
ar
X

iv
:m

at
h/

05
02

09
9v

1 
 [

m
at

h.
ST

] 
 6

 F
eb

 2
00

5

TechnicalReportNo.0411,Departm entofStatistics,University ofToronto

Taking B igger M etropolis Steps by D ragging Fast Variables

Radford M .Neal

Departm entofStatisticsand Departm entofCom puterScience
University ofToronto,Toronto,O ntario,Canada

http://www.cs.utoronto.ca/� radford/

radford@stat.utoronto.ca

26 O ctober2004 (som e typos� xed 6 February 2005)

A bstract. I show how M arkov chain sam pling with the M etropolis-Hastings algorithm can be
m odi� ed so asto takebiggerstepswhen thedistribution being sam pled from hasthecharacteristic
thatitsdensity can bequickly recom puted foranew pointifthispointdi� ersfrom apreviouspoint
only with respectto a subsetof\fast" variables.Ishow em pirically thatwhen using thism ethod,
thee� ciency ofsam pling fortherem aining \slow" variablescan approach whatwould bepossible
using M etropolisupdatesbased on them arginaldistribution forthe slow variables.

1 Introduction

Supposewewish tosam plefrom adistribution �(x;y)/ exp(� E (x;y)),whereE isagiven \energy"
function,by sim ulating a M arkov chain with � asitsequilibrium distribution.Let’ssupposethat
x is a \slow" variable and y is a \fast" variable,so that once E (x;y) has been com puted (and
interm ediatequantitiescached),wecan com puteE (x;y0)m uch fasterthan wecan com puteE (x0;y0)
forsom e x0forwhich we haven’tpreviously calculated E .

Iwasled to considerthisproblem because itariseswith Bayesian m odelsthatattem ptto infer
cosm ological param eters from data on the cosm ic m icrowave background radiation (Lewis and
Bridle2002),forwhich recom putation afterchanging only fastvariablescan bearound a thousand
tim esfasterthan recom putation afterchanging a slow variable.Sim ilarly largedi� erencesbetween
fastand slow variablescan arisewith G aussian processclassi� cation m odels(Neal1999),in which
updatingthelatentvariablesisfast,whileupdatingtheparam etersofthecovariancem atrix isslow,
sincethenew covariance m atrix m ustthen beinverted.Com putationally equivalentproblem salso
arisein geostatistics(Diggle,Tawn,and M oyeed 1998),and forwhatarecalled \generalized linear
m ixed e� ects m odels". M any other statisticalproblem s also have som e variables that are faster
than others,though notalwaysby such a large factor.

Ideally,wewould like to do M etropolis-Hastingsupdatesforx (M etropolis,etal1953;Hastings
1970),usingsom eproposaldistribution,S(x�jx),and acceptingorrejectingx� based on itsm arginal
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distribution,�(x).Theacceptance probability forsuch a proposalwould be

a(x;x�) = m in

�

1;
S(xjx�)�(x�)

S(x�jx)�(x)

�

(1)

Suppose,however,that we can’t feasibly com pute the m arginaldistribution,�(x),so that this
approach isnotpossible.Instead wewillhaveto useaM etropolis-Hastingsalgorithm thatoperates
on thejointdistribution forx and y.Ifwe could sam pledirectly from theconditionaldistribution
for y,�(yjx),we could generate x� from S(x�jx) and then y� from �(y�jx�),and the resulting
acceptanceprobability for(x�;y�)would bethesam e(dueto cancellation)asthataboveusing the
m arginaldistribution forx.However,let’sassum ethatsam pling from �(yjx)isalso infeasible.W e
m ighthope to approxim ate �(yjx)by som e transition distribution T(y�jy;x)thatwe can sam ple
from .To use thisapproxim ation in a M etropolis-Hasting proposal,however,we would need to be
ableto com putetheprobability ofproposing y�,which willlikely beim possibleifwehaveto resort
to iterative m ethods(eg,M arkov chain sim ulation)in orderto obtain a good approxim ation.

