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Abstract: We prove Gibbs distribution of two-state spincircuits[14] etc. can be viewed as special cases of comgutin
systems(also known as binary Markov random fields) withopartition functions associated with Gibbs measures insstat
hard constrains on a tree exhibits strong spatial mixisg(altical physics. Hence studying the computation of partition
known as strong correlation decay), under the assumptatin tHunction is a natural extension of counting problems.
for arbitrary ‘external field’, the absolute value of ‘inger  Self-reducing [10] or conditional probability method is a
temperature’ is small, or the ‘external field’ is uniformlywell known method to compute partition functions if the
large or small. The first condition on ‘inverse temperatureharginal probability of a vertex can be efficiently approxi-
is tight if the distribution is restricted to ferromagnetic mated. Gibbs sampling also known as Glauber dynamics is
antiferromagnetic Ising models. a popular used method to approximate marginal probability.

Thanks to Weitz's self-avoiding tree, we extends the resdrhis is a Markov Chain approach locally updating the chain
for sparse on average graphs, which generalizes part of #eeording to conditional Gibbs measure. Hence studying the
recent work of Mossel and Sly[15], who proved the strongonvergence rate(also known as mixing time) of Glauber
spatial mixing property for ferromagnetic Ising model. Qudynamics becomes a major research direction. Recently the
proof yields a different approach, carefully exploitingeth problem whether the Glauber dynamics converges ‘fast’(in a
monotonicity of local recursion. To our best knowledge, theolynomial time of the input and logarithm of reciprocal of
second condition of ‘external field’ for strong spatial nmgiin  sampling error) deeply related to whether a phase transitio
this paper is first considered and stated in term of ‘maximutakes place in statistical model has been extensively exiidi
average degree’ and ‘interaction energy’. As an applicatiosee [16] for hard core model(also known as independent set
we present an FPTAS for partition functions of two-statenspmodel) and [15][6] for ferromagnetic Ising model. Another
models without hard constrains under the above assumpti@pgproach to approximate marginal probability comes froen th
in a general family of graphs including interesting boundegtoperty of the structure of Gibbs measures on various graph
degree graphs. This method utilizes local recursion and leads to deterstimi

Keywords: Strong Spatial Mixing; Self-Avoiding Trees; approximation schemes rather than random approximation
Two-State Spin Systems; Ising Models; FPTAS; Partitioschemes of Markov Chain method. Our paper focuses on this
Function recursive approach.

The recursive approach for counting problems is introduced
by Weitz[21] and Bandyopadhyay, Gamarnik [1] for counting

Counting problem has played an important role in theoretibe number of independent sets and colorings. The key of this
computer science since Valiant[19] introducgd-Complete method is to establish thetrong spatial mixing property
conception and proved many enumeration problems are coso known asstrong correlation decay on certain defined
putationally intractable. The most successful and poverfiooted trees, which means the marginal probability of the
existing method for counting problem is due to Markovoot is asymptotically independent of the configuration loa t
Chain method, which has been successfully used to pteaves far below. Usually the exponential decay with the dis
vide a fully polynomial randomized approximation schemesnce implies a deterministic polynomial time approximgti
(FPRAS)(which approximates the real value within a fact@lgorithm for marginal probability of the root. In [21], Vi
of € in polynomial time of the input and—! with the establishes the equivalence between the marginal prdtyabil
probability > 3/4) for convex bodies[3] and the number obf a vertex in a general grapff and that of the root of a
perfect matchings on bipartite graphs[9]. Since many dagnt tree namedsel f-avoiding tree associated withG for two-
problems such as the number of matchings, independent sstate spin systems and shows the correlations on any graph
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decay at least as fast as its corresponding self-avoidieg tte appeared in [15]. These are graphs where the sum degrees
also proves the strong correlation decay for hard-core no@dong each self-avoiding path(a path with distinct vesjce
on bounded degree trees. Later Gamarnik et.al.[5] and Bayaith lengthO(logn) is O(logn).
et.al.[2] bypass the construction of a self-avoiding treg,  As an application of our results, we present a fully poly-
instead creating a certattomputation tree and establishing nomial time approximation schemes(FPTAS)(which approxi-
the strong correlation decay on the corresponding comipuatatmates the real value within a factor ©fn polynomial time of
tree for list coloring and matchings problems. An intemggti the input ande—!) for partition functions of two-state spin
relation between self-avoiding tree and computation sehat systems without hard constrains under our assumptions on
they share the same recursive formula for hard-core modile graphG = (V, E), where, for each vertex € V of
Considering the motivation of construction of the selfiditng G, the number of total vertices of its associated self-avjdi
tree, Jung and Shah[8] and Nair and Tetali [17] generalinee Ty, () With hight O(logn) is O(r°™M). This includes
Weitz’s work for certain Markov random field models, and Libounded degree graph and especidly lattice more con-
et.al.[12] for TP decoding problem. Mossel and Sly[15] shoeerned in statistical physics. Jerrum and Sinclair [7] jtes
ferromagnetic Ising model exhibits strong correlationajeocn an FPRAS for partition function of ferromangetic Ising mbde
‘sparse on average’ graph under the tight assumption tleat for any graph with any positive ‘inverse temperature’ and
‘inverse temperature’ in term of ‘maximum average degree’ identical external field for all the vertices. Their resuits
small. not include the case where different vertices have differen
In this paper, based on self-avoiding tree, we establish tbeternal field, and are not applied to antiferromagnetiagsi
strong spatial mixing for general two-state spin systemss almodel where the ‘inverse temperature’ is negative either.
know binary Markov random field without hard constrains on The remainder of the paper has the following structure. In
a graph that are sparse on average under certain assumptigsstion I, we present some preliminary definitions and main
Our first condition is on the ‘inverse temperature’. We shovesults. We go on to prove the theorems in Section Ill. Sactio
that there exits a valug, in term of ‘maximum average IV is devoted to propose an FPTAS for the partition functions
degree’d, if the absolute value of the ‘inverse temperaturainder our conditions. Further work and conclusion are given
is smaller thanJy, for arbitrary ‘external field’, the Gibbs in Section IV.
measure exhibits strong spatial mixing on a sparse on agerag
graph. Since for (anti)ferromagnetic Ising model, stropatisl Il. PRELIMINARIES AND MAIN RESULTS
mixing on a finite regular tree implies uniqueness of Gibb&. Two-State Spin Systems

