard SL method (1.9), we encountered a random linear term (h,z), which
results in tilting by a product measure. In the context of GLD for the Ising model, which
updates according to the conditional distributions, as in [22], tilting by a product measures is
manageable, and has no adverse effect on the spectral gap. However, the last term in (1.11)
is quadratic in z, and since L; is random, it can potentially become large. In fact, for certain
choices of Ly, it can be shown that the spectral gap deteriorates significantly. More generally,
the term (L, x®2>HS is not convex in general, unlike the linear term in (1.4), which is prohibitive
for a large range of applications.

Furthermore, at a technical level, we treat T" and M; as operators on matrices, i.e. elements
of Mat(R™, R""), forgetting some of their tensor structure. Thus the term T'(z) — i gMg (z)ds
collapses to a rank-1 element in the matrix space Mat(R"Q,R”Q), rather than retaining the full
structure of a tensor. Concretely, a symmetric rank-1 element in Mat(R"Q,R"Q) is of the form
M @ M for some n x n matrix M, rather than v®* for a vector v € R™.

2With a slight abuse of terminology, by Dyson Brownian motion, we refer to a symmetric n? x n®-matrix where
each entry is as an independent standard Brownian motion.



Contributions. To address the challenges mentioned above, we devise a new decomposition
scheme that we apply in several steps. We begin by constructing a variant of the SL method
which essentially, up to an arbitrarily small error, decomposes the measure du(x) o exp(T'(x))
into a family of non-negative measures of the form

pearr(x) o< exp (<ﬂ:,Mﬂ:>2 + <x,Rx>) ,

such that
M:/MMJ%W(dMa dR).

In the expression above, note that we completely omitted the term (L;, 292)ps. In exchange, we
can no longer guarantee that y decomposes into a mixture of probability measure, as s, g is not
necessarily normalized to have total mass 1. The key point however is that, as we shall show,
the norms of M and R are bounded almost surely in terms of ||T||ij, the injective norm of T,
see Section 2 for the definition. This property is still maintained after re-normalizing 117, g to be
a probability measure, and will eventually allow us to establish a spectral gap. To understand
how a spectral gap behaves for general non-negative measures the following quantity will play a
critical role: If v is any non-negative measure on C,, with total mass E,[1], and ¢ : C,, — R, we
define the normalized variance of ¢ with respect to v by,

Var(p) =B, [¢*] -

Above E, [¢?] = 3 ¢(z)?v(z) and so it is straightforward to verify (see also Lemma 4.4) that
:BECn

Var, (¢) = E, [1] Var(p) for the normalized measure 7 = ﬁ[l], which justifies the name of Var.
As it turns out, when working with general measures it is desirable to preserve the normalized
variance, rather than the standard variance, which is how we design our decomposition.

To achieve the decomposition we change the SL process in two distinct ways:

e We first remove the barycenter a; from the construction in (1.10). For this reason the total
mass of yu; is going to change along the SL process, which is why we will have to deal with
general non-negative measures. The constraint in the matrix M; is then adapted to deal
with such measures and to preserve the normalized variance.

e After removing a;, we introduce a new process v; to take its place. We choose the new
process to ensure that the term L; in (1.12) is arbitrarily small.

The above decomposition constitutes a rank-1 decomposition of matrices, rather than a decom-
position of tensors. To obtain a full tensor decomposition, we iteratively refine our approach by
decomposing each matrix term separately. Specifically, applying our decomposition to one of
the copies M yields an expression of the form:

fi(z) o exp ((u, z)*(z, Mz) + (z, Rx)) .

Here, we decompose one copy of M into the rank-1 matrix v ® u. We further apply our SL
variant to the other copy of (x, Mz). To complete the decomposition, we apply SL as in [22] to
the quadratic term (z, Rz). Figure 1 illustrates this iterative refinement process when applied
to a tensor 7. This results in the following decomposition, which also incorporates certain
lower-order terms.

Theorem 1.1. Let ¢ : C,, — R be a test function and let o be a measure on C, given by

p(z) oc exp(T(x)),



exp (T())
Thm 3.1
exp ( <:c,Mx><x,Ma:> - <;,Rx>)
: Thm 3.7 .
xp ({0 Ma) (w5 + (o, Ra)
Thm 3.7 .

2 (v,ia:>2 + (x,R:L'>)

\Thm 1.5

exp( <u,.x>2 (v,.x>2 + (x,w)2+<ﬂ,$>)

exp ( <u,m>

Figure 1: Decomposition of a fourth-order tensor.

where T is a positive definite symmetric fourth-order tensor with zero diagonal entries. Then,
for every 6 > 0, there exists a decomposition of p as

p= [ s n(du. dv, du,dt,do),
where with u,v,w,f € R" and ¢ : C,, = R, and piy w04 @5 a non-negative measure of the form
P (2) o exp ((u, )% (v,2)? + (2,0) + (€, 2) + () -
Moreover, we have the following properties:
o [lull3, [loll3 < 23/ Ting, w3 < 40T |linj, n-almost surely.

e max |Y(x)| <, n-almost surely.
:BECn

e The variance is decomposed as follows Var, () < [ Var,, (p)n(du, dv, dw, d?, dyp)+0.

v,w, 8,7

As can be seen, extending from quadratic to quartic potentials involves several non-trivial
modifications, which is why we chose to focus on this case. However, we note that the modifica-
tions we described are applicable in more general settings and can be used to induce a variety
of other decompositions. Furthermore, as will be seen from the proof, the discrete cube C,, does
not play a central role in the decomposition and could replaced, for example, with the sphere
S"~! or any of its measurable subsets.

With Theorem 1.1 we proceed with the same strategy from [22], as outlined above, and
obtain spectral gaps for tensor Ising models.

Theorem 1.2. Let p be a measure on Cy, given by,
pu(x) o exp(T'(x)),

. . 1
for some positive definite degree-4 tensor T'. Assume that ||T'|jinj < 55 Then,

1
Cp(p) < — |
p(u) < 7= 5671 T g

7



Let us make several remarks concerning Theorem 1.2. First, at this level of generality, the
requirement ||T'[|inj = O(2) is necessary for rapid mixing. This condition arises naturally when
working in C,, where each element has norm y/n. Consequently, we recover the correct order
of magnitude for the bound on ||T;n;. However, the constant s is likely suboptimal. This
sub-optimality stems from two main factors. The main reason for sub-optimality lies in our use
of Dobrushin’s condition, see (4.1), to bound the spectral gap for rank-one tensor Ising models.
While the condition is tight for rank-one matrices, it leaves a gap for higher-order tensors.
Tightening this condition for tensors seems feasible, but will likely require some new ideas. The
other reason for the sub-optimality is technical and seems to be an artifact of our method. In the
decompositions discussed above, we cannot ensure that the matrix M is positive semi-definite,
a required condition for our method. We then need to shift M to become positive semi-definite,
which artificially increases its operator norm and induces the lower order terms. This shift also
causes the sub-optimality to further degrade when dealing with higher degrees.

To understand the extent of the sub-optimality in our constant 5—16 we focus on a specific,
simple, tensor Ising model sometimes called tensor Curie-Weiss.

Lemma 1.3. Let T(z) = 5(3 ;)*, and for 8 > 0 consider the tensor Curie-Weiss measure

p15(x) o< exp (BT (x)) .

Suppose that 3 2 0.50425. Then, the mixing time of Glauber dynamics, associated with pg, is
at least exponential.

We prove Lemma 1.3 in Section 5 as a consequence of a more general result for arbitrary
degree tensors. We can see that the tensor T in the Lemma is a degree-4 tensor of rank one.
Moreover, since ||8T(x)|inj = g, we can see that as 3 varies from 2= to 0.50425 the measures /i
undergo a transition from rapid mixing of GLD to slow mixing. We believe the tensor Curie-
Weiss is the worst-case example for GLD, which shows that our bound is probably off by about
a factor of 28. Still, to our knowledge, there is no other general bound with an explicit constant
in this setting.

A few days after we uploaded our paper to the arXiv, the authors of [38] uploaded their
independent work about mixing times for GLD in the tensor Curie-Weiss model. The paper
includes a more systematic treatment of this specific model and in particular a different proof
of Lemma 1.3 and Proposition 5.1 with improved lower bounds.

For another application, we specialize Theorem 1.2, which is a general statement about
tensor Ising models, to specific cases of interest. Namely, we consider the degree 4 spin-glass
model, in which the tensor T has independent Gaussian entries.

Corollary 1.4. Let T be a symmetric fourth-order tensor with independent N (0, %) off-diagonal
entries and 0 everywhere else. For fixed 8 > 0, let u be a probability measure on C,, given by,

pa(x) o< exp (BT (x)) .

