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SPECTRAL INDEPENDENCE BEYOND UNIQUENESS
USING THE TOPOLOGICAL METHOD.
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powerful Spectral Independence method from [Anari, Liu, Oveis-Gharan: FOCS 2020]. In our results, the
parameters of the Gibbs distribution are expressed in terms of the spectral radius of the adjacency matrix of G,
or that of the Hashimoto non-backtracking matrix.

The analysis relies on new techniques that we introduce to bound the maximum eigenvalue of the pairwise
influence matrix Ig’T for the two spin Gibbs distribution p. There is a common framework that underlies
these techniques which we call the fopological method. The idea is to systematically exploit the well-known
connections between Ig’T and the topological construction called tree of self-avoiding walks.

Our approach is novel and gives new insights to the problem of establishing spectral independence for
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1. INTRODUCTION

The Markov Chain Monte Carlo method (MCMC) is a very simple, yet very powerful method for ap-
proximate sampling from Gibbs distributions on combinatorial structures. In the standard setting, we are
given a very simple to describe, ergodic Markov chain and we need to analyse the speed of convergence to
the equilibrium distribution. The challenge is to show that the chain mixes fast when the parameters of the
equilibrium distribution belong to a certain region of values.

Here our focus is on combinatorial structures that are specified with respect to an underlying graph G,
e.g., independent sets. For us the graph G is always undirected, connected and finite and has maximum
degree A.

Recently, a new technique for analysing the speed of convergence of the Markov chain called Glauber
dynamics has been introduced in [[1]. This technique is called the Spectral Independence method. The
authors in [[1] use the Spectral Independence method (SI) to prove a long standing conjecture about the
mixing time of Glauber dynamics for the so-called Hard-core model, improving on a series of result such
as [28} [12]. Since then, it is not an exaggeration to claim that SI has revolutionised the study in the field.
Using this method it has been possible to get positive results for approximate sampling from 2-spin Gibbs
distributions that match the hardness ones, e.g., [1, 5, 26, [27].

In this work, our main focus is on the so-called pairwise influence matrix, denoted as Ié’T. This is a
central concept as the rapid mixing bounds we derive using SI rely on showing that the maximum eigenvalue
of this matrix is bounded. We propose novel techniques that allow us to derive more accurate estimations on
the maximum eigenvalue of this matrix than what we have been getting from the previous approaches that
are proposed in [[1} 5)]. In turn, we get new rapid mixing results for the Glauber dynamics on two spin Gibbs
distribution such as the Hard-core model and the Ising model. Interestingly, in our results the parameters
of the Gibbs distribution do not depend on the maximum degree A of the underlying graph G. They rather
depend on the spectral radius of the adjacency matrix of G, denoted as A.

For concreteness, consider the Glauber dynamics on the Hard-core model for G whose adjacency matrix
has spectral radius p which is a bounded number. Let A.(k) by the critical value for the Gibbs uniqueness
of the Hard-core model on the infinite k-ary tree. We prove that the Glauber dynamics mixes in O(nlogn)
steps for any fugacity 0 < A < A.(p). For a comparison, recall that the max-degree-A bound for the Hard-
core model comes from [I} 6] and requires fugacity 0 < A < A.(A — 1) in order to get O(n log n) mixing
time. This implies that our approach gives better bounds when the spectral radius p is smaller than A — 1.
As a reference, note that we alway have that p < A. On the other hand, the spectral radius can get much
smaller than the maximum degree, e.g., for a planar graph we have that p < v/8A — 16 + 2+/3, see further
cases in Section[2.3] We get results of similar flavour for the Ising model, too.

We also consider the case where the spectral radius is unbounded. Even though we improve on results in
the literature, our results are not as strong as the those we get for the bounded case and (most likely) they
admit improvements. The case of unbounded spectral radius is considered in the Appendix, at the end of
this paper.

The use of the spectral radius, or matrix norms of the adjacency matrix in order to derive rapid mixing
bounds has also been studied in [[16, [8]. As opposed to our approach here, that relies on SI, these results
rely on the path coupling technique [4]. Our improvements on these works reflects the fact that SI is much
stronger than path coupling. The techniques considered in these two paper do not seem to apply to the
setting of analysis we have with SI. In that respect, our approach is orthogonal to the previous ones.

All the above sed some more light on the well-known hardness transition shown for approximate counting-
sampling in the Hard-core model (and the antiferromagnetic Ising). Specifically, our results indicate that for
graphs of maximum degree A the hardness transition occurs at A.(A — 1) only if the spectral radius of the
adjacency matrix satisfies that p(Ag) > A — 1. On the other hand, for p(Ag) < A — 1 we show rapid
mixing for Glauber dynamics for the parameters of the Gibbs distribution which are beyond the uniqueness



region, i.e., for A > A.(A — 1). Interestingly, we manage to get access to this region of parameters by
directly analysing the influence matrix.

When we deviate from the standard approach, i.e., the one that relies on the maximum degree A, a
natural challenge that arises is how to deal with the effect of high-degrees. That is, how to accommodate in
the analysis the high degree vertices. This problem is common when the underlying structure is a random
(hypergraph) graph [2} [11} [13} 25]. As far as SI is concerned, the work in [2] deals with a version of this
problem, however, it focuses only on random graphs and it takes advantage of properties that are special to
the typical instances of this distribution. Unfortunately, there does not seem to be a way of exploiting them
in the worst-case setting that we are focusing here.

Concluding, one might wonder what are the optimal bounds one can get using the assumption on the
spectral radius of A, i.e., rather than the maximum degree A. Note that the regions of the parameters of
the Gibbs distribution we get here are quite natural and they are related to the spectral radius in the same
way as the corresponding regions for Gibbs uniqueness are related to A — 1. In the Gibbs uniqueness, the
parameters of the distribution need to guarantee that the rate of correlation decay counterbalances the growth
rate of the underlying graph GG, which is at most A — 1, hence their dependence on A. In an analogy to
uniqueness, here the correlation decay counterbalances the growth rate of the number walks between any
two vertices in GG, which is p(A¢). Hence, the entries of the influence matrix do not grow too large for
distant pairs of vertices. In that respect, our conjecture would be that under the assumption of p(A¢) for G,
our results cannot be further improved.

However, we believe that improvements are possible if we consider different matrices, i.e., other than
A. Specifically, we believe that a more natural matrix to consider for the problem is the so-called
(Hashimoto) non-backtracking matrix of G introduced in [15]. The non-backtracking matrix is an object
that has been studied extensively in mathematical physics. Getting results in terms of the spectrum of the
non-backtracking matrix is quite desirable because it is considered to capture the structure of G much better
than that of the adjacency matrix.

Here, we further derive a rapid mixing result for the Ising model using the non-backtracking matrix of G,
e.g., see Theorem[2.7] This result is only a preliminary one. Due to the intricacy of working with this matrix,
we didn’t manage to show that the non-backtracking spectrum gives better bound than what we get with the
adjacency one. We only show that the results that someone gets with the non-backtracking matrix are at
least as good as those from the adjacency matrix. We believe that the direction of exploiting the spectrum
of the non-backtracking matrix for the problem is worth further investigation.

The Topological Method for Spectral Independence. As mentioned earlier, a central notion in SI is the so-
called pairwise influence matrix IS’T. Given a set of parameters of the Gibbs distribution, the endeavour is
to show that the maximum eigenvalue of Ié’T is O(1). Previously introduced approaches in [1} 5] have been

focusing on proving that either ||Ié”\ |1, or |\I£T| |oo is bounded, which in turn implies that the maximum
eigenvalue is bounded. These approaches are quite elegant and provide, in a very natural way, bounds that
depend on the maximum degree A. However, for our purposes here they seem to be too crude.

The main contribution of our work amounts to introducing novel techniques to bound the maximum
eigenvalue of Ig’T which (for most of the cases) turn out to be more precise than the previous ones. We
introduce a common framework that underlies these techniques that we call the topological method.

The basic idea for the topological method comes from the following, well-known, observation: each
entry Ié’T(w, v) can be expressed in terms of a topological construction called tree of self-avoiding walks
(starting from w), together with a set of weights on the paths of this tree, which are called influences. The
influences are specified by the parameters of the Gibbs distribution we consider. The entry of the matrix is
nothing more than the sum of influences over an appropriately chosen set of paths in this tree

In the topological method, we generalise the above concepts by introducing the notion of walk-matrix.
For the entries in a walk-matrix, we don’t necessarily use trees of self-avoiding walks. We may use other

topological constructions of G such as path-trees, universal covers etc (see more about these constructions
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in the excellent textbook [[14]). Also, we have weights on the paths of this construction. The weight of each
path can be chosen arbitrarily, i.e., it is not necessarily an influence. Each entry in the walk-matrix is a sum
of weights of appropriately chosen paths in the topological construction. In that respect, one might regard
the influence matrix Ié’T to be a special case of walk-matrix (e.g. see Lemma .

Exploiting properties of these special matrices, i.e., walk-matrices, we introduce two techniques, orthog-
onal to each other, that we use to derive our results.

With the first technique we focus on comparing walk-matrices in terms of their corresponding spectral
radii. That is, for two walk-matrices C' and D the aim is to establish that the corresponding spectral radii
satisfy p(C) < p(D). Since Iél’T is a special case of walk-matrix, we use this technique to establish an
inequality which is similar to the aforementioned one, using the walk-matrix Y, & - Ag, where A is the
adjacency matrix and £ > 0 is an appropriately chosen real number. Specifically, we show that

p(Z87) < p(Sio- AL).

The value of £ depends on the parameters of the Gibbs distribution that underlies Ié’T. It is easy to see that
adjusting these parameters such that £ < (1—¢)/p(Ag), for any fixed e > 0, implies that the spectral radius
of IS’T -and hence the maximum eigenvalue- is bounded. Working as described above, allows us to derive
new, very interesting results about the Ising model, see Theorem [2.1]

We establish another inequality, similar to the above, that is between Ié’T and a walk-matrix related to
the non-backtracking matrix, e.g., see Corollary We exploit this inequality to get the rapid mixing result
in Theorem [2.7] which is about the Ising model, too.

It turns out that for the Hard-core model the bounds we get from the previous approach are too crude. To
this end, we follow a different one. We introduce a new matrix norm to bound the maximum eigenvalue of
Ié’T. Our norm provides better bounds compared to what we get from | ]Ié’7| |1 and |\Ié7| |o- Note that for
the Hard-core model the problem becomes highly non-linear because of the fact that we use the potential
method. In that respect, finding a matrix norm that allows us to derive the kind of bounds we are aiming for
is a non-trivial task.

We derive our rapid mixing results for the Hard-core model in Theorem by choosing an appropriate
non-singular matrix D and showing that

(D)t 727 - p||_=oq).

More specifically, D is the diagonal matrix such that D (w, w) = (f1(w))", for appropriate t > 1, while f;
is the eigenvector that corresponds to the maximum eigenvalue of A . Note that our assumptions about GG
imply the above norm is well-defined, i.e., D is non-singular. The parameter ¢ > 1, in the norm, needs to
be specified in the context of the potential method.

In hindsight, the use of the above norm is, somehow, natural in the context of topological method. The
related analysis gives rise to a further topological construction that we call walk-vector (see Section [8.1).

2. MAIN RESULTS

Consider the fixed graph G = (V, E) on n vertices. We assume that G is undirected, finite and connected.

The Gibbs distribution z on G with spins {1} is a distribution on the set of configurations {41}".
We use the parameters 3 € R>q and 7, A € R~ and specify that each configuration ¢ € {1}V gets a
probability measure

M(U) x )\#asmgnments 1”ino % B#edges with both ends “1” in o % ,}/#edges with both ends “-1” in a’ (1)

where the symbol o stands for “proportional to”. The above distribution is called ferromagnetic when
B~ > 1, while for 8y < 1 itis called antiferromagnetic. Unless otherwise specified, we always assume that
1 1s a two-spin Gibbs distribution.



Using the formalism in (I]), one recovers the well-known Ising model by setting 5 = ~. In this case,
the magnitude of 3 specifies the strength of the interactions. The above, also, gives rise to the so-called
Hard-core model if we choose = 0 and v = 1. Particularly, this distribution assigns to each independent
set o probability measure which is proportional to Mol where || is the size of the independent set. For the
Hard-core model we use the term fugacity to refer to the parameter \.

Given a Gibbs distribution 1 we use the discrete time, (single site) Glauber dynamics { X }+>0 to approx-
imately sample from p. Glauber dynamics is a very simple to describe Markov chain. The state space of
the chain is the support of ;. We assume that the chain starts from an arbitrary configuration Xg. Fort > 0,
the transition from the state X; to Xy is according to the following rules: Choose uniformly at random a
vertex v. For every vertex w different than v, set X;y;(w) = X;(w). Then, set X;;(v) according to the
marginal of y at v, conditional on the neighbours of v having the configuration specified by X; 1.

For the cases we consider here, { X;}+>0 satisfies a set of technical conditions that come with the name
ergodicity. Ergodicity implies that { X; };+>( converges to a unique stationary distribution, which, in our case,
is the Gibbs distribution .

In this work, we study the rate that the chain converges to stationarity, when the parameters 3,y and A
of the Gibbs distribution vary in a range of parameters that depends on the spectral radius of the adjacency
matrix Ag. Recall that A is a V' x V matrix with entries in {0, 1}, such that for any u, w € V we have

A (w,u) = 1{ u, w are adjacent in G'}.

The spectral radius of A, denoted as p(A¢) is equal to the maximum in magnitude eigenvalue of the
matrix Agq.

2.1. The Ising Model. As mentioned earlier, the Ising model corresponds to the distribution in such
that 3 = ~. This implies that each configuration o € {41}" is assigned probability measure

(o) oc AZwev Ho@=1} 5 g¥leyep Hol@) =)} 2)

When 8 > 1 we have the ferromagnetic Ising model, while when 5 < 1 we have the antiferromagnetic.
Here, we always assume that A = 1. This corresponds to what we call zero external field Ising model.

It is a well-known result that the uniqueness region of the Ising model on the infinite k-ary tree, where
k > 2, corresponds to having

k—1 < B < E+1
k+1 k-1
Particularly, for the ferromagnetic case the measure is unique when 1 < 5 < % while for the antiferro-

magnetic case, the measure is unique when =1 < 5 < 1.

k1
For k > 2 and § € (0, 1), we let the interval
Miging (k, 8) = [ $424, =] (3)

We use the Spectral Independence method to get the following result about the Ising model.

Theorem 2.1 (Adjacency Matrix). For any § € (0,1) and for bounded pc > 2, consider the graph G =
(V, E) whose adjacency matrix A has spectral radius pg. Also, let g be the Ising model on G with zero
external field and parameter 3 € Miging(pa, 6).

There is a constant C = C(9) such that the mixing time of the Glauber dynamics on pug is at most
Cnlogn.

Theorem@follows from a technical result we present later, i.e., Theorem@], which we use to establish
spectral independence for the zero external field Ising model ;1 with 3 € Miging (pc, 0). Once we establish
spectral independence for u, we use results from [6] to derive the bound on the mixing time.

Theorem [2.1]improves on results in [16] for the Ising model by allowing a wider rage for /3. Specifically,
in the ferromagnetic case the above bound allows for g that is a constant factor larger than what we had
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before. The analogous holds for the antiferromagnetic Ising, i.e., Theorem allows for § which is a
constant factor smaller than what we had before.

2.2. The Hard-Core Model. Another distributions of interest is the so-called Hard-core model. The for-
malism in (] gives rise to the Hard-core model with fugacity \ if we set 5 = 0 and v = 1. This distribution
assigns to each independent set o of the graph G, probability measure 1i(o) such that

u(o) oc A7, @)

where |o| is the size of the independent set.

We use {#1}" to encode the configurations of the the Hard-core model, i.e., the independent sets of
G. Particularly, the assignment +1 implies that the vertex is in the independent set, while —1 implies the
opposite. We often use physics’ terminology where the vertices with assignment +1 are called “occupied”,
whereas the vertices with —1 are the “unoccupied” ones.

For z > 1, we let the function A\.(z) = (z—f)ﬁ It is a well-known result from [[19] that the uniqueness
region of the Hard-core model on the k-ary tree, where & > 2, holds for any A such that
A < A(k). 5)

As far as the Hard-core model is concerned we use the Spectral Independence method to derive the
following result.

Theorem 2.2 (Adjacency matrix). For any e € (0,1), A > 2 and pe > 1 which is bounded, consider the
graph G = (V, E) of maxim degree A, whose adjacency matrix A g has spectral radius pg. Also, let ug be
the Hard-core model on G with fugacity A < (1 — €)\:(pg)-

There is a constants C = C(€) such that the mixing time of the Glauber dynamics on ug is at most
Cnlogn.