Thispaperdescribesa way in which theseproblem scan bebypassed when recom puting E (x;y)
afterchanging only the \fast’variable y ism uch quickerthan recom puting E (x;y)afterchanging
x. In this m ethod,changes to x are m ade in conjunction with changes to y that are found by
\dragging" y with the help ofinterm ediate transitions that involve only fast re-com putations of
E . In the lim itasthe num berofsuch interm ediate transitionsincreases,Ishow em pirically (but
haven’t proved) thatthe m ethod is equivalent to using the m arginaldistribution ofx. Since the
interm ediate transitions involve only fast com putations, we hope to be able to do quite a few
interm ediate transitions,and getclose to the e� ectofusing the m arginalprobabilitiesforx.

The m ethod can be seen as a generalization of\tem pered transitions" (Neal1996),and could
be expressed in greatergenerality than Ihave done here,whereIconcentrate on the contextwith
fast and slow variables. To begin,I’lldescribe the m ethod when there is only one interm ediate
transition,since this is easier to work with,butIexpect that one would use m any interm ediate
transitionsin practice,asdescribed later.

2 T he m ethod w ith one interm ediate transition

Ifthe current state is (x;y),we start by generating a proposed new value x� according to the
probabilities S(x�jx). W e then de� ne a distribution, �, over values for y that is interm ediate
between �(yjx)and �(yjx�),asfollows:

�(y;x;x�) / exp(� (E (x;y)+ E (x�;y))=2) (2)

Here,thedependenceof� on x and x� hasbeen m adeexplicit,butnotethatthisisa distribution
overy only,notx and y jointly. W e choose som e transition probabilities,T,forupdating y so as
to leave � invariant. These probabilities m ust ofcourse depend on x and x�. W e write them as
T(y0jy;x;x�).W e requirethatthey satisfy detailed balance,so thatforallx,x�,y,and y0,

�(y;x;x�)T(y0jy;x;x�) = �(y0;x;x�)T(yjy0;x;x�) (3)

W e also requirethatT depend sym m etrically on thetwo x values| forallx,x�,y and y0:

T(y0jy;x;x�) = T(y0jy;x�;x) (4)
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T m ight,forexam ple,bea M etropolis-Hastingsupdate,ora seriesofsuch updates.W eapply this
transition once,to sam plea valuey� from T(y�jy;x;x�).W ethen accept(x�;y�)asthenextstate
with probability a(x;y;x�;y�),de� ned asfollows:

a(x;y;x�;y�) = m in

�

1;
S(xjx�)�(x�;y�)�(y;x;x�)

S(x�jx)�(x;y)�(y�;x;x�)

�

(5)

= m in

�

1;
S(xjx�)exp(� E (x�;y�))exp(� (E (x;y)+ E (x�;y))=2)

S(x�jx)exp(� E (x;y))exp(� (E (x;y�)+ E (x�;y�))=2)

�

(6)

= m in

�

1;
S(xjx�)

S(x�jx)
exp

�
E (x;y)+ E (x;y�)

2
�

E (x�;y)+ E (x�;y�)

2

��

(7)

Ifwe don’taccept,the nextstate isthe currentstate,(x;y).

Although thisexpression fora(x;y;x�;y�)hasfouroccurrencesofE (� ;� ),only two slow evalua-
tionsare needed. In fact,only one slow evaluation isneeded ifwe assum e thatan evaluation was
donepreviously forthecurrentstate,when itwasproposed.Note also thatwewould often choose
a sym m etricproposaldistribution forx,so thatS(x�jx)=S(xjx�) = 1.

Toshow thatthisisa valid update,Iwillprovethatitsatis� esdetailed balance.Theprobability
ofm oving from (x;y)to a di� erentstate (x�;y�)when in equilibrium is

�(x;y)S(x�jx)T(y�jy;x;x�)m in

�

1;
S(xjx�)�(x�;y�)�(y;x;x�)

S(x�jx)�(x;y)�(y�;x;x�)

�

= m in

�

S(x�jx)�(x;y)T(y�jy;x;x�);
S(xjx�)�(x�;y�)�(y;x;x�)T(y�jy;x;x�)

�(y�;x;x�)

�

(8)

= m in
h

S(x�jx)�(x;y)T(y�jy;x;x�); S(xjx�)�(x�;y�)T(yjy�;x;x�)
i

(9)

= m in
h

S(x�jx)�(x;y)T(y�jy;x;x�); S(xjx�)�(x�;y�)T(yjy�;x�;x)
i

(10)

Here,thedetailed balancecondition (3)and sym m etry condition (4)havebeen used.Exam ination
ofthe above shows that swapping (x;y) and (x�;y�) leaves it unchanged,showing the detailed
balance holds.