1
If B'S 5500080 then

1

Cr1) < 75000285

Corollary 1.4 follows from Theorem 1.2 using an appropriate bound on the injective norm of
a Gaussian tensor. Again, while the constant m is not optimal, it remains, to the best of
our knowledge, the best-known bound in this setting, compared to the implicit constant in [1].

Finally, we note that our method extends to certain tensor models of higher degrees. How-
ever, the rank of the decomposition grows rapidly with the degree, causing a sharp decline in
the spectral gap guarantees. These issues are further discussed in Section 6.



Further related works. As mentioned above, our decomposition result in Theorem 1.1 should
be viewed as an extension of the rank-1 decomposition theorem in [22, Theorem 12]. For
completeness, we state the previous theorem and then discuss the important differences.

Theorem 1.5. (/22, Theorem 12]) Let ¢ : C,, — R be a test function and let u be a measure on
Cn given by
p(x) oc exp((z, Jr)),

where J is a positive definite matriz. Then, there exists a decomposition of | as

p= / fuen(du, df),
where u,l € R"™, and p, ¢ is a probability measure of the form

pae() o< exp ((u, 2)” + (0, 2)).
Moreover, we have the following properties:
o |[ull3 < || J]lop, n-almost surely.
e The variance is decomposed as follows Var, (o) = [ Var,, ,(o)n(du,dr).

As can immediately be seen, Theorem 1.5 decomposes J into rank-1 matrices u ® u. In
contrast, since we encode more linear constraints in the tensorized stochastic localization process,
Theorem 1.1 can only offer a rank-8 decomposition, augmented with some lower order terms,
which leads to the suboptimality of our spectral gap estimates. The upshot is that the ‘linear’
term L; from (1.11) does not appear in Theorem 1.1. As discussed above, omitting this term is
crucial for applications.

Concerning spectral gaps, other than [22] the SL process was instrumental in establishing
several other spectral gap results. In [15, 16], the authors discretize the SL process and produce
a new sampling algorithm for the Sherington-Kirkpatrick (SK) and spin-glass models, using
AMP iterations. This new algorithm affords non-trivial sampling guarantees for the SK model
when the inverse temperature satisfies § < 1/2. The paper [7] later extended this result to the
conjectured optimal threshold § < 1. The work in [4] further improves the fast mixing results
for the GLD in the Ising model, implying fast mixing for the SK-model up to 8 ~ 0.295. SL
has also been applied to other models, including the random field Ising model [13], the spherical
spin-glass [28, 27], and the sparse random Ising model [34]. For a survey of recent developments
and applications to machine learning, see [35].

To compare with our Theorem 1.2, perhaps the most relevant result is from [3]. In that
work, by analyzing the spectral independence condition, the authors show that for any measure
e H(@) on C,, the spectral gap is bounded as long as max,ec, | V2H (x)]|op is sufficiently small.
For a degree-4 symmetric tensor, as in Theorem 1.2, we have

2
max [| VT (z)llop = 12max |T(z, z, -, )llop = 12n/|T [l

Thus, [3] implies the existence implicit of an implicit small constant B, such that when ||T'[in; <
%, GLD exhibits rapid mixing. Our result improves upon this bound by providing an explicit
constant 5—16, replacing B. However, for higher-degree tensors, the estimates in [3] scale more
favorably compared to those in Section 6. Despite this, our approach offers several new insights,
beyond providing an explicit constant. First, as mentioned above, our decomposition extends
to continuous models in the sphere, whereas the spectral independence condition is inherently
discrete. More importantly, Theorem 1.1 establishes a connection between general tensor Ising
models and low-rank models, enabling the transfer of analytic insights from the latter to the for-

mer. This decomposition has potential applications beyond spectral gap analysis. For instance,



if it could be shown that low-rank tensor models satisfy a modified log-Sobolev inequality, as in
[2], the same result would extend to general models through our framework. Establishing such
an inequality, which would imply near-linear mixing time for GLD, is an interesting question
that is beyond the scope of this work.

Overview. The structure of the paper is outlined as follows. In Section 2, we review some
details about fourth-order tensors and establish the necessary properties. Section 3 is dedicated
to constructing the tensorized Stochastic Localization process. In Section 4, we apply our process
to establish estimates on spectral gaps. Section 5 is dedicated to the tensor Curie-Weiss model
and in Section 6 we discuss further generalizations for higher-order tensors.

Conventions. We denote the space of m; x mg matrices over R™ by Mat(R™ /R™2). Let
A,B € Mat(R™,R™) for some m € N. The Hilbert-Schmidt inner product is defined as
(A, B)us = Tr(A*B). Moreover, the operator norm is defined as || A op:= sup{||Av||2: ||v]]2<
land v € R™}. Let z,y € R", we define the Euclidean scalar product as (x,y) = zTy, the
tensor product as z @ y = zy”? and the m-th tensor power as 2™ =2 ® --- ® .

Let f1, f2: © — R be two non-negative functions over the same space Q2. We write f1(z) o< fa(x)
if there exists a positive constant Z such that fi(z) = £ fo(z) for every z € Q.

Given a measure p on Cp, we say it admits a decomposition if there exists a measure m on some
index set © and a family of probability measures (ug)gco on C, such that u can be rewritten
as W(A) = [g ne(A)dm(6) for all A C C, measurable. We call m the mixing measure. With a
slight abuse of notation, we shall also identify u with its probability function, so that for = € C,

we write p(x) instead of p({z}).
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2 Fourth-order tensors

In the sequel, we shall mostly focus on simple examples of non-quadratic functionals in the form
of fourth-order tensors. This section outlines the different perspectives we take on these tensors
and presents some basic results.

2.1 Fourth-order tensors as multi-linear forms

Consider a fourth-order tensor T' € (R")®4, and equip R™ with the standard Euclidean norm
Ill2 :== v/ (-, -). We shall always assume that 7" is symmetric, i.e.,
Eligigu - T‘Z Vo € 54,

o(1)io(2)l0(3)to(4)

where S, is the symmetric group on four elements. Let S*~! := {z € R" : ||z||s = 1} denote
the unit sphere in R"”. We call (i1, 1i2,143,14) a diagonal entry if it contains any repetitions, i.e.
|{i1,12,43,174}| < 4. The tensor T can be realized as a multi-linear form R” x R” x R” x R” — R,
defined on the standard basis {e;}! ; through the relation Tj iz, = T(€i,, €is, €is,€iy). This
perspective leads to the definition of the injective norm of T as

||TH1HJ = sup |T($,y, Z,U})‘.

z,y,z,weSn 1

10



The symmetry of T affords the following, simpler, characterization of the injective norm.

Lemma 2.1. ([0, Proposition 1]) Let T € (R™)®* be a symmetric fourth-order tensor. Then,

I T|[inj= sup |T(z,z,z,)|

zeSn—1

2.2 Fourth-order tensors as matrix operators

Above, we have treated the tensor 1" as a multi-linear operator. There is another equivalent

way to interpret fourth-order tensors; as linear operators acting on matrices. Specifically, we

can “flatten” T into an n? x n? matrix, i.e., an element of Mat(R"Q,R"Q). For any matrix

M € Mat(R",R") ~ R , the application of T yields another matrix, and we define the
(matrix) operator norm of T" as

ITllop = sup |[[TM|lus = sup (M,TM)gs.

(1M ||ns=1 | M|lgs=1
To move between the two perspectives, we have the following identity
T(.%', Y, z, ’l,U) == <.%' ® Y, T(Z X ’LU)>HS

Above we used the Hilbert-Schmidt inner product in the space Mat(R"Q, R”Q). Throughout, we
shall use this same notation for the inner product, regardless of the ambient dimension, as it
should be clear from the context. With this perspective, when we say that 7" is positive (semi-
)definite, we mean that it is a positive (semi-)definite n? x n? matrix. Moreover, if S is another
symmetric 4-tensor, we will write 7" < .S to mean that S — T is positive semi-definite. Similarly,
T - S stands for the matrix product of T" and S.

Next, we establish a connection between the injective norm and the matrix-operator norm.

Lemma 2.2. Let T be a symmetric fourth-order tensor. Then, the following holds:
* [Tlinj < 17T llop-
o If S € Mat(R™,R™) is symmetric and S < T as matrices, then

[Sllop <[ Tllop  and  [|Slinj < T ins-

Proof. For the first part, since ||z ® z|jus = 1 whenever x € S*~!, we have

IT|inj = sup |T(z,z,2,2)|= sup (z®@z,T(x® x))us

reSn—1 xeSn—1
< sup (M, TM)us = [|T|op-
[M|lns=1

For the second part, we know that for any matrix M,
(M, SM)ns < (M, TM)ns,
which implies ||S||op < [|T'||op. Specializing this to rank-1 matrices gives ||.S||inj < ||7'||in;- O

2.3 Concentration of the injective norm

One important case of interest is when T is a random Gaussian tensor. l.e., when T has
independent, up to symmetries, Gaussian off-diagonal entries, with all other entries being zero.
In that case, the injective norm concentrates tightly around its mean, as in [5]. For completeness,
we state the next result for general degree p.