Theorem follows from a technical result, i.e., Theorem @ which we use to establish spectral in-
dependence for the Hard-core model u with fugacity A < (1 — €)A.(pg). Once we establish spectral
independence we use results from [6] to derive the bound on the mixing time.

The above improves on results in [16] for the Hard-core model by allowing a wider rage for A. The upper
bound on X here is by a constant factor larger than the previous one. Particularly, for large pg this constant
converges to e, i.e., the base of natural logarithms.

Notation. For the graph G = (V, E) and the Gibbs distribution 1 on the set of configurations {+1}"". For
a configuration o, we let o(A) denote the configuration that o specifies on the set of vertices A. We let
w4 denote the marginal of 1 at the set A. We let (- | A, 0), denote the distribution p conditional on the
configuration at A being o. Also, we interpret the conditional marginal ps(- | A’,0), for A’ C V, in the
natural way.

2.3. Applications I. There are a lot of interesting cases of graphs whose adjacency matrix has spectral
radius much smaller than the maximum degree, and hence, our results give better rapid mixing bounds than
the general one. A standard example is the planar graphs for which we have the following result from [[10]].

Theorem 2.3 ([10]). Suppose that G = (V, E) is a planar graph of maximum degree A, then p(Ag) <
Pplanar(A) where

A for A <5,
Pplanar(4) = V12A — 36 for6 < A < 36, (6)
V8(A —2)+2V3 for37 < A.

In what follows, we show the implications of the above theorem to the mixing time of Glauber dynamics
for the Ising model and the Hard-core model. We focus on results for graphs of bounded maximum degree.
The results for the unbounded case are straightforward so we omit their statement.

As far as the Ising model on planar graphs is concerned, we have the following result.
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Corollary 2.4 (Planar Ising model). Foré € (0, 1), for fixed A > 2, consider the planar graph G = (V, E)
of maximum degree A. Let pg be the zero external field Ising model on G with parameter 3 such that

5 c Mlsing (pplanar<A)7 6) )

where pplanar (A) is defined in (6). There is a constant C' = C(6) such the Glauber dynamics on pc exhibits
mixing time which is at most C'n logn.

As far as the Hard-core model on planar graphs is concerned, we have the following result.

Corollary 2.5 (Planar Hard-core model). For ¢ € (0,1), for fixed A > 2, consider the planar graph
G = (V, E) of maximum degree A. Let ¢ be the Hard-core model on G with fugacity \ such that

A < (1 — E)Ac(pplanar(A))v

where pplanar(A) is defined in (6). There is a constant C = C(€) such the Glauber dynamics on jig exhibits
mixing time which is at most Cnlogn.

There are further examples of graphs with spectral radius much smaller than the maximum degree. One
very interesting case, which generalises the aforementioned one, is the graphs that can be embedded in a
surface of small Euler genus.

Theorem 2.6 ([10]). Let the graph G = (V, E) be of maximum degree A > 0. Suppose that G can be
embedded in a surface of Euler genus g > 0. If A > d(g) + 2, then

p(Ag) < v8(A —d(g)) + d(g),

where d(g) is such that

_J 10 ifg<1, _ ) 29+6 if4<g<5,
d<9)_{12 if2<g<3 and d()_{2g+4 if6 > g.

If, e.g., the Euler genus of G is much smaller than A, then, from the above theorem, it is immediate
that p(Ag) ~ V/8A. It is straightforward to combine the above results with Theorems [2.2and [2.1|and get
results analogous to what we have in Corollaries 2.4 and [2.5] We omit the presentation of these results as
their derivation is straightforward.

2.4. Applications II - Beyond the adjacency matrix. We further derive rapid mixing results for the Ising
model using the spectral radius of the non-backtracking matrix of GG, denoted as Hg. What motivates the
use of this matrix instead of A is that in many cases the spectral radius of Hg is much smaller. This,
potentially, could lead to even better rapid mixing bounds.

The result we present here is only a preliminary one, while its statement is not simple. The purpose of
this small section is, also, to show that our techniques allow us to consider matrices other than A .

For the graph G = (V, E), let ﬁ be the set of oriented edges obtained by doubling each edge of E into

two directed edge, i.e., one edge for each direction. The non-backtracking matrix H¢ is an B X ﬁ matrix
with entries in {0, 1}, such that for any pair of oriented edges e = (u,w) and f = (z,y) we have that

Hegl(e, f) = H{w = 2z} x 1{u # y}.

That is, Hg (e, f) is equal to 1, if f follows the edge e without creating a loop, otherwise, it is equal to zero,

e.g. see an example in Figure[I] As opposed to other matrices we have seen here, H is index by oriented

edges. Also, note that H¢ is not normal. In general, our understanding of H is not as good as that of Ag.

In the following theorem, we use the Spectral Independence method to get a result for the Ising model

where, rather than using A, we use H¢. Note that mixing time bound for Glauber dynamics we get from
the theorem below does not have a simple expression.
6
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FIGURE 1. We have H (e, f) = 1, while Hg(e™!, f) =0

Theorem 2.7 (Non-backtracking matrix). For any § € (0,1), for bounded A,vg > 1, let G = (V, E)

be of maximum degree A, while assume that the non-backtracking matrix H¢q has spectral radius vg.

Furthermore, let g be the Ising model on G with zero external field and parameter 3 € Mlsing(y(;, J).
There is a constant C = C(0) such that the Glauber dynamics on g exhibits mixing time which is at

most

-1

vg

’ (1-2Ac - ($22(D - 1)

exp <C- > nlogn
2

where A is the adjacency matrix of G and D is the V x V diagonal matrix such that for every u € V we
have D(u,u) = degree(u).

Note that the matrix in the 2-norm is the same as the one that appears in Ihara’s theorem [18]].

We need to remark that for the bound on the mixing time in Theorem [2.7]we don’t have guarantees that it
is always polynomial in n. However, we can argue that it is O(n log n), at least for the same values of /3 that
Theorem [2.1|implies O(n logn) bound for the mixing time. Of course, this is not obvious at all from the
statement of the theorem. For further discussion on this matter, the reader is referred to the end of Section[7]

3. OUR APPROACH - HIGH LEVEL OVERVIEW

Consider the graph G = (V, E') and a two-spin Gibbs distribution y on this graph. In the heart of Spectral
Independence (SI) lies the notion of the pairwise influence matrix Ié’T. Let us give the description of this
matrix since this is the main subject of our discussion here.

For a set of vertices /A C V' and a configuration 7 at A, we let the pairwise influence matrix IA’T, indexed
by the vertices in V' \ /A, be such that

T57 (w,u) = (1] (4,7), ({w}, 1) = pu(1] (4,7), {w}, 1) Vowe VA (7)

The Gibbs marginal 1, (1 | (A4, 7), ({w}, 1)) indicates the probability that vertex u gets 1, conditional on
the configuration at A being 7 and the configuration at w being 1. We have the analogous for the marginal

pu(1] (A, 7), ({w}, —1)). Note that in some works, the entry IgT(w, u) is denoted as Ié’T(w — ).
Our focus is on Gpax (Ié’T), i.e., the maximum eigenvalue of Iél’T. If for any choice of A, T we have

that Opax (IS’T) = O(1), then we say that the Gibbs distribution y exhibits spectral independence. Hence,
the name of the method. Spectral independence for p implies that the corresponding Glauber dynamics has
polynomial mixing time [1]. The precise magnitude of the mixing time in this case is a subject of intense
study. Here we don’t focus on this problem, i.e., we focus only on establishing spectral independence for .

In [1,15] it was shown that Ié’T has a remarkable property. That is, each entry Ié’T (w, u) can be expressed
in terms of a topological construction called tree of self-avoiding walks and a set influences on this tree. The
influences are specified by the parameters of our problem. At this point, it is worth giving a high level (hence
imprecise) description of the aforementioned relation. For for further details see Section [6]

A walk is called self-avoiding if it does not repeat vertices. For each vertex w in G, we define Tgaw (w),
the tree of self-avoiding walks, starting from w, as follows: Consider the set consisting of every walk

v, . . ., Uy in the graph G that emanates from vertex w, i.e., v9p = w, while one of the following two holds
(1) vg, ..., v, s a self-avoiding walk,
(2) vo,...,vr_11s a self-avoiding walk, while there is j < r — 3 such that v, = v;.

7



FIGURE 2. Initial graph G FIGURE 3. Tgaw of G starting from A

Each one of the walks in the set corresponds to a vertex in Tsaw (w). Two vertices in Tsaw (w) are adjacent
if the corresponding walks are adjacent. Note that two walks in the graph G are considered to be adjacent if
one extends the other by one vertex [

We also use the following terminology: for vertex u in Tsaw (w) that corresponds to the walk v, . . ., v,
in G we say that “u is a copy of vertex v, in Tsaw (w)”.

In Figures [2] and [3| we show an example of the above construction. Figure [2| shows the initial graph G,
while Figure [3] shows the tree of self-avoiding walks starting from vertex A. Also, note that in Figure [3] the
vertices of the tree which are indicated with letter A are exactly the copies of vertex A in the initial graph.

Each path in Tsaw (w) is associated with a real number called “influence”. For a path of length 1, which
corresponds to an edge e in the tree, we use “Infl(e)” to denote its influence. For a path P with length > 1,
the influence is equal to the following product,

Infi(P) = [[.cp Infl(e).

That is, Infl(P) is equal to the product of influences of the edges in this path. ﬂ
Each entry Ié’T (w, u) can be expressed in terms of a sum of influences over paths in Tgaw (w), i.e.,

T (w,u) = 3 p Infl(P),
where P in the summation varies over the paths from the root to the copies of vertex u in Tgaw (w).

The above construction is key to establishing spectral independence for . This is for both the techniques
from previous works, as well as the techniques we introduce here.

The approaches, prior to those we introduce here, establish spectral independence by bounding appro-
priately one of ||Ié’7\|1 and ||I(/;1’T |oo- Recall that these two norms correspond to taking the maximum
absolute column/row sum of the matrix, respectively. The above construction, with Tsaw (w) and the influ-
ences, allows the estimation of the aforementioned matrix norms using recursion.

We also use the above construction to establish our results. We give a high level overview of two alter-
native approaches to establishing spectral independence. For the sake of clarity, in the presentation of the
results, as well as in the discussion that follows, we explicitly refer to bounding p(Ié’T), the spectral radius
of the influence matrix, rather than the maximum eigenvalue. Note that bounding the spectral radius is a
stronger notion.

The first approach does not rely on matrix norms at all. Actually, the argument is quite simple, yet,
powerful. It is useful to start with a concrete example. We show that there is a real number £ > 0, which
depends on the parameters of the Gibbs distribution p, such that

n

A, l
p(Z5T) < p(By), where B =) (£-Ag). (8)
=0
*E.g. the walks P’ = wo, w1, ..., w, and P = wo, w1, ..., Wy, Wyy are adjacent with each other.

In the related literature, influences are defined w.r.t. the vertices of the tree, not the edges. In that respect, the influence of an
edge e = {x, y} here, corresponds to what is considered in other works as the influence at y, where y is the child of vertex x in the
tree.
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The above holds without any assumptions about the underlying Gibbs distribution y, e.g., spatial mixing.
We can directly use the the above inequality to establish spectral independence for the Gibbs distribution
of interest. Particularly, we only need to adjust the parameters of the Gibbs distribution such that £ <
(1 —¢€)/p(Ag) for some fixed € > 0. We rely on the above inequality in order to get Theorem 2.1
Having seen the relation between Ig’T and the tree of self-avoiding walks, actually, it is not too hard to
illustrate (at least on a high level) how we derive the above inequality. Essentially, we need to show that the
matrix B from (8) dominates Ié’T in the following sense: for any u, w € V' \ A, it holds that

‘Iél’T(w, u)’ < Bi(w,u) )

Once we have above, then it is not too hard to show that (8)) is true.
Note that the matrices By, Iél’T are not necessarily of the same dimension, i.e., B; is indexed by the set

V', while Ig’T is indexed by V'\ A. For our purposes, we only need to focus on the vertices in w,u € V' \ A.
We choose &, the parameter for By, such that

¢ > max{|Infl(e)|},
e
where e varies over the edges in all self-avoiding trees. For such &, it is not hard to see that

’Ié”(w, u)‘ < Z (€)® x (# length ¢ paths from the root to a copy of u in Tsaw (w)) ,
£>0

where “#” stands for “number of”’. Then, we argue that
(# length ¢ paths from root to a copy of v in Tsaw(w)) < (Ag)’ (w, u). (10)

Combining the two above inequalities we immediately get (9) and consequently (8.

Perhaps, it is worth elaborating a bit more as to why the previous inequality holds, since we are extending
it for our results with the non-backtracking matrix. Recalling the definition of Tgaw (w), let us call SAW
the set of paths P in G that we used earlier to build Tsaw (w). It is not hard to see that the number of length
¢ paths in SAW from w and u is equal to the Lh.s. of the inequality above. Then, follows from the
observation that any set of length ¢ paths in G from w to v does not have cardinality larger than the fotal
number walks of length £ from w to u, which is equal to (A¢)’ (w, u). Recall that a walk of length £ in the
graph G is any sequence of vertices wy, . . . , wy such that each consecutive pair (w;_1, w;) is an edge in G.

Our result for the non-backtracking matrix builds on the above by exploiting a further observation: It is
not hard to see that every path in SAW is also a non-backtracking walk. Recall that the walk wy, . .., w, is
called non-backtracking, if we have that w;_1 # w; for all . Then, one might argue that in we could
instead have used for the upper bound the number of length ¢ non-backtracking walks from w to u. For a
further discussion, see Section

All the above are useful to prove our results for the Ising model. For the Hard-core model, we need
to work differently, i.e., we need a more involved analysis. We typically study the Hard-core model, but
also general two spin Gibbs distributions, by means of the so-called potential method. In that respect, it is
somehow, natural to return back to using matrix norms.

We establish spectral independence for the Hard-core model by using the following matrix norm for Ié’T:

HD—I-IQ»T-DH .
o0

D is the diagonal matrix such that D (w, w) = (f1(w))*", for appropriate ¢t > 1, while f; is the eigenvector
that corresponds to 6pax (A ), the maximum eigenvalue of the adjacency matrix A.

Since we have assumed that the graph G is connected, it is not hard to verify that the above norm is
well-defined. The Perron-Frobenius Theorem implies that f; is positive, i.e., for every w € V we have
fi(w) > 0. Hence, D is non-singular as all the diagonal entries are positive.

9



Showing that the above norm is bounded for any choice of A and 7, immediately implies spectral inde-
pendence for .
We give a high level overview of how we estimate the quantity ||D~'.z;7-D||__. Note that the entries of

the matrix D! -Ié’T - D satisfy that

— T u 1/t
D T)7 . D(w,u) = (}‘1(&”))) XZP:Inﬂ(P),

where P in the summation varies over the paths from the root to a copy of vertex u in Tgaw (w).
We use the above and a recursion to estimate the absolute row-sum ‘D‘l . Ig’T - D(w, u)|. In what

follows, we show how to estimate the contribution to the absolute row-sum above coming from paths of
length ¢ > 1 in Tsaw (w). Note that the contribution coming from the path of length 0 is, trivially, 1.

For every vertex x in Tsaw(w) which is at level 0 < h < ¢, we estimate Q, the sum of absolute
influences of the paths from z to its decedents at level £ of the tree. Using the potential method we get the
following recursive relation:

() <6-) (2.,

where z varies over the children of x in Tgaw (w). Similarly to Q,, the quantity Q. is the sum of absolute
influences of the paths from z to its decedents at level £ of the tree. The parameter ¢ is specified in the setting
of the potential method. The quantity 6 depends on the parameters of the Gibbs distribution.

Note that the above relation excludes the cases where h = 0 and h = ¢ for vertex x. For h = £, i.e., x is
a vertex at level £ of Tsaw (w), we have (Q,)" = f1(z). We leave the case where h = 0, i.e., z is the root,
for the end of this discussion.

It is standard to work with the above recurrence. Particularly, for vertex x at level 0 < h < ¢ we get that

(Qx)' < (p(A)-8)" fi(a).
In order to derive the above, we exploit that for any vertex z in the graph G and for I” the set of neighbours
of z, we have

Z F1(y) = f1(2) - Omax(Ac) = fi1(2) - p(Ac).
yel’

The first equality follows from the definition of eigenvector f;. The second equality follows from our
assumption that G is connected, i.e., the Perron-Frobenius Theorem implies that 0,,.x (Ag) = p(Ag).
For the case where h = 0, i.e., x is root of Tgaw (w), we have the following: there is ¢ > 0 such that

» 1/t
Qroot < € (5 : p(AG))Z/t Zzww <f11((w))> :

One can simplify the above by noting that the rightmost sum is at most Al-7 (p(Ag))
Recall that the quantity Oyt is the contribution of the paths of length £ into Zu ‘D—l . IélvT - D(w,u)|.