measures of infinite regular tree[4][20],; in our setting In the two-state spin systems on a finite graph= (V, E)
is the critical point for uniqueness of Gibbs measures Qfiih vertices V' — {1,2,---,n} and edge setE, a

infinite regular tree with degree of each vertéximplying configuration consists of an assignmemt —= (o;) of
our condition is also necessary on trees. The condition ds _ {+1} values, or “spins”, to each vertex(or“sites”) of

the same as that of Mossel and Sly[15] when ferromagnefic gach vertexi € V is associated with a random variable
Ising model is the only focus. This makes part of their work, .y range +1. We often refer to the spin valuesl

in our frame\_/vork. Our proof yields a different approa_chas (+) and (—). The probability of finding the system in
and also avoids the argument between weak spatial mixiggnfigurations € Q" is given by the joint distribution of
and strong spatial mixing employed in [21]. In fact ouf, jimensional random vectok — (X1, Xo, -+, X, }also

proof is based an inequality similar to the one in [13] andown as the Gibbs distribution with the nearest neighbor
carefully exploits monotonicity of the recursive formulehe interaction)

recursive formula on trees is well known. Recently Pemantle

and Peres [18] use it to present the exact capacity criteri 1

that govern behavior at critical point of ferromagnetintsi Po(x =0)= Z(G) exp/ Z Bij(oi,05) + Z hi(a:)).
model on trees under various boundary conditions. Our gskcon L)€k eV

condition is for ‘external field’. We prove for any ‘inverseHere Z(G) is called partition function of the system and a
temperature’ on a graph which are sparse on average Gilnlosmalized factor such that, . Po(X = o) = 1, andh;
distribution exhibits strong spatial mixing when the ‘extal andp;; are defined as a function frofdandQ? to RU{+o0}
field’ is uniformly larger thanB(d, amax,y) Or smaller than respectively. We use notatigh; (a, b) = §;;(b, a). We say the
—B(d, —amin, 7), Whered is ‘'maximum average degree’ andsystem has hard constraints if there exit an efigg¢) € F
Omin, Omax, 7y are parameters of the system. To our besr a vertexk, and an assignment;, o; or o, such that
knowledge, this condition on ‘external field’ is first considd j3;;(c;;0;) = oo or hi(ox) = oo (e.g. hard-core model is one
for strong spatial mixing. The technique employed in theoproof the systems with hard constrains wheke(+, +) = —oo,

is Lipchitz approach which has been used in [1][2][5]. Thé&;;(+,—) = Bi;(—,+) = Bi;j(—,—) = 0 andh;(—) = 0). In
novelty here is that we propose a ‘path’ characterization tfis paper we focus to the systems without hard constrains.
this method, allowing us to give the ‘external field’ conditi We call the functiongs;; ‘interaction energy’ andh; ‘applied

in term of ‘maximum average degree’ rather than maximufield’ . If 5;;(o;,0;) = J;;0,0; andh; = B;o; for all the edge
degree. Some notations of the ‘sparse on average’ grapks h@yj) € E and vertexi € V, whereJ;; and B; are constant




Tsaw(1)

numbers varying with edges or vertices, the system is called
Ising model. Further, ifJ;; is uniformly (negative)positive
for all (i,j) € E, the system is called (anti)ferromagnetic
Ising model. J;; and B; are calledinverse temperature

and external field respectively. To match the notation of 3
Ising model, setJij _ 51‘]'(+,+)+5i]‘(*7*)251‘j(*-,Jr)*ﬁij(#n*)
andB; = % for all edges and vertices, in this paper
we call J;; and B; are ‘inverse temperature’ and ‘external
field’ of general two-state spin systems without hard caiissr 5
(denoted by TSSHC for abbreviation)respectively. For any @ vertex assigned+ @

A C V, oy denotes the sefo;,i € A}. With a little abuse ertex assigned— v

of notations,c, also denotes the configuration thaits fixed

oi, Vi € A. Let Z(G, ®) denote the partition function underFig.- 1. The graph with one vertex assigned + (Right)and its
the condition®, e.g. Z(G, X, = +) represent the partition c0"responding seif-avoiding trek, .1, (Left)

function under the condition the vertéxis fixed +.

