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Abstract

We examine various perspectives on the decay of correlation for the uniform distribution
over proper g-edge colorings of graphs with maximum degree A.

First, we establish the coupling independence property when ¢ > 3A for general graphs.
Together with the work of Chen et al. (2024), this result implies a fully polynomial-time
approximation scheme (FPTAS) for counting the number of proper ¢-edge colorings.

Next, we prove the strong spatial mixing property on trees, provided that ¢ > (3+0(1))A.
The strong spatial mixing property is derived from the spectral independence property of
a version of the weighted edge coloring distribution, which is established using the matrix
trickle-down method developed in Abdolazimi, Liu and Oveis Gharan (FOCS, 2021) and
Wang, Zhang and Zhang (STOC, 2024).

Finally, we show that the weak spatial mixing property holds on trees with maximum
degree A if and only if ¢ > 2A - 1.
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1 Introduction

Sampling from the uniform distribution of proper edge colorings received lots of attention
recently, with the advent of new tools in analyzing high-dimensional distributions [DHP20,
ALG2la, WZZ24, CCEV25]. A proper edge coloring of an undirected graph with maximum
degree A is an assignment of each edge with one of ¢ colors so each adjacent edges receive
different color. Clearly a proper edge coloring can be viewed as a proper vertez coloring on its
line graph.The sampling problem is to draw a proper edge coloring uniformly. Most of previous
work focuses on the mixing time of Glauber dynamics. The work of [WZZ24] established
the spectral independence property, a notion to measure the correlation in high-dimensional
distributions [ALG21b], whenever g > (2+0(1))A for general graphs and the work of [CCFV25]
establish approximate tensorization of variance on trees when ¢ > A + 1. Note that Glauber
dynamics is known to be reducible when g < 2A on general graphs [HJNP19] and therefore the
q> (2+0(1))A condition for Glauber dynamics is asymptotically tight. However, it is still open
whether ¢ ~ 2A is the threshold for efficient sampling proper edge colorings and there are some
recent attempts to design other sampling algorithm under better conditions [DMKLP25]. A
(almost) uniformly sampling algorithm can be turned into fully polynomial-time randomized
scheme (FPRAS) for counting the number of proper colorings using standard reduction [JVV8&6].

In this work we examine some other aspects for the correlation of the uniform distribu-
tion on edge colorings. We first established the coupling independence property on general
graphs when ¢ > 3A. Coupling independence [CZ23] is a notion stronger than spectral indepen-
dence, and thanks to recent work of [CFG™24], building on the machinery of Moitra [Moil9],
it (together with some other properties) implies a fully polynomial-time approximate scheme
(FPTAS) for counting proper edge colorings.

Theorem 1 (Informal). If ¢ > 3A, then there exists an FPTAS for counting the number of
proper q-edge colorings on any graph G with mazimum degree A.

Before our work, there is no similar results tailored for counting edge coloring. The best
FPTAS for counting edge coloring is the same as the one for general vertex coloring, which
requires g > 3.618A [CV25, CEG"24] for sufficiently large A.

We then study the strong spatial mixing (SSM) property for edge colorings on trees, an im-
portant notion to measure the correlation between sites in Gibbs distributions whose definition
is in Section 2.3.

Theorem 2 (Informal). Let T' be a tree with mazimum degree A. If ¢ > (3+0(1))A, then the
uniform distribution over g-colorings on I exhibits strong spatial mizing with exponential
decay rate.

Similar strong spatial mixing bounds on trees have been thoroughly studied for vertex
colorings (e.g. [EGH"19, CLMM23]). It is conjectured that SSM holds whenever ¢ > A + 1 and
in [CLMM?23], a ¢ > A + 3 condition was established, almost resolving the conjecture. However,
much less is known for edge colorings. The ¢ > (3+0(1))A bound established in this work is by
no means tight. We also discuss the limit of our approach and possible further improvement.
On the other hand, we show that one cannot expect the strong spatial mixing property to hold
when ¢ < 2A, as we prove that 2A — 1 is the threshold for weak spatial mizing. Therefore,
we conjecture that SSM holds for edge colorings on graphs with maximum degree A whenever
q > 2A + ~ for certain constant v. We also show that the best bound one can expect using the
analysis in this paper cannot be better than ¢ ~ 2.618A.



Theorem 3 (Informal). If ¢ > 2A -1, then the uniform distribution over g-colorings on any
tree with mazimum degree A echibits weak spatial mizing with exponential decay rate.
Otherwise, there exists a tree with mazimum degree A such that the uniform distribution
over g-coloring on it does not satisfy the weak spatial mizing property.

In the following, we give an overview with our technique, with an emphasis on the novelty.

1.1 Technical contribution

A new coupling strategy The coupling independence property is established via a new local
coupling for edge colorings. Our coupling can somehow be viewed as a multi-spin version of
Chen and Gu’s coupling [CG24] for Holant problems with boolean domain. Their coupling,
using the problem of b-matching as an example, begins with two instances differing at one
pendant edge, or equivalently, two instances with a single constraint discrepancy. During the
coupling process, the number of discrepancies can never increase but has a nonzero probability
of decreasing to zero. Therefore, the coupling process terminates in expected constant number
of steps.

In the problem of edge coloring, we can design a local coupling starting from a single discrep-
ancy so that the number of discrepancies can either increase to two, decrease to zero, or remain
unchanged. We then use marginal probability bounds to control the probability of discrepancy
increasing, while ensuring that the number of discrepancies decreases in expectation.

Dimension reduction We establish the strong spatial mixing property on trees by analyzing
marginal recursions, which is similar to [CLMM?23]. However, unlike previous work for spin
systems where the marginal on a single site is considered, we study the recursion for marginals
on a “broom”, namely all edges incident to the root. For each partial coloring on the broom, we
can represent its marginal as a function of marginal probabilities of partial colorings in subtrees.
However, the Jacobian matrix of this system can be as large as ¢™ x A¢®, and is technically very
hard to analyze. Our key observation is that the Jacobian matrix is of low rank, and therefore
we can apply a trace trick to bound its 2-norm by the norm of a much smaller matrix. We call
this step dimension reduction.

From spectral independence to strong spatial mixing It is still challenging to directly bound the
2-norm of the small matrix. We then observe that it can be written as the product of certain
covariance matrices of marginal distributions on brooms. Therefore, ideally we can apply the
known bounds for these covariance matrices, or equivalently the spectral independence bound
for these marginals. However, these marginal probabilities are from the distribution of certain
“weighted edge colorings” and one cannot directly apply previous spectral independence result
for edge colorings. As a result, we apply the machinery of matrix trickle-down developed
in [ALG21a] in the way of [WZZ24] to establish the desired spectral independence result.

Top-down analysis of recursion There is another subtle technical issue in the above approach.
When analyzing the contraction of marginal recursion, one needs to analyze the gradient /
Jacobian at certain “midpoint” between two boundary conditions due to the application of fun-
damental theorem of calculus or mean-value theorem in the analysis. These midpoints, however,
are not necessarily probabilities because the recursion may involve a potential function'. In pre-
vious work, only certain marginal bounds are used to prove the contraction, and these bounds

!Theses quantities are referred to as “subdistributions” in [CLMM23]



are also satisfied by the midpoints. However, in our case, we require these midpoints to satisfy
refined properties, such as spectral independence, which does not hold in general. Therefore,
we cannot apply the recursion in the traditional bottom-to-top manner, where one fixes the
boundary value at level L, analyze the contraction at level L — 1, then fixes boundary value at
level L — 1 and analyze the contraction at level L — 2, and so on. Instead, we only fix boundary
value at the leaves and analyze the composition of the recursion at each level as a whole. There-
fore, we need to take “midpoints” only at the leaves, which defines our “weighted edge coloring”
instance. Its spectral independence property can be established by the matrix trickle-down
method, as discussed earlier.

1.2 Organization of the paper

After introducing the necessary preliminaries in Section 2, we give the marginal recursions and
prove useful marginal bounds in Section 3. Then we present our proof of coupling independence,
which implies the FPTAS, in Section 4. Strong spatial mixing on trees is proved in Section 5
and the results of weak spatial mixing are proved in Section 7. In Section 6, we prove the
spectral independence property for weighted edge coloring that will be used in the proof of
strong spatial mixing.

2 Preliminaries

We use the following notations. For any a,b € R, let a A b:= min{a,b}, aVvb:=max{a,b}. For
any two non-negative integers a > b, let a® be the falling factorial, i.e. a® = [15 4 psp @ Let
Id denote the identity matrix. For a function f:{2 - R defined on a finite domain 2, we use
[ f (:U)LGQ to denote the corresponding (column) vector in R’. For any set S and an element

x €S, we write S —z for S\ {z}.

For two probability measures u, v on the same probability space (2, we define ||u - v|pv =
%ZWGQ |p(w) = v(w)| = supgcq |(A) — v(A)| for the total variation distance between p,v. If
u,v are two probability distributions on finite state spaces 2, €2y respectively, then we say w
is a coupling of u,v when it is a joint distribution on 2; x Qs with u,v as its marginals, i.e.
() = Lyeq, w(@,y) and v(y) = Yyeq, w(,y) for every x € Qy,y € Qa.

Given a graph G = (V, E), for any vertex v e V, let E(v) = {e€ F |vee} and deg(v) = |E(v)|
be the degree of v; for any edge e € E, let deg(e) be the degree of e. Moreover, we write deg(G)
for the maximum (vertex) degree in G. For two edges e, e’ € F, we write distg(e,e’) for the
length of the shortest path between them in G (not containing e,e’) and distg(e,e’) = oo if €
and ¢’ is disconnected. Similarly, for vertices v,v’ € V, distg(v,v") is the shortest path between
them in G and distg(v,v") = oo if v and v’ is disconnected.

2.1 List edge coloring

Fix a color set [¢] = {1,2,...,q} where ¢ € N. Let G = (V,E) be an undirected graph and
L={L(e)c[q] : ec E} be a collection of color lists associated with each edge in F. The pair
(G, L) is an instance of list edge coloring.

If L(e) =[¢] for any e € E, we say (G, L) is a g-edge coloring instance. If |L(e)| > deg(e) + 5
for any e € F, we say (G, L) is a -extra edge coloring instance. We say o : E' - [¢] is a proper
edge coloring if o(e) € L(e) for any e € E and o(e1) # o(ez) for any e; ney +# @. Let ) denote
the set of all proper edge colorings and u be the uniform distribution on 2.



Let Ac Fand 7€ [q]A. We say T is a proper partial edge coloring on A if it is a proper color-
ing on (G[A], L|x) where G[A] is the subgraph of G induced by A and L[y = {L(e) € L : E € A}.
Let Q7 be the set of all proper edge colorings on £ that is compatible with 7, i.e. Q7 =
{oeQ|Tco} . We also define 1" on €2 which is supported on Q7 as " () = Pyop [0 =+ | T c 7).
For a subset S ¢ F N\ A and a partial coloring w on S, define QF as the set of all proper
partial edge colorings on S that is compatible with 7 and pg(w) = Poepy[wco |7 co]. Espe-
cially, when A = {i} and 7(i) = ¢, we write the conditional distribution and the conditional
marginal distribution by /¢ and /ﬂ;c. Besides, we define the color lists after pinning 7 by
L7 such that for any e € EN A, L7(e) = {ce L(e) | ul(c) >0} and the degree after pinning by
deg™(e) = [{eu 2| f e EN A},

For a given list edge coloring instance (G, L), let Zg (M) denote the number of proper
colorings with the condition )M satisfied, (or event M happens) and P . [M ] denote the prob-
ability that the condition M is satisfied when a proper coloring is drawn uniformly at random.
For an edge set F' ¢ E, we usually use ¢(F') to denote the partial coloring on F. With a little
abuse of notation, ¢(F') is sometimes referred to as the set of colors used on F'. For a color a,
we write a € F,a ¢ F as shortcuts for a € ¢(F'), a ¢ c¢(F') respectively.

2.2 The Wasserstein distance

In this work, we restrict our discussions and terminologies to finite probability spaces without
invoking general measure theory.

Definition 4 (Wasserstein distance). Let u,v be two distributions defined on the same finite
set ) equipped with a metric d(-,-). We define I'(u,v) as the set of couplings of i and v.
Then the Wasserstein (1-)distance is defined by

Wi (:U'v V) = Sup E(:v,y)~7' [d(x7y)] :
Tel'(p,v)

In this paper, our metric d is always the Hamming distance. For two configurations o, 7
on [¢]V, their Hamming distance is defined as d(o,7) = |[{ve V |o(v) # 7(v)}|. We define the
notion of coupling independence for Gibbs distribution here.