We bound the absolute row-sum by summing the contributions for £ = 0, 1,...,n.
Subsequently, we choose the parameters of the Gibbs distributions such that ¢ = O(1) and § =

1
t .

1—e¢
ljl(AG) ’
For a graph with bounded maximum degree A, this choice implies that the absolute row sum in D! -IG’T-D
that corresponds to the row of vertex w is bounded, for any w. Hence ||D~1-2;7-D||__ is bounded, too.

3.1. Structure of the rest of the paper. In Section 4| we present some basic concepts from linear algebra,

theory of Markov chains, spectral graph theory that we use for our results and the analysis. Our results

start appearing from Section [5] where we present the basic set-up with Gibbs tree recursions and the basic

theorems that establish spectral independence, i.e., Theorems [5.2} [5.3]and [5.5] The proofs of these results

are grouped together and appear in Section[TT] Section|[f]is an introduction to the basic concepts and results
10



of what we call the topological method. The proofs of the results in Section [6] are, also, grouped together
and appear in Section[I2] In Section[7|we present results from the topological methods that we use to prove
Theorems [5.2]and[5.3] The proof of any theorems in Section[7]appear in Section[I3] In Section [§| we present
results for the topological methods that we use to prove Theorem [5.5] The proofs of the results in Section
[8] are grouped together and appear in Section [[4] Finally, the proofs of our main results, i.e., Theorems
[2.1][2.7) and [2.2] appear as follows: The proofs of Theorems [2.1] and 2.7] which are about the mixing time
of Glauber dynamics for the Ising model appear in Section[9] The proof of Theorem [2.2]for the Hard-core
model appears in Section [T0}
At the end of this paper we have an Appendix with supplementary results and material.

4. PRELIMINARIES

4.1. Measuring the speed of convergence for Markov Chains. For measuring the distance between two
distribution we use the notion of total variation distance. For two distributions v and  on the discrete set
(2, the total variation distance satisfies

b=l = 5 3 Iole) — 5()]
z€ef?
We use the notion of mixing time as a measure for the rate that an ergodic Markov chain converges to
equilibrium. More specifically, let P be the transition matrix of an ergodic Markov chain {X;}:>0 on a
finite state space {2 with stationary distribution y. For ¢t > 0 and o € 2, we let P!(o,-) be the distribution
of {X¢}+>0 when Xy = 0. Then, the mixing time of P is defined as

Twix(P) = min{t >0 : Vo € 2 ||P'(0,") — u(-)||ww < 1/4}.

The transition matrix P with stationary distribution p is called time reversible if it satisfies the so-called
detailed balance relation, i.e., for any x,y € 2 we have u(z)P(z,y) = P(y,x)u(y). For P that is time
reversible the set of eigenvalues are real numbers and we denote themas 1 =61 > 63 > ... 0g > —1. Let
0* = max{|0a], |0||}, then from [9] we have that

1 4
Tuix(P) < 1= log< > : (11)

minge ,U(ZC)

The quantity 1 — 6* is also known as the spectral gap of P.

4.2. Spectral Independence. Consider a graph G = (V, E'). Assume that we are given a Gibbs distribution
p on the configuration space {£1}"". In the heart of SI lies the notion of the pairwise influence matrix Ié’T.
Due to its importance, let use write the definition for a second time.

For a given a set of vertices A C V and a configuration 7 at /, we have that IS’T is a matrix indexed by

the vertices in V' \ A. Particularly, for any v, w € V'\ A, the entry Ié’T (w, u) satisfies that

Ig’T(w’u) = Mu(l | (A77_>7 ({w}v 1)) - ﬂu(l ’ (A7T)7 ({w}7 _1))7 (12)

where 1, (1 | (A, 7), ({w}, 1)) is the Gibbs marginal that vertex u gets 1, conditional that the configuration
at A is 7 and the configuration at w is 1. We have the analogous for 1, (1 | (A, 7), ({w}, —1)).

As far as the influence matrix is concerned, the main focus is on Opax (Iéf) the maximum eigenvalue.
When, this is bounded for any choice of A C V and configuration 7 € {£1}, then we say that the

underlying Gibbs distribution p is spectral independent. Let us be more formal.

Definition 4.1 (Spectral Independence). For a real n > 0, the Gibbs distribution ug on G = (V, E) is
n-spectrally independent, if for every 0 < k < |V| =2, A C V of size k and 7 € {£1}" we have that

Hmax(-’z(/;l’T) <1+ n.
11



Establishing spectral independence for p implies that the corresponding Glauber dynamics mixes in poly-
nomial time, i.e., polynomial it the size of the graph n.

Theorem 4.2 ([1]]). Forn > 0, if u is an n-spectrally independent distribution, then Glauber dynamics for
sampling from p has spectral gap which is at least

n—2
-1 n
1 (-t) 3

One gets a close expression for the spectral gap we have in Theorem 4.2] by working as in [5] (Theorem
5 in arxiv version) to get the following result.

Theorem 4.3 ([3]). For n > 0, there is a constant C' € [0, 1] such that if u is an n-spectrally independent
distribution, then Glauber dynamics for sampling from p has spectral gap which is at least C'n~(F0).

Note that Theorems 4.2| and imply that with spectral independence the mixing time of Glauber dy-
namics is polynomial in n, i.e., see (IT). However, this polynomial can be very large. There has been
improvements on Theorem since its introduction in [[1], e.g., see [6, [7].

Here we mainly focus on establishing spectral independence for the Gibbs distributions of interest. Once
this is established, we use results from other works to derive bounds on the mixing time. Specifically, for
the bounded p(A ) case, which also implies that the maximum degree A is bounded, we use Theorem 1.9
from [l6] (arxiv version). For the unbounded cases, see the discussion in Section in the Appendix.

4.3. Linear algebra. For a square N x N matrix M, we let 6;(M), for i € [N] denote the eigenvalues
of M such that ;(M) > 6(M) > ... > Ox5(M). Also, we let spect(M) denote the set of distinct
eigenvalues of M. We also refer to spect(M ) as the spectrum of M.

We define the spectral radius of M, denoted as p(M), to be the real number such that

p(M) = max{|f| : 6 € spect(M)}.
It is a well-known result that the spectral radius of M is the greatest lower bound for all of its matrix norms,
e.g. see Theorem 6.5.9 in [17]. Letting ||-|| be a matrix norm on N x N matrices, we have that
p(M) < ||[M]]. (14)

Perhaps, it is useful to mention that for the special case where M is symmetric, i.e., M (i,5) = M (j,1) for
all i, j € [N], we have that p(M) = || M]||,.

For A, B,C € RV*N we let |A| denote the matrix having entries |A; ;|. For the matrices B, C we
define B < C' to mean that B; ; < C; ; for each 7 and j. The following is a folklore result in linear algebra
(e.g. see [22,[17]).

Lemma 4.4. For integer N > 0, let A, B € RN*N_[f|A| < B, then p(A) < p(|A|) < p(B).

4.4. Concepts from algebraic graph theory. A walk in the graph G is any sequence of vertices wy, . . . , wy
such that each consecutive pair (w;—1, w;) is an edge in G. The length of the walk is equal to the number of
consecutive pairs (w;_1, w;).

4.4.1. The adjacency matrix. For an undirected graph G = (V| E) the adjacency matrix Ag is V x V
matrix with entries in {0, 1} such that for every pair u, w € V' we have that

A¢(u,w) = 1{ u, w are adjacent in G'}.
A very natural property of the adjacency matrix is that for any two u,w € V and £ > 1 we have that
(Aé) (u,w) = # length ¢ walks from u to w. (15)
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Since we assume that the graph is undirected, we have that AEG is symmetric, for any integer ¢ > 0. Hence,
A has real eigenvalues, while the eigenvectors corresponding to distinct eigenvalues are orthogonal with
each other.

We denote with f; € R" the eigenvector of A that corresponds to the eigenvalue 6;(Ag), i.e., the i-th
largest eigenvalue. Unless otherwise specified, we have ||f;||, = 1.

Our assumption that G is always undirected, connected implies that A is non-negative and irreducible.
Hence, the Perron Frobenius Theorem (see SectionfA.2)in the Appendix) implies that

p(Ag) =601(Ag) and fi(u) >0 Vu e V. (16)

Note that if G is bipartite, then we also have p(A¢g) = |0,(Ag)|.
Furthermore, we let S be the V' x V' diagonal matrix such that for any v € V' we have that

S(v,v) = f1(u). (17)
For a connected graph G, which is the case here, we have that S is non-singular, i.e., since fj(u) > 0.

4.4.2. The Hashimoto non-backtracking matrix. Here we define the well-known Hashimoto non-backtracking
matrix, first introduced in [15]] and has been studied in mathematical physics.

For the graph G = (V, E), let ﬁ be the set of oriented edges obtained by doubling each edge of E into
two directed edge, i.e., one edge for each direction. The non-backtracking matrix, denoted as Hg, is an

x E matrix with entries in {0, 1}, such that for any pair of oriented edges e = (u,w) and f = (z,y) we
have that

Hel(e. f) = H{w = 2} x 1{u # y}.

That is, H (e, f) is equal to 1, if f follows the edge e without creating a loop, otherwise, it is equal to zero.
Note that H¢ is not normal, i.e., it does not commute with its transpose. However, it posses a certain
kind of symmetry that we exploit in the analysis. Denoting with e !, the edge that has the opposite direction

to the edge e € L', H exhibits the following symmetry: for any e, f € ﬁ and for any ¢ > 0 we have that

H (e, f) = HG (/™ e, (18)
In mathematical physics, this type of symmetry is called PT-invariance, where PT stands for parity-time.
Drawing an analogy to (I3), for any integer ¢ > 1 and any e, f € F we have that

(H é) (e, f) = # length ¢ non-backtracking walks that start from e and end at f. (19)

Recall that the walk wy, . . ., w, is called non-backtracking, if we have that w;_1 # w; for all 4.

5. SPECTRAL BOUNDS FOR Z/"” USING TREE RECURSIONS

We start, by considering the tree T = (V, E7), rooted at r, such that every vertex has at most A children,
for some integer A > 0. Also, let ;1 be a Gibbs distribution on {41}"7, specified as in (T]) with respect to
the parameters 3,y and \.

For the region K C Vp \ {r} and 7 € {1}, we consider the ratio of marginals at the root RX"" such
that
pr(+1] K, 7)
pr(=1| K,7)
Recall that p,.(- | K, 7) denotes the marginal of the Gibbs distribution y(- | K, 7) at the root r. Also, note
that the above allows for Rp"" = oo, e.g., when . (—1 | K, 7) = 0 and p,.(+1 | K, 7) # 0.

For a vertex u € Vr, we let T}, be the subtree of T that includes u and all its descendents. We always
assume that the root of T}, is the vertex u. With a slight abuse of notation, we let Rff " denote the ratio of
marginals at the root for the subtree 7;,, where the Gibbs distribution is, now, with respect to T, while we
impose the boundary condition 7(K N T,).

RET = (20)
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Suppose that the root r is of degree d > 0, while let the vertices wy, ..., wy be its children. We express
RET it terms of RS ™s by having RX™ = Fy(RE™ RE7 ... RE™) for

Bx; +1
T+

d
Ey: [0, +00]? — [0, +00] such that (T1,...,2q) — )\H

i=1

2D

For the analysis that follows, we get cleaner results by equivalently working with log-ratios rather than
ratios of Gibbs marginals. Let H; = log oFy; o exp, which means that

Hy: [—00,400]¢ = [—00,400] st (21,...,2q) = log A+ 3% log <%) N )

From (Z1)), it is elementary to verify that log RX"™ = Hy(log Ry, ... log RE:T).
Finally, we let the function

h:[—00,400] = R s.t. T (1 —By) - exp(z) (23)

(B exp(x) + 1)(exp() +7)
It is straightforward that for any i € [d], we have that %Hd(xl, ..., 24) = h(z;). Note that, for any integer
N >0, weletthe set [N] = {1,2,...,N}.
Furthermore, let the interval J; C R be defined as follows:

I { [(log AB?), log(A/7] if By <1,
[(log A/7%), log(A37)] if By > 1.
Standard algebra implies that .J; contains all the log-ratios for a vertex with d children. Also, let
J = Udera) Ja- (24)

Note that the set J contains all log-ratios in the tree 7.

5.1. A first attempt. Having introduced the notion of the (log-)ratio of Gibbs marginals and the related
recursions we present the first set of results that we use to establish spectral independence. We utilise these
results to prove Theorems [2.1]and [2.7) about the Ising model.

Definition 5.1 (§-contraction). Let § > 0, the integer A > 1 and 3,7, A € R are such that 0 < < #,
v > 0and A > 0. We say that the set of functions { Ha} 4e| ), defined in (22)), exhibits 6-contraction, with
respect to (3,7, \), if it satisfies the following condition:

For any d € [A] and every (y1,. . .,yq) € [—00, +00]? we have that

IVHa(y1, - - ya)l|oo < 6. (25)

Clearly, the condition in (23)) is equivalent to having h(z) < 4, for any z € [—o0, +00].

Theorem 5.2. Let A > 1, pg > 1, e € (0,1) and 3,7, A € Rbe suchthat0 < 3 <,y > 0and X\ > 0.
Let G = (V, E) be of maximum degree A, while A is of spectral radius pg. Also, consider 1 the Gibbs
distribution on G, specified by the parameters (3,7, \).

For 6 = %, suppose that the set of functions {Hg}qc(a) specified with respect to (3,7, \) exhibits §-
contraction. Then, for any A C'V and any T € {:i:l}A, the pairwise influence matrix IA’T, induced by ug,
satisfies that

p (Ié’7> <e L.

We use the above result to prove Theorem [2.1] for the Ising model. Note that Theorem [5.2] applies to a
general Gibbs distribution, i.e., not necessarily only on the Ising model. In Section[D] in the Appendix, we
show how the above result implies rapid mixing for Glauber dynamics on general Gibbs distribution.
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In order to prove Theorem [2.7, we use the following Theorem [5.3] which is similar in spirit to Theorem
[3;/21] but exploits the spectrum of the non-backtracking matrix. Note that the bound on the spectral radius of
Z;" we get from the theorem below does not have a simple expression.

Theorem 5.3. Let A > 1, vg > 1, € € (0,1) and 3,7, X € R be such that 0 < 3 < ~,v > 0and X > 0.
Let G = (V, E) be of maximum degree A, while Hg has spectral radius vg. Also, consider ug the Gibbs
distribution on G specified by the parameters (3,7, \).

For § = , suppose that the set of functions { Ha}ae| ) specified with respect to (ﬁ v, A) exhibits §-

contraction. Then, forany A CV and any T € {:I:l}A, the pairwise influence matrix AT , induced by ug,

satisfies that
p(Ig"T)g < Leag +( ) (D—I)>

where A is the adjacency matrix of G and D is the V x V diagonal matrix such that for every u € V we
have D(u,u) = degree(u).

-1
; (26)

The proof of Theorem [5.3]appears in Section
We need to remark that for the bound on p (Zg” we get from Theorem we don’t have guarantees

that is always bounded. The assumption of §-contraction for 6 = 11,—_; implies that the quantity on the r.h.s.
of (26) is finite, however it might be increasing with 7.

It is interesting to compare the bounds on spectral radius we get from Theorems [5.3]and [5.2] It is not
obvious at all from its statement, but for the same parameters 3 of the Ising model the bound we get from
Theorem [3;3'] is at most that we get for from Theorem @ For further discussion on this matter, the reader
is referred to the end of Section

In light of all the above theorems, one might be tempted to use a condition which is weaker than J-
contraction, e.g., consider norms of V H different than /.. This is a perfectly reasonable idea and has been
investigated in the literature in various different settings. Interestingly, with this approach it is natural to use
the so-called potential method. In what follows, we introduce techniques that exploit the potential method
to derive further results, somehow, stronger than those we have so far.

5.2. A second attempt. Perhaps it is interesting to mention that using Theorem and working as in the
proof of Theorem one can retrieve the rapid mixing results for the Hard-core model in [16]. In order to
get improved results for the Hard-core mode, we make use of potential functions, while we exploit results
from [25]].

Let X be the set of functions F' : [—00, +00] — (—00, +00) which are differentiable and increasing.

Definition 5.4 ((s, d, ¢)-potential). Let s > 1, allowing s = oo, §, ¢ > 0 and let the integer A > 1. Also, let
B,7, A € Rbe suchthat 0 < <,y > 0and X > 0.