(R}
w

B. Definitions and Notations length of shortest path connecting these two vertices. A
Definition 2.1 (Self-Avoiding Tree) Consider a graphpath vi,vs,--- is called a self-avoiding path if for all

G = (V,E) and a vertew € V in G. Given any order of all @ # j , vi # v;. In a graphG = (V, E), let d(u,v) denote

the vertices inG. There is associated partial order éhof the distance betweem and v, u,v € V. The distance

the order onV defined ag(i, ) > (k,1) iff (,7), (k,l) share between a vertex € V' and a subsef C V' is defined by

a common vertex and+ j > k + [. The self-avoiding tree d(v,A) =min{d(v,u) : u € A}. The set of vertices within

T () (G)(for simplicity denoted byl (.)) corresponding distancel of v is denoted by (G, v, 1) = {u : d(v,u) < I}.

to the vertexv is the tree of self-avoiding walks originatingSimilarly, the set of vertices with distan¢®f v is denoted by

at v except that the vertices closing a cycle are also includédG, v,1) = {u : d(v,u) = l}. We call a vertex at the height

in the tree and are fixed to be either or —. Specifically, t of a rooted tree if the distance between it and the root is

the vertex of theT,,,(,) closing a cycle is fixed+ if the t. Letd, denote the degree of in G. The mawzimal path

edge ending the cycle is larger than the edge starting thensity m is defined bym(G, v, 1) = max >_ d., where the

cycle and— otherwise. Given any configuratiomy of G, maximum is taken over all self-avoiding ?)gtﬁsstarting atv

A C V, the self-avoiding tree is constructe.d the same as thfn length at most. The mazimum average path degree

above ‘p.roceQur_e except that the vertex wh|ch is a copy of t@&;% 1) is defined bys(G, v,1) = (m(G,v,1)—68,)/1,1 > 1.

vertexi in A is fixed to the same spim; asi and the subtree Tne mazimum average degree of G is defined by

beloyv it is not constructed(See Figure 1). Hence, for aN(G,1) = maxyey 6(G,v,1). Roughly speaking, in this

configurationsy of G, A C V, we also usery to denote the yaner 5 family of graphé is sparse on average if there exits

configuration ofTy,,,(,) obtained by imposing the conditiony ~qnstant numbes and d such thatA(G, alogn) < d for
corresponding tar, as above. For anyi,j) € E andi € V anyG € G.

of G, the ‘interaction energy’ function and ‘applied field’
function on all their copies of the induced systemg., ) Some properties of the above definitions are useful in our
by G are the same as;; andh; respectively. proof, we present them. Most of proofs are simply obtained

, by induction and can be found in [15].
We now provide the remarkable property of the self-

avoiding tree, one of two main results of [21], which is one py,hagition 2.2 Let j, I denote positive natural numbers,

of the essential techniques of our proofs. then
Proposition 2.1 For two-state spin systems d@i = (V, E),
for any configurationr,, A C V and any vertexw € V, then m(G,v,jl) < jmaé({m(G,u, 1) = 6u} + 0.
ue
Pa(Xy = +loa) = Pr,,,, (Xo = +[oa).
Proposition 2.3Let [ be natural numbers, then
In order to generalize our result to more general families 1S(Taquo(vys 051+ 1) < 8,(8(G, v, 1) — 1)L

of graphs , which are sparse on average, we need some
definitions and notation of these graphs.

Definition 2.2 Let |A| denote the cardinality of the Proposition 2.4Let j, [ be natural numbers, then
set A. The length of a path is the number of edges it _ i
contains. The distance of two vertices in a graph is the V(Tsaw(w), v, 30| < (glglV(Tsaw(u)vual)I) :



positive numberg > 0 andd > 0 such thatA(G, alogn) <

d, and when
Definition 2.3 ((Exponential) Strong Spatial Mixing) Let (d—1)tanh J < 1
G = (V, E) be a graph with: vertices. The Gibbs distribution
of two-state spin systems afi exhibits strong spatial mixing Of equivalently J < J; = 3log(z%;), then the Gibbs

iff for any vertexv € V, subsetA C V, any two Configurations distribution of TSSHC exhibits |OgarithmiC form exponahti
or andny on A, denote® = {v € A : o, # 1,} and Strong spatial mixing for arbitrary ‘external field’, spéizially,

t=d(v,0), for anyi € V, any two configurations, andn, on A, denote
©={jeAN:0; #n;} andt = d(i,0) = kalogn + 1,
|Pe(Xy = +loa) — Po(Xo = +Ina)| < f(1), k=12,

wheref(t) goes to zero if goes to infinity and is called decay |log(Pa(X; = +|oa)) — log(Pa (X = +|na))| < f(1),
function. i1

For the purpose of our settings, we present a weak fOWeref(t) = 4J6;((d — 1) tanh J)*".
of exponential strong spatial mixing. We say the distribnati
exhibits exponential strong spatial mixing if there exitsive
numbersa, b, ¢ independent of such thatf(¢t) = bexp(—ct)
whent = kalogn, £k =1,2,---.