Definition 5 (Coupling independence). We say a Gibbs distribution u over [q]V satisfies C-
coupling independence if for any two partial configurations o, T € [q]A on A ¢V such that
d(o,7) =1,

Wy (p7,u7) <C

where u° and u” denote the Gibbs distribution conditional on o and T, respectively.

We will use the following inequality w.r.t Wasserstein distance in later proof.

Proposition 6. Let i, v be arbitrary distributions on a common finite metric space (Q0,d). If
there exists non-negative constants \',1 < i <k and distributions {{;}1 ;s {Viticicr O Q2
such that

k .
p=v = XN(pi—vy),
=1

where we regard both sides as functions on §). Then

k .
Wi (p,v) <" AWy (i, vi).
i1



Proof. The Kantotrovich-Rubinstein duality theorem (see Theorem 1.14 in [Vil21] for the proof)
states a equivalent form of Wasserstein distance:

Wi (u,v) = sup (f,u—-v),
feL*(Q)

where (f, p~v) = Lpeq f(2) (u(z)-v(2)) and L'(Q) = {f : Q@ > R | Va,y € Q: f(z) - f(y) < d(z,y)}
is the space of 1-Lipschiz functions. Then

e

Wi (uv)= sup (fiu-v)= sup (f, Y N(pi—v3)) <2 A" sup (f, D N (pi—v4)) = 2. NWq (i, vi) -
feLl(Q) FeLY(Q) =1 i=1  feL'(Q) =1 i=1

O

2.3 Correlation Decay

Correlation decay refers to the phenomenon that the correlation between the color assignments
of edges diminishes as their distance in the graph increases. Specifically, there are two primary
notions of correlation decay: strong spatial mixing and weak spatial mixing. These two notions
differ in how they measure the “distance” over which the correlation should decay.

Definition 7 (Strong spatial mixing). The Gibbs distribution u of the list edge coloring in-
stance (G = (V,E),L) satisfies strong spatial mizing (SSM) with exponential decay rate
1-6 and constant C = C(q,A) if for any e € E, every subset A € E ~\ {e} and every pair of
feasible pinning 71,72 on A which differ on 0, -, = {e e A| 11(e) # 2(e)}, we have that

g = oy < C(1-6)%
where K =minerey, ., distg(e,e’).

Definition 8 (Weak spatial mixing). The Gibbs distribution p of the list edge coloring instance
(G =(V,FE),L) satisfies weak spatial mizing (WSM) with exponential decay rate 1 -4 and
constant C' = C(q,A) if for any e € E, every subset A € E\ {e} and every pair of feasible
pinning o,7 on A, we have that

118 = pZ v < C(1-68)K

where K = mingp distg (e, e’).

3 Recursion and marginals

In this section, we analyze the marginal bounds on the set of edges adjacent to a given vertex
in a S-extra list-edge-coloring instance under various conditions.

3.1 Marginal bounds for general edge coloring

We begin by examining the marginal bounds on general graphs.

Lemma 9. Given a list-edge-coloring instance (G, L) where G = (V,E), and a vertez veV
such that Ve € E, : |L(v)| —deg(e) > 8 >2. Then for anyveV, F c E(v) and color a:

cc _m o Paclace®)] _ |F]
Pc.cla (F)]Sﬁ—1+|F| |.PG’7£[G,¢C(E(’U))]S,8—1'




Proof. We denote the set of all proper colorings on (G, L) by €2, and define
A={weQ|JeecF:w(e)=a}.
Then define a function ¢: (2~ A) x A - Ry such that for any w’ € A:
Y ww) =1 (1)

weQNA

To continue with the construction of ¢, for any w’ € A:
B(w') = {w eQNA:d(w,w') = 1}.

where d is the Hamming distance, i.e., the number of edges colored differently between the two
colorings. Then

1 !
L(w,w') - |B(w")]? w € B(w ) )
0, otherwise

It is easy to verify eq. (1) holds. Notice that if w € B(w') such that w’(e) = a for some e € F,
then w is obtained from w’ by recoloring e to another color other than a. There are at least
B -1 choices according to the assumption, so |B(w')| > 3 -1 for any w’ € A.
Similarly, if w’ € B(w), then w’ is obtained from w by recoloring an edge e € F' to a, there
are at most |F| choices, so we have Y 1(w,w’) < % for all we QN A.
Then
Zw’eA 1
DwernAl+ Xureal
_ Yo Bweana Hw,w')
YwenA L+ Lorea Lweaa t{w,w')
_ ZweQ\A Zw’eA L(w7w,)
Yweana (1+ Lorea t(w,w’))
FUB-1)__ |F
CL+[FI/(B-1) B-1+|F)

[PG,L [a € C(F)] =

proving the first part of the lemma.
Similarly, we define Qg := {weQ|Aee E(v):w(e)=a}. Note that by definition, «(-,-) is
supported on 2 x A, so we have
Poclacc(F)]  Eueal
Paclatc(B(v)]  Tuel
 Ywred Ywena Hw,w')
) e 1
_ Zuwey Lwrea LW, w')
2iwey 1

B3-1

Especially, when |F| = 1, we have the following corollary.

Corollary 10. Let (G = (V,E),L) be a (-extra list-edge-coloring instance. Then for any
ecEveV,aeL(e),

Paele(e)=a] 1

Pa,c [a ¢ C(Ev)] T B- 1

7



3.2 Tree recursion for edge coloring

We now turn our attention to a more specialized structure: trees. Throughout this section, we
fix a f-extra edge-coloring instance (7' = (V, E), L) with root r. For any vertex v € V, let T, be
the sub-tree of 1" rooted at v and E7, be the edge set of T,,. Let C, be the set of proper partial
colorings on E7,(v) and D(C,) be the set of all distributions on C,.

Assume 7 has d children vy,v9,...,v4. For any i € [d], let ¢; = (r,v;) and T; = T,,. For
brevity, since the color lists are fixed, we omit the color lists £ in the subscript in P 2 [-] and
Zr,,(-). For any i € [d], we also write Py, [-] for P, cir, [-] and Z7,(-) for ZTi7E|TZ~(.)'

We introduce a tree recursion on the marginal distributions of partial colorings on “brooms”,
where a “broom” is referred to as the edge set Ep, (v) for a vertex v € V. This recursion
demonstrates how the marginal distributions on brooms propagate through the tree structure
as in Figure 1.

Figure 1: Brooms on a tree

Lemma 11. Gwen distributions p; = (Pr, [c(Er;(vi)) =7]),c, on Cy, for each v;, we can
compute the marginal distribution p, = (Pr [c(E(r)) = 7]) e, on Cp:

B Hz Z’TEC@Z&T((EZ’)¢’T pZ(T)
Zpec’r Hz ZTGCUin<€i)$T pi(T) .

Pr(m) = fr({Pi}ica))
Proof. By the definition of marginal probabilities, we have

pr(m) = Pr[c(E(r)) =]
__ Zr(c(E(r)) =m)
Ypec, Zr(c(E(r)) = p)

Since T is a tree, we can further write

I1; Zr, (7 (ei) ¢ c(Er, (vi)))
Ypec, i Z1,(p(ei) ¢ c(E(vi)))
i Erec,im(ener Zri(c(Ery(vi)) = 7)
B ZpeCT [L ZTGCW:P(EZ')¢T Zr,(c(Er,(v3)) = 7)
i Xrec,im(ener Pr [e(Br (vi)) = 7]
B 2 pec, I ZTGCvi:p(ei)qiT Pr, [e(Er; (vi)) = 7]

pr(ﬂ') =

O

We will regard f = (fr)rec, : [Rggl x [chg2 X oo X [ngd — D(C,) as a function taking inputs

p = (P1,P2,---,Pq) Where p; € [Rggi for i € [d]. Note that in some cases, p might not encode a
distribution.



3.3 Marginal bounds propagated by recursion

Now we can give marginal bounds of probabilities that propagated by the recursion. For brevity,

we define some notations of marginals for any non-zero vector p, € [Rg(”j with v e V: Let py(c) =

ZTGC»UZCET pv(T)) pv(é) = ZTGC»UIG,¢T pv(T)) and pv(c_l,c_2) = ZTGCU:01,02¢T pv(T)' Especially, for Pr €

D(Cy), we define p,(i,c) = ZweCrzw(ei):c p-(7), and p,(i,c1,j,¢2) = ZWGCT:W(QZ')ZCl,’TF(ej):CQ P (7).
By Lemma 11, we have

) = g _ Hzpvl(@ .
pr( ) fw({pz}ze[d]) Zpecr Hipvi(p(ei))

We have the following lemma similar to Lemma 9 on trees. Note that we do not require p;’s

(2)

to be distributions in Lemma 12.
. Ch, .
Lemma 12. Given non-zero vector p; € R.y* for each i € [d] and p, = f({Pi}i[a]), we have
that for any color a € [q],
pr(a) d
<— an <—.

Prle) < 5 pr(@  B-1

Proof of Lemma 12. The proof is similar to that of Lemma 9. Define

A={weQ|Jec E(r):w(e)=a}.

For any w’ € A, define

B(w') = {w eCrNAd(w,w') = 1} .
where d is the Hamming distance, i.e., the number of edges colored differently between the two
colorings. We define

%w(w'), we B(w)

0, otherwise

t(w,w") =

where w(w) := [I%, pi(w(e;)). Note that Yweo,a t(w,w') = w(w"). For any w' € A, assuming
w'(e;) = a, by (2),
ww)  pi@
YweB(w) W(w) " YaraPi(d)
B 2ireCy, afr pi(7)
 Yrecy, Carmalla g 7]) pi(7)
YreCy, aer Pi(T)

<
ZTeri,aféT (Za’ia 1 [CL ¢ T]) pi(T)
1
< .
-1
The last inequality is because Y., 1[a ¢ 7] > -1 for all 7 € C,,,. Then we have Y e 4 t(w,w’) <

%w(w). Therefore by (2),

Ywreaw(w')
YweCA W(W) + X reqw(w)
~ Yored LweCpna L(w,w')
e a (W) + Toren Lwec,a tw,w')
_ YweCynA L Lw,w')
Ywea (W(w) + Xpyea t(w,w'))

d/(p-1) _ d

T 1+d/(B-1) B-1+d

pr(a) =




Similarly,

pr(a) _ Zw’eAw(w’) _ Zw’eA ZweCT\A L(ijl) < d
pr(C_L) ZwECT\A ZU(W) ZWGQ\Aw(w) - 5 -1

O

Lemma 13. Given non-zero vector p; € [Rgovi for each i € [d] and p; = f({Pi}ia)), we have
that for any color a € [q] and j € [d],
0) < p;(@) .

-1 Trec, D1 (7)

pr(J,

Proof. We have that

> [Tpi(o(vi))p;(@)

o: coloring on E(v)\e; i#]

. _ a¢o
P e (% @)
o: coloring on E(r)\e; i#] a'¢éo
p;(@)
ST @
= sup pj(a) —
o (L(ej) —deg(v;) +1) ; p;(7) - Z p;(a’)
B, (@)/(Srecs, Pi()

. L(e;) - deg(v;) —deg(r) +1°

4 FPTAS for counting proper edge colorings on general graphs ¢ > 3A

In this section, we prove the following main algorithmic result, which is a formal version of
Theorem 1.

Theorem 14. Assume A > 4. There exists a determinastic algorithm that outputs Z satisfying
(1-0)Zar < Z < (1+8)Zar for any (A + 2)-extra edge coloring instance (G,L) with

n)C(A)

mazimum degree A and given error bound 0 < § < 1 n time (3 , where n 1s the

number of edges in G and C(A) = O (AAlogAlog A) 15 a unwversal constant only depends
on A.

Our key contribution is the following coupling independence result.
Theorem 15. Let (G = (V,E),L) be a ((1+¢)A + 1)-extra list-edge-coloring instance. Then
WE 1S (1 + g)-cou'pling independent. That 1s, for any i€ E, a,be L(i),
i—a | i<b 2
Wi (kg 1 )§1+g-

We first set up our terminologies to argue about the Wasserstein distance. We define some
upper bounds for the W, distance between A\A-extra list-colorings on A-degree graphs with s
edges with respect to one different pinning. We will construct recursion on these upper bounds.
An edge is pendant if one of its endpoints has degree exactly 1.