Iwould expectthism ethod to work betterthan the sim ple m ethod ofjustproposing to change
from x to x� whilekeeping y unchanged.Thelatterm ethod willwork wellonly iftheold y isoften
suitable forthe new x� | ie,ifthe old y istypicalof�(yjx�). Thiswilloften be true only ifthe
changefrom x to x� issm all.Thenew m ethod changesy to a y� thatisdrawn approxim ately (ifT
workswell)from a distribution thatishalfway between �(yjx)and �(yjx�).Such a y� should have
a betterchance ofbeing suitable forx�,allowing the change from x to x� to be greaterwhile still
m aintaining a good acceptance probability.Ifweproposean x� thatisa really big changefrom x,
however,even a y� thatcom esfrom a distribution halfway to �(yjx�)m ay notbegood enough.

3 T he m ethod w ith m any interm ediate transitions

W ecan try to takebiggerstepsin x by \dragging" y through a seriesofinterm ediatedistributions
interpolating between �(yjx) and �(yjx�). G iven som e integer n > 1, we de� ne the following
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distributions,fori= 0;:::;n:

�i(y;x;x
�) / exp(� ((1� i=n)E (x;y) + (i=n)E (x�;y))) (11)

Notice that�0(y;x;x�)= �(yjx)and �n(y;x;x�)= �(yjx�). W hen n = 2,�1 isthe sam e asthe �
de� ned above in (2).Finally,note that�i(y;x;x�)= �n�i(y;x�;x).

Foreach �i,we need to choose transition probabilities,Ti,which m ay depend on x and x�.W e
requirethatthey satisfy detailed balance,so thatforallx,x�,y,and y0,

�i(y;x;x
�)Ti(y

0jy;x;x�) = �i(y
0;x;x�)Ti(yjy

0;x;x�) (12)

W e also requireofeach opposite pairoftransitions,Ti and Tn�i,thatforallx,x�,y and y0,

Ti(y
0jy;x;x�) = Tn�i(y

0jy;x�;x) (13)

Theseconditionswillbesatis� ed iftheTi arestandard M etropolisupdateswith respectto the�i,
with Ti and Tn�i using thesam e proposaldistribution.

The update procedure using n � 1 interm ediate distributionsisasfollows. Ifthe currentstate
isx,we � rstpropose a new x� according to the probabilities S(x�jx). W e then generate a series
ofvalues y1;:::;yn�1 ,with yi being drawn according to the probabilities Ti(yijyi�1 ;x;x�). Let
y� = yn�1 ,and de� ne y0 = y. W e accept (x�;y�)asthe new state ofthe M arkov chain with the
following probability:

a(x;y;x�;y�;y1;:::;yn�2 ) = m in

"

1;
S(xjx�)�(x�;y�)

S(x�jx)�(x;y)

n�1Y

i= 1

�i(yi�1 ;x;x�)

�i(yi;x;x�)

#

(14)

= m in

"

1;
S(xjx�)

S(x�jx)
exp

 

1

n

n�1X

i= 0

E (x;yi) �
1

n

n�1X

i= 0

E (x�;yi)

! #

(15)

To show thatthisisa valid update,Iwillshow thatthe probability in equilibrium ofthe chain
m oving from (x;y)to a di� erentstate (x�;y�)while generating interm ediate statesy1;:::;yn�2 is
equalto the probability ofthe chain m oving from (x�;y�)to (x;y)while generating interm ediate
statesyn�2 ;:::;y1.Detailed balance then followsby sum m ing overpossible sequencesofinterm e-
diate states.Theprobability ofm oving from (x;y)to (x�;y�)via y1;:::;yn�2 can bewritten as