Consider {Hy} 4|2, defined in with respect to (8,7, \). The function W € X, with image Sy, is
called (s, 6, c)-potential if it satisfies the following two conditions:

Contraction: Ford € [A], for (J1,...,54) € (Sp)%, and m = (m1, ..., my) € RZ o we have that

h(y;)| 1
-m; <05 - ||m]|,, 27
X(YJ) ’ o]

where x = W', y; = WL(y;), while h(-) is the function defined in 23).
Boundedness: We have that

(Hd(yla"'ayd Z
Jj=

max {X(zl)- |h(z2)|} <e. 28)

z1,22€J
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Recall that the set J in the index of max in (28), is defined in (24) and includes all the values of the
log-ratios for a vertex with d children, where d € [A].

The notion of (s, d, ¢)-potential function we have above, is a generalisation of the so-called “(«, ¢)-
potential function” that was introduced in [3]. Note that the notion of («, ¢)-potential function implies the
use of the ¢1-norm in the analysis. The setting we consider here is more general. The condition in (27),
somehow, implies that we are using the ¢.-norm in our analysis, where r is the Holder conjugate of the
parameter s in the (s, d, ¢)-potential functio

Theorem 5.5. Let A > 1, pg > 1, s > 1, allowing s = o0, let € € (0,1) and { > 0. Also, let 3,v,\ € R
be such that v > 0, 0 < 8 < vy and X\ > 0. Consider the graph G = (V, E) of maximum degree A, while
A is of spectral radius pg. Consider, also, ug the Gibbs distribution on G specified by the parameters
(8,7, A).

For § = % and c = p%, suppose that there is a (s, 0, c)-potential function ¥ with respect to (3,7, \).

Then, forany A C V, forany T € {:l:l}A, the influence matrix IA’T, induced by ug, satisfies that
_1
p(T87) <1+ (1= (=) (A/pe) 7+ (29)

Note that the bound in (29) includes the maximum degree A. We can, easily, remove the dependency on
A by using that A < pg and get

p(T87) <14+¢-1-0-9)" (pa)

We use Theorem [5.5]in order to prove Theorem [2.2] for the Hard-core model.

Similar to Theorem[5.2] the above result applies to a general Gibbs distribution, i.e., not necessarily only
to the Hard-core model. In Section[D] in the Appendix, we show how Theorem|5.3|implies rapid mixing for
Glauber dynamics on general Gibbs distribution.

6. THE TOPOLOGICAL METHOD - BASIC CONCEPTS

6.1. Walk-Trees. In this section, we introduce the notion of walk-tree. Walk-trees are topological construc-
tions which are defined with respect to the graph G = (V, E)) and a set of walks P in this graph. This notion
generalises constructions from the algebraic graph theory and elsewhere such as the free of self-avoiding
walks, or the path-trees (introduced by Godsil, e.g., see [14, Chapter 6]), or the universal cover (e.g. see
[23]]) etc.

In the graph G, a walk P is a sequence of vertices wy, . . . , wy such that each consecutive pair (w;_1, w;)
is an edge in G. The length of the walk P, denoted as |P|, is equal to the number of consecutive pairs
(wi—1,w;). Unless otherwise specified all the walks we consider will be of finite length. With the above
definition, we consider the single vertex to be a walk of zero length.

Any two walks are considered to be adjacent with each other if and only if one of them extends the other,
e.g. the walks P’ = wq, w1, ..., wp and P = wg, w1, ..., wp, wpy are adjacent. Furthermore, the set P of
walk in G is called connected, if for every walk P € P of length £ > 1, there exists another walk P’ € P of
length ¢ — 1, such that P and P’ are adjacent.

The above definition implies that if the non-empty set P is connected, then it should contain at least one
walk of length zero. Particularly, the following holds for P: if there is a vertex r and a path in P that
emanates from 7, then P must include the path of length zero that consists only of the vertex 7.

Let P be a connected set of walks in G and let the vertex » € V. Suppose that there is at least one walk
in P that starts from . We define T’ (), the walk-tree induced by (P, r), as follows: the vertices of T'p(r)
correspond to the walks in P that emanate from the vertex r. If two walks in P are adjacent, then their
corresponding vertices in T’p(r) are adjacent, too. The root of T’p(r) is the vertex that corresponds to the
walk that includes only the vertex r.

*That is, r satisfies that ' + s~ ! = 1.
16



Since we always assume that ‘P is a finite set, the corresponding walk-trees that are generated by P are
finite graphs. When P does not include a path that starts from the vertex r, then we follow the convention
that T’p () is the empty graph.

There are natural extensions of the notion of walk-tree 7’ () when the set of walks P is not connected.
We don’t consider these cases here, as we will always deal with sets of walks that are connected. Unless
otherwise specified when we refer to a set of walks P we always assume that it is connected.

For each u € V, we let Ap ,.(u) be the subset of vertices in T’p (1) which correspond to walks wy, . . ., wy
in P such that wy = u . We refer to Ap .(u) as the set of copies of vertex u in T'p(r). Note that it could be
that Ap ,(u) = 0. Also, we let

Ap . = UycvAp, (u).

That is, Ap , corresponds to the vertex set of 7’ (r). We also let Ep . be the set of edges of Tp(r).

We consider various kinds of walk-trees in order to prove our results. In what follows we give examples
of walk-trees which we use in the analysis. In the first example we have the tree of self-avoiding walks,
encountered Section[3] We present it now using the terminology of walk-trees.

SAW walk-tree. The walk wy, ..., w, in G is called self-avoiding, if we have that w; # w; for any ¢ # j.
A single vertex is also considered to be a self-avoiding walk.

Let SAW be the set of the sequences of vertices wy, . . ., wy, for £ > 0, such that one of the following two
holds:
(1) wy,...,w,is a self-avoiding walk,
(2) wo,...,wy_1 is a self-avoiding walk, while there is 0 < j < ¢ — 3 such that w, = w;.

It is straightforward that the longest sequence in SAW has length n, i.e., the number of vertices in G. In
that respect SAW is a finite set. Furthermore, it is elementary to verify that for any £ > 1 and P =
wo, . . ., wy_1,wy such that P € SAW, the walk P’ = wy,...,ws_1 is also in SAW. This implies that
SAW is connected.

The SAW walk-tree Tsaw (), (or the tree of self-avoiding walks that starts from r) is the walk-tree that
is induced by the set of walks SAW and vertex r € V.

Non-backtracking walk-tree. Recall that the walk wy, ..., wy in G is called non-backtracking, if we have
that w; _1 # w; for all i. A single vertex is also considered to be a non-backtracking walk.

For integer k£ > 0, we let NB-k be the set of all non-backtracking walks in G which are of length at most
k. It is elementary to verify that NB-£ is connected, i.e., for any £ > 1 and P = wy, ..., wyp_1, wy such that
P € NB-k, the walk P’ = wy, . .., wy_1 also belongs to NB-k.

The NB-k walk-tree Tng-x(7) corresponds to the walk-tree that is induced by the set of walks NB-% and
vertex r € V.

A variant of the non-backtracking walk-tree that is commonly used in the algebraic graph theory is the
tree Tng.x (1), for k = oo. This is known as the universal cover of G, e.g., see [14]. Note that the universal
cover is an infinite walk-tree.

MAX-k walk-tree. Another kind of walk-tree that we consider here is what we call MAX-k walk-tree, where
k > 0 is an integer parameter.

We let MAX-E be the set that contains all the walks in the graph G that have length at most k. Arguing
as in the previous two examples, we have that MAX-k is connected.

The MAX-k walk-tree Tyax.x(7), corresponds to the walk-tree that is induced by the set MAX-k and
the vertex r € V.

Relations between walk-trees. In our analysis it is common that we consider PP and Q two sets of walks in
the graph G = (V, E) and we need to deduce a relationship between the walk-trees To(w) and Tp(w), for
some vertex w € V.
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Recall that we denote Ap ., Ep,, the sets of vertices and edges, respectively, of the walk-tree T (w).
Similarly, Ag ., Eg . for the walk-tree To(w).

Each element in Ap ,, and Ag ,, corresponds to a walk in the graph G. If there are elements w; € Ap ,, and
wy € Ag,, that correspond to the same walk P in the graph G, then we consider that wy and ws are identical.
This allows us to define the standard set relations for Ap ,, and Ag ,,, €.g., containment, intersection, etc.

We work similarly for Ep ,, and Eg ,,. Each element in Ep ,, (and similarly Eg ,,) corresponds to an edge
that extends walk P’ to its adjacent walk P, in the graph G. If there are elements e; € Ep ,, and e3 € Eg 4,
that both correspond to the same edge that extends walk P’ to its adjacent walk P, then we consider e; and
es to be identical. As before, this allows us to define the standard set relations for Ep ,, and Eg ,,.

Lemma 6.1. Let P and Q be two sets of walks in G = (V, E) such that Q C P. Suppose that for the vertex
w € V the walk-trees T'p(w) and To(w) are nonempty. Then, we have that Tg(w), is a subtree of Tp(w).

The proof of Lemma [6.1]appears in Section[I2.T

6.2. Walk-Matices. For a set of walks P in G = (V, E), we let Vp C V be the set of vertices » € V' for
which there is at least one path P € ‘P such that either P start from vertex 7, or P ends at vertex 7.
For every r € Vp, recall that Ep ,. is the set of edges of the walk-tree T'p(r). We let

Ep = UprevpEp .
Note that it is possible that an edge e appears in multiple walk trees. In Ep we treat each occurrence of e in
the sets Ep , as a different element. That is, each element in Ep is identified by the edge e and the tree that
this edge belongs.
We let the set of weights € € REP. That is, £ assigns to each edge e € Ep weight £(e). Note that the

definition of Ep allows the same edge in different trees to take different weights.
We define the walk-matrix Wp ¢ € RYP*VP guch that for every pair of vertices r,u € Vp we have that

W ¢(r,u) = 32 weight (M), (30)

where M varies over all paths in T’p(7) from the root to the set of copies of u in the tree, i.e., the set of
vertices Ap (), while

weight(M) =[], &(e). (31)
That is, weight (M) is equal to the product of weights of the edges in M. When M does not have any
edges, i.e., M is a single vertex path, we follow the convention that weight(M) = 1.

For the sake of completeness we consider the following extreme cases. If there are r,u € Vp such that
either Ap ,.(u) = 0, then we have that Wp ¢(r, u) = 0. Also, if T'p(r) is empty, then Wp ¢(r, u) = 0 for all
u € Vp.

We remark that the walk-matrix Wp ¢ is a general matrix and does not necessarily have any special
algebraic structure, e.g., symmetry, irreducibility, or being positive etc. In what follows, we show some
interesting cases of walk-matrices, some of which we have already encountered in our discussion, while
some others we will encounter in the analysis that follows.

For integer k£ > 0, consider Wiiax-, the walk-matrix that is induced by the set of walks MAX-£ and
the constant vector v € REMAXk such that for every edge e we have 1 (e) = ¢, where ¢ > 0.

Lemma 6.2. For the matrix Wyax.i. o we define above we have that
Wiaxkap = >i—(¢ - Ag)”.

The above results implies that ZIZ:O(C - Ag)! can be regarded as a walk-matrix. The proof of Lemma
[6.2]is standard. For the sake of completeness, the reader can find its proof in Section[12.2]

In the following example, we consider a walk-matrix that is related to the non-backtracking matrix Hg.
For integer & > 0, consider Wxg.¢,4» the walk-matrix induced by the set of walks NB-£ and the constant
vector 1 € REMAXk such that for every edge e we have v(e) = ¢, where ¢ > 0.
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Lemma 6.3. For the walk-matrix Wip.. . we define above, we have that
Wi =T+ K- (XI55 ¢ HE) - C. (32)

where Hg is the E X E non-backtracking matrix of G, while K, C are V' x ﬁ and ﬁ x V' matrices,
respectively, such that for any v € V and for any (x, z) € E we have

K(v, (z,2)) = 1{zx = v} and C((z,2),v) = 1{z = v}. (33)

The proof of Lemma [6.3|appears in Section[12.3]
Note that the matrices K and C are used to address the discrepancy between Wyg.1  and H that the

first matrix is a V' x V', while the second one is ﬁ X
In what follows, we show that the influence matrix Ié’T can also be considered as a special case of
walk-matrix.

6.3. Ié’T viewed as a walk-matrix. Consider the Gibbs distribution p on the graph G = (V, E), defined
as in (T) with parameters 3,7, A > 0. For A C V and 7 € {£1}*, recall the definition of the influence
matrix Ié’T induced by p, from (12).

Consider the walk-tree 7' = Tsaw(w). In what follows, we describe how the entry Ié’T(w, v) can be
expressed using an appropriately defined spin-system on 7. The exposition relies on results from [[1} 15].

Assume w.l.0.g. that there is a fotal ordering of the vertices in V/, i.e., the vertex set of G. Recall that
for every u € V, Agaw w(u) corresponds to the set of copies of w in 7". In what follows, we abbreviate
AsAw w (u) to A(u).

Let pr be a Gibbs distribution on 7" which has the same specification as pg. That is, for ur we use the
same parameters /3,7y and A as those we have for . Each z € A(u) in the tree 7', such that u € A, is
assigned fixed configuration equal to 7(u). Furthermore, if we have a vertex z in 7" which corresponds to a
path wy, . .., wp in G such that w, = w;, for 0 < j < ¢ — 3, then we set a boundary condition at vertex z,
as well. This boundary condition depends on the total ordering of the vertices. Particularly, we set at 2

(@) —1ifwy > wyp_1q,

(b) +1 otherwise.
Let I' = I'(G, A) be the set of vertices in 7" which have a boundary condition in the above construction,
while let o = o (G, 7) be the configuration we obtain at I".

Consider the set Egaw ., i.€., the set of edges in Tgaw (w). For each e € Egaw o, we specify weight 3(e)
as follows: letting e = {x, z} such that x is the parent of z in Tsaw (w), we set

0 if there is boundary condition at either z, or z,
Ble) (34)

h (log RZF’J) otherwise.

The function A(-) is from (23), while RL is a ratio of Gibbs marginals at z (see definitions in Section .

It is easy to see that specifies weights for every edge e € Egaw ., for every w € V. In that respect,
all the above construction gives rise to the V' x V' walk-matrix Wsaw g. As we will show later (see proof
of Lemmal6.4)) that

A,
IG’ (w,v) = Z H /6(6)7 (35)
M eeM
where M varies over all paths from the root of Tgaw (w) to the set of vertices in A(v).
In light of the above, it is immediate that Ié’T is a principal submatrix of Wsaw g. That is, removing the

rows and the columns of Wgaw g that correspond to the vertices © € /A we obtain Ié’T.
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We can be more precise than the above. Consider walk-matrix W o, where S C SAW is the set of
self-avoiding walks in G that do not use vertices in A, while ¢» € RES is a restriction 3, i.e.,

¢(e) = B(e), Ve € Es. (36)
Note that since S € SAW, we also have that Es C Egaw. Hence, ¢ is well defined. In what follows, we
show that W 4 and Ié’T are identical.

Lemma 6.4. For the graph G = (V, E), for 8,7, \ such that v > 0, 0 < 8 < v and A > 0 consider ug,
the Gibbs distribution on G with parameters 3,7, A
ForACVandTt € {il}A, consider the influence matrix Ié’T induced by ug as well as the walk-matrix

W, ¢, where S and ¢ € RFP are defined above. Then, we have that Ig’T = Ws .
The proof of Lemma [6.4] appears in Section [12.4]

7. SPECTRAL INDEPENDENCE USING ENTRY-BASED COMPARISONS

In this section we present the first set of results that we use to prove Theorems[5.2]and[5.3] The objective
here is to use the notion from the topological method to develop criteria which allow us to compare two
walk-matrices in terms of their corresponding spectral radii. To this end we prove the following result.

Theorem 7.1 (Monotonicity for walk-matrices). Let P and Q be sets of walks in the graph G = (V| E)
such that Q@ C P. Furthermore, suppose that we have €1 € REQ and &5 € ]R;% such that

0 < |&1(e)| < &a(e), Ve € Eg C Ep. (37)
Then, for any u,v € Vg C Vp, we have that
Woe (u,v) < Wp e, (u,0). (38)
Furthermore, if either Vp = Vg, or the matrix Wp ¢, is a symmetric matrix, then we also have that
P(Woe) < p(Wpg,). (39)

The proof of Theorem [7.T]appears in Section[I3.1
For any set of walks P in G such every M € P is of length at most k£ > 0, we have that

P C MAX-k.

This follows by noting that every M € P is a walk in G of length < k, hence, we also have that M ¢
MAX-k.

Combining the above observation with Theorem [7.1|we get a natural upper bound for the spectral radius
of any walk-matrix Wp ¢.