10



Definition 16 (Universal upper bounds for coupling independence). Define

Ks, A\ = sup Wi (uid, nsh)
(G=(V,E),L)
i€ is pendant
a,beL(3),a+b

where (G, L) s taken over
1. all graph G = (V, E) such that deg(G) < A, |E| < s;
2. all color lists L such that Vie E:|L(i)| > deg(i) + AA + 1.
Remark. It is clear from the definition that ke A )\ > Ksax and K1 A =0.

Note that we only pin color on the edge ¢ in Definition 16. If we need other pinnings, we can
simply consider the pinnings as deleting the pinned edges and remove the pinned color from
the lists of their adjacent edges.

The main lemma of this section is a recursion for x4 A ) and leads to Theorem 15 immediately.

Lemma 17. Let A=1+¢ for some >0 and s>2. Then

2

1
Ks,A X< Sy (Ks—l,A,A + 5) .

The proof of Lemma 17 is based on a greedy one-step coupling of two marginal distributions
with different pinning on a single edge. We describe the coupling in Section 4.1. The proofs of
Lemma 17, Theorem 15 and Theorem 14 are in Section 4.2.

4.1 Decomposition of Wasserstein distance

The following lemma shows how we can go from r4 A ) to K5-1,A )\ by one extra pinning.

Lemma 18. For the instance (G = (V,E),L), the pendant edge i = {u,v} € E, and the colors
a,b € L(i) that fit into the definition of ks a . Suppose deg(u) =1 and deg(v) > 2, and
jeN(i), a,be L(j). Then

i—a  i<b
Je<a

<b
1. W l’LjEfL'7/’LEfL') <1+ Ks-1,A0
i’(_% i<b
<« i <b «a )<
2. Wl ,U'jE_ZW ILLZEZ) 7W1 (,u'jE_Z ) :u'lE‘a;) <1+ 2"€371,A,)\;

E-i'FPE—

i—a  i<b
8. Wy | b ,u“w) =0.
Proof. Assume j = {v,w}.

1. We define a new instance (G’ = (V',E' = E-1),L’) by removing ¢, disconnecting j from
v and delete a,b in the color lists of edges in N(v). Then j becomes to a pendant edge.
We have that

i—a i<b
jeb jea _ jeb jea
Wi (ME—i;(G’,ﬁ)’ 'uE—i;(G’,ﬁ)) =1+W (“E—z‘—j;(G,ﬁ)’ “E—i—j;(Gvﬁ))

_ j<b jea
=L W (15 e P e )

11



After the deletion of i and the removal of a or b from the color lists of N(v), the number
of extra colors of each edge remains unchanged. So by Definition 16, the Wasserstein
distance W, ('uE’—j;(G’,ll’)"uE’fj;(G’,ll’)) is bounded by rs-1,A,), SO We have

i—a i<b

j<b j<a
Wi (’uE—z‘;(G,L)’ 'uE—z‘;(G,L)) <1+ Rsoran

. By the law of total probability,

1<—a i—a i+<b
Ho—ico) ~ HBmi(@.0) = Himiery ~ 2 Fimi6.o) U < O i)
e T ceL()-b o
- iAe% i<b
_ 1< . ]« Jj<cC
= ) Ml <o (“E—i;(G,m - ”E—MG@)) :
ceL(j)-b

By proposition 6 this means

i<—a i<a i<b
Wi (%_i;m,m’l‘%—i;(aﬁ)) < Y MpenU <o (“%—z‘;@m’“?ﬂ—?;(aﬁ))

ceL(j)-b
b i‘e% i<b
14— . J< J<cC
<1+ D0 Hplyan U« O (” E—i—j;(G,ﬁ)’”E—z‘—j;(Gﬁ))'
ceL(j)-b

(3)

For each c e L(j) - b, we construct a new list-edge-coloring instance (G’ = (V, E’), L") By
removing j, appending a new edge j’ to w, and removing b from the color lists of edges
in N(v). Then we have the following identities since the color constraints of each pair of
edges are the same.

i—a i<a ib icC

j<b _ b jec _,Jc
Fe-ijic.0) = Feimjier ey Pe-imjiae) = Per-imjiar oy

Applying these identities and triangle inequality to (3), we have

i<a
!

i<a i<c

j<b i<b i<b . j'<b j'<c

Wi (“E—z:(GL)WZE—z‘;(GL)) <1+ /:;) b“ZE—z‘;(am(J <O (ME'—i—j’;(GCL’)’ME’—i—j’;(G”,ﬁ’)')
cel(j)-

i<a i<a

ib . §'b jlec

<l+ Z 'UZE—Z‘;(GvE)(] - C)(VV1 (ME'—Z‘—J”;(GCL’)’ME'—i—j’;(G’,ﬁ’)')
ceL(j)-b

i-a bec
J <c J <c
W (“E'—i—j';(G',ﬁ')’ ME’—i—j’;(GCE’)') '

Since we may remove the edge with the same pinning from the graph and remain the
distribution unchanged, the two W, distances are both bounded by x,_1 A x, proving the
second part of the lemma.

. For the third part, notice that the available colors of all edges in F — i are exactly the
i<—a i<b
same, so u%f\; = u‘gf\{ and

o
Wl (M; aMaE'¢ ):0

12



Let (G = (V,FE),L) be a list-edge-coloring instance that fits into the constraints of x, A ) in
Definition 16, i € E be a pendant edge, and a,b € £(7) be colors. We do a one-step coupling to
reduce the W, distance between graphs with s edges to that between graphs with s — 1 edges
using Proposition 6.

Denoting the two endpoints of ¢ by u,v, we may assume u is the pendant vertex, that is
deg(u) = 1 without loss of generality.

We denote the non-empty set F(v)—i¢ by N, and use integers from 1 to denote the edges in
N so that N ={1,...,d}. For every edge j € N, define

i<a

N1l ) (i« a)
T ppbeN) T it (ag N)

The following lemma describes the greedy coupling we use.

Lemma 19.

i<a i=b _ Vi A 6j ;'e% _ ]Z'Ha
HE—; — HE—; ];v 125 (s (9 v 0%) (:“E—i Mg

(7, =6;) V0 e (6; —=7;) v O - b
2 e i i | ¢ e s | e

jen 1+ Zp(ve v ) Jenr 1+ X (yw v ok)

1 oy
t—— s - pe |
1+ Yp(yvop)\"F TE

Proof. The criterion of decomposing ,u“_“ - ,ug_bl is whether a or b appears in N. Without loss

of generality, we assume ;57%(b ¢ N) < %% (a ¢ N), and denote p%%(b ¢ N)/u%(a ¢ N) by a.
By the law of total probability, we have

<« <« <—b «—
Wi = ) HEi(i < by z+/1'ZE0;(b¢N)Mb$N- (4)
jeN

It is also clear that

i<b i<b z<—b

pps; = opp g+ (1-a)up.

1<b i<b
= Oé( > WS < )l + i (a g N)u‘”w) +(1- o)t

jeN
] i<b i<b
= X G gt b € N+ (1- )it
jeN

Then

WS - HEY

- i i P ik
= > HE( < D) + (b ¢ N = 3w (< a)pls s - wipi(a ¢ N)ugh.
jeN jeN
i—a i<b

The point of the multiplier « is to align the coefficients of ,ub¢N and ,u“¢N so that they don’t pair

with other distributions, and will not introduce the pinning - ¢ NV, which reduces the number

13



of extra colors, into the recursion. By the above two decompositions,

zea

o = i = S (< b))
jeN
- (1- o)l
iea
+m<b¢N>(n5’§]i

1<b

—a Y wh(j < a)uls s
jeN

a
Hp_; )

(5)

In general ;/i5%(j < b) and p%%(j < a) do not equal, and we need to analyze them carefully.

Then we can express pi%(j < b), u%(b¢ N), ui8(j < a), p%(a ¢ N) by them.

s (j < b) =

We omitted the range of k for simplicity. Similarly,

1

zeab N _—7
(08 N) T+ 2%

J;
1+Y 1+5.0,
Then we plug them into eq. (5).

:U'E z(] )

i<a

<« 1 <—b Yj j<b
Wt = z_zm/‘%—i_z

Zk(5k—%) i<h
T+
Z ’7]/\5 ;:%_
T+ v\ B
o3 Qa0 V0 i
7 1+ Xk

Zk(fSk - Vk) i<h
T+

(b ¢ N) + Sy g (k< b)

B e Y e

g 4(j < b) v
T+ 2k
1
zeb
a¢N)= ——
6 %
1+ Yy B
1 N R
a
Hp_; = Hp_;
b
«a
:“]E—z‘
ib
Z ( ry]) \ 0 jea
i

J T+ 26

()
a
g —Mp_;

" ot
B=i* 1+

By adding M(u“—“ ,ug_b) on both sides, we get

1+3 5 vk

1+Zk('YkV5k)( ica quEebl):Z Vi A Oj

T+ X5k ~ 1+ Xk
Z( -dj) Vv §i% Z( %)VUM
7 I+ Xk 7 1+ 2k -
+z(5 'YJ)VOMZEea; 2(6 'YJ)VO Leb
j 1+ 26 j T+ Xk
L 2k (0%~ ) i, M%_]%—ME
L+ 25k L+ 2k Ve ! ‘

14

i—a i<b
Jjeb _ jea
Hp_i = HE—;

1+ Y0k
T+ Yeve



"The highlighted terms sums to - 3:; % ujg_bi. So we can pair the terms to get

1+Z (fy v ) ia i< ryA(S Z"ia Zig
E\Vk k( ' b)_z]](]bj

Iu _ M o = 74—1[1, .
L+ Yy VE TP S ey T B
(v;=6)vOo[ % (6 =) Vo[ sou 125
+ Yy ' — ) = - :
%: T \VB ; S TEA

U
e s B
T+ 2k % =i = HE-i

Finally, by dividing %W, we get the decomposition

ME—; — HE=; ; 125 (v (9 v 0%) (:“E—i Hg_

i<a ib
Ly (=) v0 (Mjez;_ i<—b)+z (6 =) vO (i<—a j«a)

1+ v o)\ VBT TP TS e S (e v k) B

FE-1 E—-1
1 oy T
S — ey B
1+ Ye(vk v or) HE-i ™ Hp-i

4.2 Proof of main theorems
Now we prove Lemma 17, which provides a recursion for x4 A ).

Proof of Lemma 17. We consider every AA + l-extra color instance (G = (V,FE),L) with a
pendant edge i = {u,v} such that deg(G) < A, |E| < s. Suppose deg(u) = 1. If deg(v) = 1, then
Wi (p42%, i) = 0. In the following we assume deg(v) > 2.
An application of Proposition 6 gives
Wi (55, 1E5) €3 W1 (M ol
(s ) %:1+Zk(’7k\/5k) o b
Ly =) Vo ( ot z‘eb)

(6j r)/j)VO i—a ieg
Hp_is B —i +§ —= Wi lu f"“]E .
g 1 Zk(?k\/ék) ! e L\ -

7 1+ k(e v Ok)
1 N
+—W1 Hp_. b _')‘
L+ Y5 (v v Or) (EZ b
By Lemma 18,
. . 1 Ye(vk A Ok) + 2y = 04
Wi (15 mp) < 1- * Famh A
( E-i» PE Z) 1+Zk(fykv5k) 1+Zk(7k\/5k) ’

1 1 5 2(k V Or)
> 1= Rs—1,A\-
L+ Y(m vor) 1+ Xk( v or)

Finally, the bound Vj e N :;,; < )%A from Corollary 10 gives

; ; 1 2/\ 2 /1
Wi (pse, uist) < + ks 1a0 < (2 + Kse :
I(IU’EZ HE z) Y 1+1/)\/<s 1,A,\ 2+€(2 Ks 1,A,)\)
Taking the supremum as in Definition 16 proves the lemma. U
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Proof of Theorem 15. Lemma 17 shows that sup, fis Az < 5= (1 +2/¢) = 1/e. And

2+e
Wi (g i) < 1+ Wh (1% 1) -
Since we may break 7 into two pendant edges, the theorem follows from the triangle inequality.
O

Theorem 15 shows that any ((1+¢)A+1)-extra list-edge-coloring instance is (1 + %)-coupling
independent. This is because adding additional pinnings can be viewed as generating a new
((1+¢&)A + 1)-extra list-edge-coloring instance by deleting the pinned edges and removing the
corresponding colors from the lists of their adjacent edges.