�(x;y)S(x�jx)

"
n�1Y

i= 1

Ti(yijyi�1 ;x;x
�)

#

a(x;y;x�;y�;y1;:::;yn�2 )

= m in

"

S(x�jx)�(x;y)
n�1Y

i= 1

Ti(yijyi�1 ;x;x
�);

S(xjx�)�(x�;y�)
n�1Y

i= 1

�i(yi�1 ;x;x�)Ti(yijyi�1 ;x;x�)

�i(yi;x;x�)

#

(16)

= m in

"

S(x�jx)�(x;y)
n�1Y

i= 1

Ti(yijyi�1 ;x;x
�); S(xjx�)�(x�;y�)

n�1Y

i= 1

Ti(yi�1 jyi;x;x
�)

#

(17)

= m in

"

S(x�jx)�(x;y)
n�1Y

i= 1

Ti(yijyi�1 ;x;x
�); S(xjx�)�(x�;y�)

n�1Y

i= 1

Tn�i(yi�1 jyi;x
�
;x)

#

(18)
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Figure 1:A sam pleof1000 pointsfrom the� rsttestdistribution.

Ifweswap x and x�,y and y�,and yiand yn�i�1 ,reversetheorderofthetwo products,and swap
theargum entsofm in,weseethatthisexpression isunchanged,showing thatthereversetransition
from (x�;y�)to (x;y)via yn�2 ;:::;y1 isequally likely.

4 Tests on sim ple distributions

I � rst tested the dragging m ethod on a sim ple distribution in which x and y are both one-
dim ensional,with �(x;y)de� ned by thefollowing energy function:

E (x;y) = x
2 + 50(1+ x

2)2(y� sin(x))2 (19)

Exam ination ofthisshows thatthe conditionaldistribution fory given x is G aussian with m ean
sin(x)and standard deviation 0:1=(1+ x2).From this,onecan deducethatthem arginaldistribution
forx can be obtained with an energy function ofx2 + log(1+ x2). For thistest problem ,we can
therefore com pare perform ance using dragging transitionsto the \ideal" perform ance when doing
M etropolisupdatesbased on thism arginaldistribution.Figure1showsasam pleofpointsobtained
in thisway,with y values� lled in random ly from theirconditionaldistribution given x.

Forpurposesofthistest,we can pretend thatcom puting sin(x)ism uch slowerthan any ofthe
othercom putationsinvolved in evaluating E (x;y),orin them echanicsofperform ingM arkov chain
updates.Thiswillm ake x a \slow" variable,whereasy willbe a \fast" variable.W e also pretend
thatwedon’tknow thatx and y arepositively correlated.Thism im icssituationsin which weare
� rstexploring the distribution,orin which therelationship between x and y isnon-m onotonic,so
thatno lineartransform ation ishelpful.

Figure2showsthee� ciency ofsix sam plingm ethodsapplied tothisdistribution,asm easured by
theautocorrelationsforx atlagsup to 30.Allthem ethodsarebased on theM etropolisalgorithm
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with G aussian proposalscentred on the currentstate. In allcases,the standard deviation ofthe
G aussian proposalswasadjusted to be approxim ately optim al. Allthe m ethodsrequire only one
slow com putation ofsin(x)foreach iteration (forthe M arginalM etropolism ethod,thiswould be
needed only when � lling in y valuesto go with thex values).

In theJointM etropolism ethod,theproposalschangex and y sim ultaneously and independently,
with the standard deviations foreach being 0.5. The rejection rate forthese proposalswas 87% .
In the Single-variable M etropolism ethod,two M etropolisupdatesaredoneeach iteration,onefor
x only,the other for y only. The standard deviations for these proposals were both 0.25. The
rejection rateswere59% forx and 64% fory.FortheM arginalM etropolism ethod,wherethestate
consists ofx alone,the proposalshad standard deviation of1.0,and the rejection rate was 47% .
Clearly,theM arginalM etropolism ethod perform sm uch betterthan theothertwo,though in real
problem sitwould typically beinfeasible.