11



Theorem 2.3. Let p > 4 and suppose that T is a symmetric tensor of order p with independent,
up to symmetries, N (0, ﬁ) off-diagonal entries, and all other entries are zero. Then there
exists an Ey(p) > 0 such that, for everye >0

n—oo

P (|0 1T s~ Eolp)]| < ) 0.

Moreover, Eol) PT und Eo(4) ~ 1.794.
/log(p) o)
Proof. The convergence in probability is a direct consequence of [5, Theorem 2.12], which con-
cerns convergence of the ground energy. We only need to note that by symmetry, and Lemma
2.1,
inf T(z) "2 [T -

llzll2=1
For the values of Ey(p) see for example [11, Lemma 2.7], and [11, Remark 3.9] for the exact
value of Fy(4). O

3 Tensorized Stochastic Localization

This section introduces our variant SL process, the Tensorized Stochastic Localization process.
As explained, we focus on degree-4 tensors and prove Theorem 1.1, though the new components
we introduce are applicable to a wider range of functions. The proof of the decomposition
theorem proceeds in several steps. First, in Section 3.1 we show how to decompose an arbitrary
symmetric 4-tensor 1" into 4-tensors of the form M ® M, where M is some symmetric matrix.
Then, in Section 3.2 we show how to repeat the same ideas, by successively decomposing each
copy of M, and obtain a final rank-one decomposition, as in Theorem 1.1.

3.1 Decomposing 4-tensors into tensor products of matrices

Fix p a probability measure on C, given by u(x) o exp (T(z)), where T € (R")®* is some
positive definite symmetric fourth-order tensor. Fix also a function ¢ : C, — R. Our goal
is to decompose p into a tame mixture of simpler measures, allowing to control Var,(y). A
key component in our construction is that we allow to consider positive measures which are
not necessarily normalized to be probability measures. For those measures, we recall here our
definition of normalized variance, which applies to any non-negative measure v,

Var, (¢) = E, [902] -

The following is our first decomposition result:

Theorem 3.1. Let p be a probability measure on C,, given by p(z) < exp (T'(z)), where T is a
positive definite symmetric fourth-order tensor, and let ¢ : C,, — R. Then for every § > 0, there
erists a decomposition,

= / jarn(dM, dR),

where M and R are n x n symmetric matrices. The measures piy,r are non-negative and given
by

i plx) o exp (252 © 252, M ® Mns + (, Re)) = exp ({2, M)? + (z, Rx)) .
Moreover, we have the following properties:

° IIMng <N T ||inj, n-almost surely.

12



e ||R|lus <9, n-almost surely.

hd |Varﬂ(30) - fWﬂAI,R (90)77 (dU,dR)‘ <.

Towards proving the decomposition theorem we consider the stochastic localization process,
given by the following system of SDEs,

dFt(,I) == <,I®2 - ’Ut,Ctth>HSFt($), F(](x) == 1, (31)

where (W})¢>0 is a Dyson Brownian motion in the space Mat(R"™,R"™), v; is some adapted matrix-
valued process to be defined soon, and C} is a 4-tensor operating on matrices, so that CydW; is
valued in Mat(R™,R"™). With this SDE, we define the following measure-valued process

pe = Fyp. (3.2)

Before delving into the details of the process we shall first expand on the construction of the
driving operator C; and the drift v;. When constructing these processes we focus on the main
challenges outlined in the introduction — specifically, the term in (1.12), arising from the naive
construction, can become prohibitively large and interfere with applications. Therefore, our
goal is to design C; and vy to eliminate this term without compromising the structure of the SL
process.

3.1.1 The driving matrix C;

Recall that C} is a linear operator, acting on matrices, and as such can be thought of as an
element of Mat(R"Q,R”Q). The main role played by C; is to enforce some linear constraints
along the dynamics of u;. Specifically, we consider the following observables of p;. The first
ones are related to the dynamics of ¢,

Ar =Ky, [Qp(x)(x(m — )] and ¢y =By, [¢]. (3.3)

Remark that ¢; is a scalar and that A; is matrix-valued. Similarly we define the analogous
quantities for the constant function 1,

Ji=E, [x®2 —v;] and mass; = E,, [1]. (3.4)

Note that we will not enforce u; to remain a probability measure, and we will only guarantee
that it is positive. Thus even though massy = 1, the same will not be true when ¢ > 0. On
the other hand, we will choose the matrix C; to facilitate a Poincaré inequality for positive
non-normalized measures. For this, as will soon become evident, our central quantity of interest

18
— J
CI)t — masstAt _ GerJt (3.5)

mass;

The main role of Cy will be to ensure that ®; remains nearly constant. We thus define the
following 4-tensor as an element of Mat(R"Q,R"Q),

1 t
T,=T— —/ C2ds, (3.6)
2 Jo

recalling the identification of Mat(R"Q, R”Q) with the space of 4-tensors. Ideally, we would like to
define C; as the orthogonal projection Projlmage(Tt)mcp L The condition Image(Cy) C Image(7})
would ensure that that T; is a decreasing process, while having Image(C}) orthogonal to @,
as in [22], would play the same variance preservation from (1.7). The new component is that
instead of keeping the expectation E,,[p] constant over ¢, our choice of ®; will instead make

13



IIEH”;—S[:? constant. As we will see, this is the correct condition that ensures that the measure

satisfies a tractable Poincaré inequality.

At a technical level, defining C} as an orthogonal projection is highly discontinuous whenever
®, € Image(T}). To countermand this issue we follow [22], and define a smoothed version of the
projection operator. For completeness, we provide the details of the construction in Appendix
Al

Lemma 3.2. ([22, Lemma 2]) Let H stand for the set of subspaces of R". There exists a
function C : H x R™ — Mat(R”Q,R"Q) satisfying the following conditions, for any H € ‘H and
v, W € R ;

1. Image(C(H,v)) C H, and when restricted to H, C(H,v) is positive definite, and C(H,v) <
Ix.

2. The map C(H,-) : R™ — Mat(R™,R™) is Lipschitz continuous.

3. Tr(C(H,v)?) > dim(H) — 1.

4. |C(H,v)v| <.

With the above map, we now make the definition,

Cy := C(Image(T3), D). (3.7)

3.1.2 The drift v;

In the previous section, we demonstrated how the definition of C; can be adapted to incorporate
the time-varying quantity mass;. The total mass mass; becomes relevant since we no longer
consider the barycenteric process a; from (1.10), which ensures that yu; is a probability measure.
One desirable effect of removing a; is that the process L; from (1.12) immediately becomes
smaller. Recall that allowing L; to attain large values was a significant hurdle in generalizing
the stochastic localization process. To further reduce L;, even to arbitrarily small values, we
capitalize on the newly gained flexibility that arises from allowing mass; to change. Our next
key idea is to replace the process a; with another adapted process that ensures L; remains as
small as desired.

We prove the following Proposition in Appendix A.2. The construction relies on ideas stem-
ming from Bessel processes, which are known to remain positive almost surely. With this result,
we define vy := v).

Proposition 3.3. Let Cy be defined by (3.7), and let § > 0. There exists an adapted drift process
v) € Mat(R™, R™), such that if X{ satisfies

dX? = C,dW, — C2ddt, X§ =0, (3.8)

then sup || X?|lus < 6 almost surely.
t>0

3.1.3 Comparison with the standard SL process

Before proceeding with the proof, we highlight the main modifications made to the original
stochastic localization process. Let 1y be a probability measure on C,, and let (B;)¢>o be a
standard Brownian motion on R with By = 0. Recall the following system of SDEs:

dFt(az) = <$ — at,CtdBt>, Fo(x) = 1,
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where standard SL is defined as the measure-valued process v; = F;19. Here, recall a; is the

barycenter,
at:/ x dy(x),

and C; is the driving matrix. Let us highlight the main differences between the two processes.

1. Tensorized Stochastic Localization (TSL) is defined for quadratic forms 22 rather than
on x, as in SL. This is adapted to have a measure with higher-order potentials. In fact,
let us define for a matrix A; and a vector b, both depending on ¢, the operators

t t t
Q(A) ::/ A%ds  and L(At,bt,Bt):/ Asst—/ A2b,ds.
0 0 0

Then, for SL F; has the form [10, Fact 14]

Fi(x) o exp <—%<Q(Ct)x,x> + (z, L(Cy, ay, Bt)>> ,

instead for TSL, see Lemma 3.5, F; has the form
1
File) o exp (7(a) = 3(QUC", 5 + (6 L(Chuon Wil ) -

2. In SL the driving process By is a standard Brownian motion. Instead in TSL the driving
process Wy is a Dyson Brownian motion, which evolves in the space of symmetric matrices.
This is essential because more randomness in the quadratic variation is required to generate
a degree-4 tensor for the decomposition, alongside a quadratic term.