Corollary 7.2. For integer k > 0, let the set of walks P in G = (V, E) be such that every M € P is of
length < k. Let €& € RE? and 1 € ]REE’%AX"“ be the all-ones vector.
For any ¢ > ||&1]|, and & = ¢ x 1, we have that p(Wp ¢, ) < p(Wuax-ig,)-

Proof. As argued before, our assumption that P only contains paths of length < k imply that P C MAX-k.
Then, the corollary follows from Theorem|[7.1|by showing that Wiiax.x¢, is symmetric.
To see that Wyiax-k.¢, is symmetric, note the following: since all the components of vector £ have

the same value ( > 0, from Lemma we have that Wyax k¢, = Z?:o (¢- Ag)e. We conclude that
WMaX-k,¢, 1S symmetric since AKG is symmetric for any £ > 0. The claim follows. O

We use Corollary [7.2) we prove Theorem[5.2] For the proof of Theorem[5.2] see Section[I1.1]
Having Ié’T in mind, it is not hard to see that each walk in SAW is also non-backtracking, and hence
SAW C NB-n. (40)
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For the above, we also use the observation that SAW does not contain paths of length larger than n. We use
the above observation to get the following corollary.

Corollary 7.3 (Non-backtracking). For the graph G = (V, E), for 3,7, A such that v > 0,0 < 8 < v and
A > 0 consider pg, the Gibbs distribution on G with parameters 3,7y, \.

For A C V and v € {£1}", consider the influence matrix Iél’T induced by . Let 1 € RE;(’)B'" be the
all-ones vector, while consider the vector ¢ defined in (36).

Forany ¢ > ||¢||, and & = ( x 1, we have that p(Zé’T) < p(WnNB-ng)-

Proof. From Lemmaﬂwe have that Ié“ = Wi ¢. Recall that S € SAW is the set of self-avoiding walks
in G that do not use vertices in A. Since S C SAW, from we also have that S C NB-n.

Furthermore, from Lemma @ in the Appendix we have that Wxg.,, ¢ is symmetric. The corollary
follows by making a standard application of Theorem i.e., using (39). The claim follows. g

We use Corollary [7.3]to prove Theorem[5.3] For a proof of this result see Section[I1.3]
Comparing the Corollaries [7.2] and [7.3| one might remark that the first one is the most general, while the
. . . . A,T .« . .
second one is more specific to the influence matrix Z,”*. Combining the two corollaries we get that

IO(ZC/;LT) < p(WNB—n,'dJl) < p(WMAX—nﬂPz): (41)

where both 11 and 1), are constant vectors such that each entry, in both vectors, is equal to max.{|¢p(e)|}
and ¢(e) is defined in (36). That is, the first inequality follows from Corollary and the second one from
Corollary

From (@I)), one might remark that the bound we get from Corollary for the spectral radius of Ié’T
is at least as good as that we get from Corollary Furthermore, note that for Theorem we use the
bound p(Ié’T) < p(WMAX-n,4p,) While for Theorem we use the bound p(Ié’T) < p(WNB-napy)- In
that respect, for the same parameters 3, v and A of the Gibbs distribution the bound on the spectral radius of
Ié’T we get from Theorem [5.3|is at most that we get from Theorem

In light of the above, a similar relation holds for the bounds on the mixing time of Glauber dynamics we
get from Theorems and[2.7] That is, for the same parameter /3 in the zero external field Ising model, the
bound on the mixing time of Glauber dynamics that we get from Theorem [2.7|is at most the corresponding
bound we get from Theorem [2.1]

8. SPECTRAL INDEPENDENCE USING MATRIX NORMS

In this section we consider the natural approach of bounding the spectral radius of a walk-matrix using
norms. Consider G = (V, E). For K C V and the diagonal, non-singular matrix D € R§OXK ,forp > 1
(allowing p = co) and ¢ > 0, we let the matrix norm ||| , , be such that for any K x K matrix M we
have

|M||p,, = |[(D*)"!- M- D (42)

p )
where D°V denotes the N-th Hadamard power of the matrix D, i.e., D°N(w,u) = (D(w,u))N. Tt is
elementary to verify that the norm ||-[|p , , is a well-defined as long as D is non-singular. Note that the
matrix D is assumed to be non-negative, i.e., all its entries are non-negative numbers.

It is a well-known that the spectral radius of a matrix A is the greatest lower bound for the values of all
matrix norms of A, e.g., see Theorem 5.6.9 in [17]]. In that respect, we have the following result.

Corollary 8.1. Forany K C V, for any non-singular, diagonal matrix D € RI;OXK , for real numberst > 0
and p > 1, allowing p = oo, the following is true: for any K x K matrix M, we have that

p(M) < ||[M|[p,,-
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FIGURE 4. Vertex v in Definition [8.2] The vertex x; is the i-th child of v.

The idea here is to use the norm defined in (42)) and Corollary [8.1]to bound the spectral radius of walk-
matrices, with particular focus on Ié’T. For our purposes we consider p = oc.

Note that the definition of the (s, d, ¢)-potential function, i.e., Definition is a bit standard and it is
tailored to working with ratios of Gibbs marginals, e.g., it includes into its properties the function Hy(-)
from (23), etc. In the following definition we describe the related notion of “potential vector” which can be
applied to general walk-matrices, i.e., dealing with general weights on the edges of the walk-trees rather than
distributional recursions. For an example on how to directly relate the potential vectors with the potential
functions, see the proof of Theorem[5.5] in Section[I1.2]

Definition 8.2. Let s > 1, allowing s = oo, and 6, ¢ > 0. For a set of walks P in G = (V, E) and 1) € R,
we say that vy € RE>7B is a (s, 6, ¢)-potential vector with respect to P and 1 if the following holds:

For each r € Vp, for any non-root vertex v € Tp(r) which has d > 0 children and for any z € ]R‘io we
have that B

[ (ei)] 1
7(e) 7 <30 |Ja
; v(er) *
where e is the edge that connects v to its parent and e;, for i = 1,...,d, is the edge that connects v to its

i-th child in Tp(r) (e.g., see Figure E]) Furthermore, we have that

mae {wea) - "“b)'} <o

ea,ebEEP ~(ep)

In the standard setting, potential functions are introduced in the recursions of the ratio of Gibbs marginals
by means of the mean value theorem of the real analysis. Here, instead, the potential vector arises naturally
in our analysis by employing a simple telescopic trick, e.g., see the proof of Theorem 8.5]

The following theorem is the main result of this part of the paper.

Theorem 8.3. For A > 1, pg > 1, for s > 1, allowing s = oo, for §,¢ > 0 and integer k > 0, let
G = (V, E) be a graph of maximum degree A, while A has spectral radius pg.

For any set of walks P in G such that the longest walk in P is of length < k and for any & € REP such
that there is v € ]RE;B which is (s, d, ¢)-potential vector with respect to P and € the following is true:

For the walk-matrix Wp ¢ we have that

1 2
s s

Y06 pa)+

where Sp is the Vp x Vp diagonal matrix such that Sp(u,w) = f1(u), for u € Vp, while f; is from (16).

_1
IWrellsp 100 <1+ (4)75 - (pc)

Note that Sp is a principal submatrix of the V' x V matrix S we define in (I7). Specifically, we obtain
Sp by removing all the rows and columns of .S’ that correspond to vertices outside Vp.
Theorem [5.5|follows immediately from Theorem[8.3] Corollary [8.Tand Lemma|6.4] For the full proof of

Theorem [5.5] see Section [T1.2}
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8.1. Walk-vectors. In his section, as well as in the following one, we show how we derive Theorem @
Consider the norm ||| p ; , from @2)) and set p = oo. Having p = oo, essential the norm corresponds to the
maximum absolute row sum of the matrix (D°)~!. M - D°t,

Evaluating the above norm in the context of walk-matrices gives rise to another topological construction
which we call walk-vector.

Definition 8.4 (Walk-Vector). For s > 1, allowing s = oo, and §,¢ > 0, for the set of walks P in the
graph G = (V, E) and the invertible, diagonal matrix D € RIE(OXK , such that Vp C K C V, we define the
walk-vector ¢ = q(P, D, s,0,¢) € R‘g(’) as follows:

For r € Vp, suppose that the root of Tp(r) has d > 0 children, while let T; be the subtree that includes
the i-th child of the root and its decedents. Then, for the component q(r) of the walk-vector we have that

S

d
a(r) =1+ 5oy * 202 (0 3 Iiew)l - (D(w,w))* | >0, (43)

i=1 £>0 weVp
where A; (w) is the set of copies of vertex w in the subtree T; that are at distance { from the root of T;.

Note that q is a positive vector. For us here, the parameter s is a bounded number, however, since the size
of the walk-trees is assumed to always be finite, it is easy to see that the quantity in the r.h.s. of is
well-defined even for s = co.

To get an intuition of what is the walk-vector g in Definition[8.4] consider the case where D is the identity
matrix, i.e., D = I and s = 1. Then, g(r) is nothing more than the weighted sum over all paths of the tree
Tp(r) that start from the root, such that each path of length £ > 0 has weight ¢ - §~', while the path of
length O has weight 1, that is

q(r)=1+c- Y pdflI 1, (44)

where P varies over all paths of length greater than 0 in 7’»(r) that emanate from the root.
In the general case, the walk-vectors arise when we are dealing with a walk-matrix Wp ¢ which admits a
(s, 9, c)-potential vector ~y. Particularly, the component g(r) in (@3]) expresses a bound on the absolute row

sum at the row r of (D°%)~!. Wp ¢ - D°°. We derive this bound by using the potential vector ~y. In that
respect, the following result comes naturally.

Theorem 8.5. For s > 1, allowing s = oo, for §,c > 0, let the set of walks P in G and & € REP, while

assume that vy € RE>7B is a (s, 0, c)-potential vector with respect to P and €. For any diagonal, non-singular

matrix D € R‘Z/%XVP, the walk-vector ¢ = q(P, DO%, s, 0, c) satisfies that
Wl . < llall. 45)

The proof of Theorem [8.5]appears in Section

In light of Theorem Theorem follows by bounding appropriately ||g||, for the special case
where D = Sp, i.e., Sp is the matrix defined in the statement of Theorem [8.3] We study this problem in
the following section by investigating the properties of walk-vectors.

8.2. Monotonicity properties for walk-vectors. In this section we prove monotonicity results for walk-
vectors. These are similar in spirit to what we had in Theorem [7.1|for walk-matrices.

Theorem 8.6 (Monotonicity for walk-vectors). Let s > 1, allowing s = 0o, and §,¢ > 0. For any P and S,
sets walks in the graph G = (V, E) such that S C P and for any invertible, diagonal matrix D € R‘Z/%XVP,
we consider the walk-vectors qp = qp(P, D, s,0,c) € RZ’S and qs = qs(S, D, s,0,c) € ]R;/%.
For any r € Vs C Vp we have that a a
0 <gs(r) < gp(r). (46)
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Furthermore, for any t > 1, including t = oo, we have that
llasll; < llarll; - (47)

The proof of Theorem [8.6|appears in Section[14.3]

Note that in the above theorem all the parameters of the two walk-vectors gp and gs are the same, apart
from the set of the corresponding walks.

At this point, we need to recall the observation we use for Corollary That is, for any set of walks P
in GG such that there is no walk in the set which is of length greater than & > 0, we have that P C MAX-k.
Combining this observation with Theorem 8.6 we get the following result.

Corollary 8.7. Let k > 1, let s > 1, allowing s = oo and 6,c¢ > 0. For the set of walks P in the graph
G = (V, E) such that the length of the longest walk in P is at most k, for any invertible, diagonal matrix
D e R‘Z/OX V' the following holds:

Consider the walk-vectors gp = qp(P, D, s,0,c) € R‘ga and quax.k = Quax-k(MAX-k,D,s,d,c) €
R‘z/()' For any r € Vp we have that
qpr(r) < quaxk(r).

Furthermore, for any t > 1, allowing for t = oo, we have that ||qp||, < ||@max-k||; -

Theorems W and Corollary [8.7|imply that we can bound the quantity ||Wp || Sp.1 oo iD the state-
ment of Theorem , by using the £, norm of the walk-vector guax-x = gmax-k (MAX-k, S°1/9) 5.5, c),

where S is the V' x V' matrix defined in and the parameters s, d, ¢ are specified in Theorem|8.3] Specif-
ically, we have

[|Wp e

651 00 < llamax-kllo -
S

Theorem follows by using the above and by bounding appropriately ||gmax-x|| .- For the full proof of
Theorem [8.3] see Section [T4.1]

9. PROOF OF THEOREMS [2. 1] AND

For d > 0, consider the functions H; and h(-) defined in (22) and (23)), respectively. Recalling that the zero
external field Ising model ¢ corresponds to setting the parameters of ug such that 5 = yand A = 1, we
have that

Hy: [—o0, +oo]d — [—00, +o0] s.t. (T1y...,2q) — 2?21 log (%) . (48)
Since %Hd(m, ..., xq) = h(x;), we have that
_ (1—52) exp(x)
() = ~ Fep@ e - (49)

Lemma 9.1. Forany d > 0, ( € (0,1), R > 1 and 3 € Myging (R, C) we have the following: Consider
the functions Hy defined in (22)) with respect to the Ising model with parameter (3 and no external field. We
have that

IVHa(y1,92, - Ya)lloo < (1 = C)/R. (50)
Proof. It suffices to show that any d > 0 and any (y1, %2, . ..,%q) € [—00, +00]? we have that
8 —1]
B+1

Before showing that (51)) is true, let us show how it implies (50). That is, we show that for any 3 €

Mising (R, ¢), we have that @%}' < I;RC.

IVHi(y1,925 - - Yd)||oo < 5D
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Consider the function f(x) = 2=1]" Gefined on the closed interval {ﬂ

R+

—_

R+1 . . . .
) , T—l}' Taking derivatives, it

is elementary to verify that f(x) is increasing in the interval 1 < z < %, while it is decreasing in the
interval g—j& < z < 1. Furthermore, noting that f(1) = 0, it is direct that

sup  f(B) = f (B = (B¢ = =€
B EMitsing (R,C) <R+1 <> (R 1+g> R

It is immediate that indeed (51)) implies (50). Hence, it remains to show that (51)) is true.

Since we have that %Hd(:cl, x9,...,xq) = h(x;), it suffices to show that for any x € [—o0, +00] we
have that
[1-8]
[h(z)| < 575 (52)
For the distribution we consider here, the function h() is given from ({9). From the above we get that
h(z)| = |1—B2| exp(z) _ [1—52| _ [1-562|
(bexp(x)+1)(b+exp(x)) (B+exp(—=))(B+exp(z)) B?+1+B(exp(—z)+exp(z)) "

It is straightforward to verify that ¢(x) = e~* + e” is convex and for any = € [—00, +0o0] the function ¢(z)
attains its minimum at = 0, i.e., we have that ¢(x) > 2. Consequently, we get that

1-p2  _ [1-p% _ [1-p
M2)| < piagas = G = s
for any x € [—00, +00]. The above proves that is true and concludes our proof. O

9.1. Proof of Theorem@ Note that if pg, the spectral radius of A, is bounded, then the same holds for
the maximum degree A of G. This follows from the standard relation that A < (pg)? < A?. Similarly, if
pa is unbounded then A is unbounded, too.

Using Lemma we get the following: for any 8 € Miging(pc, 0), the set of functions { Hy} 4e| 4] defined
in (48)) with respect to the zero external field Ising model with parameter [ exhibits (1 — ¢)/pg-contraction,
ie.,

IVHa(y1, 92, - - - ya)lloo < (1 =0)/pc vd € [A].

The above, combined with Theorem imply that for A C V and 7 € {41}, the pairwise influence
matrix Ié’T, induced by j(, satisfies that

p(TET) <671 (53)

The theorem follows as a corollary from (53)) and Theorem 1.9 in [6]. O

9.2. Proof of Theorem Using Lemma [9.1] we get the following: for any 8 € Mising (v, ), the set
of functions {Hg} e 4] defined in (@8) with respect to the zero external field Ising model with parameter (3
exhibits (1 — §)/vg-contraction, i.e.,

IVHa(yr, -5 ya)lloo < (1 =0)/va.

The above, combined with Theorem [5.3] imply that for A C V and 7 € {£1}*, the pairwise influence
. A,T . .
matrix Z", induced by p, satisfies that

<I ~ g+ (12) (- 1))

The theorem follows by making a standard use of and Theorem 1.9 in [6]. O
25
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10. PROOF OF THEOREM [2.2]

We start our proof by deriving a bound on p (Ié’T>, the spectral radius of the influence matrix.

Theorem 10.1. For any € € (0, 1), for A > 2 and pg > 2, let G = (V, E) be of maximum degree A, while
A has spectral radius pg. Also, let i be the Hard-core model on G, with fugacity 0 < X < (1—e)X:(pa).