The work of [CFG'24] designs an FPTAS for counting the partition function of any Gibbs
distribution of permissive spin systems that is marginally bounded and coupling independent.
A spin system is specified by a 4-tuple S = (G = (V, E),q, A, Ay') where the state space is [¢]"
and the weight of a configuration is characterized by the matrices Ax € RIj? and Ay € RY). The
Gibbs distribution is defined by:

(o) <w(o) = ] Ap(o(u),o(v)) [T Av(co(v)).
u,vel veV
The normalizing factor of y is called the partition function Z := 3 ,¢(,v w(o).

We say S is permissive if for any partial configuration 7 € [q]A with A ¢ V, the conditional
partition function Z” = ¥_.,c, w(c) > 0. For 7 € [¢]* with A c V, let u7 be the marginal
distribution on v € V' \ A conditional on the partial configuration 7. We say pu is b-marginally
bounded if for any partial configuration 7 € [¢]* with A ¢ V, any vertex v € V \ A and ¢ € [q]
such that p; > 0, we have pj > b.

The main result of [CFG"24] that we will use is as follows.

Theorem 20 ([CEG*24]). Let ¢ > 2,b > 0,C > 0,A > 3 be constants. There exists a de-
terministic algorithm such that given a permissive spin system S = (G,q,Ap,Ay) and
error bound 0 < € < 1, if the Gibbs distribution of S is b-marginally bounded and sat-
isfies C-coupling independence, and the mazimum degree of G 1s at most A, then it
returns Z satisfying (1 -¢)Z < Z < (1 +¢)Z in time (%)f(q’b’C’A), where f(q,b,C,A) =

AO(C(logb’1+logC+loglogA)) log ¢ is a constant.

In our setting, the spin system is list-edge-coloring instance. Be careful with the parameters
since the spins are on edges of the graph. In order to prove Theorem 14, we need the marginal
lower bound from [GKMI15].

Lemma 21 (Corollary of Lemma 3 in [GCKM15]). Fiz a 5-extra edge coloring instances (G, L)
of mazimum degree A with Gibbs distribution u. For any partial coloring T on A € E, any
ee ENA, and ce L7(e), it holds that

deg” (e)
_ 1 _1\2A-2
(1- rorm®) (1-3)
27 ()| B 2A-2

Now we give the proof of our main theorem in this section.

pre(c) 2

Proof of Theorem 14. It is easy to verify that any (-extra edge coloring instance with 5 > 1
is permissive. From Theorem 15 and Lemma 21, we know that the Gibbs distribution p of a
(A + 2)-extra edge coloring instance (G, £) is (1 + 2A)-coupling independent and b-marginally

( 7#)2A—2
bounded where b =

c(A) .
6) where n is
the number of edges in G and C(A) =0 (AAlogAlog A). O

is Q(%) Then by Theorem 20, there exists a deterministic
algorithm that outputs Z satisfying (1 -6)Zg.c < Z < (1+0)Zcc in time (%
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5 Strong spatial mixing for edge colorings on trees when ¢ > (3 + 0o(1))A

In this section, we prove our theorem for strong spatial mixing.

Theorem 22. Given a [3-extra edge coloring instance (G,L) where G is a tree of mazimum
degree A, the uniform distribution on such instance erhibits strong spatial mizing with
ezponential decay rate 1 — ¢ and constant C = max{32q¥ A%2(1-0)3,(1-6)*) of B>
max{A + 50, (1 + na)A + 1}, where

(1+(B-1-A)/A)2 = (1+na)? (1og2A)
- A =0 .

2(1+ (B -1-A)JA)2 A

Specifically, if = (1+ %52 ) A +50, then 6 ~ 1252

We already introduced the recursion for marginal probabilities of edge colorings on trees
and derived certain marginal bounds in Section 3. We will then analyze its Jacobian matrix in
Section 5.1. Using the bounds on the norm of the Jacobian matrix, we prove Theorem 22 in
Section 5.2. Finally, we discuss the limit of our approach and possible further improvement in
Section 5.3. A key ingredient in our bounds for the norm of Jacobian matrix is a bound for
certain covariance matrices, which is addressed in Section 6.

5.1 Upper bound the 2-norm of Jacobian
5.1.1 The Jacobian

Recall the recursion f for marginals introduced in Section 3.2. We regard f = (fr)rec, :
[RZCS1 X [RggQ X eee X [Rgovd - D(C,) as a function taking inputs p = (p1,p2,...,Pq) Where p; € RO
for i € [d]. The Jacobian of f is a matrix (7 f)(p) € R *Uicta1 ©v: | Since C,,’s are disjoint, for

every 7 € Uje[q] Cv,;, we will denote it by (i,7) if 7 € C,, for clarity. Therefore,

O fr
opi(r)’

For each i € [d], define the matrix 7; € R“*C» with entries

(Jf)ﬂ,(i,r) (p) =

(\Zf)ﬂ,’r(p) = (jf)ﬂ',(lﬂ')(p)

for every m € C, and 7 € C,,.

We can write J;f in a compact way.

Proposition 23. Let p, = f(p). Then

(Jif)p)= ) aicbi,

cel(e;)

1[c*¢r] ]
T’ECUi:c*é‘r’ pi(T’) 7eCly. )
7

where ai.c- = f(p)O[1[m(er) = ' 1-Srrecymeny-er Pr(1)]  andbie =[5

T

2

*We write u ® v for their Hadamard product (entry-wise product).
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Proof. Let gip=Yrec, :ple;)er pi(7). For any 7 € C,., we write f; as a function of ¢; ,

Hz’ qi,m

e
" Zpqun Hz Gip

Then we can compute

O 1
iy a (Llp=7]=fp) fa-
Therefore,
Ofr Ofr Oqi
(T Dm0 = =i = 3 O Oin v Ly oy ) o a [p(en) € 7]

Opi(T) 58, 04, OPi(T) 52, dip

We write J; f explicitly:

T

(FD)P) = diag(1(0)) - ¥ —[1[7 =)= £,0)] _ [1lo(er) ¢7]]

pECr qi7p TECU'L

Noting that ¢; , = Pr, [p(e;) ¢ c(E7,(v;))] only relies on the color p(e;), we have

(Fi)(p) = diag(f(p)) Y. [1lr(e)=cT- % pu(m)] 1ctgr]

c*eL(ei) 7T/€CTI7T/(€Z'):C* WECTI:ZTIECU,L-ZC*¢T’ pZ(T,) ]TGC'UZ'
O

A well-known trick in the analysis of decay of correlation is to apply a potential function on
the marginal recursion to amortize the contraction rate. Given an increasing potential function
$:[0,1] - R, we define f® such that for any « € C, and m e R%1*Cv2X*Coq

f2(m) =6 (fx ((¢7" (m1), 47" (m2),...,¢7 (my)))).

As a result, the Jacobian of f® can be obtained by the chain rule and the inverse function
theorem as follows.

Proposition 24. Given a smooth increasing function ¢ : [0,1] - R with derwative ® = ¢’, let
p=¢"'(m). Then we have

(J:f%)(m) = 33(2(f(P)) @ ai.)(bic© 27 (p:)) .
Taking ®(z) = ﬁ, we have

(7if*)(m) = Y af (b)),

where aic* =3\ /f(p)G[]l [W(ei) _ C*]_Zn’e(%:n’(ei):c* p’“(ﬂ’)]ﬂec and b?c* _ [z 1[c*¢r]V/Pi(T)

T/eCy;ic*gr! pi(T,) :ITECU- )
i

5.1.2 Bounding (7 /%) (p),

In this section, we aim to derive an upper bound for the 2-norm of the Jacobian of the tree
recursion. For brevity, we follow some notations which is defined in Section 3.3 of marginal
probabilities w.r.t p; and p,.

Also we introduce some notations of matrices used in later proof.
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Definition 25. For a distribution p over proper colorings on a broom Er,(v) = {e1,...,en},
we define X, = {(i,c) i€ [m],ce L(e;)} and its (local) covariance matriz Cov(p) € R¥v*Xv
with entries:

Cov(p)((i,c1), (j,c2)) = > p(T)—( Z)_ p(T))( Z)_ p(T))-

TeCy:T(e5)=c1&T(ej)=c2 7eCy:7(e; TeCy:T(ej
Definition 26. For a distribution over colorings p on a broom Erp, (v) = {e1,...,en}, we
define X, = {(i,c) :i € [m],ce L(e;)} and its diagonal matriz of mean vector II(p) € RXv*Xv

as follows,

H(p)=diag{ > p(T)} :
(i,c)eXy

7eCy:7(e;)=c
Now we define the notion of spectral independence on a broom.

Definition 27. For any distribution over colorings p on a broom E(v) = {e1,....,ey}, we say
p s C-spectrally independent if 1t holds that

Cov(p) < C-II(p).
The following is the main result in this section.

Condition 1 (marginal bound). For any i€ [d], p; s a distribution on C,, such that for any

color a
|ET1'(Ui)|
L+|Er, (v;)]’

pi(a) < 3-

and fO'f' Pr = (fﬂ(p17p27 cee 7Pd))7reCU;

pr(ia) 1
pi(a) ~ -1

where > (1+o0(1))A .

Theorem 28. For any i € [d], p; = ¢ 1(m;) and p, = f((Pi)ic[a)) satisfy Condition 1 and
(1 +n)-spectrally independent. Then 5> 1+ % implies that

|7 £ () < -

=

where m = ¢(p) and ¢(z) =2\/x.

We will prove the theorem in Section 5.1.4 after introducing our key reduction in Sec-
tion 5.1.3.

5.1.3 Dimension reduction

By the definition of 2-norm, we have that H(jf‘i’)(p)H2 = VAmax (T f2)(P)(T f?)(p)T). Let
A= (Tf)(P)(Tf?)(p)T. We have that

d d
A=Y (FENT@) =Y X (bl bl )l @)
i=1 i=1 ¢y cael(e;)
The last equation simply follows from Proposition 24. The above calculation suggests that
although the dimension of A is exponential in d, its rank is polynomial in d. In the following,
we will find a much smaller matrix which can be used to upper bound A. The idea is to use
the trace method, namely to study Tr (Ak) We have the following lemma.
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Lemma 29. For any positive semi-definite matriz M € R™", we have that
1
Amax (M) = lim (Tr(MF))* .

Proof of Lemma 29. Assume that A\1,..., \, are eigenvalues of M and 0 < A\ < X9 <...<\,. M
can be factored as QAQ~! where A is a diagonal matrix satisfying A(i,i) = \;. Therefore,

1

®

lim Tr(Mk)% = lim Tr(QA’“Q—l)% = lim Tr(A’“Q—lQ)% = lim (f} Af) = An.

]{;—)00

O
To simplify notations, we let
V(i,z1,e1,22,¢2) 1= (bY, b2, ) (L1 = e1] = pr(iyer)) (L2 = ca] - Pr(iyc2))
Then we can write A explicitly.
d
Al ) =VIE)@FP)) Y, Y V(im(e)cr,7(e),c2). (6)
1=1cy,coeLl(e;)
Let g} (i,c) denote
k-1 k-1
>, T1f®)(m) > > > TTVG7-1),e1,5,75(i5)s c2,9)
rl,...T,g;;TleCr =1 Ul yeeeyif—1€[d], k=1 61716[,(61'1) 02,165(51'1) j=1
c1kel(en) cap1L(es, )
C2,k=C
x (b, bL (A [7h-1(8) = k] = Pr(is e1p)-
We omit 7 in g; for brevity. Then we have that for any 7 € C,
d
Af(m,m) = F)(™) Y Y gk(ise) ([ (6) = €] - B, (i, ¢)). (7)

i=1ceL(e;)

Fix 7, then we will show that {g;}xr>1 can be computed recursively, which gives a simple
representation of A¥ (7w, 7). Let X = {(i,¢)|i € [d],c € L(e;)} be the set of all feasible edge-color
pairs.