3. The quadratic term is canceled out by the drift v;. In contrast, in SL the role of the
barycenter a; is to ensure that ;4 remains a probability measure. As a result, p; is no
longer a probability measure, but an unnormalized positive measure. In TSL, this is
reflected by incorporating a new linear constraint to the driving matrix C;.

4. Furthermore, since W; is an n X n matrix, C; now acts as an operator on matrices, which
can also be interpreted as a fourth-order tensor.

We also mention that there is another possible path to take. Instead of defining C} in a way
that will later enable us to handle un-normalized measures, we could encode a linear constraint
that makes mass; = [E,,[1] constant over time. In that case, we would ensure that p; is a
probability measure, with the role of the barycenter a; now incorporated into C;. In fact, this
is the choice we made in a previous version of this work. However, adding an extra constraint
into C; resulted in a decomposition into low-rank tensors with rank strictly higher than 1. This
fact has led to a deterioration in the obtained spectral gaps. We do believe that this approach
could be of interest in other settings though.

3.1.4 Properties of y;

With the above definitions at hand, we are ready to prove some key properties of the measures
1. We first observe that while u; does not remain a probability measure, its normalized variance
Var,, () does not vary too much through the process.

Lemma 3.4. Let () be defined as in (3.2). Then, for every t > 0,

|E [Var,, (¢)] — Var, ()| < t6%
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2
Proof. We begin by representing mﬁ;St as an It process. By definition of p, in (3.1),

doy = d/(p(x)Ft(x),u(dx) = /4,0(915)(915@’2 — vy, CedWiyps Fy(z) p(dx)

_ < [ e - vt)Ft(x)u(dx),Ctth> — (CoAy, AW,

dmass; = / Fi(x / dF;(z)pu(dz) = / ;22 — vy, CdWy) ps Fy () pu(da)
_< / (2®2 — v Fy(z)p (dx),Ctth> = (Cy3¢, dWi)ms, (3.9)
HS

where A; and J; are defined in (3.3) and (3.4). Applying It6’s lemma to the function (z,y) — %2,

we get

v P 1 : i P
d—t— =2 deoy + dle]r — sdmass; + sd[mass]; — 2 sd[mass, @]
mass; mass; mass; mass; mass; mass;
Pt v 1 2 ¥’
=2 dey — dmass; + ——||CrA - CJ3,C A CiJ
mass, ; mass? mass; + mass, |CrA||f1s m ?< t +Ai)Hs + 3 |Cy t”HS
2
2
— @ J
—9 7t deyr — Ll sdmass; + ||Cy masse Ay 3 Prt
mass; mass;

2
mass; HS

Pt 802 2
=2 dpy — ¢ 5 dmass; + 1Ce®¢ |l iis
mass; mass;
2
<2 L dp — i ydmass; + 52,
mass; mass;

where we have used the expression (3.3) for ®;, the definition of C; from (3.7) and Lemma 3.2.
Observe that from (3.9) both ¢; and mass; are martingales. Thus, since pg = p and massg = 1,
2
Ey (o]

‘E[mﬁsj‘E[mﬁsO] :'E Em[l]]_E”[SD]Q tdE{ : }ds‘ng

ds | mass;
Furthermore E,, [goz] is also a martingale and we conclude with

Ey [¢]”

m] — B, [p)?| < t6°.

|E [Varu, (¢)] = Varu(o)| = |E [Ey, [¢°]] - By [¢°] +E

O

We next show that y; remains a positive measure and determine its (un-normalized) density.

Lemma 3.5. Almost surely, for every t > 0, u; is a non-negative measure on Cp, with the

following density,
pi(x) o< exp | Ty(z < ®2 /C dW, — /szsds>

where T} is given by (3.6).

(3.10)

HS

Proof. By It6’s lemma, we have

1
dlog Fy(z) = (%% — v, C;dWy)ms — 5“015(96@2 —vr)|[figdt -
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Integrating we get

t t 1 t
Fi(x) < exp <<x®2,/ CsdWg — / Cfvsds> - = <x®2, </ Cfds) x®2> >
0 0 HS 2 0 HS

and by (3.6) we conclude. O

Finally, before going into the proof of the decomposition, we show that the process T3, defined
in (3.6) is decreasing.

Lemma 3.6. Let T} be the process defined in (3.6). Then T} is a decreasing process of positive
semi-definite matrices in Mat(R"",R""). Moreover, if 7 = inf{t > Orank(T}) < 1} then almost
surely 7 < 2Tr(T).

Proof. By Lemma 3.2 it holds that fg C2ds is positive semi-definite. Hence, since T} = T —

% f(f C2ds it is clear that T} is decreasing. Moreover, % = —%Ctz, and by construction in (3.7),

and Lemma 3.2, Image(C?) C Image(T;). Thus, if any v € R™", satisfies for some ¢’ > 0 that
Tyv = 0, then Tyv = 0, for every t > t' as well. Since Ty = T is positive semi-definite, this
property is maintained throughout the process. Finally, notice that, for any ¢ < 7, again by
Lemma 3.2,

d 1 1 — dim(Image(7})) 1

—Tr(T}) = —=Tr(C?) < < ——.

3 (1) = —5T(Cy) < 5 < -3
Thus, suppose that 7 > Tr(T"), we would then get that Tr(7};) < 0, which cannot happen when
T; is positive semi-definite. O

3.1.5 Proof of the decomposition theorem

Proof of Theorem 3.1. Fix ¢ > 0, and consider the stopping time 7 = inf{t > OJrank(7}) < 1},
as in Lemma 3.6. Since ¢ is a martingale, we have that u = E [u,], where the expectation is
taken over the randomness of the process. Since rank(7;) < 1, we can rewrite it as T, = M @M,
where M is a symmetric n X n matrix. By Lemma 3.6 T, <X T, and we conclude that, as in
Lemma 2.2,

2

IM][5o = 1M @ Mlinj < [T [lin < T [in-

We also write R = [ CydW; — [ C?v:dt, and observe that by Proposition 3.3 and the choice of

0

0
vy, ||R|lus < 6. Thus, by Lemma 3.5
1(z) = E[p-(z)] « E [exp (2% © 22, M ® M)us + (%2, R)us)] (3.11)

which is the desired decomposition, with the mixing measure as the implicit joint distribution
of (M, R). As for the variance of ¢, by Lemma 3.4 and Lemma 3.6, we get

|E [Var,, (p)] — Var, ()| <E[7] 62 < 2Tr(T)62.

We can obtain the final bound by replacing § with ﬁ.

3.2 Decomposing matrix products
In light of Theorem 3.1, our next goal will be to better understand measures v of the form,
v(z) x exp ((x, Mx>2) ,

where M is a symmetric matrix. The following decomposition theorem will be our main tool
for studying such measures.

17



Theorem 3.7. Let v be a reference non-negative measure on Cy, and let M', M be two positive
definite matrices. Define the non-negative measure v by

v(z) = exp({x, M'z)(x, Mx))D(x).

Then, for every d > 0, there exists a decomposition,

V= /yuan(du,dR),

where u, R € R" and v, r are non-negative measures given by,
b

vy, r(T) o exp ((x, M'z)(x,u)? +/(x, M’x><x,R>> v(x).
Moreover, we have the following properties:

o |[ul|? < ||M||op n-almost surely.
e ||R|| < 6 n-almost surely.
L] |W,,(SD) - fmuu,R(@)n (dU,dR)| <.

We take a similar approach to the proof of Theorem 3.1, and define a variant of the stochastic
localization process, taking into account the structure of v.

Thus define the following process on relative densities (we use the overlines to emphasize the
overline to distinguish from the analog processes which appear in the proof of Theorem 3.1),

dFy(z) = \/{z, M'z)(x — v;, C1dBy) Fy(x), Fy(z) =1,

and set
Vg = Ftl/.

Note that B is a standard Brownian motion in R™, unlike the Dyson Brownian motion in (3.1).
The driving matrix C'y, now an element in Mat(R™, R") is similar to the one constructed in (3.7).
We define two vector-valued process

A =E,, [gp(m) (x, M'x)(x — vt)} , Jy=E, { (x, M'z)(x — vt)] ,
with their corresponding expectation processes
@ =K, [¢], mass, =E, 1],
and the target vector

— mass. A, — 3,7
D, = t At — Py t.

3
mass; 2
As before we will consider the decreasing matrix-valued potential process,

My =M — - | C.ds. (3.12)

The matrix C; is the smoothed version of ProjImage (M)ATL
t t

Ut = C(Image(Mt%Et)a

where the mapping C is defined as in (3.7), with the obvious modifications. In particular,
Lemma 3.2 applies, mutatis mutandis. The vector-valued drift v; again serves the same role as
in Theorem 3.1 and we choose it so that the process defined by

dX, = C,dB, — Cowdt, Xo =0, (3.13)
satisfies || X¢|| < 4, almost surely for every ¢ > 0. The existence of T; is proved in Section A.2.