The rem aining plotsshow the autocorrelationswhen sam pling using updatesthatdrag y while
changing x,with 20,100,and 500 interm ediate distributions. For allthree plots,the proposal
distribution for x had standard deviation 1.0,while the proposaldistributions for y during the
interm ediate transitions had standard deviation 0.2. The rejection rate for the \inner" updates
ofy was around 60% for allthree runs. The rejection rates for the \outer" updates ofx were
76% ,63% ,and 52% for20,100,and 500 interm ediate distributions. Both the rejection rate and
theautocorrelationsseem to beapproaching the\ideal" valuesseen with theM arginalM etropolis
m ethod. Provided that recom puting E (x;y) after changing y is around a thousand tim es faster
than recom puting it after changing x,updatesfor x using dragging transitions willbe alm ost as
good asupdatesbased on them arginaldistribution ofx.

To seehow sensitivetheseresultsareto thedim ensionality ofthefastparam eter,Idid a second
testintroducing anotherfastparam eter,z.Theenergy function used was

E (x;y) = x
2 + 50(1+ x

2)2(y� sin(x))2 + 12:5(z� y)2 (20)

Thisproducesm arginaldistributionsfor(x;y)and forx thatare thesam e asforthe� rsttest.

Figure3 showsthee� ciency ofthesix sam pling m ethodsapplied to thisdistribution.Thesam e
proposalstandard deviations were used as in the � rst test,except that for the Joint M etropolis
updates,thestandard deviationswere0.3,producing a rejection rateof85% .Thedragging transi-
tionswere doneusing JointM etropolisupdatesfory and z astheinnertransitions,with proposal
standard deviationsof0.2.

Ascan be seen,allm ethodsperform lesswellwith the extra variable,except forthe M arginal
M etropolism ethod,which isthesam easin the� rsttest.Thedragging transitionsarelessa� ected,
however.Theautocorrelation tim e(oneplustwicethesum oftheautocorrelationsatalllags)when
using 500 interm ediate distributionsincreased from approxim ately 7.4 to approxim ately 9.3 with
theaddition ofz.In contrast,the autocorrelation tim e fortheJointM etropolisupdatesincreased
from approxim ately 75 to approxim ately 205,and thatforthe Single-variable M etropolisupdates
wentfrom approxim ately 230 to approxim ately 365.

Theprogram s(written in R)used forthesetestsareavailable from m y web page.
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Figure2:Estim ated autocorrelationsforx atlagsup to 30when sam plingforthe� rsttestproblem
using six m ethods.
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Figure 3: Estim ated autocorrelations for x at lags up to 30 when sam pling for the second test
problem using six m ethods.

8



A cknow ledgem ents

I thank Antony Lewis and Sarah Bridle for introducing m e to the CM B application,and them
along with David M acK ay forcom m ents on the m anuscript. Thisresearch wassupported by the
NaturalSciencesand Engineering Research Councilon Canada. Ihold a Canada Research Chair
in Statisticsand M achine Learning.

R eferences

Diggle,P.J.,Tawn,J.A.,and M oyeed,R.A.(1998)\M odel-based geostatistics",Applied Statistics,
vol.47,pp.299-350.

Hastings,W .K .(1970) \M onte Carlo sam pling m ethodsusing M arkov chains and their applica-
tions",Biom etrika,vol.57,pp.97-109.

Lewis,A.and Bridle,S.(2002) \Cosm ologicalparam eters from CM B and other data: a M onte-
Carlo approach",http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0205436.

M etropolis,N.,Rosenbluth,A.W .,Rosenbluth,M .N.,Teller,A.H.,and Teller,E.(1953)\Equa-
tion ofstate calculations by fast com puting m achines",JournalofChem icalPhysics,vol.21,
pp.1087-1092.

Neal,R.M .(1996)\Sam plingfrom m ultim odaldistributionsusingtem pered transitions",Statistics
and Com puting,vol.6,pp.353-366.

Neal,R.M .(1999)\Regression and classi� cation using G aussian processpriors" (with discussion),
in J.M .Bernardo,etal(editors)Bayesian Statistics 6,O xford University Press,pp.475-501.

9


	Introduction
	The method with one intermediate transition
	The method with many intermediate transitions
	Tests on simple distributions