There is a constant 0 < z < 1, that depends only on €, such that forany A C V and T € {:I:l}A, the
pairwise influence matrix IA’T, induced by ng, satisfies that

p(léﬁ) <1+e€(A/pa)? 27

The proof of Theorem [I0.1]appears in Section[10.1].
Note that if pg is unbounded, then there are no guarantees from Theorem|10.1|that p (Iél”') is bounded.

This is due to the quantity A/p¢, on the r.h.s. of (29), which can be unbounded if p¢ is unbounded.

Proof of Theorem[2.2] As argued in the proof of Theorem [2.1] if the spectral radius p¢ is bounded, then the
same holds for the maximum degree A as we always have that A < (pg)? < A2
Since both pg and A are bounded, for fugacity 0 < A < (1 — €)A.(pg), Theorem implies that

p (IS’T> = O(1) forany A C V and 7 € {£+1}".
Then, Theorem [2.2]follows by a standard application of Theorem 1.9 in [6]]. U

10.1. Proof of Theorem [I0.1} In order to prove Theorem [I0.1] we introduce the potential function ¥ as
follows: we define ¥ indirectly, i.e., in terms of xy = ¥’. We have that

X:Rso—=R such that Y=/ 1fey, (54)

while ¥(0) = 0.

Note that the potential function ¥ was proposed -in a more general form- in [5]. It is standard to show
that ¥ is well-defined, e.g., see [5]. Later in our analysis we need to use certain results from [25]], which
(essentially) use another, but related potential function from [21]. We postpone this discussion until later.

For any given A > 0, we define, implicitly, the function A.()) to be the positive number z > 1 such that

(Z_f)ﬁ = A. Form its definition it is not hard to see that A.(-) is the inverse map of A.(-), i.e., we have

that A.(z) = A.~!(x). In that respect, A.(z) is well-defined as A.(z) is monotonically decreasing in z.

Theorem 10.2. For A > 0, let A, = A.(\). The potential function ¥ defined in (54)) is a (so, do, co)-
potential function (as in Definition such that

351:1—%log(1+ﬁ>, 5O§i and COSIJ%A. (55)
The proof of Theorem [10.2| appears in Section|10.2

Claim 10.3. Fore € (0,1), R > 2and 0 < A < (1 — €)Ac(R) the following is true: There is 0 < z < 1,
which only depend on €, such that for A. = A.(\), we have

1 A e3

1—2 5 — d —_— < —.

B = A, an Y < R

Proof. 1t elementary to verify that A.(z) is decreasing in z. This implies that for A < (1 — €)A.(R),

Ac(N) > Ac(A(R)) = R. Particularly, this implies that there is 0 < z < 1, which only depends on € such
that A.(\) > %. This proves the leftmost inequality in (56)).
As far as the rightmost inequality is concerned, we have that

Tix S A< A(R). (57)

(56)
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The first inequality follows since A > 0, while the second follows since A < A.(R). From the definition of
Ac(+), we have that

3 — R+1
V(R = G = R (=R = G (1) < e () < @R 69)

For the one before the last inequality we use that 1 + < e®. For the last inequality we note that % is

decreasing in R, hence, for R > 2, we have that % < 3. Plugging the above bound into (57), gives the
rightmost inequality in[56] The claim follows. g

Furthermore, using the standard inequality that log(1 + y) < y, for the quantity s, in Theorem[10.2] we
have that 1 < s¢ < 2.
Combining this observation with Theorem|10.2|and Claim [10.3|we get the following corollary.

Corollary 104. For 0 < € < 1, for A > 2 and pc > 2, let 0 < A\ < (1 — €)A(pg). Let the graph
G = (V, E) be of maximum degree A, whose adjacency matrix has spectral radius pg. Let, also the Hard-
core model g on G, with fugacity \. There is a constant 0 < z < 1, which depends on ¢, such that the
following is true:

The potential function ¥ defined in (54)) is (q,y, g)-potential with respect to pc where

q€[1,2], <1 -2)/pc and 9<¢é/pa
Theorem [10.1] follows by combining Corollary [10.4] and Theorem [5.5] O

10.2. Proof of Theorem Recall that the ratio of Gibbs marginals RQ’T, defined in Section [5] is pos-
sible to be equal to zero, or co. Typically, this happens if the vertex z with respect to which we consider
the ratio is a part of the boundary set A, or has a neighbour in A. When we are dealing with the Hard-core
model, there is a standard way to avoid these infinities and zeros in our calculations.

Suppose that we have the Hard-core model with fugacity A > 0 on a tree 7', while at the set of vertices
A we have a boundary condition 7. Then, it is elementary to verify that this distribution is identical to the
Hard-core model with the same fugacity on the tree (or forest) 7”7 which is obtained from T' by working as
follows: we remove from T every vertex w which either belongs to A, or has a neighbour v € A such that
7(u) =“occupied”.

Perhaps it is useful to write down the functions that arise from the recursions in Section [3] for the Hard-
core model with fugacity A. Recall that, in this case, we have 8 = 0 and v = 1. In the following definitions,
we take into consideration that boundary conditions have been removed as described above.

For integer d > 1, we have that

Fy:R%Y, — (0,)) such that (@1, wa) = AT 25 (59)
We also define Fiygyr, : Rio — (0, \) the symmetric version of the above function, that is
x— Fylx,z, ... x). (60)
Recall, also, that H; = log oF}; o exp. For the Hard-core model with fugacity A, we have that
H;:RY SR s.t. (x1,...,2q) — log A+ Zle log <m) . (61)

For h(-) such that a%in(:nl, .y xq) = h(z;), we have

T

h:R—R such that T — o (62)

Finally, the set of log-ratios J, defined in (24)), satisfies that
J = (—00,log(})). (63)

Note also, that the image of ¥, i.e., the set Sy, satisfies that Sy = (—00, 00).
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With all the above, we proceed to prove the theorem. We need to show that ¥ satisfies the contraction
and the boundedness conditions, for appropriate parameters.

We start with the contraction. For any integer d > 0, we let & : RY x R? — R be such that for
m = (mj,...,my) €RY,andy = (y1,...,ya) € R? we have that

d
E4(m,y) = x (Ha(y)) ) | X
j=1

B
Proposition 10.5 (contraction). For A\ > 0, let A. = A.(\). Let ¢ > 0 be such that

q_lzl—%log(l+ﬁ). (64)
Ford > 0, form € R%o we have that

_1
sup {&q(m,y)} < Ac e - [|m]],, (65)
yE(Qw)?d

where Qg C R contains every iy € R such that there is §j € Sy for which we have y = ¥ ~1(j).
The proof of Proposition [10.5]appears in Section [10.3]

Note that Proposition [I0.5] implies that ¥ satisfies the contraction condition with the parameter we need
in order to prove our theorem. We now focus on establishing the boundedness property of ¥.

Lemma 10.6 (boundedness). For A\ > 0, we have that maxy, y,cj { x(y2) - |ZEZS‘ } < HLA

Proof. Using the definitions of the functions y and A from and (62), respectively, we have that
h eyl ey2 A
max {x(yz)“ (yl)’} = max { h(yl)h(yg)} = max { } = 1TIx

y1.y2€J x(y1) Y1267 yiweed | V14 evt 14 ev
The last inequality follows from the observation that the function g(x) = % is increasing in x, while,
from (63)), we have that %!, e¥2 < \. The claim follows. O

The above lemma implies the contraction we need in order to prove our result. In light of Proposition
[10.3]and Lemma [[0.6] Theorem[10.2] follows. O

10.3. Proof of Proposition The proposition follows by using results from [25]. However, in order to
apply these results, we need to bring £;(m, y) into an appropriate form.
For any d > 0, we let J; : R%o X R%o — R be such that for m = (my,...,my) € R%o and

z=(z1,...,24) € RL, we have
_ d |h(logz;)| A
Ja(m, z) = x (log Fy(z)) 35—, X (logz;) X my.
Using the definitions in (39) and (61)), it is elementary to verify that for any d > 0, for any m € Réo,
z € RY ) and y € R? such that z; = €Y7, we have that

jd(ma Z) = gd(m> Y)
In light of the above, the proposition follows by showing that
sup,epe {Ju(m,z)} < A7V [l (66)
In order to prove (66), we let

Y :Reg— R such that y— i m (67)
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Claim 10.7. Forany m = (mi,...,my) € R‘éo and z = (z1, . ..,2q4) € R, we have that

d .
Talm, 2) = Y(Fa(z)) x Sy 525 | - Fu(t)|
where F; and 1) are defined in (39) and (67), respectively.

, (68)
t=z

Proof. The claim follows by using simple rearrangements. We have that

Ja(m,z) = x (log Fy(z)) 2?21 W X m;

Fy(z)

1+dFd(z Z] 14/ 1+zj X m; (69)
)

Fa(z)(1+Fy(2) 1+Fd Za 1 V2(1+25) % 1+zz X I

In (69), we substitute x and h according to (54) and (62), respectively. Using the definition of ) from (67),
we get that

Ja(m, z) = ¢(Fy(z)) Z?:l w(lz]-) X fi(z) X my.

The above implies (68), note that ‘B%Fd t Fu®t)

( )’ = Tt forany i € [d]. The claim follows. U

In light of Claim , (66) follows by showing that for any m = (mj,...,mgy) € R‘éo and z =
(21,...,24) € Rio we have that

_1
<A - [|mll, (70)

d
The above follows by using standard results form [25]]. For any s > 1,d > 0 and = > 0, we let the function

):;<M%%§@5hm@0i

where the functions Fy sym, ¥ are defined in (60) and (67), respectively, while F; () = L Fysym(T).

- Fa(t)
‘81-’ t=z

Z(s,d,x

Lemma 10.8 ([25]). For any A\ > O, for integer d > 1, for s > 1, forx € Rio and m € Rio, the following
holds: there exists & > 0 and integer 0 < k < d such that a

d

m; 0
Y(Fa(x)) x ¥  ——~ | 5—Fu(z)
¢ ;TZJ(XU ‘3% I

where x = (X1,...,Xgq) and m = (my, ..., my).

< (Z(s,k, )" x ||m]|s,

zZz=X

In light of the above lemma, our proposition follows as a corollary from the following result.
Lemma 10.9 ([25]). For A > 0, consider A. = Ac(\) and Fa, sym with fugacity \. Let ¢ > 1 be such that
gl=1- AC2_1 log (1 =+ ﬁ) .
For any x > 0, d > 0, we have that
E(g,d,x) < Z(q, Ac, &) = (A) 7,
where T € (0, 1] is the unique fix-point of FA_ sym, i.e., T = Fa_sym(Z).

By combining Lemmas[10.8]and[T0.9|we get (70). This concludes the proof of Proposition [10.5] |
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11. PROOFS OF THE RESULTS IN SECTION[3]
11.1. Proof of Theorem Firstly we note that for ¢ € RES as defined in (36)), we have that
max {|¢(e)l} < sup{h(e) | 7 € [~oc, +oc]}. 1)
The assumption that the set of functions { Hy} g (4] exhibits §-contraction implies that
sup{h(z) | z € [—o0, +o0|} <. (72)
Combining and ([72), we have that

max {|¢(e)|} < 4. (73)
e€Es
Recall from Lemma that Ig’T is a walk-matrix. Furthermore, using Corollary [7.2| we get that
A
p (IG’T> < p (Wiaxns) - 74)

where the vector of weights v has all its components equal to J. Note that we choose MAX-n because the
length of any self-avoiding path is < n. Since all the components of 1) have the same value § > 0, Lemma
[6.2implies that

¢
WMAX-n,J; = Z?:o (0-Ag).
We have that

p(WMAX-n,'LZv) < HWMAX-n,qZHQ = HZZL:O((SAG)KHQ < Z?:o W' H(AG)EHQ-

Furthermore, since § = % > 0 and H(Ag)g‘ ‘2 = (pg)’, because Ag)¢ is symmetric, we get that

p (WMAX-n,J;) < Z?:o(l - f)e < Z?io(l - E)E =l
The theorem follows by plugging the above into (74). O

11.2. Proof of Theorem As we prove in Lemma the matrix Ié’T is identical to the walk-matrix
Wi ¢, where S is the set of self-avoiding walks in G that do not use vertices in A, while ¢ € RES is defined
in (36). In that respect, it suffices to prove that under the assumption of Theorem 5.5 we have that

_1
P(Wsg) <1+¢-(1=(1=9)7"(A/pe)
where ¢, s and e are specified in the statement of Theorem [5.3]
In light of Corollary [8.]the above follows by showing that

[Wsollgy 100 S1+C- (1= (1= (4/p5) 7, (75)

where Sp € RZ’SXVP is the diagonal matrix whose entry.S (u, u) = fi(u) > 0.
In order to prove (73), we use Theorem 8.3} Particularly, follows from Theorem [8.3] once we show
that the assumptions of Theorem imply that we can have v € Riso which is a (s, ¢’, ¢’)-potential with

respect to S and ¢ where s’ = s, §' = % and ¢ = p%. As mentioned above, s, € and ( are specified in the
statement of Theorem

Note that Theorem [5.5|assumes the existence of a (s, d, ¢)-potential &, for s > 1, § = % and ¢ = p%.
WEe let the function x = ¥’. We define the weights v € ]RF;SO as follows: for any edge e € Eg such that
e = {u,w} and w is the child of u, we have

v(e) = x(w).
From the fact that ¥ is a (s, d, ¢)-potential, it follows immediately (i.e., from Definitions that the
weights v are (s, ¢, ¢’)-potential with respect to S and ¢. For the above it is useful to recall that the edge

weights ¢ are specified in (36). This concludes the proof of Theorem[5.5] ]
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11.3. Proof of Theorem Throughout the proof we use either v, or p(H¢) to refer to the spectral
radius of H¢ and this should create no confusion.
Working as in the proof of Theorem[5.2] we have the following: for ¢ defined in (36), we have that

max {|¢(e)[} < &
Furthermore, using the above and Corollary|/.3|we get that
A7
P (IG T) <p (WNB-nﬂZ) <p (WNB-oo,zﬁ) :

For the second inequality we use Lemma|4.4|and the fact that both W ,, ., and Wg_ ; are non-negative

matrices. Since p (WNB_OO@) < HWNB_OO,QL‘

o (787) < Wil @

The assumption that § = (1—¢)/p(H¢), implies that p(6 He) < 1, hence, itis standard that } ;- §'HE =
(I —6-Hg) ! Hence, we get that

o WE have that

Wiygoog=1+0-K-(I-6-Hg)™"-C. (77)
The theorem follows by simplifying the above and showing that
Wipoos = (I — 0Ag + 0% (D~ 1)) . (78)

For k > 0, let W) be the V' x V matrix, such that for every u, w € V the entry W(k)(u, w) is equal to
the number of non-backtracking walks of length exactly k from vertex u to vertex w. Note that

WBoogp = D 0F - WH, (79)
k=0

From we have that the above summation is well defined. Furthermore, we have that W) = T and
WO = Ag, while for k > 2, we have the following recursive relation:

w® = Aq- wkb (D - 1)wk-2), (80)

The above recursive relation is standard in the literature, e.g. see [20].

Consider the generating function F'(z) = Y7, zF . W) Eq. implies that the radius of conver-
gence for F'(x) is the open interval (—v L Ve 1). Specifically, from it elementary to show that for any
z € (—vg',vg') we have that F(z) = (I — zAg + 2*(D — I))~'. Then, follows by noting that
W \B-co,p = F'(9). The theorem follows. O

12. PROOF OF RESULTS FROM SECTION

12.1. Proof of Lemma Consider the trees T’p(w) and To(w). Using standard notation, for T’p(w) we
have Ap ., Ep 4, the set of vertices and edges. Similarly for 7o (w) we have the corresponding sets Ag ,,, and
Eg . The lemma follows by showing that Ag ., C Ap ., and Eg .y C Ep .

The relation that Ag ,, € Ap,, follows immediately from the fact that Q C P. Specifically, every walk
M € QNP corresponds to the same vertex z in both trees. Since Q C P we have that for M € Q we have
M € QN P, as well. This implies that every vertex z in the tree Tg(w) also belongs to the tree T'p (w).

In order to prove that Eg ,, C Ep,, we work as follows: Let the edge e = {x, z} in Eg ,,, while assume
that x is the parent of z in the tree To(w). There are walks M, = z, 21, ..., z¢ and My = 2o, 21, . . ., Z¢—1,
for £ > 1 such that M,, M, € Q while M, corresponds to the vertex z in To(w) and M, corresponds to the
vertex x. Since we have assumed that @ C P, we have that M,, M € P. Consequently vertices x, z appear
in T'p(w), while they are adjacent and « is the parent of z. This implies that the edge e € Ep ,,. Hence, we
conclude that Eg , € Ep 4.