Again we show that the normalized variance Var,,(¢) is a conserved quantity.
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Lemma 3.8. Let (1), be defined as above. Then, for everyt >0,

|E [Vary, ()] — Var, ()| < 6%,

Proof. The proof is essentially identical to the proof of Lemma 3.4. Since P, and mass; are
martingales, the same calculations show that

—2
iE [L} < 6.

ds | mass;
The final bound then follows from the same argument. O
We also obtain a similar formula for the density of v4.

Lemma 3.9. Almost surely, for every t > 0, vy is a non-negative measure on Cp, with the
following density,

vi(z) o< exp | (z, M'x){x, Myx) + \/(x, M'z) <m,/68dW8 — /Uiﬁsds> v(x), (3.14)
0 0

where My is given by (3.12).
Proof. Similar to the proof of Lemma 3.5, we apply 1t0’s lemma and we get

_dF(z)  1d[F())

dlog F; = —
8@ = Fry T 3 Ry
1
=/ (x,M'zx){x — v, CtdBy) — §<$,M,CC>HC25(CC — ) |2dt.
By integrating and (3.12) we conclude. O

Let us now prove Theorem 3.7

Proof of Theorem 3.7. We follow the same steps as in the proof of Theorem 3.1. First observe
that by definition of C}, the process M; in (3.12) is a decreasing process of positive semi-definite
matrices. We thus define the stopping time 7 = inf{¢ > OJrank(M/;) < 1} and observe that for
any t < 7, Tr(C?) > 1. Since %Tr(Mt) = —1Tr(C?) and since M, is positive semi-definite, we
can conclude that 7 < 2Tr(M), almost surely. Necessarily, rank(M;) < 1, and we can write,
M, =U ® U, for some random vector U € R™. Also, because M; is decreasing, we get that,

U117 < (1M [lop-

By the optional stopping theorem, and the expression in Lemma 3.9, we obtain the decomposi-
tion,

v(w) = Efvr(2)] = E [exp ({2, M'a)(U,2)2 + /(o M)z, R) ) ()|

t_ t_
where R = [CydB; — [ Cf@tdt, and satisfies || R|| < d, by the choice in (3.13).
0 0

|E [Var,, ()] — Var, ()| < t5%.

. . . o . 1 1
The proof concludes by appropriately substituting § = ¢ min < T TOD +1> .

19



3.3 A decomposition into low-rank tensors - Proof of Theorem 1.1

With some repeated applications of Theorem 3.7, we can now handle measures obtained through
the decomposition in Theorem 3.1, and thus prove Theorem 1.1. The only remaining component
is that the matrices produced by Theorem 3.1 are not positive definite, a necessary condition
to apply Theorem 3.7. This fact is easily handled by shifting the matrices, and applying the
decomposition theorem of [22], i.e. Theorem 1.5.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. We begin by applying Theorem 3.1 for a decomposition,

n= /MM,RT/,(dMa dR)7 (315)
where
()  exp (252 © 292, M © M) + (a, Ra) = exp ((w, Ma)? + (z, Ra))

with ||[M]|2, < ||T|linj, | Rllus < 6, n/-almost surely. M is not necessarily positive definite, but

op =
0= M =M+ /|| T||iniln =< 24/ 11T [[injLn,

the above shows that,
is almost surely positive semi-definite. To rewrite the density in a useful way, we observe

(@, Mz)? = <m (M - \/Wln> m>2

= (&, Ma)? + | Tllwgllel* = 24/ I T llng l|* &, M)
= (2, Mx)? + ||T injn® = 24/ | Tllinjne(z, M).

Thus, we obtain the following identity
s R() o exp <<x,m>2 + (@, Ra) — 2y \|T||inj<x,Mx>> .
To apply Theorem 3.7, we isolate M and define,

fiM,R O €Xp ((x, Rx) — 20/ ||T||inj(, Mx>> = exp ({z, Rx)) (),

) x xp (20Tl 1) (3.16)

where

With these definitions,
pa,r(x) o< exp <(:c, M;ﬂ)(x, MCE>) fng r(x).

Now, by Theorem 3.7, applied to a single copy of M, we obtain the decomposition,

pa,r(x) o /exp (<$,MCE><U,CE>2 + <x,]\2fx>(x,R'>> fnr,r(z)m (du, dR'),

where u, R’ € R" satisfy [[ul|?> < [|Mi]lop < 21/[[Tinj, and ||R| < &, mi-almost surely. We

then set pps . p R = €xp <(m, Mz)(u, z)? + 1/ (x, Mm><x,R’>> foar,r(x) and note that (with the
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understanding that 7; depends on M and R),

Var,,(¢) — /WMM%R’R,(@)n/(dM, dR)m(du,dR')‘

<

Var,,(¢) — /VarMM’u(go)n'(dM, dR)‘

+ ‘/ <WuM7u(gp) - /WﬂM’u’R’R,(gp)m(du,dR')) 7' (dM, dR)‘
< 26. (3.17)

We proceed by writing

<u’ $>2 = <x’ (u ® u)x>’

and applying Theorem 3.7 again on each jiar,, r r, separately to obtain a refined decomposition
MM,R('%.) X /eXp <<u,x>2(v,x>2 + <1’,M.%'><.%’7R,> + <’LL,.%'>2<I',R”>> ﬂM,R(m)TIQ(dua d’U,dR,,dR”),

with [[ul®, [[v]]* < [[Millop < 24/ Tlwj and [|[R], | R"|| < 6, no-almost surely.
To get rid of the quadratic part we switch roles with fips, from (3.16), and use Theorem 1.5
to get,

() :/exp ((u,x>2<v,x>2 + (w,x)Q + {(l,x) + ¢(m)) n(du, dv, dw, d?, dv), (3.18)

where ¢(z) = \/(z, Mz)(z, R') + \/(u,z)2(z, R") + (x, Rx)? satisfies, by replacing § with an
appropriate choice, m%x|1,b(:v)| < § and where [[w]|? < 2n/[[TTinj - M |lop < 4n||T||inj. The
reln

decomposition of the variance follows straightforwardly by iterating the argument in (3.17). O

4 Spectral gap estimates

We now apply our Theorem 1.1 to establish spectral gaps for tensor Ising models. We will
primarily use our decomposition result to reduce the problem from general tensor models to
rank-one tensors and then prove Theorem 1.2. Thus, we first need to collect some facts about
the spectral gaps of these simpler measures.

4.1 Spectral gaps for simple measures - Dobrushin’s Condition

Our goal in this section is to study the spectral gap of simple measures that are inherently low
rank. The primary tool we will use to analyze these quantities is the Dobrushin condition [12].
To state this condition, recall that if p is a measure on C,, and X ~ p, then the influence matrix
of u is defined as

1 . )
Afj =3 sup ‘E [Xi\xz] —E [Xi’fl] ;

i i
AR

where the supremum is taken over all pairs 2*,&° € {—1, 1}[”]\{1'} such that z' and #* differ only
in the j-th bit. The Dobrushin condition holds when ||A*||o, < 1 and implies that

1

Co(n) € ————. (4.1)
1 —[|A#]|op
To facilitate bounds on the influence matrix, we introduce an auxiliary construct, which we call

the derivative matriz. For a function F' : C, — R, the derivative matrix is defined as

)

Df = Jswp|F@l) = Flab) = (F) — P )

J i i B
't T
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where 2%, denotes the vector 2 with the i-th bit set to 1. To see the connection to derivatives,
consider the discrete derivative of F' on the hypercube
F(a) — F(a")

5 .

@F(m') =

With this definition
Df; = max|0;0,F ()|

We now show that the derivative matrix provides a bound on the influence matrix and that
we can establish these bounds in an additive manner.

Lemma 4.1. Let {F,} | :C, — R and define

p(z) o< exp <Z Fk(x)) .
k=1

Then,
K
14 |op < D 11D *lop-
k=1
Proof. Let i,j € [n] and note that if X ~ p, for any 2 € {—1,1}["\l?}| we have that X;|z? is a

Bernoulli random variable with parameter p, where ﬁ = exp {Zle (Fr(z’,) — Fi(2')) } A

E[Xﬂﬁ]zﬁmh(%bg<T§E>>.

Since tanh is 1-Lipschitz, we obtain

quick calculation shows that

1 . B
Ay = 5 5w [B[Xifa’] - B [ Xl

DN =

1
— sup
zt, 3

1 E 4 4
tanh (5 Z (Fr(a'y) — Fk(xz))> — tanh (

k=1

K
S (B —Fk@w))‘

k=1

K
> sup |(Fu() - Fula') — (Fu(@,) — Fu(@))|

=1 xt &t

K
_ Fy,
= E Dz‘j'
k=1

Since the influence and derivative matrices always have non-negative entries the claim follows.