Remark: In the above definition of (exponential) stron
spatial mixing,Pg (X, = +|oa) and Pz(X, = +|na) can be
replaced bylog(Pg (X, = +|oa)) andlog(Pe(X, = +[na))
respectively ifd(v, A) is large than a constant number, du
to the inequality2x <log(1 + z) < z when|z| < .5, and we
call it the logarithmic form exponential strong spatial mix. )

Remark: If the graph is bounded with the maximum degree
D, then d can be replaced byD while for any a > 0,
and J;; is the ‘inverse temperature’ in (anti)ferromagnetic
?ing model, then theorem 2.1 still holds anth is the

ritical point for uniqueness of Gibbs measures on a infinite
tree with maximum degre®[13]. Note the decay function
és slight different from the definition since); may be
O(logn), however, in this case we can chodskarge enough
independent ofn such thatf(t) = e~* whenn is large,
whereb is a positive number independentofthen replace
by ka as required. In fact in the application of the algorithm,

Definition 2.4 (FPTAS) An approximation algorithm is his is not important.

called a fully polynomial time approximation scheme(FP'}'ASt
iff for any € > 0, it takes a polynomial time of input and !

to output a valueVl satisfying Theorem 2.2 LetG = (V, E) be a graph with vertice¥” =

{1,2,--- ,n}, edges seE and TSSHC on it. If there exit two

M positive numbers, > 0 and d > 0 such thatA(G, alogn) <
1_€§M§1+67 d, and (d — 1) tanh J > 1, and when
where M is the real value. Buin > B(d, amax, ) or Buax < —B(d, —atmin, )

Remark: In the above definitioh — ¢ and 1 + ¢ can be where B(d, a,v) = @ + log(\/ﬂd’”*;/“d*l)*‘l), the

replaced bye~¢ ande®. Gibbs distribution of TSSHC exhibits exponential strong-sp
tial mixing, specifically, for any € V, any two configurations
C. Main Results oan and na on A, denote® = {j € A : 0; # 7n;} and

For simplicity , We use the following notations. Considef — d(i,8) = kalogn+ 1, k=1,2,---,

a two-state spin systems with hard constrains(TSSHC) on |Pe(Xi = +|oa) — Pa(X; = +m)| < f(2),
a graphG = (V,FE) with n verticesV = {1,2,--- ,n} N

%nd edge .set g If_}et J = m%xu_j)eE |75, where 5f(t)(d 1:) 62‘;; (Ell—:%gpeé?ii?255?;a1i3333))t—l or
min = 1M4ecy Dy, max — MaX;ey Dj, Omax = t) = &Y — 1)y exXp m_'dxf_ — é‘"‘ig t—1 respectively.
(ggﬁég{ﬁi.ﬁ(—’—) = Bij(+,-)Bii(—=+) — Bii(+.H)} T = 5 R eotB T T P g
Omin = min {Bij(—,—) — Bij(+,—),Bij(—,+) — Remark: It's easy to check > 4 tanh J, hence in theorem
(Li)ek b —a o d T o 2.2, if (d — 1)tanhJ > 1, then~(d — 1) — 4 > 0. As
Bis(+: )}, i = max( e Lo al | e 2y, 4 corollary of Theorem 2.2, from its proof in section I,
g4 = max(; jyep{vi;}, ~ where J;; = we know if the graph is bounded degree with maximum
ﬂ”(+’+)+ﬂ”(_’_);ﬂ”(_’ﬂ_ﬁw(+’_), B, = % degree isd, the condition for ‘external field’ can be relaxed to
are ‘inverse temperature’ and ‘external field’ respecyivel B; > B(d, atmax,y) Of B; < —B(d, —amin,y) for anyi € V,
and a;; = exp(Bi(+,+)), bi; = exp(Bi(+,—)), which does not require that ‘external field’ is uniformlyder
cij = exp(Bij (=, +)), dij = exp(Bi;(—, —)). or uniformly small.
Theorem 2.1LetG = (V, E) be a graph with vertice¥ = Theorem 2.3Let G = (V, E) be a graph withn vertices

{1,2,---,n}, edges seff and TSSHC on it. If there exit twoV = {1,2,--- ,n}, edges setf and TSSHC on it. If there



exit two positive numbers > 0 andd > 0 such that for any
1€V
1)alogn’

2d(i,g) < 1Y

V(Tsqw(s), i, alogn) < (d —

where |V(Tsaw(i),i,l)| = {j S Tsaw(i)
then whenJ < J; or J > Jg, Bmin > B(d, Qmax,7y) OF
Brax < —B(d, —amin, 7), there exits an FPTAS for partition
function of TSSHC ony.

Ill. PROOFS

We now proceed to prove the theorems. One of the
technical lemmas for the theorem 2.1 is an inequality simila

to [13]. We present it now.