Lemma 30. If B(p) € R**X satisfies that

1, C ), C = —pj(c_?”dl) X ), C3,1,C2) — , C 1, C
B(p)((, 2)’(]a 4)) 0362(361-) pj(C_?,)pj(CZ) (pr(], 350 2) pr(], 3)137’(, 2))

Then we have that g = alB*! where
. i(C1,C . .
onlien) = Y A gy < ey] i),
c1el(e;) pi(c1)pi(c2)

Proof of Lemma 30. For any k > 1, we expand one layer of summation and get

ge(ie) = > f(P)(Th-1) ) > > -1 (k-1,C2,k-1)

Tk-1€Cr ig-1€[d] e1,keL(e;) o p-16L(€i)_y)
x <b?,c1,k7b?,c)(]l [kal(i) = Cl,k] = pr(i,e1r))(1 [Tk—l(ik‘fl) = CQ,kfl] - Pr(ik-1,C2,1-1))

S (b?q?b?,c) > Y. (pr(iser,gieap-1) = Pr(is e1)Pr(ds c2,6-1)) gr-1(Js C2p-1)-
c1el(e;) jeld] ez k-1€L(e;)
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Recall that o
(b7,,.b7,) = LB
ver et pi(e)pi(e)
which indicates that g; = g, B(p). Now It is sufficient to prove that g, = a,. Straight
calculation shows that

mli0)= T (b bl = a] -prliscn)) = aslica)

O

In the following, we omit (p) in B(p) for brevity if there is no ambiguity. Lemma 30 directly
indicates that we can use the 2-norm of B to upper bound that of A.

Lemma 31. Let B € R**X and o, denote the matriz and the vector defined in Lemma 30.
Then we have that for any k> 1,

> Af(r,m)= Y f(p)(m)a BB, (8)

weC, weCr
where Br(j,ca) =1[m(j) = ca] - Pr(J,ca), 1mplying that Amax(A) < [B|s.

Proof of Lemma 31. Equation (8) immediately follows from Equation (7) and Lemma 30.
Therefore, the maximum eigenvalue of A can be expressed as follows.

k— oo el

Amax(A) = lim [ 37 f(p)(w)a;Bklﬁﬂ)

=

< lim Z fP)(m) [arlly HBklﬁﬁHQ)

weCyr

I

<lim | Y f(p)(m) awllzﬁwllz) IBJ,*

weCyr

5.1.4 Bound the transition matrix

Let Dy € R**X be the diagonal matrix where Dy ((i,c), (i,¢)) = p;(¢). In this section, we give
an upper bound for |B|, as B can be represented as the product of covariance matrices of p,,
p; and some auxiliary diagonal matrices.

Proposition 32. Let C; € RXv 1€l denote the matriz satisfying that Ci((j,c1),c2) = 1[c1 = ¢s]
for any i€ [d]. Let R eR**X denote

diag{CiTCov(pi)Cz‘}ie[d]-

Then we have that
B = Cov(p, ) D7'RD7!.
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Proof of Proposition 32. Note that for any i € [d] and ¢1,co € L(e;),
R((i,c1), (4, c2)) = Cf Cov(p;)Ci(c1, c2)
= pi(c1,é) - pi(c)pi(c2).
Therefore, for any c; € L(e;) and ¢4 € L(e;), the following always holds.

pi(C3,¢1)
pi(¢3)pi(ca)
pi(d, 1) 1)
pi(¢3)pi(ca)

B((i,c2),(j,c4)) = ; .)(Pr(]}C?,,i,CQ) - pr(j,c3)Pr(i,c2)) x

- 3 cOv(pr)((z',cQ),(j,C?)))(
c3el(ej)
1

pr(c1)

= cou(p)((ien), (res) ——R((k,c3). (1)
(kyc3)icael(er) Pr(c3)

where the second equality comes from ¥,z (c;)(Pr(J; 3,4, ¢2) = Pr(j, c3)Pr(i,c2)) = 0. O
Then we can establish Theorem 28 through the above conclusions.

Proof of Theorem 28. The Loewner Order still holds under the Congruent transformation.
Therefore, by spectral independence of p;, we have that

R < (1+n) diag{CTL(p;)Ci }ie[a) = (1 +n)(I - Dr). (9)
Plugging in Cov(p,) < (1 +n)II(p,) and Equation (9), we get

IBJl2 < (1 +7)*Amax(I(pr) D7 (I = Dr) D7)

=(1+1n)? max M 10
( 77) (i,c):ceL(e;) pi(é)Q ( )

Applying marginal bounds for Condition 1, we have that

Bl < (1+7)? max pli(C)
|| ”2 ( ,’7) (i,¢):ceL(e;) pl(é)(ﬂ_l)

2 deg(v;) -1
< (Lem) e = 0y

1-26
S [
A
for some & > 0. The last inequality follows from > 1+ 2. By Lemma 31, (7 f )| <
|B|2. Therefore,
1-6
¢ [
[(7r@)], < VBl < =

5.2 Strong spatial mixing via contraction

As Theorem 28 gives the upper bounds on the 2-norm of the Jacobian matrix, we now proceed
to demonstrate how these bounds can be used to prove strong spatial mixing via contraction.
Specifically, we will quantify the decay of correlations using the derived bounds. Let Bg(u,d)

denote {u' € V| distg(u,u’) = d}.
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Proof of Theorem 22. Fix e, = (u,r) € E and r is the root of the tree. Let 7 and 75 be two
different feasible pinnings on A € E\ {e,}. We use (T’, L") to denote the edge coloring instance
which is obtained by removing every e € A\ 0, 5, from T and removing 71 (e) from the lists of
the neighbours of e. It is easy to verify that (7”,L£’) is still a S-extra edge coloring instance.

Let £ := minees,, ,, distr(er,e) — 1. It is trivial if £ = co. Without loss of generality, assume
¢> 3. Let p; and p; denote the marginal distribution over U, By (r) BT (u) under the pinning
71 and 7 respectively. Let f®*~"! and f*~~! denote the concatenation of recursive function
f? and f of subtrees which is rooted at Brpi(r,i — 1) respectively. For simplicity, let oI =
fOItl=io f9i+2=i41 6. o f1>=1 for any i > j and it is the same for f77. We use my(t) denote
the linear combination of ¢(py) and ¢(py), that is, m,(t) = to(ps) + (1-t)¢(py). Then we have
that

74~ ame(0)) - 1)l = | [ 7o) 6t - oo ]

< [T 70 ma)) - (6(p) - oo,
< max [[(7 £ (me(1)))], | (6(pe) - 6(P)))],

te[0,1]
— £
< max [(777 7m0, max A2 [o(pa) - ()],

(11)
where p, and p;, are the marginal distributions over E7v(u) on T, under the pinning 7; and

3 respectively. As 6(z) = 21/, |6(pu) - 6Dl < |6(p1) |, + [6(p)l, = 4. And we have that
for any ¢ €[0,1],

[(T 20 me @), = [(T 0 (i () .. (T f (me(1))]

Z . .
<[] (o),

4
=1 sw | |7 £ (mu(2))]

=1 uGBTI (T,i—l

-2
< 16Aq( sup \!Jf¢(mu(t))\’2) (12)

ue By (r,d),d<(-3
where m;(t) = fO (my(t)) = o(f7 (¢ (me(t)))) and my(t) = (Mu(t))uep,(ri-1)- Here
Equation (12) follows from the following claim.
Claim 33. For any t € [0,1], we have that
1. || T fP(my(t)) |, < 4v/28q holds for ue Bri(r,f—1).

2. "Jf¢(mu(t))"2 < 2v/2Aq holds for u e Byi(r,f - 2).

Proof of Clarm 33. Fix u € Bp/(r,f —1). By the concavity of ¢, we have that for any 7 ¢ C,,
and t € [0,1],

¢~ (my (1))(7) = ¢ (to(Pu(7)) + (1= )d(Py(7))) < tpu(r) + (1= )P}, (7);

¢~ (my (1)) (1) 2 £°pu(7) + (1 - 1)?py (7).
Since £ = mineey, ., dist7(er,e)—1, by Lemma 12 and Lemma 13, p, and p;, satisfy Condition 1,
thus we have that

|7 7m0, < B (mu())] < Mg x ——— 2= 320g.
B-1+A

—
N[
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For any u € Bp/(r,{ —2), by Lemma 12 and Lemma 13, ¢ !(m,(t)) satisfies Condition 1.
Therefore,

1
|7 72 (@) < B (mu ()] < Mg x =5 <2 =8,
B-1+A

O

The second equation follows from 7 %~ (m,(t)) = diag{Jf¢(mu(t))}ueBT,(m_l). By
Lemma 12, Lemma 13 and Lemma 36, for any w € By (r,d) and d < ¢ - 3, m,(¢) satisfies Con-
dition 1 and is (1 + na)-spectrally independent. Plugging in Theorem 28 and Equation (11),
we have that

v = HNET(T) /‘ET(T)

2 Hf(b’bo(me(o)) - fd)’bo(mf(l))ul

|t = 2

A
¢ VI | o0 0)) - £ (1),
< 32475 A%(1-6)"2.

We pick C' = max{32q¥A2(l -9)73,(1-6)"*} to finish the proof. O

5.3 Worst-case scenario

Though Theorem 28 establishes an upper bound on the 2-norm of the Jacobian matrix under
certain conditions, in this section, we will introduce the “worst” pinning of g-edge coloring,
which is the bottleneck of our analysis. In fact, with potential function ¢(x) = 2\/z and
applying 2-norm for the correlation decay step, the best bound we expected to prove is ¢ >
3+\/_ + 0(1)) A ~ 2.618A. However what we can only prove strong spatial mixing for instances
of (1 +0(1))A-extra edge colorings, as we currently lack a better upper bound for R. Note that
the pinning that maximizes eq. (10) is the same as the pinning in Theorem 35 and eq. (10) can
indeed achieve the upper bound m under this worst pinning.
Before showing the worst-case scenario, we introduce the following technical lemma to cal-
culate the eigenvalues of some simple matrices.

Lemma 34. Gien constant ki,ko # 0, the eigenvalues of k111" + kyId, are either ko or
nky1 + ko where 1d,, s the identity matriz in R™*".

Proof of Lemma 34. The eigenvalues )\ and the corresponding eigenvectors v satisfies that
(k1117 + koId)v = Av == k1(1,v)1 = (A - ko)v. (13)
Therefore, there are only two cases for Equation (13).

)\:kiz/\]_J_V
vi]1

Plugging in v = 1 and Equation (13), we get

kl(l,l):)\—kg - )\:k:2+n/<:1.
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Now we show the worst pinning and corresponding norm value of B and (7 f%)(p).

Theorem 35. Under some specific pinning, the norm of B satisfies lower bound that

A-1

(T ) (®)]5 = IB]2 = TEINTCEE TN,

Then |B|2 < % implies that q > (% +o(1)) A.

Proof of Theorem 35. Consider the following instance of edge coloring (G, £) generated from
a g-coloring instance by pinning:

1. deg(r) =1, L(e1) = {A,...,q}, that is, in original instance r has A children and we pin
€2,...,EA with 1,2, ...,A - 1.

2. deg(v1) = A and for any u € N(vy) and u # r, L({u,v1}) = {A,...,q}, that is, we assume
u has A — 1 children and we pin the children of w with color 1,2,...,A - 1.

Then by Proposition 32,B is equivalent to a matrix in R(4-2+Dx(¢-2+1) and holds for the

following equation

o A-1
C (g-A+1)(g-A)(g-2A+2)

+ A-l Id
(g-A+1)(g-2A+1)

(117 -14)

B is a symmetrical matrix, thus the singular values equals to the eigenvalues. Applying Lemma 34,

we have that
A-1

(g-A)(g-2A+2)

For (J f*)(p), since [Cy| = |L(e1)| = ¢ = A+ 1, (Tf)(P)(T ) (p) = A e Rla-Arx(a=arl),
Now it is sufficient to show that A = B. By Equation (6), we have that

HBHQ = )‘maX(B) =

1 1 .
(e1,¢2) q_A+103,C4€Z£:(61)< 1,c3 1,64) [c1 = c3] R [e2 = 4] R
A-1
- {m ;€1 = C2
1-A
(A (q-A)(g2A+2) G FC2
=B(c1,c2).

O

Theorem 35 indicates the limitations of our current analysis by providing a lower bound on
the norm of the Jacobian matrix. This indicates the best bound one can expect to use 2-norm
and the potential function ¢(z) = 2\/z is ¢ ~ 2.618A.

6 Covariance matrix on brooms

We will give an upper bound for the covariance matrix defined in Definition 25 in this section.

Lemma 36. Given a tree T rooted with r of depth {+1 and weight functions p, : Ep, (v) = Rso
for anyv e Bp(r,0). If{>2 and > A+50, then p, := ff"o((pv)veB(M)) 1s (1+na)-spectrally
independent, 1i.e.

COV(pT) = (1 + nA)H(pr)'

where Na 1S O(%).
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6.1 Weighted edge coloring instance

Given a tree 7" and associated 3-extra color lists £ for all edges in T, an weighted edge coloring
instance is a distribution over proper list colorings (7', £). There are non-intersecting connected
subgraphs {K;},y; in T called boundaries and associated weight functions {w;}y; such
that w; : Cy; = Rxo.