O

1
< Z
!

We now bound the derivative matrix for some simple measures. The first calculation, for
rank-1 quadratic forms, is well known. In the second result, we extend the calculation to quartic
forms.

Lemma 4.2. Let F :C, — R, F(z) = (u,z)?, for some u € R". Then,

F
1D lop < 2[ulf3.

Proof. A calculation shows that 0;0;F = 2u;u;. Thus, we have Df;- = 2|u;uj|. This identity
shows that if @ = (|u1],...,|us|), then D = 24 ® 4. Therefore,

1D lop = 2[jall3 = 2full3-
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Lemma 4.3. Let F : C, — R, F(x) = (u,z)*(v, )2, for some u,v € R". Then,

1D lop < 1202 [ul|3v]13-

Proof. Fix i,j € [n] and write Fi(z) = (u,z)? and Fy(z) = (v,2)?. Some straightforward
calculations show

Fi(z) < nllull3,
0;iFy (x) = 2ui{u, ") < 2v/nlugl||ullz,
(%(%Fﬂ.%’) = 2uiuj.

Applying the Leibniz rule for discrete derivatives, we find
Df;» < mmax]@(?jFl(x)\ max |Fo(z)| + mmax]@(?ng(x)\ max |F1(z)|
+ max |0; Fy ()] max |0; Fa(x)| + max |0; Fa ()| max |0; F ()]
< 20 (|usugl[[v]13 + lvivsl[ul3 + 2fuivs|ull2llvllz + 2lvsu]lul2]v]l2) -
The bound follows by estimating the norm of the four rank-1 matrices, as in Lemma 4.2. U

We require one more result that explains how the spectral gap behaves with respect to
general non-negative measures.
Lemma 4.4. Let v be a non-negative measure on Cp, and set o = ——wv. Suppose that Cp(v) <

E,[1]
0o. Then, for every ¢ : Cp, — R,

Var, () < Cp(0)E,(¢),

where E,(p) :=E, [1] Ex(p).

Proof. Since Var,(p) = E,[p?] — E”D[“O]Q =E,[1] (Es[¢?] — Es[p]?) = E,[1]Vars(p), we get

4.2 Spectral gaps of tensor Ising models

With the above estimates and our decomposition theorem, we can now provide a spectral gap
estimate for general tensor Ising models.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Fix a test function ¢ : C, — R. We apply Theorem 1.1 and obtain a
decomposition

= [ un(du, do,du, de,dv)

with
Muw,w,&w(x) X exp ((u,m>2<v,x>2 + (x,w>2 + (0, x) + w(x)) )

and the following almost sure inequalities,

[ll?, 11017 < 24/ 11T lling, ~ [[w]*< 4n||T{lj, and max |¢(z)] <6,
for some arbitrary § > 0. Write

Fuy = (u,2)*(v,2)?, Gu(z) = (w,z)?, and Ly(z) = (¢, z).
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By Lemma 4.2 and Lemma 4.3, we get

IDFlop, < 4801 T [fing

1Dt |op, < 81T ling

1D lop = 0,
where the last identity follows since 0;0;L¢(x) = 0, for every 4, j € [n]. Moreover, note that for
every i,j € [n] |0;1(x)| < 28 and |9;0;9(x)| < 46, so ||D¥|lop < né. By applying Lemma 4.1 to
the each measure i,y w09, We get,
[ At < [ DF{lop 4[| D op [ D [lop+[1 D [lop
< A8n||T ||inj+8n|T ||inj+6n = 560 | T[[in;+dn.

Hence, as long as ¢ is small enough, for the normalized measure iy vy w, ¢ = %, by the
Dobrushin condition (4.1),

< 1 .
- 1- 567”L”THinj —on

Cp (ﬁa,@,w,z)

Applying the variance condition of Theorem 1.1, along with Lemma 4.4, yields the following
Poincaré inequality

Var,(g) < / Var,, ., (@)n(du,dv, dw,d,dy) + 6
1

< du, dv, dw,d?, d d.
< 1_56nuT||mj—5n/ Bt (P v, d, A AG) +

To finish the proof, we shall use the fact that, even when considering general non-negative
measures, the Dirichlet form is concave (see Lemma B.1 in the appendix) to recompose into the
Dirichlet form of . Specifically, concavity affords the following inequality

/EMU’U’WW (p)n(du, dv,dw,dl, dy) < E,(yp).

Together with the previous inequality, and since § is arbitrary, we conclude

1
\ S T s6n Tl
ar“(%p) - 1= 56nHT”1nJ 'LL(SD)

O
As a direct consequence, we now derive a spectral gap estimate for degree-4 spin glasses.

Proof of Corollary 1.4. First, by thinking about T as an operator on matrices, we consider its
positive definite shifted version

T=T + ”THiHjInQ'
Clearly T is positive definite and ||T ||inj < 2||T|linj- Since p is a measure on C,,, we also have the
identity,

() o (BT(x))

By Theorem 2.3 we know that, for every £ > 0, P (|n||T||imj—Eo(4)| < €) —— 0. Therefore we

get

- 2Ey(4)
1T ]|inj < 2/ T[ins < (1 + 0(1)) :

It follows by Theorem 1.2 that for large enough n,

Crlp) < 1 _ 1
P 56n||Tim; ~ 1 —2-568E0(4)’

It remains to notice that by Theorem 2.3, 2 - 56 - Ey(4) ~ 200.928. O
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5 Spectral gap of tensor Curie-Weiss model

In this section, we focus on one specific tensor model, the Curie-Weiss model. Let us fix p > 1
and consider the measure

pp,3(x) X exp (nfl |{x, 1>|P> = exp <n;/)81 ‘Z% p

Let {Xi}{>0y be the iterates of Glauber dynamics. Since we wish to show that for certain
temperatures 3, the mixing time X; is slow, it will be enough to study the magnetization chain
St = (X, 1). The idea is, that as observable of the process, the mixing time of X; is always
bounded from below by the mixing time of S;. Moreover, S; is a one-dimensional birth-and-
death chain, and the form of the Curie-Weiss model affords a succinct analytic representation
for its transitions. Using this representation, we shall thus prove.

> ,  xe{-1,1}"

tanh™ ( )
pxP—

Proposition 5.1. Fix p > 1 and set f* = mig Suppose that [ > [* then there exists
x>

a constant « > 0, such that the mizing time of Glauber dynamics, associated to the Curie- Weiss
measure i, g, 18 bounded from below by en”

Lemma 1.3 follows from Proposition 5.1 with a numerical calculation showing that for p = 4,
By =~ 0.50425

Since we are interested in lower bounds, it will be natural to work here in discrete time, and
bound from below the number of required updates. Thus, to prove Proposition 5.1, we shall
first look at the transition matrix of Sy. For that, note that S; € Z N [—n,n] almost surely, and
that Sy11 — Sy € {—2,0,2}, for every ¢t > 0. Let us understand each possible update separately.

To understand the case Si41 = St—|—2 consider the set N := {i € [n]|X;; = —1}, and observe

that if Sy = s, necessarily |N| = " n. Moreover for S;y1 to be larger than Sy it is necessary
that GLD chose a coordinate from N Let I; be the coordinate GLD chose at time ¢, so that

P(Sprl :St+2|St :S) :P(It € N)P(StJrl :St+2|St =s,1; GN)

S

:T”P(St+1zst+2|StZS,ItEN).

Let us calculate the remaining probability term as

6%(5—}—2)17
P(St+1 = St+2‘St =s,1; € N)

enP— 1(5+2)p _|_enp—6—15p
+2)P_gP
e%((ﬁ?)p*s’)) e%%
- B - T T_ B (s+2)P—sP 8 (s+2)P—sP
enp—1 ((S+2)p sP) + 1 enp—1 ) + e w1 2

1+ tanh (2 E527=2")

= 2 = pj.

and we arrive at P (Syy1 = Sp 4+ 2|S; = s) = 1_2%]9;. Similarly, for the case Sii1 = S — 2 we

define P := {i € [n]|X:; = +1} and use the fact |P| = IZ% n along with similar calculations to
arrive at

S

142
P(St+1 :St+2\5t :S) = 5 nps,

with p, given by,

1 — tanh <np5,1 (372)#)

ps =
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Finally, with the above estimates we arrive at

P(Sty1=5St=5)=1~— Lpd — Py -

Denote the normalized total magnetization as s := 2. So, since tanh is 1-Lipschitz and
bounded, we get the representation,

P(Sip1 =5t +2[S: =) = % <1 + tanh(pBsP~1) + O (%))

P(St+1 = St — 2‘St = 8) = 1 Z 5 <1 — tanh(pﬁép_l) + 0 <%>> . (51)

The transitions make it clear that the model is symmetric to switching signs, we may thus
suppose, with no loss of generality, that Xy = 1, and so Sy = n. With this assumption, we will
find a regime of 3, for which exponential time must pass before S; < 0. Again, the symmetry of
the model implies symmetry for the invariant distribution and such a result will imply a lower
bound on the mixing time. To show this, we will capitalize on the following elementary estimate
about biased random walks, see [25, (2.8), Chapter XIV.2].