Lemma 3.1Leta, b, ¢, d, x, y be positive numbers and

g(z) = 2+t andt = |%;\/¢Z__z|, then
max(Z®) IWy  pan(E Yy
9(y) " g(z) y oz
Proof: Case lad > bc. Sinceg(z) = giis a_ c((lgmffi)

is an increasing function, w.l.o.g. suppasé> y and letx =
zy, wherez > 1, then

- /1 (aay +b)(cay +d)
/Z (ad — be)y o
1 (Vacay — vbd)? + (Vbe + Vad)?ay
/z (ad — be)y o Vad — \/—
1 (Vbe + Vad)2ay Vad + \/_

IN

wheret = Yad—vbe f

JF
Case 2ad < “be- S|m|lar to the first casgy(z) is a decreasing
function, let h(zx) 1/g(z), then h(z) is an increasing

functlon w.l.o.g. suppose > y, repeat the process of Case Jmax

h()’

Vbc—Vad

w =TT
Hence,
max(3®) 9@, _9ly) _ W) _zye T Y
G6) @) = o) ~ wiy) =) = )
wheret_\/‘/:Jr\/\/: O

Lemma 3.2Let T' = (V, FE) be a tree rooted a0 with
vertices V {0,1,2,--- ,n}, edge setE and TSSHC

on it. Suppose some vertices are fixed. Igtand 7T; be
two subtrees ofl" including vertexk and ! respectively by
removing an edgek,!) whered(k,0) < d(I,0). The fixed
vertices remain fixed off, and 7;. Then the probability of
Xo = + onT equals the probability oKy = + on the subtree
T}, except changing the ‘external field}, to certain valueh;c.

Proof: Let 27, denote the configuration spacds, andV;
the edge set and vertices @i Setting

hy(ok) = hi(ok)+
Bri(ok,01)+

log( Ze

S

=

(i,7)€EE;

Bij(oisoj)+ 32 hi(o:)
i€V

)

completes the proof. O]

With Lemma 3.1 and Lemma 3.2, we now proceed to
prove (exponential) strong spatial mixing property on gree

Theorem 3.1Let T be a tree rooted ab) with vertices
vV ={0,1,2,--- ,n}, edge seff and TSSHC onit. Let C V'
, (o and np be any two configurations on. Let© = {i :
G # mi,i € A}, t =d(0,0) and s = |S(T,0,t)| = |{i :
d(0,i) =t,i € T}|. Then
Pr(Xo = +[¢) Pr(Xo = +na)
Pr(Xo = +|n)" Pr(Xo = +[Ca)

) < exp(4Js(tanh J)!™1)

max(

Proof: For any: € V, let T; denote the subtree with
as its root andZ(i) be the TSSHC induced off; by T.
Noting Tp is T'. To prove the theorem, it's convenient to deal
with the ratio ZZX0=FI) vather thanPy (X, = +|¢4 ) itself.

Pr(Xo=—[Ca)
DenoteRCA %j‘é’;_) where(,, is the condition by
imposing the conﬁguratlo@A onTZ, and note a S|mple relation
if 1,20 € (0,1), then 2= > 1 1_12, further
max{Zl, £2} < max{fcif(}:gg,if%:ifg}. Hence replace
1 andxg by Pr(Xo = +[¢a) and Pr(Xo = +|na), we need
only to show

RCA A -
max(—2 R R Y_) < exp(4Js(tanh J)!1). (1)
Theorem 3.1 follows bynax(pEFe=HeAs, Zrfe=tinl) <

RSN RIA
77/\ )

)

CA

We go on]%o prove (1) by induction oh Before we doing
this, some trivial cases need to be clarified. We are intedest
in the case > 1 andO0 is unfixed. Letl'y; denote the unique
self-avoiding path fronk tol on T If 4 is a leave oril" and
d(0,i) < t, wheret = d(0,0). DefineU = {j e V : j €
Toi, 3k € S(T,0,t),s.t.j € Tor}. NoteU # () since0 € U.
Let j; € U such thatd(i,j;) = d(i,U). By lemma 3.2, we
can remove the subtree belloyy and change external field
hj, atj; to h without changing the probability oky =

More |mportantly, this process removes at least one Ieave at
the hight< ¢, and does not remove any vertex at the hight



Thus, w.l.o.g. supposE is a tree rooted & where any leave where the last equation follows by~7 s, = s. This

on it at the height> ¢. Let 01,09, - -
connected td). A trivial calculation then gives that

Rér — Z(To, Xo = +,(a)
0 Z(T07X0 — _aCA)
‘i (Boo; (+,00,)+ > Bri(ok,00)+ > hi(ow))
eh0(+) Z =1 (k,D)ET; kET;
_ o€
i(ﬁoo( ,00,)+ > Bri(or,00)+ > hi(or))
eho(—) Z ei=1 (k,D)eT; keT;
g€
Boo,; (+,00,)+ > Bri(ok,00)+ > hi(ok)
Z e (k,1)ET; kET;
9B a€Qr
=¢ H Boo; (—00,)+ > Bri(ok,00)+ > hi(ox)
=1 Z e (k,1)ET; keT;
UESZTi
— ¢2Bo Haz TO'MX +,¢as) +0iZ(To,, Xi = —, Cas)
¢iZ TOH =+, CAz) ’LZ(TOi7XZ = 7<Ai)
_ (2Bo H a; R + b;
YRS +d;
2)
where By = 10t g, — efooi (), = efoos (),

Ci:eﬁoo( +) d; _6500( -)
caset = 1 whereRgA,R’7A

a;i R +b; and ai Ry +b;
Ccq Rg:\ +d; Cq RT]A +d; !
q
Rg" R”A aidi bici\ _ g
max(—g-, c H x(—,—) <e
R R A b iCi aid;

whent = d(i,0) = kalogn+ 1, k = 1,2,---

,0, be the neighbors completes the proof of Theorem 3.1.00

With Theorem 3.1 and self-avoiding tree, it's enough to
prove Theorem 2.1.