The above concludes the proof of the lemma. O
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12.2. Proof of Lemma LetC = ZIZZO(( - Ag)?. We prove the lemma by showing that for any k& > 0
and any pair of vertices u,v € V, we have that

WMAX—k,T,ZJ(“? U) = C(ua ’U). (81)

Note that both Wyiax.k.4, C € RV*V,

For any w,v € V and any integer ¢ > 1, let Mﬁﬂ, C V%1 contain every £ + 1-tuple of vertices
wo, Wi, . .., wy € VL such that wy = u and wy = v. Note that we allow w; = w;. We also define ./\/lf;ﬂ,
for ¢ = 0. In this case, we have that MY = {u} only if u = v. Otherwise, the set is empty.

For ¢ > 0, let S, be the set of all walks of length exactly ¢ that start from « and end at v in the graph G.
From the definition of the set MAX-k we have that

k
Waaxkp(wo) = > Y " x1{wo,...,we € Sp}. (82)

£=0 wo,...,wpe M, ,
Now, consider the adjacency matrix A . It is standard that for any u,v € V and any £ > 0, we have that

(‘AG)Z (uv U) = Z H AG(wz‘_l, wz)

wo,...,wg MY, , i€[¢]

Note that each summad on the r.h.s. is equal to 1 if wq, wq, ..., wy is a walk from u to v in G. Otherwise
the summad is zero. Using this observation, we conclude that
¢
(Ag) (wv) = > Yuwo,...,w € S}

WO ,e-ey ’ngMﬁyU

The above implies that

k
C(u,v) = Z Z ¢t x 1{wo, ..., wy € Sy} (83)
£=0 w()v”wwfeMﬁ,v
Comparing and we immediately get (§1)). The lemma follows. O

12.3. Proof of Lemma 6.3 Let M = Y _1 ¢“*1 . HY, whilelet D = I + K - M - C, where I is the

V' x V identity matrix and K, C are defined in (33). Note that M is a ExE matrix, while both Wyg.1, 4
and Dare V x V.
We prove the lemma by showing that for any k£ > 0 and any pair of vertices u,v € V, we have that

WNB—k;(,b (uv ’U) = D(uv U)' (84)

¢

(z,y),(r,5)

£ + 1-tuple of vertices wg, w1, ..., wy € V1 quch that wy = @, wy = y, wy_1 = r and wy = s. Note that

we allow w; = w;.

We also define fo ),(rs) for 1 < ¢ < 2, but there are some restriction on x,y, r, s. For £ = 1, we have
1

For (z,y), (r,s) € V x V, allowing repetitions, for integer ¢ > 3, let M C V%! contain every

that M%w,y),(r,s) = {(x,y)} only if z = r and y = s. Otherwise, we have M), (r25
¢ = 2, we have M%m,y),(r,s) = {z,y, s} is only defined for y = r. Otherwise, we have M%‘r’y)’(m) = 0.
Furthermore, for £ > 1, let Sy(e, f) be the set of all non-backtracking walks in G of length exactly ¢ that
start with edge e, while the last edge in the path is f. For e = (x,y) and f = (r,s), S¢(e, f) contains the
non-backtracking walks such that the first vertex in the walk is x, the second is y while the one before the

last vertex is r and the last vertex is s. Note that for the extreme case ¢ = 1, Sy(e, f) is non-empty only if

e=f.

) = (). Similarly, for
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From the definition of the set NB-k we have that

WNB-kp (0, v) = 1{u = v} + Z Z Z Z ¢t x wo, ..., wp € Syle, )}

e:(iﬁzfﬁ: f:(gigueﬁz Le[k] w07"'7wZEM£’f
(85)

Working as in the proof of Lemma we get the following: forany ¢ > O and e, f € ﬁ, we have that
Hé(e, f) = Zwo,...,uwe./\/lﬁtcl 1{’[1}0, Lo, Wy € Sg+1(6, f)}

Hence, we have that

k—1
M(67f):ZC£+1 X Z 1{100,...,11]g€5’g+1(€,f)}~
=0 wo,...,ngMﬁi}l

Combining the above with (83), we get that

Wik (u,0) = Hu=v}+ > > Mie f) (86)
e:(agﬁcﬁLGE: f:(g,s)veﬁs

Furthermore, the definition of D, K and C, implies that
D(uv)= I+K-M-C)(u,v) = Hu=v}+ > > K@M, 4.0 Cuae

(z,2) (y,9)
= 1{u=v}+ Z Z Hu =z} x 1{g =0} X Mz (y,9)
(z,2) (,9)
=l{u=v}i+ Y > M.y (87)

e:(z,y)eﬁz f:(r,s)eﬁz
r=u S=v
From (86) and (87) we conclude that (84) is true. The lemma follows.

12.4. Proof of Lemma Consider Wgaw g where (3 is defined in (34). From the definition of the matrix
we have that Wsaw g is indexed by the vertices in V. Also, we have that both Ié’T and Wp 4, are matrices
indexed by the vertices in V' \ A.

The lemma will follow by showing the following two relations: for any w,v € V' \ A, we have that

I (w,v) = Wsaw,g(w, v), (88)
while, for the same w, v we also have that
Ws.g(w,v) = Wsaw g(w,v). (89)

Note that the lemma follows by combining the above with (8.
We start by proving that is true. From the definition of walk-matrix, for 3 € RESAW  we have that
Wsaw g € RV*V, while

Wsaw g(w,v) = > 3 [eenrBle), (90)

where M varies over the paths in Tsaw (w) from the root to the set Agaw ., (v), while, as mentioned above,
3 is specified in (34). In light of the above, it is immediate that (88)) is true by showing formally that (35)) is
true.

Consider T' = Tsaw(w) and the Gibbs distribution z7(- | I', o), where I" and o € {41}! are defined in
Section With respect to the aforementioned Gibbs distribution, let Ig’a be the corresponding pairwise
influence matrix. The following result from [5] shows a useful relationship between the two influences
matrices Iél’T and Z?U.

33



Lemma 12.1. Let vertex 1 be the root of the tree Tsaw (w). We have that
A
TG (wv) = Y Ip0 (), 1)
u€A(v)
where for s € V, A(s) is the set of copies of vertex s in Tsaw (w) which do not belong in I

Combining results from [1]] and [15], we have the following lemma, whose proof appears in Section|12.4.1

Lemma 12.2. Let r be the root in Tsaw (w). For any vertex u in Tsaw (w), different than r, the following
holds: letting zo, ..., zg be the path in Tsaw (w) that connects the root of the tree with u, i.e., zo = r and
zp = u, we have that

Tr7(rw) = It B{zi1, %)), 92)
where 3 € RESAW s specified in (34). Furthermore, we have If;’a (ryr) =1.
In light of Lemmas and[12.1] follows as a simple corollary. We conclude that is true.
Now, consider the matrix W . Similarly to (©0), we have that
W (w,0) = 3 p [een®(e), (93)

where M varies over the paths in T's(w) from the root to the set As ., (v).

Comparing the trees T's(w) and Tsaw (w), we have that the first one is a subtree of the second one. One
obtains Ts(w) be removing the subtrees of Tsaw (w) which are rooted to vertices in I". Due to (36), we
have that W ,,(w, v) and Wgaw g(w, v) differ only on the sum of the weight of the paths that appear in
Tsaw (w) but do not appear in T's(w). However, it is immediate that the weight of these paths is equal to
zero. Note that each one of these paths involves at least one vertex in I', while all the edges e incident to
such vertex have 3(e) = 0, i.e., this is due to (34). Hence, (89) is true.

All the above, conclude the proof of Lemma[6.4] O

12.4.1. Proof of Lemmal[I2.2] In order to prove Lemmal[I2.2] we only need to use the following two results
from [[1]] and [5]], respectively.

Lemma 12.3 ([1]]). Suppose that x,y, z are three distinct vertices in T = Tsaw (w) such that y is on the
unique path from x to z. Then

Ir7 (2, 2) = 137 (2, y) X I (y, 2).

Lemma 12.4 ([3]). Let v, u be two vertices in T = Tsaw (w), while suppose v ¢ I" and w is a child of v.
Then we have

. h(log RE™™) ifug¢g I'
r =
(v u) { 0 otherwise.

Proof of Lemma([I2.2] Recall that 2o, 21, . . ., z¢ is the path in T that starts from the root to the vertex u.

If £ = 0, then we immediately have Ig’g(r, r) = 1. For what follows, we focus on the case ¢/ > 1.
Lemma [I2.3]implies that

Tp(ryu) = [Tim Iy (i1, 20).
Furthermore, Lemmaimplies the following: If there is z; € I, then
Ig’a(r, u) =0,
while if all z;’s are outside I, then we have
T3 (2i-1, 2) = h(log R27).
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From (34)), it is immediate that

I3 (r,u) = [Ty €({zim1, 2i}).

The above concludes the proof. (|

13. PROOFS FOR RESULTS FROM SECTION

13.1. Proof of Theorem[7.1} W.l.o.g. assume that the sets P and Q are non-empty. For u,v € Vo C Vp
consider the trees To(u) and T’p(u). Let the sets Ag(v) and Ap(v) be the set of copies of the vertex v in
these two trees, respectively.

Let Mg be the set of paths in T'o(u) that connect the root with the vertex set Ag(v). Similarly, for the
tree Tp(u) we define the set of paths Mp.

For each M € Mg we consider the weight weight 5 (M) which is as follows:

weighto(M) = [].cp/&1(e).

Similarly, for each M € Mp we consider the weight weight, (M) and the weights of the edges are
specified by &2.
First we focus on proving (38)). For this we use the following claim.

Claim 13.1. There is an injective map H : Mo — Mp such that for every M € Mo, we have that
weight (M) < weightp(H(M)). (94)

Proof. From Lemma [6.1] we have the following: Since Q C P, the tree To(u) is a subtree of Tp(u). We
construct the injective map H : Mg — Mp such that it maps every path M in the tree To(u) to the same
path in the tree T’»(u). The fact that H (-) is injective follows from that To(u) is a subtree of Tp (u).

As far as is concerned, recall that

weighto(M) = [[.cpré1(e) and weighto(H(M)) = HeeH(M)&(@)-

However, from the definition of H(-) we have that the set of edges in M is exactly the same as the set of
edges in H(M). Then, we get (94) by recalling that for any edge e that appears in both Tg(u), Tp(u) we
have that &1 (e) < &€2(e). The claim follows. O

Let S € Mp be such that S = Mp \ Mo, that is S contains every M € Mp such that there is no
M’ € Mg for which H(M') = M. Using the above claim, we have that

Wpe,(0,0) = 3 premp weight(M) = 3o e, weight(H(M)) + 3 es weight(M)
> D memg Welght(M) + 30y s weight (M) [from Claim [13.]]

> ZMEMQ weight(M) = Woe (w,v).

The inequality in the last line follows by noting that for every M € S we have that weight (M) > 0, i.e.,
since we have & € RE;B. The above proves that (38) is true.

As far as is concerned, let us first prove it by using the assumption that Vp = V. In this case, note
that the two matrices Wg ¢,, Wp ¢, are indexed by the same set of vertices, and hence, they are of the same
dimension. Furthermore, from the assumption that & € RF;% we have that Wp ¢, is non-negative matrix,
while implies that -

(Woe | < Wpe,,

where recall that for the matrices A, B,C € RV*V we let |A| denote the matrix having entries |A; ;.
while we defined B < C to mean that B; ; < C; ; for each ¢ and j.
Then, (39) follows from the above by using Lemma[4.4]
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We now proceed with (39) and assuming that |Vp| > |Vo|, and Wp ¢, is symmetric. Consider the matrix
WKQ&, this is the principle submatrix of Wp ¢, obtained by removing the rows and columns that correspond
to the vertices in Vp \ Vo.

Note, now, that W;/Q& and Wg ¢, are indexed by the same set of vertices. Additionally, we have that

[Woe | < W;,/ ng’ which, together with Lemma implies that

p(Wae,) <p (WX%Q) :

However, since we assumed that Wp ¢, is symmetric and W;;%Q is a principal submatrix of Wp ¢,, we also
have that

p (WXQ&) <p(Wpg,).

The above is a consequence of the well-known Cauchy’s interlacing theorem, e.g. see [17]. Combining the
two inequalities above it is immediate to get (39). The theorem follows. O

14. PROOF OF RESULTS FROM SECTION [§]

14.1. Proof of Theorem 8.3 We use Theorems and Corollary [8.7)to prove the theorem. Particu-
larly, using these results, we obtain the following:

For the walk-vector gyax-x = gmax-k (MAX-k, S°1/9) 5.5, ¢), where the V x V matrix S is defined
in (I7), we have that

[[Wp e

l5p, 100 < llaMaxklloc - 95)
Recall that the diagonal matrix Sp at the index of the matrix norm, is obtained from S by removing the
rows and columns that correspond to vertices outside Vp. In light of (93)), the theorem follows showing that

1 £
s s

iS00 pa)

According to Definition[8.4} for every r € V the entry gmax.x(r) satisfies

lamax-klloe <1 +c- (A5 - (pe) (96)

0 [=

auaxci(r) = 1+ oy x Sl e (8Y ey [Aie(w)] - S(w, w))

In order to study the above quantity, note that the walk-tree of interest is Tyax.x (7).

Let us recall the quantities in the above expression. The quantity d is the degree of the root of the walk-
tree Tyvax-k(r). Letting T; be the subtree that is induced by the i-th child of the root of T\ax.x(r) and its
decedents, A; o(w) is the set of copies of vertex w in the subtree 7 that are at distance ¢ from the root of Tj.

Using that S(w,w) = f;(w) for every w € V, we have that

® =

qMAX—k(r) =1+ (fl(i))% X Egzl Lf:_& (52 . Zwev ’AL[(’U))’ . fl(w)) . (97)

For ¢ > 1, for every x,w € V, let A; ; y(w) C A; o(w) be the set which contains all vertices u in Tj, copies
of w, such that the parent of w is in A; (,_1)(z).
Since we assumed that the graph G is simple, it is straightforward that for all w € V/, there are no two
copies of w in Tyaxx(r) that have the same parent. This implies that |A; (,_1)()| is equal to |A; ; ¢(w)
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for any w neighbour of = in G. Using this observation, we have that

D i) fi(w) =)0 (A e(w)] - £ (w)

weV weV zeV

= DD Wige(w)| - fi(w) (98)

zeV weV
=Y i@ Y fi(w),
xeV weV{w,z}eE

where in the second equation changed order of summation. Using the definition of f;, note that the last
summation is equal 0, (A)f1(z). Hence, we have that

Yoweyhie(w)| - fi(w) = Omax(AG) - X cvlbiv—1(2)| - f1(z) = pc - D cvlhie—1(2)] - fi(2).
For the last equality we use that ;. (Ag) = p(A). This equality is a standard application of the Perron-
Frobenius Theorem ﬂ Repeating the above ¢ times in total, we get that

> wev|Aie(w)] - fi(w) = (p)" - f1(ks),
where k; € V is such that the root of T; belongs in A(k;). Note that the above applies for £ > 1. For ¢ = 0,
it is immediate that - [A; o(w)] - f1 (w) = f1(k;).
Plugging the above into and rearranging, we get that

k—1 . £1 (k) 1
auaxk(r) =1+c- > (3-pa)s Y : (99)
=0 = \h()
Note that the vertices ki, . . ., kg are the neighbours of r in the graph G.

We need to bound the rightmost sum in the equation above. Recall that we have 0,.x(Ag) = p(Ag),
which implies that Zle f1(k;) = pg - f1(r). Using this observation, we get that

> (A0 < St < i<m)i = d'"* (pe)* (100)
fl(r) - zl,,..,zrdng}éo,pg): “i T4 d B PG -

=1 1= 1=

Zi 2i=PG
In the above series of inequalities, we use the following observations: Since we assumed that s > 1, it is

. 1,
elementary to show that for z1,...,z4 > 0, the function f(z1,...,24) = Z?Zl(zi) s is concave. In the
interval specified by the restrictions z1,...,24 € (0,pg) and ). z; = p¢, due to concavity, the function
f(z1,...,zq) attains its maximum when all z;’s are equal with each other, i.e., z; = ’%G, fori=1,...,d.