Definition 37 (Distribution of weighted list edge coloring). Given a list edge coloring instance
(T',L), boundaries {K},y) and weighted functions {w;},y) as above, define the associ-
ated wetghted edge coloring instance be the distribution p on ) such that

1

wlo) =~

H wi(alKi)v

i€[N]
where Z = ¥ 5eq [Tigqvy wi(olk;) is the partition function.

Notice that, if we pick an w; € Q, for each ¢ € [N], then

Mwlu...uWN (0) o< % Hz’e[N] wi(J|Kz‘)’ Vie[N], UlKi = Wi,
0, otherwise,

which means p is a distribution over uniform edge colorings conditioned on a pinning on all Kj.
This leads to the following lemma.

Lemma 38. We have

w1 U Uw
o= Z ,uKlu...UKN(wlu---uwN),u ! N
w1€Qg e wNEQK

That 1s, the distribution on weighted coloring instance in Definition 37 can be expressed
as a mizture of uniform distributions over edge colorings.

Proof. This is just an application of the total probability formula. ]

With Lemma 38, we can prove weighted edge colorings inherit the marginal bound Lemma 9
on non-boundary edges.

Lemma 39 (Marginal upper bound - weighted version). Consider a wetighted edge coloring
instance on a tree T = (V, E) as defined in Definition 37, whose distribution is denoted by
u, and a pinning & € Qg for some subset S c E. Then for anyieV, F C F;\ (UiE[N] K;u S)
and color a: denoting [ := mingp {‘ﬁg(e)‘ - deg(e)}, we have

|F|

,ug(a € C(F)) < m

Proof. We write ;¢ into a mixture of uniform distributions on edge colorings by Lemma 38:

‘ug: Z ,U/E(IU._.UKN(Wlu”‘UWN)‘U/

w1€Qpq o wNESLK

EUw1 U Uw N

It suffices to prove the bound for any pé““1V““~ . Notice that pf““1V"““~N are uniform distri-
butions on proper colorings defined on 7'\ (Uie[ N Kiu S), with (-extra colors on all edges in
F', so Lemma 9 applies and proves the lemma. O

We also need the following lower bound in the matrix trickle-down.
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Lemma 40. Consider a weighted edge coloring instance on a tree T with B-extra color lists
L. If K = E(v) for some vertez v in T and none of the neighbours of K is in the boundary,
7€ Qg 15 a pinning on some subset S c E, and the number of unpinned edges in K 1s k.
Then for any unpinned e € K and ce€ L7 (e),

T (5_1)2 1
e (€) 2 (B+k-2)(B+A-2) 0T —k+1

where (7 :=|L7(e)|.

Proof. We assume e = {u,v}, where K = F(v) and L := E(v). By Lemma 38, it suffices to
prove the bound for any p?““!“““~N_ Denoting £ as the shortcut for c Uw; U---Uwy, we can
do a further decomposition:

O Y N C ORI W A CO B el OF

£ Euo
UleQK\{e} O'QEQL\{le}
c¢oy c¢oo

By assumption, K and L are not in the boundary, then Lemma 39 gives

¢ p-1
Z p’K\{e}(Ul) 2 _
Uleﬂi\{e} /8 +h-2
c¢oq
Euoy > ﬂ -1
Z{ Hingey(92) 2 TRy
o288 ey
c¢oo
Moreover, since ;$°'“?? is the uniform distribution over ££971Y72(¢), whose size is at most
07—k +1, it is lower bounded by 1/(¢7 -k +1).
Combining the three bounds, we have
(B-1)? 1

pe(e) 2 (B+k-2)(B+A-2)0T —k+1
0

After introducing the concept of weighted edge coloring instances, we now turn our attention
to the marginal distribution on a broom. For simplicity we run the matrix trickle down theorem
on one broom K in 7T, that does not intersect with the boundaries (actually on the quotient
simplicial complex on K'). Then it is necessary to look at the marginal distribution of y on K
under some pinning £ € r on a subset of edges F'. We have

() o< 3 T wilolk,). (14)
o:0| =T 1€[N]
olp=¢
The following lemma demonstrates the relation between the weighted coloring instance and
the tree recursion.

Lemma 41. Assume the tree T with root r 1s of depth ¢ + 1. Let the boundaries be all
brooms on {+1-th level. For any v € B(r,{), the weight function on Er,(v) s just p,, and
P = (Pv)veB(re)- Choose K = E(r). Then for the simplicial complez defined as above, we
have

p, = [70(p) = e
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Proof. For simplicity, we assume that all leaves in T are at the same level. It can be generalized
to any tree of depth ¢+ 1. We write the entries of p, explicitly:

pr(m) < T[] > puloh)

vleN(r) alerl

w((rv!))¢o!
<« [T X - 1l > (o)
vleN(r) oleC 2 vleN (vi-1) oleC 44
m((ro))éo! oe—l((ve—f7ve))¢oepvf

= > II puloleg,w):

o|lg=mveB(v,l)
Therefore, p, = px-. ]

Suppose K = {ei}ie[d]. Then T\ K is composed of d disconnected subgraphs denoted by
T; such that 7; is adjacent to K in 7' (we define 7; = @ if ¢; is pendant). Moreover, we define
Ki = {K,; | K; cT;}. Since both {7;} and {K;} contain disjoint subgraphs and the o in the
summation in eq. (14) is determined by partial colorings o|r,, we can define Sfc c QgTZ by the
proper colorings on 7; such that is compatible with e; being colored c.

ey X e X T TT wileil)

o1 eSf’T(el) ‘72685,7—(62) JNGSIEV,r(eN) ie[d] j: K elC;

- H Z H wj(o-i’Ki)'
ie[d] Uie‘S'fﬂ_(e> JK ek

Define

Phe= > I wiloilk,)

Uiesfcj:KjEKi

3

ei,T(e;)

Then we have M%(T) o< [Tie[a) P . This proves the following lemma.

Lemma 42 (Marginal distribution on a broom). Consider a list edge coloring instance (T, L),
boundaries { K}y weighted functions {w;},[y), and a pinning { € Qp for some subset

FcE. Then for a broom K disjoint from boundaries there exists constants pg,c foree K,
ce L5(e) such that

M%(T) o H pi’,T(ei)'
i€[d]

Let qg = Zceﬁé(e)pg,c and qu,f = Zcegs(e)ngs(f) Pﬁ,cpfc,c-

Next we present some bounds on the quantities pgc and ¢¢

Lemma 43. For any e; € K,£ € Qp for some subset F c E,

pﬁi,c 1
e SE
Qei Eei

Proof. Denote the subtree induced by 7} and e; by 7,. We consider the weighted coloring
instance on (7}, £) with boundaries K; and weighted functions {w;,} ek and denote the asso-
ciated distribution by v. Then by Definition 37,

£
vé(e) = .
Qei,c
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Then

<
BEo Y (e (o).

qgi oeCr;
By Lemma 39, y;’“f(c) < % On the other hand, ¥ scc,. . 1/%(0) =1. So % < % O
Lemma 44. For e, f € K and £ € Qp for some subgraph F,
o
Qe =
g
Proof.
cr= > P,
ceL(e)nL(f)
1/2 1/2
2
(2 o) (2 0]
ceL(e) ceL(f)
Z £ 1/2 1/2
Qedy
T8 ( % pg‘) ( 2 pi’c)
ceLé(e) ceLE(f)
i
5
O

6.2 Simplicial complexes

First we introduce simplicial complexes to encode the edge coloring instance. Given a universe
U, a simplicial complez C ¢ 2V is a collection of subsets of U that is downward close, which
means that if 0 € C and ¢’ € 0, then o’ € C. Every element o € C is called a face, and a face that
is not a proper subset of any other face is called a mazimal face or a facet. The dimension of a
face o is dim(o) := |o|, namely the size of . For every k>0, let Cy, := {oc € C : |o| = k} be the set
of faces of dimension k. Specifically, Cy = {@}. The dimension of C is the maximum dimension
of faces in C.

Besides, we say C is a pure n-dimensional simplicial complex if all maximal faces in C are
of dimension n. In this work we only deal with pure simplicial complexes. In a pure simplicial
complexe, we define the co-dimension of a face o as codim(o) :=n —dim(o).

Let 7, be a distribution over the maximal faces C,,. We use the pair (C,m,) to denote a
wetrghted simplicial complex where for each 1 < k < n, the distribution 7, induces a distribution
7, over Ci. Formally, for every 1 < k < n and every ¢’ € Cy, 7, (0") is proportional to the sum of
weights of maximal faces containing ¢. Formally,

, 1
(o) = — > m(o).
(k) oeCp, :o'co
It can be easily verified that 7, is a distribution on C;. Sometimes, we omit the subscript when
k=1, ie., we write 7 for ;.

Also we define the simplicial complexes generated by pinning a face in C. For a face 7 €C

of dimension k, we define its link as

Cr={o~xT7:0eCArTCO}.
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Obviously, C; is a pure (n —k)-dimensional simplicial complex. Similarly, for every 1 < j <n-k,
C.,;j is the set of faces in C, of dimension j. We also use 7, ; to denote the marginal distribution
on C, ;. Formally, for every o € C; ;,

i (TUO)

-

(%) m(7)

We also drop the subscript when j =1, i.e., we write 7, for 7, ;. We define a random walk P
with stationary distribution 7, as

77(0) = Pory,; [a=TUO : TCa] =

Pty - Tall))

6.3 Matrix trickle down on a broom

Now we define the corresponding simplicial complex to the weighted edge coloring instance
defined in Section 6.1. Recall that we are dealing with a weighted edge coloring instance on a
tree T' = (V, E) with -extra color lists £. K = E; for some i € V and |K| = d. We are going
to show that the distribution of weighted colorings on K can be represented by a weighted
simplicial complex.

Since any proper edge coloring o : E — [¢q] could be regarded as a set of pairs of edge and
color, namely {(e,c) € E x [q] : o(e) = ¢}, the weighted edge-coloring instance restricted on K
can be naturally represented as a pure weighted simplicial complex (C,my) where C consists of
all proper partial colorings in (K, L|x) and 74 = px.

Before introducing the matrix trickle-down theorem, we define notations for matrices related
to 7,. Define II, € RE1*C1 ag I1, := diag(m,) supported on C;; x C; 1, and 7, := [7-(2)]zec, be a
vector supported on C;

For convenience, define the pseudo inverse IT-! € RCV*Ct of 11, as II7!(x,2) = 7. (x)7" for
12 ¢ RGixCiig defined as
H;l/z(w,w) = 70, (2)"V/? for x € C,, and 0 otherwise. When 7 = @, we omit the subscript.

Recalling Definition 25 and Definition 26, the following lemma relates the covariance of gy

x € Cr and 0 otherwise. Similarly, the pseudo inverse square root II-

and the matrices defined in this section.

Proposition 45.
() = dIl

and

CmmuK):d((d—1)(nfn-5§3ﬂwT)+rQ

wn the sense of padding with zeros.

The proof is by direct calculation. We apply the matrix trickle-down theorem on (C,my) to
prove the following lemma. The main idea of the proof is almost the same as that in [WZZ24]
except for substituting the number of feasible colors to the weights of feasible colors w.r.t {p. .}
after pinning. And the construction of matrix upper bound is simpler since the line graph of
K is a clique. We include the details in Appendix A.

Lemma 46. If K s not adjacent to boundaries, t.e. {K;} and 8> A+50, then the simplictal

complez (C,7q) defined as above satisfying

np- 4 <A
d-1 d-1

where na is O (logAQA).

Then Lemma 36 is derived directly from Lemma 46 and Proposition 45.
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7 Tight bound for weak spatial mixing

In this section, we prove the tight bound for weak spatial mixing of g-edge coloring instance
on trees. Note that the strong spatial mixing of g-edge coloring instance is a special case of
spatial mixing of list instance (for list coloring instance, weak spatial mixing is equivalent to
strong spatial mixing). Therefore the theorem stated in this section is a weak version of spatial
mixing conclusions and thus we can give a tight bound for trees.

The main theorem for weak spatial mixing on trees is as follows.