Lemma 5.2. Let M; be a random walk on Z such that |Myq — M| € {0,1} with
P(Mt+1:Mt+1):(1—q), P(MtJrl:Mt_l):q-

Suppose that q > %, then,

. 1—q\"™
PlminM, < My—m | < |—— .
>0 q

The idea is now clear, to show that from the starting configuration Sy = n it takes exponential
time for S; to cross 0, it will be enough to find an interval [a,b] C [0,n] of linear size, such that
S; has a uniform positive drift. In that case, Lemma 5.2 will show that S; must take exponential
time to cross this interval.

Proof of Proposition 5.1. In light of Lemma 5.2 we would like to understand for which S and §,

]P)(StJrl == St + 2|St == S)
]P)(StJrl == St - 2|St == S)

> 1. (5.2)

With the expression in (5.1), for large enough n, the above inequality is satisfied when

(1 —5) (1 + tanh(pBsP—1))
(1 +5) (1 — tanh(pBsr—1))

> 1,

where § = 2. With some algebraic manipulations, this inequality is equivalent to,

tanhfl(é)‘

p—1 -
tanh(fps?™") > 5 = B> e

Now, suppose that § > §*. Then, by definition of 5*, there exists § > 0, which satisfies the
tanh ! (x)

ar—1— is continuous on (0, 1), there exists an interval [a,b] C (0,1)

inequality. Moreover, since
such that tanh(8psP~1) > 3 for every 5 € [a, b]. Equivalently, (5.2) is satisfied when s € [a-n, b-n].

In particular, with another continuity argument, we may assume that for s € [a - n,b - n],

P(St+1 = St + 2‘St = S)
P(St+1 = St — 2‘St = S)

> 1+,
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for some § > 0.
Thus, there exists ¢ > %, and a biased random walk M; with

P(Mt+1:Mt+1):1—q, P(MtJrl:Mt_l):q,

such that the magnetization chain S; stochastically dominates (a lazy version of) M;, whenever
St € [a-n,b-n]. We will use this fact to show that when Sp = n, S; is confined to the positive
half-line for an exponential period of time.

Thus, suppose that for some ¢ty > 0, S, = b-n, and define the stopping time

7 :=1inf{t > to|S; ¢ [a - n,b-n]}.

Applying Lemma 5.2 and using the stochastic domination shows

1— q (b—a)
P(S:<a-n|Sy, =0b-n) < <—>
q
For the starting configuration Sy = n, by repeating the above argument for every ¢ in which
St = b-n, and applying a union bound, we see that there exists a constant «, such that

P(3t<e™[S<0)<P(3t<e™|Sy<a-n)<e ™.

To finish the argument, by symmetry, for the Curie-Weiss measure j,, g(s < 0) = %—l—o(l), which
shows that the mixing time of S; is bounded from below by ¢"*. Since S; = (X}, 1), we obtain
the same bound for the mixing time of Glauber dynamics, X;. U

6 Decomposing higher-degree tensors

In this section we discuss high-level ideas on how to extend the decompositions from Section 3
to higher-degree tensors. As will be seen, our guarantees deteriorate rapidly when the degree
increases. Thus, we opt to keep the discussion informal and track the main quantities of interest.
In Theorem 1.1 we regarded T as an n? x n? matrix and reduced the measure into measures
involving n X n matrices, effectively halving the degree of the involved tensors. It is then natural
to extend our decomposition to every degree of the form 2P, for some p € N, in which case we can
iterate the decomposition until reaching tensors of simple forms. We will begin the discussion
by explaining the case of degree-8 tensor (see Figure 2) before moving to general powers of 2.
We do mention that with a proper embedding, our approach also applies to arbitrary tensors.
If T is a tensor of even degree m such that 2P~1 < m < 2P we can always consider (the
P _m
symmetrized version of) T =T (%LJQQQT which is a tensor of degree 2P and for every

2p—m

r € Cp T(z) = T(z) and | Ty = (3) °

n

|T||inj. If instead m is odd we shall require a

more elaborate embedding. Write z for the concatenated vector (:U®m771 ®mT+1). The m-degree

tensor 1" can be represented as a bilinear form in z as follows

-]

where J € Mat(n 2 ,n 2 ) and the above matrix can be regarded as an even degree tensor.

, T

6.1 Decomposing tensors of degree 8

Let us consider the measure p(z) o exp(Tg(x)), for some degree-8 tensor Ts. We consider Ty as
an element of Mat(n* n*) and apply a similar reasoning to Theorem 3.1. In that case, we can
decompose the measure into a mixture of measures of the form

exp (T (@) 0 T (@) + T (@) ),
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where TAt(l),Tf) and T4(3) are degree-4 tensors, which satisfy |]T4(1)Hinj, HTf) lin< 24/||T8]|inj and
HTf’) inj< 4n?|| T3 |inj. We can now iterate the application of Theorem 3.1, and decompose each

T4(i) separately. This results in a finer decomposition into the following type of measures,
exp <<<$,M(1)x>2 + <$,R(1)x>) ((x,M(Z)x>2 + (x,R(2)$>> + (x,M(?’)x>2 + (x,R(?’)x>> ’

where now {M®, R®}2_ are matrices and

1M o< 2/ T4 ing, IRV lop< 4nl T4 fings = 1,2,3.

We now apply Theorem 3.7 for the terms (z, M@ z)? as well as for (z, R9z) (to formally apply
the theorem, we can multiply by (z, %In, x) = 1), in total 9 times. We get a final decomposition
into elements of the form

f(z) o< exp (Py(z)Pe(z) + P3(x)),
where
Pite) = (i o) w2 + (), 2)?,

Figure 2 illustrates the procedure we just described.

13

TV ® ¥+ Tf’)

/

(T @ TP? + TF?) ® T + T
(TP TP +17%)  © (TP TP +17%7) I
(TP TP +17%)  ® (TP TP + 177 + (TF? @ T + T7%)

Figure 2: Decomposition of a order 8 tensor Tg.

The norms are bounded as follows:

3 i ,
2, 1§ 1P < 24/ 1757 i < {22 ITsllay, — forj=1,2

8n HTSHinj fOI“j =3

and
(i) 2 (i) () 814/ || T8 ||in for j =1,2
[ " [17< 200/ (1T [fing - [ ]l op < 3 :
1617 || 73 |inj for j =3
At this point, it will make sense to try to understand any possible implications for spectral gaps.

For that, we require the following extension of Lemma 4.3, which we shall prove at the end of
the section.
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Lemma 6.1. Let (u(k))ke[m be a family of vectors. Define F : C,, — R, F(z) = [[r—, (u®, z)2.
Then

K
ID" Jlop< 2 2K — 1)t TTI[™ 2.
By combining Lemma 6.1 and the above estimates on the norms, it follows that || DF1F2 ]|, <
21313(| Ty ||inj and || DP?{op < 800n3||Tx||. Thus, by Lemma 4.1 we can bound the influence matrix

associated to [ as .
1A% |op < 899207 || T [in; -

This implies that p satisfies a Poincaré inequality whenever ||Tg|inj< W.

Proof of Lemma 6.1. Define Fj(z) = (u®), )2 First note that by Cauchy-Schwartz, Fj(z) <
n||u®)||2. For the derivatives we have

0 Fy () = 2u™ |(u®, 2y < 2¢/mul® |[lu®)
0,0; Fi(x) = 2Jul®|[ul].

Applying Leibniz rule, we find

K
Df;- < ngx@l@ij(xﬂH m;mx|ﬂ(x)|—|— Z mgx|8iﬂ(x)|m?x|8ij(x)| H mmaX|Fg(x)

£k 1<k#£I<K £kl
k l k
KlZMHuﬂWWMMKlE:mﬂWW@WWWHMWP
£k 1<k#I<K £kl
We write a(*) = (]ugk)] \un )]) and it follows that

K
DF < opk-1 Z a®) @ q*) HHu(l)H2+4anl Z a® @ a®||lu® | ||u®)| H (]2,
k=1 1£k k#L Uk,

which implies

1D [lop<< 260~ IHHU P+H4EK (K — 1)n" IHHU |17,
k=1

6.2 Decomposing tensors of degree 27

For arbitrary p € N, if Th is a tensor of degree 2P we can repeat and iterate the splitting
procedure from the previous section. Figure 3 illustrates this procedure for the case of a tensor
of degree 16. In order to understand possible implications for bounds on the spectral gap,
we will only analyze an idealized setting and restrict our attention to the leading term of the
decomposition. This term corresponds to the a rank-one tensor of degree 2P and has the form