Proof of Theorem 2.1: Due to Proposition 2.1, the
only thing left is to verify |S(Tsou (i), i, t)| = 6i(d — 1)**
, under the
condition that there exit two positive numbess> 0 and
d > 0 such thatA(G,alogn) < d. By Proposition 2.2,

we know m(G, i, kalogn) < kalognA(G,alogn) + 6; <

kalognd + ¢;, hence,d(G, i, kalogn) < d follows from the
definition §(G,4,1) = (m(G,i,l) — §;)/l. By Proposition
2.3, it's sufficient to show|S(Tsau (.4, kalogn + 1) <
5;(6(G,i,kalogn) — 1)kaleen < §(d — 1)kalosn  —
8;(d — 1)t=1. This is exactly what we need. [

Next we will proceed to prove Theorem 2.2, we still use the
recursive formula but with another form. The technique used
a well known method, Lipchitz approach. A ‘path’ versionof i

will be presented, which allow us to bound the ‘external field
with maximum average degree. Before presenting it, we need

some notation for simplicity. LeT’ = (V, E) be a tree rooted
at 0 with vertices0,1,2,--- ,n, edge setl and TSSHC

. Now we check the base on it. For each edgéi, j) € E, recall the notation in main
€ [o, +oo] by the monotonicity results,a; ; =

— eﬁu(-ﬁ-rf-)y bi,j _ eﬂij("ﬁ_), Cij = eﬂij(_;"r),

Hencet = 1, (1) holds. Assume by induction that (1) holds foRecall

t—1, and we will show it holds fot. Let s; = |S(Tp,, 0;,t
)l! Z - 11 27

ayzRf)f+b1: a; ROM+b;
0 " i
R RI* . GRGMd;  cRpAtd;
0 0 < i i
max( A C ) = max( TLTA R < )
RO ROA e ai Ry +bi © a; RpA4b;
- iRt +di c RIN 4
q RCA RUA |«/ai i*‘/bici|
< Inax( 0; 0i ) Vaid;++/ic;
- RIA> RCA
i=1 0 0;
q RCA 1A
0; ~"0; ytanhJ
< H ma’X(R’l]A ) RCA )
i=1 0i

-, g, still using above recursive procedure, then

andd; ; = %5(—7). Let My; = ¢ij — dij, Nij = aij — bi
Define
Mz + d; aijdi; — bijcij
i (1) = —————, hy(x) = :
'fj(x) Nijx + bij J (I) (Mijib + dij)(NijZC + bij)
= max 15 (—,—) — Bij(+,—),Bij(—,+) —
i {B(=, =) = B ), B, )
Bij(+,+) 1},

Qmin =

(11,171)111 {Bij(= =) — Bi(+,
ﬁm("‘ +)} vy = max
v = max j)ep{vij}. For anyi € V let T; denote the

subtree withi as its root andZ(i) be the TSSHC induced
on T; by T. Recall B; = 8100 s the ‘external field’,

denote); = e~2Bi, and letl';; be the unique self-avoiding
path fromi to j onT.

=), Bij(=+) —

{ [bijcij— a” dij| |bij Cl] a” dij }
aij

Lemma 3.3For any (i,j) € E, m[%)il [hij ()] < i
xe|0,

where the second inequality comes from the Lemma 3.1.

CA A

0; <
R(EA) -
i

According to the hypothesis of inducti(max(%,
05

exp(4Js;(tanh J)!=2), it's sufficient to show

Rg" R

q
i t—1
R e ) < [ [ exp(47si(tanh 1))

i=1
= exp(4Js(tanh J)!™1)

max (

Proof: The proof is technique and left to the appendix.

With the above notations, we present a ‘path’ version
Lipchitz approach.

Lemma 3.4Let A C V , (4 andn, be any two configu-
rations onA. Let® = {i : (; # n;,i € A}, t =d(0,0) and



S(T,0,t) ={i:d(0,i) =t,i € T}. Then j with d(0,7) < t — 1 or there is a vertex on I' with

d(0,7) < t — 1 being fixed, the contribution of the path to
Pr(Xo = — Pr(Xo = ’ L .

|Pr(Xo = +1Ca) — Pr(Xo = +lm)] the summation is zero singe® — p/* = pgA -pi* = 0.
<A E H 9i(z:)(1 = gi(2:)) Hence the remaining path with length is in the set

keS(T,0,t) i€loxizk {Tor : k € S(T,0,t)}. This completes the proof of lemma

where gl(Il) = (1 + A H f“J (Iiij))il and Z; is a 3.4. 0

(1,i;)€T;
vector with elements;;; < [0,1],7 € V, and z; are constant  In order to prove the Theorem 2.2, we need the following
vectors with elements i, 1]. lemma.

Proof: For anyi in T, let p** = Pr(X; = +[Ca,) Lemma 3.5 Let\; >0,i=1,2,---,n. Then

and R = % where (4, is configuration by n "
restriction of¢, ‘on 7;. Then we have the following equality [T+ x) =@+ [T

& = Pr(Xo = +Ga) : : - -
Po- = FriR0 =TI = R (Xo=—Taa) 9

L+ prxo=ricy L H1/E
_ 1 _ 1 Proof: The proof is technique and left to the appendix.
oo, Rg;\ +doo; Moo, ;Dg;\ +doo;
1+ Xo o OQGT o P T, 1+ Xo o Ol}eT Noo,pg b,  With Lemma 3.4 and 3.5, it is sufficient to prove Theorem
Y ’ ” ’ 2.2.