Theorem 47. Given a tree T = (V,E) with n vertices, m edges and mazimum degree A.
Suppose that instance (T,L) s a g-edge coloring instance (i.e. for any ec E, L(e) =[q]).
Then we have that

1. If g > 2A -1, the edge coloring instance satisfies weak spatial mizing with rate 1 —

__l-e - A-1 e-1
SA-(175) where £ = max{ =5, <

2. If g<2A -2, there exists an instance that does not satisfy weak spatial mizing.
Consider the following example which simply shows that hardness of weak spatial mixing:

Example 1. Consider a (A - 1)-regular tree with depth d (the depth of the root r is 0) and
d 1s an even number. Let A be the edges between vertices of depth d and d—1. Let 1 be
the pinning over A which only uses 1,2,...,A -1 and 1 be the pinning over A which only
uses A,...,2A - 2. It 1s easy to verify that for any {u,v} € Ex A and dep(u) =dep(v) + 1,

n o) € {1,...,A-1} ,2 | dep(u)
Yo et o(tuv)) {{A,...,2A—2} .2 + dep(u)
{A,...,2A -2} 2| dep(u)

o€ o({u,v}) €
v o({uv}) {{1,...,A—1} ;2 + dep(u)

where dep(u) is the depth of u. Therefore, for any e € E N\ A, we have that

lpe = pelov =1
which demonstrates that the weak spatial mixing does not hold.

The proof scheme is also using the idea of correlation decay and we use the uniform dis-
tribution as bridge to prove the weak spatial mixing property. And we use another recursion
which is different from that in strong spatial mixing. Instead of considering a broom of edges,
we specify the marginal probability of a pendant edge and then generalize to every edge. Since
the lists of feasible colors are clear, we use P7[-] to denote P7 . [-] for simplicity.

Lemma 48 (One-step contraction). Suppose (T = (V,E),L) is a g-edge coloring instance,
where T is a tree with a pendant edge e = {r',r} on its root r (that is, deg(r’) =1) and 7
is the pinning over a set of edges A whose edges are incident to leaf vertices. If for any
e; ={v;,r} € E, the subtree T; with pendant edge e; satisfies that

1

vee (ol [Prug [ete) = el e(d) = )= | <5

where § < % 158 a unwersal constant, then we have that

1 2A -2
vee [Q]””DT le(e) =ele(h) =] - E‘ RN
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Proof of Lemma /8. Assume that there are d children of . Let P, . denote Py [c(e) = ¢ | c(A) = 7]
and P;. denote Pr ¢,y [c(e;) =c|c(A)=7]. Then we have the following recursion for any
celq].

d
Z H P a,

AeCr,c¢Ai=1
Pr,c = : e d
(q=d) > [1Pia,
AeCy i=1

0< % implies that |C,| = ¢Z. Therefore, the following should be true for any c € [¢].

(g=d) > TIPja,

1 AeC, Aj=c j#i
=q- d+ Z Pi,c P
PT‘,C i=1
H Pj7Aj
AeCr,c¢Aj=1

d A Z AHPijj
=q—d+ZPi,c eCr,c¢A j+i

i=1 Y. Pia [[Pa,

AeCrcéA G4

Z H Pj .,

AeClhr,c¢A j#i

gq—d+zd:(l+5) T
=t (;_5) >, 1Pia,

AeCy et A j+i

2dqd
=g+ —. 15
Al (15)
In the same way, we can show that i >q- filgg. Combine this inequality and Equation (15),
we get 7
-2dé 1 2d6 1 2d
<P, <———— — |P .- | —.
q-0q(q-2d) =" ¢~ q+dq(q-2d) 1Pre =] q(1 - dlq - 2d|)

When ¢ > 2d, WZ—M))(; is monotone increasing with respect to d. Then d < A — 1 implies
that

r,e

1 IA -9
Il ;
ql ™ q(1-3dlg-2A+2|)

O

Lemma 21 shows that the ¢g-edge coloring instance admits the marginal lower bound, which
is a start point of recursive contraction. Now we can prove Theorem 47.

Proof of Theorem 47. We prove weak spatial mixing for pendant edges first. Let d denote
mingep distr(e’,e). Lemma 21 implies that if d = 2,

1

1
oq SFPrlele) =cleld) =r]< o=

The right hand side inequality trivially follows from the recursion in the proof of Lemma 48.
Therefore, we have that

vee [q], [Pr[e(e) =c| e(A) = 7] é

A-1 6—1}1

< ma { <1 (16)
< max ; -<-
A q q

(&
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which serves as the base case of recursive contraction of the marginal probability. Let ¢ =

max %, e;el} Therefore, Plugging Equation (16) and Lemma 48, we get that for d > 2,

<§(1 L)H 17
gl g\ 2A-(1+¢) ' (17)

For general edge e = {u,v}, we split e into two pendant edges e¢; = {u,w} and ey = {w,v}
by adding a new vertex w to V and L(e;) = L(e2) = L(e). Let T denote the new graph after
splitting e. Then we have that for any c € [¢],

vee (gl [Prlee) =l e(d) =1 - -

Prlc(e) =cle(A) =7]=Pr [c(er) = ¢ e(er) = c(e2),c(A) = 7]
_ Prrfe(er) = c(ea) =c|e(A) = 7]
Prr[e(er) = ee2) [ e(A) = 7]
__ Preler) =cle(A) = 7] Prrfe(en) = | e(A) = 7]
Eeeq) Prr[e(er) =/ | e(A) = 7] Prv [e(e2) = ¢/ [ e(A) = 7]

The last equation follows from the disconnection between e; and e;. For d > 2, let n =

d-2
2 (1 - ﬁ) for simplicity. By Equation (17), we have that

(-1
q(; +1)*

(5 +m)°
a(z -m)?*

Therefore, for d > 2, plugging n < % and the above inequality implies that

<Prle(e) =c|e(A) = 7] <

d-2
1 4n de 1-¢
Prlc(e) =c|c(A)=7]-=|< < 1- .
[Prle(e) =cle(h)=r] q| (1-gn)? " q(1-¢)? ( 2A—(1+6))
-1
We pick C = max { (1§‘§)2 (1- 2A}Ef+€) )72, (1 - ﬁ) } to finish the first part of the proof.
For the second part, it is trivial after applying Example 1. O
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A Proofs for matrix trickle-down process

In this section, we use the language of simplicial complexes as in Section 6. That is, for a
weighted edge coloring instance on a tree 7' with [-extra color losts £ and distribution u,
we consider the colorings on a broom K as a weighted simplicial complex (C,m K|) such that

TK| = K-

| ‘Throughout this section, we consider K as an edge set. For a pinning 7 € C; with 0 < ¢ <
|K|-2, we define K, = {ee K |e ¢ 7} and col(7) = {c|Je € K, 7(e) = c}. Let Id, € RC*C1 be the
identity matrix restricted on C, ;. Define Adj, € R©*C1 such that Adj, (ec, fc) =1 if ec, fc€Cry
and all other entries are 0.

A.1 Matrix trickle-down theorem

The following proposition is the main tool we use in this section.

Proposition 49 (Theorem 1.3 in [ALG21a]). Given a pure d-dimensional weighted simplicial
complez (C,7q), if there exists a family of matrices {MT € [Rclxcl} satisfying

e For every 7 € Cy_o,
1
I Py - 2m,m) < M, < 3HT;

e For every face T € Cy_, with k >3, one of the following two conditions hold:

k-1 k-1 -1
M, < T and  Epor, [ Moy ] < M - Ty ML M
2. (Cr,m, 1) 15 the product of M pure weighted simplicial complezes (€D 7MWy, . (¢ 7 (M))
of dimension nq,...,ny; respectively and
ni(n; - 1)
VAR Y L N VA
1€[M]mn;>2 k(k - 1)
where n_; =N\ Cfi) for an arbitrary n€C;y.
Then for every face 7 € Cy_j, with k > 2, 1t holds that
-1
1. P, — LTFTWI <M, < k—HT.
k-1 3k-1

In particular, A\o(P;) <\ (II;1M,).

A.2 Base case

We do matrix trickle down on ux (7). Consider the base case: Assume the free edges in K
are ¢, f and other edges are pinned with assignment 7. Let p.y = (Pe,c; Pr.c)ees(e)uc () and
Pre = (PfesPe,c)eerm(e)urm(f)- We omit the superscript 7 in ¢/ and q;f in base case part since
it is clear in the context. Moreover, let P = (0,pcc)eesr(e)urm(f)sPr = (Pr.er0)eerr () (f)s
and define 1,1y € RC7! such that 1.(i,c) = 1[i=e] ,1¢(i,c) = 1[i= f]. Finally, we define
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1. € REn1*Crt guch that 1.¢((3,c1), (j,c2) =L [c1 = ca A # 7).

11, P, — 27T7—7T7T_
1

2(qeqf — ge.s)?
1

S —
2(qeqs — qe,f)?
1

S —
2(qeqs — qe,f)?

(Qeﬂf + Qfﬂe)(Qeﬂf + Qf]le)T
2

diag(pey) ((Qle ~Ge,p)(Lelp+1p070 —1cp) - + pfep}e) diag(pef)

diag(pef) (PreP e = (4eds = de.f)1er)) diag(pey)
diag(pef) (2(136132 + f)ff)}) - (Qle - Qe,f)]-ef)) diag(pef)
We do a row summation to bound the first term. Firstly,

f)ef)g + f)ff)} < Qediag(f)e) + Qfdiag(f)f)-

Then,

. S 1 . . . s .
diag(pes)(PePe + PyPy)diag(pey) < —————5diag(pes)(gediag(pe) + ¢rdiag(py))diag(pey),

(geqf — Ge,f)?  (9eqr — e r)

which is a diagonal matrix. On the entry (ec, ec), it equals

qfPec 2QfQE DPec qfqe (Qf _pfc)pec Pfe
—2prp€C = Tt : :
(qeqy = ge,r) 49 Qe qfGe —dfe 2(qfGe —dfe) 4f —DPfe

2= —— 7 (ec)  —— (Lemmas 43 and 44)

Applying the same argument to (fc, fc), we have

1 2
IL.P- -2 T« — =  di - 1 di +— II..
L T 2(Qle — Qe,f)2 lag(pef) ((Qle Qe,f) ef)) lag(pef) (B — 1)2 T

Let M, be a block diagonal matrix with blocks M:

Pe,cPf,.c 0 —1) 2 ¢
ME = Zedle + ——1IIC. 18
T 2(qeds — Ge,r) (—1 0) (B-1)2"7 (18)

Then we have the base case inequality

0, P, - 2m,m) < diag(MY).

A.3 Induction

The induction step in Proposition 49 is to show that for every 7 with codim(7) = k£ > 2 and
connected G,

k-1 _
Eper, [Myopay] < My - mMTHTU\L. (19)
For every 7 and c € [¢], we will define a matrix M¢ e RX “*K® and let M, be the block diagonal

matrix with block MY for every c e [¢g]. It is not hard to see that we only require

c c k-1 cirreN—1asc
Eqor, [Mru{x}] s My - M) My (20)

36



to hold for every c and 7, where (I1¢)7! is II-! restricted on K¢ x K¢. We now describe our

construction of M¢ for a fixed color c. We write M into the sum of a diagonal matrix and an

off-diagonal matrix, i.e.,
1
M¢E = E(Af_ + H:.Bﬁ), (21)

T

where A¢ is an off-diagonal matrix and B¢ is a diagonal matrix.

From now on, when c is clear from the context, we will omit the superscript ¢ for matrices.
For example, we will write M,, Il,, Adj_, Id,, A,, B;, ... instead of M7, 11, Adj%, IdS, AY,
B¢, ... respectively. Plugging the above construction of M, into (20) and remembering that
the superscript ¢ has been omitted, we obtain

(k=1)Eper, [Ariga) + oy Broay | < (k= 2) - (Ar + 11 B;) = (A + 1L B,) T (A + 11 B, ).
Here we need the following inequality of matrices.
Lemma 50 (Corollary 12 in [WZZ24]). Let Ay,...,A, be a collection of symmetric matrices

and Il > 0. Then . . .
i=1 i=1 i=1

It follows from Lemma 50 that
(A; + 1L B) I (A, +11.B;) < 24,111 A, + 211, B2,
As a result, in order for (19) to hold, we only need to design A, and B, satisfying

(k=1)Epor, [Aropey |- (k=2)-Ar+2A 07 A7 < (k=2)I1, By—(k=1)Eger, [ o0y Brogey |21 (B;)?.
(22)

A.4  Construction of Al

We define
A =ap- (k=1) - Egor, , [Aruo]. (23)

Then we can deduce the following relation between A.’s whose co-dimensions differ by one.

Lemma 51. N
- Qf.—
Eyor, [ATU{x}] = T_1 a—klAT(ec, fo).