2p—1
2w) = [J.2)?
j=1
The bound on the norms of |[u(?||? can be derived recursively. Let nop := ||Thp|inj. As discussed

in previous sections, it is necessary to recenter the tensors to ensure they are positive definite.
This results in the inequality ||Top—1]/inj < 24/]|72¢||inj for p > 2. Consequently, we obtain the
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@) @O @) @EXD) @ @) @ @) @O

Figure 3: Decomposition of a tensor of degree 16, T1¢. First, it is decomposed into T8(1) ® T8(2) +

Tg(g). Each Tg(i) is then further decomposed as described in the previous section. The final
decomposition consists of rank-1 tensors Tl(w k) with 1,7, k=1,2,3.

recursion ngp-1 < 2,/n2r, and we need to understand the value n; which satisfies ||u?) | < ny.
Since ngp := ||Tor||inj, & calculation produces the following solution to the recursion

1
_kHT2p‘ 2p—1 .

inj

ni S QZQ;?) 2

1

Thus, we conclude that ||ul?)||? < 4||Ty |2 " . By Lemma 6.1, it follows that

inj

2p—1
—1_ ; qa_
1D  lop < 2227 = 1)n® 7 T uIP< ¢?2%02 | Top i
j=1

where ¢ = 2P. Thus, even without accounting for the lower order terms in the decomposition,

the best spectral gap guarantees we can hope for are — - —— When [|To» |inj is small
1-¢29n2" 7| Top ||inj

enough but fixed, the former bound is of the order O (q22qn%71||T2p ||inj>. Compare this bound

to [3, Theorem 2] which instead scales like O (qzn%AHTgp ||inj>, and offers better guarantees for
higher degrees.
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A Components of TSL

A.1 Smoothed projections

the construction of the smoothed projection from Lemma 3.2 is based on the result from [22,

22
Lemma 2|, which we now recall. For § > 0, set h(zx) = e 26 , and if H C R" is a subspace and
v € R" is a vector, define

C(H,v) = Projy; — (1 — h(ljom|))o @ o, (A1)
where vy = Projy(v) and vy = ”25”. Now, according to [22, Lemma 2], C'(H,-) is Lipschitz

continuous, satisfies
0<C(H,v) =1y, Image (C(H,v)) C H, and Tr(C(H,v)) > dim(H) — 1.

Moreover

|C(H,v)v|| <.

The above properties essentially constitute Lemma 3.2.
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A.2 Bounded processes

Our next goal is to prove the existence of the drifts in (3.8) and (3.13), leading to the proof
of Proposition 3.3. We begin with a simplified case, which applies as long as the matrix C}
remains invertible, or equivalently, as long as the subspaces Image(7}), Image(M;), defined by
(3.6), (3.12) do not degenerate. The general case will obtained by iterating this construction
over the decreasing sequence of image subspaces.

Lemma A.1. Let C; be a locally-Lipschitz diffusion coefficient supported on invertible positive
definite matrices such that almost surely Cy =< 1,. Then, for every § > 0, there exists an adapted
process v in R™ such that if X? solves the SDE

dX? = C,dB, + C20dt, || X3 <,

then, almost surely, | X?2||?> < 8, for every t > 0. Moreover, we also have that Cyv! does not

explode in finite time.

Proof. Fix § > 0, and for simplicity suppress the dependence on ¢ in the notation. Consider the
processes,

TLXt ’I’LCtQXt

= —4 ot
o 5 S 1X P

— X2
Let Y; := || X;]|?, our goal is to show that Y; does not reach § in finite time. This will also show
that SDE defined by (A.2) has a unique strong solution; it has locally Lipschitz coefficients
which imply the existence of a solution until a possible exposition time, which does not occur
in finite time. Towards our goal, we apply It6’s formula and obtain,

n||Cy X || 9
dY; = 2X; - CydB; —4—————=dt C 12 ar
t e S A + |Gl g
S|Cel2 — 1G] 2 Ye — 4n||CLXy |2
— o, Crap, + s 1Ol Ye Z ARy,
Y

We would like to transform Y; into a local martingale by some monotone function f : Ry — R.
We make the choice f(z) = 5=— and obtain through Itd’s lemma,

xT

SICHI? . = 1CelI2.Y: — 4nl|Ce X4 ) X2
dfm):zf%mctxt-dBﬁ( e 10l SIORL L )02 )dt

(0 — 1) (0 —Yy)?
(6 = YD)IICtllfg — (4n — 2)[|C X |2
= 2f'(Y;)Cy Xy - dBy + IE; v dt.

To control the drift term, we restrict attention to times where C; is not too small. Thus, for
m € N, let 7, := inf{t > 0|Cy = %In} so that for t < 7, ||Ce X¢||? > %Yt, and since C; = I,

(0 =Y)CllZ5 — (4n — 2)|CL X[ < (6 — Yy)n — 22y,
O Ok R CES A

as long as Y; < §. This turns Z; := f(Yinr,) into a positive super-martingale in the regime.
Now, suppose towards a contradiction that there exists some finite t’ < 7,,,, such that Yy = 4.
Since Y; has continuous paths, we may assume, with no loss of generality, that Yy > -254.
Moreover, for the stopping time 7 := inf{t > 0:Y; € {mTﬂé, d}}, by restarting the processes if
necessary, we may assume 7 = t' and Y, = 0.
On the other hand, the above argument shows that the stopped process Zia- is a positive
super-martingale. By the martingale convergence theorem, Z;\, converges to a finite limit,
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which necessarily must equal f~1(Y;). Since hm f(x) = oo, this would make Zyr, converge to
infinity, which is a contradiction. Thus, almost surely7 Yinr,, < 6, for every t > 0. Take now
m — oo to conclude the first part of the proof.
2
For the second part, set Ry = X Since (6fx) = ﬁ — 1, we can see that dR; = df (Y;).

S—[I X2
||CtXt||
So, if =IXAE > 1,

(5—Yt)HCt||iS—(4n—2)||CtXtH2< n—n

=0.
(0 —Y)3 (0 —Y)?
Again we can conclude that R; behaves like a super-martingale in the regime ”C”))i |||| > 1. Since
|1|€T|§i||||2 < Ry, with the same arguments as above we can now show lim sup |1|C”))(( ||||2 < 00. The
claim follows since ||Civi|| = 4n € X O

1= X2

With Lemma A.1 we now prove that the processes in (3.8) and (3.13) are well-defined and
prove Proposition 3.3.

Proof of Proposition 3.3. Lemma A.1 provides a construction for the drift v, as long as the
matrix C; from (3.7) is invertible. However, due to the construction of the localization process,
we expect dim (Image(C})) to decrease eventually, and hence C; will stop being invertible. Com-
bined with the definition of v{ in (A.2) we see that, a-priori, the process defined in (3.1) will
have a unique solution until some stopping time 7', at which point either C; becomes degenerate,
or experiences a jump due to a blowup of the processes V; and W;.

On the other hand the definition of C; in (A.1) shows that Image(Cy) is constant in [0, 7.
By a limiting procedure, we can consider the measure pp and consider the process (A.1) on
Image(Cr). Since Image(Cy) remains locally constant, we can continue to iterate this scheme.

O

B Concavity of the Dirichlet Form

Here we shall prove that the Dirichlet form of GLD is concave with respect to mixtures of
measures. This is a well-known fact in the classical setting that follows from Jensen’s inequality.
Below we show that the proof extends to the case of mixtures of general non-negative measures.

Recall that if v is a non-negative measure and v = we defined &, (¢) = E,[1]E(¢).

E. 1]

Lemma B.1. Let p be a probability measure on {—1,1}" which admits a decomposition as a
maxture,

Mz/mm@,

where for each 0, 1y is a non-negative measure on {—1,1}", and where 1 is some mizing prob-
ability measure. Then, for every ¢ : {—=1,1}" - R

[ Euaterin®) < £ute)

where &, is the associated Dirichlet form for Glauber dynamics.

Proof. Write £,(yp) explicitly (see [22, Lemma 9] for example) as

Efp)= Y (ol) — ply)2 2]

zye{-1,1}"
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In particular, according to our definition, we have for every 0,

B o) 2_Ho(®)poly)
Eua(?) _x,ye{z—:l,l}n(so( )W) po () + po(y)”

It is straightforward to verify that the function (z,y) — xx—_ffy is concave on [0,00) X [0,00).

Hence, for any z,y € {—1,1}", since (u(x), u(y)) = [(po(z), po(y))dn(6), by Jensen’s inequality

we obtain
po () o (y) p(x)p(y)
/ue(x) +,U9(y)d (6) < p(z) 4+ p(y)

We can now identify p as a vector in R?:, and take a linear combination of the above inequality
with positive coefficients, to obtain

[ 1) < €ue).
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