= go(o)

where 2, = (pg?’pg;x’ . 7p620)_ First, note for anyz = Proof of Theorem 2.2: Following the notation of Lemma

(.1'1,1'2, L ,ZCq) andy _ (y1,y2, L 7yq), q = do, first order 3.4, lets = |S(T,O,t)|, we have
Taylor expansion ap gives that there exists € [0, 1] such

that st —pit <At Y T ez - giz)
- keS(T,0,t) i€l ori#k
— . v4 O(x — _
90() — go(y) go(y +0(z —y))(z—y)", < syt keg%%)é ) H gi(z)(1 = gi(2))
where (z — y)” denotes the transportation of the vector T €T onitk
x — v). Calculate the?22®) we have ~t
( y) Ox; < Sz (O%IaéT H gi(zi)(l - gl(zz))
Yo T foo, () (8o keS(T0n {TwE
Ogo(x) _ =1 ' By Lemma 3.5, for eacliy,x, (0,0,) € T, k € S(T,0,t),
8xi q 9
(1+Xo jl;[l foo, (25)) [T o) —giz)
i€l pitk
MOOv NOOv €lojk
=— 1- . — . ) Ay
90(@)(1 = go())( Moo, i + doo,  Noo, i + boo, As (i };IGT. Jia(zia)
aoo, doo; — boo; Coo, = H e
— 1 _ i i i i 1 )\’L i i 2
go(x)( go(x)) (Moo, zi + doo,)(Noo, z; + boo, ) i€, kiFk (1+ (iyul;[eTi Jii (2i4,))
= go(z)(1 — go(z))hoo, (:)- < (b _yi-1
- )2
Hence, there’s exit§, € [0, 1] such that (L+758)
g whererje =( IT N II fia (zi,)Y Y. A simple
CA _ 1A < 1 hon (1 CA _ A i€l kiZk  (i,i)€T;
lpg" —po*| < Z 90(20)(1 = go(20))hoo; (xg)||poj Poj| calculation givesjtha«to‘min < fii(x) < eomas, for any (i, j) €
j=1 J
q T. Hence,
<3 et = gu(zo)on ;58 TN | W | I R
-7:1q i€To,ki#k (i,i1)€T;
Amax(5(T,0,t—1)—1
<> golz0)(1 — gol=0))IpS" — Pl < e OTOITIT,
j=1

Now we prove the exponential strong spatial mixing under
wherezo = pl* + eo(pgA — p*) and the second inequa"tyassumption of Theorem 2.2. Suppdsés a self-avoiding tree
follows by Lemma 3.3. Now repeat the procedure fopf G- d(T:0,t—1) <A(G,t—1) <d whent = kalogn+1,

|ng4 —pM, § = 1,2,---,q, it is easy to see that thek =1,2,- . If Buin > B(d, 0imax,7), then
summation is over all the self-avoiding paths emitting from v(d — 1) exp(2Bmin — Omax(d — 1))
the root0. For each path, if the end point ofl" is a leave (1 + exp(2Bumin — max(d — 1)))2

< 1.



Notings < do(d—1)*"Tand( ] M)V < e 2Bmin
iEFojki;ék
, how we can see
t
CA o MA < v Tjk t—1
|p0 Py | =S 4 ((1 +Tjk)2) (3)
< 5()_7(7(‘1 — 1) exp(2Bmin — amax(d — 1)) )t—l
T 4 (1 +exp(2Bmin — amax(d — 1)))?
The similar case holds foBy.x < —B(d, —Qmin, 7). This

completes the proof. [

Remark: As we point out in section Il that if the graghis
a bounded degree graph with the maximum degrdbe con-
dition in Theorem 2.2 can be relaxed 8 > B(d, amax, )
or B; < —B(d, —amin,7) for anyi € V. The reason for
this comes from the upper bound fgr(z;)(1 — gi(z;)) in
the Lemma 3.4 since/(d — 1)gi(z:)(1 — gi(z;)) < 1 for
anyi € I'o,r,i # k where (0,0;) € T,k € S(T,0,t). We

numbers, if we adopt the recursive formula in the proof of
Lemma 3.4 where Pr(Xo = +|¢a) = go(o))

n

2(G, i) [1 5
With the above algorithm, it is enough to prove Theorem
2.3.