\V)

where h = h, > 1.

Proof. For any ec, fce K,

2

TU{{L’}
m (U)ATU{x}UU(eC fe)

Eor [Aruny] (ce.f) = (k=2) ¥ i @aps Y

zeCr1 k 0€Cri(a} k-3

Z Z MK ( ):u’Tu{m}(U)akflATu{m}UJ(eQ fC)

zeCr,1 0€Coy (0} k-3

2
- k(k = ECZk QMK ’(a YA oo (uc,ve)(k —2)ag_q

= (k‘ - 2)E o' ~Tr k2 [ TUO”(BC’ fC)]

Z_i L 1A (ec, fo).

k:(k: 1)
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It follows from the definition that A, is proportional to the expectation of the base cases
when the boundary is drawn from 7, ;_». For some technical reasons, we would like to isolate
those boundaries containing the color c. This leads us to the following lemma.

Lemma 52. og
A =TS (w) AR,
k weCT,k
c¢col(w)

where A is the matriz supported on K¢ x K¢ such that

TUW[ Ko fe, £}, TU9 K7 (e, f}
A2 (ue,ve) = - Pec L.c
TN —TUUJ\KT\<e,f}§TUw\KT\<e,f}_—TUW\KTwe,f}

QG f ef

and G, = qe = Pecy A5 = A5 = Pfer N4 Qop = Gpp ~ Peclfe-
Proof. In the proof we use ¢ ¢ - as a shortcut for ¢ ¢ col(:). By the definition of A,

2 S (@) PPy’
Rk =1) ,efm,, e M7 gz 457~ ac”
c¢a

A;(ec, fe) = (k-1)ag——

TUO . TUO

2ak TUO T Pec pfc
B 7 Z ( Z M{:7f}(§))MKT\{evf}(U) qguaq}uo _ ,TUG "

JGCT,I@—Q geCTUU,Q q@f
c¢o

The equality is becase if ¢ € o, the pTU" terms vanish. Notice that for any o € C; ;-2 and
5 € CTUJ,?)

1= Z ,Uzeuf}}(f)

€eCruo,2

SeenaiPH©O

 YeeCrons i) f}(é) gec%:(, ) Koy (©)
€33 ce€

R

- TUO’ (5)
quJQ}UJ _ qg}JJ §GC§U , {e,f}

ct

Multiply this expression in the former equation, we have

2ap, a7 - a;” oo Pec DY’
AT(GC, fC) = T Z MK.,-\{e f}( )—TUO' —TUo _ =TUO Z {8 f}(g) TUo TUU _ qTYo
UGCT,I@72 qf qef gec‘ruo' 2 qe qef
cto 433
2ar, Pec P’
- Z MKT\{S f}(a) Z 'u’q{—:,(}}(g)—rua—’rua _ —TUo
T k-2 G TUO,2 f qef
cw 433
TUW| K- fe, TUW| RS,
. 2y, Z ( ) Pec Kr{ef} I Kr~{ef}
ok e M, (@ TUUJ\K e, f}qTUw\KNe £y =l ey
c¢0 f ef
and the lemma follows. ]
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A.5 Spectral analysis of A,

For every w € C,  such that ¢ ¢ col((wuT)|k, ), define =% € RE“*K" a5 the diagonal matrix such

that for every ec e K¢:

TUW[ R fe}
ec

—TUW‘K\ e ’
o {e}

= (ec,ec) =

Lemma 53.

AY ==Y (-Adj, + RY)E
where p(R:¥) < %
Proof. Let ec, fc e KZ. To ease the notation, when 7 and w are clear from the context, we use
['(e) and I'(e, f) to denote the partial coloring (7 Uw)ly (e} and (7 Uw)|y e s} respectively.
Using our new notations, we have

I'(e)
= (ec,ec) = _Fe(ce 7
ge
Observing that since ¢ ¢ col ((7 Uw)|k, ), we have
O <11,
pf(f) pg(ce,f)
So we can write A% as
I'(e) T
O

AL (ue, ve) =

__F(e f)_F(e f) _=IL(ef)
a5 ey

pgﬂe)p;(f )

= T —1+Rf(ec,fc))
7o )qg(f)(

where D()=D(f) . T(ef)=L(ef) _ —D(e.f)
__e ¢ Gf ! +ae ! Gf «f —Gefe’f

R (ec, fe) = (24)

_T(e,f)=T T
. (evf)qf(af) _ qe;&f)

Notice that

—T'(e _F, _e_F —I'(e (e, —I'(e, I'(e (e, (e,
F( )=Ler) F() (f)| |F( ’f)pf(w(g 7, ( f)pegu(;; pf,(w(g efu({”g

GrEN L) | Zl(en ree.n
Pru(e) ¥ 5 Pe(s)

Therefore,
—T'(e,f) F(eyf)+—F(eyf) L'(e.f)

Qe Prue) Pew(r)
e f)a;@ 5 q;ge,n

R (ec, fo)] <

which equals p e }’f )(w(e)) + g f§ 12), (w(f)), defining £ be the color lists obtained by removing

c from the color lists of e, f. By Lemma 43, this is bounded by m since the modified coloring
istance is (5 — 1)-extra. The lemma then follows by doing a row summation to RY. O
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Proposition 54. Consider non-zero coefficients \;, i € [N], matriz A=Yy
and all matrices are square, of the same size and symemtric. Then

ASA=<( ) AZ-)( > )\iAZ-EAZ-).

i€[N] i€[N]
Proof.
i,j€[ N],i<j i€[N]
i.j€[N] i€[N]
:(E:AQ(E:M&E&)
i€[N] i€[N]

)\A and > <0,

O

Define C; = ¥ cc, g Tr(w), and C . := {w €Cri ‘ cé w}, then the following lemma holds.

Lemma 55. A,II;1A, < 2Cr Tecr (W) ALTIZLAY < <o Succr , (W) ALTI AL,
Proof. By Lemma 53 and Proposition 54. ]
3
In the following discussion, let v = (1 + A—ll) ﬁ
_ - . k =
Lemma 56. A“II;'AY < k-2 ((Adj,)” + {4 11)>2 1d, ) =i
Proof. By Lemmas 39, 40 and 43 for any ec € K¢,
_ — _ —92)2 _
=911 (uc, uc) gk(ﬁ+k 2)(B+A-2) L,-k+1 < (B+A-2)"B+A-2
(B-1?  la-k-A+1- " (B-1? B-1
3
A-1
<kl1+
B-1
Then it follows from Lemma 53 and =2“ < ﬁ -Id, that
4(k - 1)*
ACTIY AY < 2k~ER ((AdJ )2+ ( )2 dT) S
(B-1)
]
Lemma 57. % YweC, k(W) ZCTT = 14,
Proof. At entry (ec,ec) such that 7-(ec) # 0, the LHS is
’ruw\K\{e} TUW'
1 . 1 AN i
- i (@)t (ee) Pe— = K, (W) (ec) =55
k we%; . 2UW|K ek w'ecz,:,K g’
1 T TUW' -
2 Y W @O (@ o)
WIECT,K.,—
1
=— > pk (wu {ecV)n (ec) = m7t (ec)mr(ec) = 1.
k UJ,ECT,KT
]
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We are now ready to bound ((k-1) - Eg.r, [ATu{x}] ~(k-2)-A; +4A.1I;' A, ) in the LHS
of Equation (22).

Lemma 58. There exists a sequence of non-negative numbers {an}cpa Such that

_1 ) B
12 (k1) Buor, [Apugoy] - (k=2)- 4, + 24,174, ) 1, < 51D (1+ 8
Proof. Applying Lemma 52 and Lemma 55, we obtain

_1 - 8a? _1
LHSsHTZ(Q(’C D s —ap) ¥ A2+ kg A;JnTlA;J)HTz.

k 2

! !
wECTyk u.)GCTJC

Then by Lemma 53 and Lemma 56, we can bound above by

2 -1 2(k-1
LHS < %HTQEf((k—2)(ak1 —ap) S me(w)(-Adj, + ( 1)1d7) (25)
weCl B-
4(k-1)? -1
+4vya? - 7 (w)(Adj2 + ——1d, ) |2¥11, 2, (26)
g weczik ( (B_1)2 )

3
where 7 = (1 + %) ﬁ

We want to find a sequence of {ay} so that the spectral radius of the following matrices Ay,
appearing in the non-remainder terms in Equation (25) is small:

Ap = —(k-2)(ay, — ap_1)Adj. + a2~y (Adj.)%.
Since the spectrum of Adj_ is {-1,(k — 1)}, the spectrum of A, is

{(k‘ - 2)(ap_1 —ax) +4yai, —(k-1)(k - 2)(ap_1 —ag) +4y(k - 1)%a2}.

Defi
efine 1

:m(stgA).

ak

Then we have 4 (1 + 4y (- 2))h
i (1 +4y(k -

Ag) < <dvy(k-1 27

S S (e g Y ) B A @)

for k > 3. In particular, when k = 2, p(Ay,) < 4a2vy(k - 1) = 4, which is consistent with the

above bound. So we have p(A;) < 4y(k - 1) for h > 1. Note that % < 1= - Id,, it then follows

T = B-1
from Equation (27) and Lemma 57 that
2 _le . 2 2 |l=mw -1
7727 = (k- 2)(ak-1 - ax) >, mr(w)Adj, +4vay, Y, Adj; [EFIL?
weCl . weC’
8v(k-1
=Dy (28)
-1
A direct calculation yields that
P 2(k -1 4(k - 1)? -1
2tz (- -a) Y @) 2 v anat e T () T g et
k weCl p-1 weCl, (5 - 1)
8y(k-1)2, 2 8y(k-1)A, 2
< 1)Id; < 1)Id,. 29
-1y (o1 =G (o e (2)
Combining Equation (28) and Equation (29) finishes the proof.
U
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A.6 Construction of B,

For 7 of co-dimension £ > 2, we introduce coefficients {; };.;,. o Whose values will be determined
later, and define B, as follows:
B, (ec,ec) = by (30)

for any e € K- and all other entries are 0 When k = 2, this is exactly the base case considered

in Appendix A.2. According to (18), we have b; = ﬁ
Notice that if codim(7) = k£ > 3, then
Epor, [rogaybr] = mr(ec) ™ Y 7 (2)mruay (€0)brot = 3 Trogecy (@)bro1 = b1 (31)
xeCr zeCr

where the second equality follows from the fact that 7, (2)7 .y (ve) = Trugpe) ()7 (ve).
By the discussion in the last section and the above definition, now eq. (22) becomes

8y(k—1)A, 2
G gt

(k= 2)bg — (k= 1)bp_y — 207 >

forall 3<k<A.
Assume > 11. Since

2ak

-
!
u.)GCTJC

2
- RS ()22 (-Adj, + RE)ETLY

r
k weC!
T,k

- 2ay, 2(k-1)
_(ﬁ—l)(1+ - )IdT

k-1 - 3k 1 3k-1 10

constraint to B, < (% - —) Id, = 1 o ldr.

For brevity, we denote 8fyA( + 1) by C'(A) in the following calculation. Therefore, our

we have M, = 2iAr 4l By LTI, as long as B, < ((k*l)2 - l)IdT. We strengthen this

constraints for {b;}, .. are

{(k—2)bk—(/<:—1)bk2 22b§+%, 3<k<A;

1 (a)
bk < 15> 2<k<A.

It follows from Lemma 26 in [WZZ24] that there is a feasible solution of eq. (A) as long as 5 >
cv/Alog? A+2¢, where ¢ = /20(1 +2C(A)). And the solution by, < 7y (1+ (6 + 16C(A))Alog A).
Notice that if 5 -1 > max{A,10}, then C(A) < —, and the solution exists if 5 -1 >

20log? A + 2, /2%
Putting all constraints to B together, we have

[2
B-1 ZmaX{A,lO,QOlog2A+2 %},

which can be unified to a single bound that 5 > A + 50.
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A.7 Proof of Lemma 46

Proof of Lemma 46. For any 7 € C4_j, with k > 2, we construct the matrices A, and B, as
Appendix A.4 and Appendix A.6. Then we have
1 1 (6 +16C(A))Alog? A
* 2t 2
-1 (-1 (B-1)

PP ALY + p(Br) <

160 2
When 8 > A + 50, the above term is upper bounded by 7na := M + é. Applying

Proposition 49, we have
o(Pr— 12Ty < p(IT M) < 1A
[ T A
Taking 7 = @, we obtain that
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