L

Plugging (T00) into (99) we get that
_1 1 _ L _1
avaxk(r) < 1+c-d75 - (pa)s - 420 (6 pa)s < 14 A5 (pg):

For the last inequality we use that d < A.
Noting that the above bound holds for any » € V, it is immediate to get (96)). The theorem follows. O

0 =
les

@

o (6 pc)

14.2. Proof of Theorem Let C = (DO%)_1 -Wpge - D°: . The theorem follows by showing that
> uevy [C(ru)| < q(r) Vr € Vp, (101)

1 . .
for the walk-vector g = q(P, D°5, s, d, ¢) specified in the statement of Theorem
Before showing that (10T)) is indeed true, let us show how we can use it to prove the theorem. From the
definition of the norm ||-|| 1 , it is immediate that

IWrellp 1 = 1€l = max{Y ey, |Clrw)l}. (102)

$Note that the assumption that GG is connected, implies that A ¢ is a non-negative, irreducible matrix.
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Recalling that q is a strictly positive vector, using (102) and (TI0T)) we conclude that
Wrellp,1 oo < maxq(r) = [lq]lo

It remains to show that (I0T)) is true. For r € Vp, consider the walk-tree 7' = T’p(r). Also, consider a path
M of length ¢ in T that emanates from the root, while let e1, eo, . . ., e, be the edges on this path. In order
to define Wp ¢, we specify that M has weight such that

. l
weight(M) = [[,_; &(e:),
where the weights £ are specified in the statement of Theorem [8.5]

We use a simple telescopic trick to write the weight of M slightly differently than what we have above,
i.e., involve the potential vector ~.

Claim 14.1. We have that
¢

weight(M) = H el 1

Proof. Since, for every e; € Ep, we have that «y(e;) > 0, it holds that

weight(M) = [T_; L (es) = (e S TTI, Lesle(ey).
The claim follows. [l

For any v € Vp and any integer ¢ > 0, let M(¢, u) be the set of paths of length ¢ in T" that connect the
root of the tree with a vertex v € A(u).
From the definition of Wp ¢, recall that

Wpe(r,u) = Z Z weight(M).

£>0 MeM(L,u)

Since C = (D)~ - Wpe- D°: and D° is diagonal, for any u € Vi we have that

Clrvu) = 258 Wig(ru) = 2500 505y g vetgnt(M). (103
For every integer £ > 0, we let
1
c = ﬁ 2 uevp ZMEM(Z,u) weight (M) - D% (u,u)|.

It is easy to see that C©) = 1. From the definition of C'*) and (T03), it is immediate that

> uevy [C(ru)| < 32050C O =1+ ZEZIC(E . (104)
Given some fixed £ > 1, form = 0, ..., ¢ consider the vertex z at distance m from the root of 7". Suppose
that d, is the number of children of z in 77, while let z1, zo, ..., x4, be these children. Recall that 7', is the

subtree that is induced by z and all its descendant in 7'
With respect to vertex z, we define the quantity 7, (¢ — m) as follows: For m = ¢, we have that

T0) = X uers, 1{z € A(w)} x D (u,u). (105)

For 0 < m < ¢, the quantity 7, (¢ — m) satisfies the following recursive relation:

J=(0—m) =~(e) T, Bl 7, (0 —m — 1),

J=1 ~(ej

where e, is the edge that connect z with its parent, Whlle ej is the edge that connects z with its child ;.
Note that since we assumed that z is at level m > 0 it has a parent, i.e., z is not the root of 7T'.
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Finally, for m = 0, i.e., z and the root of 7" are identical, we have that

To() = ot maxes cpemp, {7(er) - 5} 02 [, (- 1) (106)
Claim[I4.T]and an elementary induction imply that for any ¢ > 1, we have
c < 7.(0). (107)

Furthermore, the assumption that v € RE is a (s, §, ¢)-potential vector with respect to &€ and P, together
with (T06) imply that

To(D) € 5 Y Ty (0= 1), (108)
The same assumption about ~ implies that for any 0 < m < £ we have that
[T —m)]° <6 x 302 [Ty (0= m = 1)]°. (109)

Suppose that k; is the i-th child of the root, while the subtree T; includes vertex k; and all of its decedents.
Then, from (T09) and (103) it is elementary to get the that
S

[T (0 =D < (07 % Sy i (w)]- [ D ()]

where, recall that, 4; .1 (u) is the set of copies of vertex u in the subtree 7T; that are at distance ¢ — 1 from
the root of 7;. Plugging the above into (I08) yields

To0) < ot s S (07 Ser i (] [P )] )

D% (ryr)
Combining the above with (I07) and (104)) we get that

S ICE ) £ 14— T (7 ey e ()] - (D (w0) )

® =

@ =

o1
uEVp D= (rr)
C dz f Ol s %
=14 =5 Y (8 Ty i)l - (D7 () )
D°s (r,r) = P
where, in the last equality we change variable. From the above and the definition of walk-vector g =

q(P, D°:,s,6, ¢), it is immediate that (I0T)) is true. The theorem follows. O

14.3. Proof of Theorem Note that follows immediately from (46) since, by definition, both gs
and gp have positive entries. The rest of the proof focuses on proving (46).

Firstly, we note for any r € Vs C Vp, we have that that T's(r) is a subtree of Tp(r). This follows from
Lemma

Suppose that the root of T's(r) has degree ds, while let T's ; be the subtree that is induced by the i-th child
of the root of T's(r) and its descendants. Also, for £ > 0 and any vertex v € Vs, let As ; ¢(v) be the set of
copies of vertex v in the subtree T's ; which is at distance ¢ from the root of T’s ;.

Following the definition of walk-vector, i.e., Definition [8.4} we have that

1

as(r) = 1+ By % S0 Yo (0 Suers sie(w)] - (Dw,w))*) " (110)

Suppose that the root of T'p(r) has degree dp. In the same way as above, we define the subtrees T’p ; and
the set of copies Ap ; ¢(v) for every i € [dp] and £ > 0. We also have that

W =

ar(r) = 1+ Bty X S0 Yo (0 Sevn pice(w)] - (Dlw,w))?) . 1

Note that, since §, D(w,w) > 0, the summands in both (I10) and (TTT) are non-negative quantities.
The theorem follows by observing that ds < dp, Vs C Vp and |As; ¢(w)| < |Ap i ¢(w)|, forany w € Vs,
i € [ds] and ¢ > 0. This is due to the fact that T's(r) is a subtree of T’»(r). The theorem follows. O
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APPENDIX A. BASICS IN ALGEBRA

A.1. Matrix and Vector Norms. For what follows, we let N, M be positive integers. Furthermore, we
denote with R the set of real numbers, while C is the set of complex numbers.
For p > 1, the p-norm of the vector x € C”, denoted as ||x|| p» 1s defined such that

\|x||p = (Zfil |Xi|p> 1/p‘

A matrix norms is a function ||-|| from the set of all complex matrices (of all finite orders) into R that satisfies
the following properties:

P.1: ||A|| > 0, while ||[A||=0< A =0.

P2: ||aA|| = |af||A]|, for any scalar .

P3: ||A + BJ|| < ||A]| + ||B||, for matrices of the same size.

P4: ||AB|| < ||A]|| - ||B]|, for all conformable matrices.

For each norm ||-|| on R”, where € { N, M} there is a matrix norm that is “induced” by ||-|| on RV*M by
setting
HAHZ‘TH‘?XHAXH for A € RV*M and x € RM.
x||=1

It is standard that [|A||_ corresponds to the maximum absolute row sum in A, while ||A||, corresponds to
the maximum absolute column sum, i.e.,

[|Allo = max{>_; [Aq [} and |All, = mJaX{Zi [Aijl}-

A.2. Perron-Frobenius Theorem. Let the matrix M € RV*¥ be non-negative. That is, every entry
M; ; > 0. We say that M is irreducible if and only if (I + M )N=1 s a positive matrix, i.e., all its entries
are positive numbers.

We can associate M with the directed graph G s on the vertex set [IV], while the edge (i, j) is in Gy iff
M; ; > 0. Then, M is irreducible, if the resulting graph G'pz is strongly connected.

In this work, it is common to use the so-called Perron-Frobenius Theorem. For the sake of keeping this
paper self-contained, we state this theorem below.

Theorem A.1 (Perron-Frobenius Theorem). Let A € RN*N be irreducible and non-negative matrix and
suppose that N > 2. Then,

(1) p(A) >0
(2) p(A) is an algebraically simple eigenvalue of A
(3) there is a unique real vector x = (X1,...,Xy) such that A -x = p(A)x and x1 + ---xy = 1,

while x; > 0 forall j € N
(4) there is a unique real vectory = (y1,...,yn) suchthaty’ A = p(A)y" and x1y1+- - - XNyN =
1, while y; > 0 forall j € N.

APPENDIX B. BASIC PROPORTIES OF WNg_k 4

Consider the graph G = (V, ). For integer £ > 1 and ( € R>q, consider the walk matrix Wyxg_, 4>
where @ € REEN(;” is such that 1(e) = (, for all e € Enp.;. That is, Wxg-x, is induced by all the non-

backpacking walks in G which are of length < k, while for every walk-tree Tnp.x(7) every edge e has
weight 9 (e) = (. Recall from Lemmal6.3|that we have

Wi kg =T+ K- (L4 ¢ HE) - C, (112)
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where H is the non-backtracking matrix of GG, while K, C are V' x ﬁ and E x V matrices, respectively,
such that for any v € V and for any (z, 2) € E we have

K(v, (z,2)) = 1{z = v} and C((z,2),v) =1{z = v}
In what follows, we present we show that Wig.j, y is symmetric.
Lemma B.1. For any k > 0 and any ( > 0, the matrix Wyp.j, o, is symmetric.

Proof. From the definition of Wxg.1 4 in (112)), we note that, since the identity matrix I is symmetric, the
lemma follows by showing that for any ¢ > 0 the matrix

X =K-H-C,

is symmetric. Note that X is a V' x V matrix.
Elementary calculations, imply that for any w, w € V/, different with each other, we have that

l
X(u,w) =2 sev 2yev Hiuz), )
From the PT invariance of H, i.e., (T8)), we get the following:
{ l
X(u,w) =202y H s ) = 222 2y Hwy) ey = X (w5 0).

It is in the second equality that we use the PT invariance of (Hq ).
The above implies that X is a symmetric matrix. The lemma follows. O

APPENDIX C. RESULTS FOR UNBOUNDED SPECTRAL RADIUS

In this section we present results which are analogous to Theorems [2.1] and [2.2] for graphs whose adja-
cency matrix A has unbounded spectral radius, i.e., p(A¢g) grows with the size of the graph n. We start
with the Ising model.

Theorem C.1. Forany 6 € (0,1) and for pc > 1, consider the graph G = (V, E) whose adjacency matrix
A has spectral radius pg. Also, let ug be the Ising model on G with zero external field and parameter
/3 € Mlsing(va 5)

If pG is unbounded, there is a constant C = C(0) such that the mixing time of the Glauber dynamics on
e is at most Cnlts.

Note that there is a discrepancy between the two mixing times we get from Theorems and This
has to do with how we use spectral independence, i.e., once this has been established, to bound the mixing
time of Glauber dynamics. In that respect, we make a direct use of results from [J5, 6] and hence, the
discrepancy comes from the fact that these two papers derive different bounds on the mixing time. In the
related literature there is also the work in [[7] which can be considered for the unbounded case. However,
it seems that the result in [[7] requires from the Gibbs distribution to satisfy a strong condition called Gibbs
uniqueness. The range of the parameters we consider for the Gibbs distribution in Theorems and 2.1]is
beyond this region.

Theorem improves on results in [[16] for the Ising model by allowing a wider rage for 5. For pg =
w(1), the range of /3 is wider than that in [[16] but the increase is with regard to smaller order terms. Note
that the mixing time there is O(nlogn).

Proof of Theorem|C.1] The proof of Theorem [C.I]is almost identical to that of Theorem Specifically,
using Lemma [9.1] and Theorem [5.2]in the same way as in the proof of Theorem [2.1] we get the following:
forACVandTte {il}A, the pairwise influence matrix IA’T, induced by u, satisfies that

p(ZET) <67 (113)

The theorem follows as a corollary from (TT3)), Theorem §.3]and (TT). O
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We proceed with the Hard-core model on a graph with unbounded spectral radius. We prove the following
result.

Theorem C.2. Forany e € (0,1), A > 2 and pg > 2, consider the graph G = (V, E) of maxim degree
A, whose adjacency matrix Ag has spectral radius pg. Also, let ug be the Hard-core model on G with
fugacity X < (1 — €)Ac(pc).

If pc is unbounded, there are constants C = C(e) and C' = C'(€) such that the mixing time of the

Glauber dynamics on ug is at most Cn*t¢'VAalre,

Note that the above result implies a polynomial bound for the mixing time only for the case where the
ratio \/ A/ p¢ is bounded.

The above improves on [[16] by allowing a wider rage for A. The improvement is the same as in the
bounded case, i.e., get an extra factor e. Note, though, the extra condition that the ratio of maximum degree
A over pg(Ag) must be bounded.

Proof of Theorem|[C.2] The proof of Theorem [C.2]is almost identical to that of Theorem [2.2] Specifically,
using Theorem [10.1] we get the following: There is a constant z > 0 which depend on € such that for any
A CVandr € {+1}* we have that

o (TA7) <146 (8/pa) 227

The theorem follows from the above inequality, Theorem [4.3]and (TT). O

APPENDIX D. RAPID MIXING BOUND FOR GENERAL GIBBS DISTRIBUTIONS

Note that Theorems [5.2]and [5.5]do not provide bounds for the spectral radius of the influence matrix only
for the Ising model and the Hard-core model. They are general results and apply to any Gibbs distribution on
G. In that respect, it might be interesting to write the corresponding bounds we get from these two theorems
on the mixing time of Glauber dynamics on a general two-spin Gibbs distribution.

Consider a graph G = (V, E) and assume that p(A¢) is bounded. Recall that this assumption implies
that the maximum degree A is also bounded.

For what follows, we need to introduce few useful concepts from [6]. For S C V, let the Hamming
graph Hg be the graph whose vertices correspond to the configurations {1}, while two configurations
are adjacent iff they differ at the assignment of a single vertex, i.e., their Hamming distance is one. Similarly,
any subset 29 C {#1}% is considered to be connected if the subgraph induced by (2 is connected.

A distribution 1 over {£1}"" is considered to be totally connected if for every nonempty A C V and
every boundary condition 7 at /A the set of configurations in the support of u(- | A, 7) is connected.

We need to remark here that all Gibbs distribution with soft-constraints such as the Ising model are
totally connected in a trivial way. The same holds for the Hard-core model and this follows with standard
arguments.

Definition D.1. For some number b > 0, we say that a distribution 1 over {1}V is b-marginally bounded
if for every A C 'V and any configuration T at A we have the following: for any V' \ A and for any x € {1}
which is in the support of (- | A, T), we have that

pru( | A,7) 2 0.

The following result is a part of Theorem 1.9 from [6] (arxiv version). This is one of the results in the
literature that improves on Theorem 4.2]

Theorem D.2 ([6]]). Let the integer A > 3 and b,n € R~. Consider G = (V, E) a graph with n vertices

and maximum degree A. Also, let i be a totally connected Gibbs distribution on {£1}V.
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If p is both b-marginally bounded and n-spectrally independent, then there are constants C1,Cy > 0
such the Glauber dynamics for | exhibits mixing time
Tmix < (b)
We combine Theorems|[5.2]and[5.5|with the above to get the following rapid mixing results for the Glauber
dynamics on ageneral Gibbs distributions on G' with bounded p(A).

x Cy (nlogn).

Theorem D.3 (d-contraction). Let the integer A > 3, bye € (0,1], pc > 1 and 3,7, A € R such that
0<B8<yvy>0and X > 0.

Consider G = (V, E) a graph with n vertices and maximum degree at most A, while A is of spectral
radius pg. Also, let | be a totally connected Gibbs distribution on {:tl}v specified by the parameters 3,y
and X as in (1).

Setting § = %, suppose that (i is b-marginally bounded while the set of functions {Hd}de[ 4] specified
with respect to (3,7, \) exhibits d-contraction.

There are constants C,Co > 0 such the Glauber dynamics on i exhibits mixing time Ty,ix such that

Ch (E%—&-l)
Thix = (?) ' x Cy (nlogn).

Theorem [D.3)is straightforward from Theorems and For this reason, we omit its proof.

Theorem D.4 ((s, 0, ¢)-potential function). Let the integer A > 3, be € (0,1], ¢ > 0, p¢ > 1 and
B,v, A€ Rsuchthat0 < g <~,v>0and A > 0.

Consider G = (V, E) a graph with n vertices and maximum degree at most A, while A is of spectral
radius pg. Also, let i be a totally connected Gibbs distribution on {41}V specified by the parameters 3,
and X as in ().

Setting 6 = and c = p%, suppose that i is b-marginally bounded, while there is a (s, 0, c)-potential
Sfunction U with respect to (3,7, A).

There is a constant C' > 0 such the Glauber dynamics on i exhibits mixing time T1yix such that

C(4+1
Thix = <?) (b2 ) X (nlogn),

where g =1+ ¢+ (1= (1= ¢)*) "L (A/pa)' .
Theorem [D.4]is straightforward from Theorems [D.2]and[5.5] For this reason, we omit its proof.
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