Output:Z/(\G) =

Proof of Theorem 2.3: First we show under the as-
sumption of the theorem, the Gibbs distribution exhibits
exponential strong spatial mixing. Since(by Propositiod) 2
|V(Tsaw(i)vivkalogn)| < |I;1€%3<(V(Tsaw(j)7ja kalogn)”k <

(d — 1)kalesn for anyi € V andk = 1,2,---, we can obtain
the trivial bound of the number of vertices at heigfatlog n,
that is , [S(Tsquw(i), i, kalogn) < |V (Tsquw). 1, kalogn)| <
(d — 1)kaloen et ¢t = kalogn from the proof of Theorem

emphasize that one way to improve the condition by th&1 and 2.2(see Formula (1) and (2)), substitutidg- 1)*

method is to carefully analyze the bound ff () for each t0 s in (1) (2), we get the exponential strong spatial mixing
iterative step according to the rangeofince this will give ©of Theorem 2.3. Specifically, i < J4, the decay function
better bound forg;(z). We do not optimize the parameterf(t) = 4J(d — 1)((d — 1) tanh J)*~" which corresponds to
here and do not know whether dealing with the bound #fe logarithmic form exponential strong spatial mixingdah
fij(z) carefully makes th3(d, amax,7) OF —B(d, —amin,y) 7 = Jd» Bmin > B(d; Omax; ) OF Brax < —B(d, —0min; 7),
optimally approximate the critical point of ‘external fieldr ~ the decay function has the same form as in Theorem 2.2 except
uniqueness of Gibbs measures either if there does exit otee(rf€placingd; by d—1. In both cases, we suppose decay function
that the critical points of ‘external field’ for ferromagiweand f(t) = be™“" whereb, ¢ are constant positive numbers inde-
antiferromagnetic Ising model are different on Cayley tae Pendentofr, ¢ = kalogn, k = 1,2,---. Through exponential
infinite regular tree with the same degree for each vertex [4flecay property, it's sufficient to ShOW the above algorithm
The proof of Theorem 2.3 will be shown in Section IV. provides an FPTAS foZ (G). Now we check the output (G)

iafyvi _ Z( ) < i L Z(G®;41)
IV. APPROXIMATING PARTITION FUNCTION satisfying (1 —¢) < 7@ = s{d+e). Smcepjn 2(G25)
inlvi -1
In the proof of Theorem 2.1 and 2.2, the calculation dhultiplying them givesZ(G) = Z(G, ®p11) 1:[ p; - Hence,
the marginal probability of the root yields a local recuesiv pl (e N
procedure. If we truncate the tree at heighand then use 1 —¢ < (1=35)" < H = ( < (I+55)" < 1+e As

the recursive method to compute the marginal probability &t point out prewously that the
root, it is easy to see the complexity of this procedure is tleach step i) (|V (. Saw(J) Bt =
number of vertices of truncated tree. We now present thelogn, £k = 1,2, -

complexity of the algorithm
O((d—1)%) whent; =
, we onIy need to sef(t;) < O(5;)

algorithm based on the above procedure and self-avoidittggpromise(1 — %) g % < (1 — 5-) which requirest; =

tree.

Let G = (V, E) be a graph with vertice¥ = {1,2,--- ,n},

edge set andT'SSHC on it. Let®; denote the whole state completes the proof.

space ( which meanBg (X, =
®; = {X;

+]®y) = Po(X; =
=+ 1<i<j—1L2<j<n+l.

+)), and

Algorithm for Partition Function Z(G)

Input: G ﬂimthe TSSHC, € > 0 precision.
Output: Z(G), the estimator of partition function Z(G).

For j=1:n

compute p;, an estimator of conditional marginal
probability p; = Pg(X; = +|®,), through self-avoiding
tree T,q.(;) truncated at a certain height ¢; under the
condition ®; such that (1—-) < % < (1——) (The initial
values of iteration at height ¢; are arbitrary nonnegative

O(logn+log(e~1)). Thus, the complexity of the algorithm is
nO((d_1)O(logn+log(5*1))) _ O(nO(l)_i_n(efl)O(l)), which
O

V. CONCLUSION AND FURTHER WORK

We have shown that the Gibbs distribution of TSSHC on a
‘sparse on average’ gragh= (V, E) with ‘maximum average
degree'd exhibits the (exponential) strong spatial mixing when
the absolute value of ‘inverse temperatufé’;| < Jq or the
‘external field’ B; is uniformly larger thanB(d, aumax,y) OF
smaller than—B(d, —amin,7), for any (i,5) € E, i € V.
Here J, is the critical point for uniqueness of Gibbs measure
on a infinite d regular tree of Ising model, implying the
condition for inverse temperature is tight when restrigtin
on Ising model,B(d, ,y) is constant with parametel «, ~.

It is not difficult to apply our results to EfdRényi random
graphG(n,d/n), where each edge is chosen independently
with probability d/n, since the average degree @(n,d/n)



is d(1 — o(1)) while it contains many vertices with degree APPENDIX
log n/ loglog n[15]. As an application of strong spatial mixing  prgof of Lemma 3.3:
property, we present an FPTAS for partition functions o8ince A/;;z + d;; > 0 and Njjz + b; > 0, Vo € [0,1],

a littte modified sparse graphs, which includes interestinge need only to showmin w(x) = min(a;;cij, bijdij),
bounded degree graph. z€[0,1] ' '

For future work, we expect to improve the condition Othere wz) = (Mijw + dig)(Nijz + bi). The case
‘external field’. We have presented a way to improve it in th&/iVii = 0 'ij%g’ﬂlw so w.l.o.g. supposel/;;Ni; # 0.

M;
remark, however, we believe the essential mprovementme&)oung T = + is an extremum ofu(z) on R.
other method. Maybe the approach of analysis of the fixddere are three cases ‘needed to be discussed.

point in[11] works here. Case 1.M;;N;; < 0, then w(z) reaches its minimum
at boundary. Then m[énl]w( z) < min(w(0),w(l)) =
xe€|0,
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