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A bstract. I show how M arkov chain sam pling w ith the M etropolisH astings algorithm can be
modi ed so asto take bigger stepswhen the distribbution being sam pled from has the characteristic
that its densiy can be quickly recom puted fora new point ifthispointdi ers from a previouspoint
only with respect to a subset of \fast" variables. I show em pirically that when using thism ethod,
the e ciency of sam pling for the ram aining \slow " variables can approach what would be possible
using M etropolis updates based on the m arginal distrdbbution for the slow variables.

1 Introduction

Supposewew ish to sam ple from a distribution (x;y) / exp( E K;y)),whereE isagiven \energy"
function, by simulating a M arkov chain wih as its equilbbrium distribution. Let's suppose that
x is a \slow" variable and y is a \fast" variabl, so that once E (x;y) has been com puted (and
Interm ediate quantities cached), we can com pute E (X;YO) m uch fasterthan we can com pute E (xo;yo)
for som e x° or which we haven'’t previously calculated E .

Iwas kd to consider this problem because it arises w th Bayesian m odels that attem pt to infer
coam ological param eters from data on the coam ic m icrow ave background radiation Lew is and
B ridle 2002), for which recom putation after changing only fast variables can be around a thousand
tin es faster than recom putation after changing a slow variable. Sim ilarly lJarge di erences between
fast and slow variables can arise w ith G aussian process classi cation m odels N eall1999), in which
updating the latent variables is fast, w hile updating the param eters of the covariance m atrix is slow ,
since the new covariance m atrix m ust then be inverted. C om putationally equivalent problam s also
arise In geostatistics O iggle, Tawn, and M oyeed 1998), and for what are called \generalized linear
m ixed e ects models". M any other statistical problem s also have som e variables that are faster
than others, though not always by such a large factor.

Ideally, we would like to do M etropolisH astings updates for x M etropolis, et al 1953; H astings
1970), using som e proposaldistribution, S x k), and accepting or reecting x based on itsm arginal
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distrbution, (x). The acogptance probability for such a proposalwould be

atix) = min 1; o) &) @
S& k) &)

Suppose, however, that we can’t feasbly com pute the m arginal distribution, ), so that this
approach isnot possible. Instead we w illhave to use a M etropolisH astings algorithm that operates
on the pint distribution for x and y. If we could sam ple directly from the conditional distribution
fory, (Xk), we could generate x from S (x k) and then y from (v ¥k ), and the resulting
acosptance probability for X ;y ) would be the sam e (due to cancellation) as that above using the
m arginal distrbution for x. H owever, kt’s assum e that sam pling from  (yX) isalso infeasble. W e
m ight hope to approxim ate (y k) by som e transition distrbbution T (y j;x) that we can sam ple
from . To use this approxin ation In a M etropolisH asting proposal, however, we would need to be
able to com pute the probability of proposing y , which w ill likely be in possible ifwe have to resort
to iterative m ethods (eg, M arkov chain sinulation) in order to obtain a good approxin ation.

T his paper describes a way in which these problem s can be bypassed when recom puting E (X;y)
after changing only the \fast’ varabl y is m uch quicker than recom puting E (x;y) after changing
x. In this m ethod, changes to x are m ade In conjinction with changes to y that are found by
\draggihg" y w ith the help of intemm ediate transitions that involve only fast re-com putations of
E . In the lin i as the num ber of such intem ediate transitions increases, I show eam pirically (out
haven’t proved) that the m ethod is equivalent to using the m argihal distrdbution of x. Since the
Intermm ediate transitions Involve only fast com putations, we hope to be ablk to do quie a few
Intermm ediate transitions, and get close to the e ect of using the m arginal probabilities for x.

The m ethod can be seen as a generalization of \tem pered transitions" Neal 1996), and could
be expressed In greater generality than I have done here, where I concentrate on the context w ith
fast and slow variables. To begin, I'll descrbe the m ethod when there is only one interm ediate
transition, since this is easier to work w ith, but I expect that one would use m any Interm ediate
transitions in practice, as described later.

2 Them ethod w ith one interm ediate transition

If the current state is (X;y), we start by generating a proposed new valie x according to the
probabilities S (x k). W e then de ne a distrbution, , over valies for y that is Interm ediate
between (k) and (yk ),as follows:

vix;x ) / exp( € &;y)+E & ;y))=2) 2)

Here, the dependence of on x and x hasbeen m ade explicit, but note that this is a distribution
over y only, not x and y pintly. W e choose som e transition probabilities, T , for updating y so as
to krave invariant. T hese probabilities m ust of course depend on x and x . W e write them as
T (yojy';x;x ). W e require that they satisfy detailed balnoe, so that forallx, x , y, and yo,

ixix )T ¢yixix ) = @%xix )T ¥%xix ) @3)
W e also require that T depend sym m etrically on the two x values | Prallx, x ,y and y%

T ¢ ¥ixix ) = T §%¥ix ix) )



T m ight, for exam ple, be a M etropolisH astings update, or a series of such updates. W e apply this
transition once, to samplkavaliey from T (y ¥;x;x ). W e then acospt X ;v ) as the next state
w ith probabiliy a X;y;x ;v ), de ned as follow s:
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Ifwe don't acospt, the next state is the current state, x;y).
A Though this expression fora x;y;x ;y ) has four occurrences ofE ( ; ), only two slow evalua—

tions are needed. In fact, only one slow evaluation is needed if we assum e that an evaluation was
done previously for the current state, when it was proposed. N ote also that we would offen choose
a symm etric proposal distribution forx, so that S x k)=S xk ) = 1.

To show that this isa valid update, Iw illprove that it satis esdetailed balance. T he probability
ofmoving from (x;y) to a di erent state x;y ) when in equilbrium is
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H ere, the detailed balance condition [J) and sym m etry condition [) have been used. E xam ination
of the above show s that swappihg x;y) and X ;v ) laves it unchanged, show Ing the detailed
balance holds.

Iwould expect thism ethod to work better than the sim ple m ethod of Just proposing to change
from x to x whik kegoing v unchanged. T he latterm ethod w illwork wellonly if the old y is often
suiable for the new x | ie, ifthe od y istypicalof (yk ). Thiswill often be true only if the
change from x to x issnall. Thenew m ethod changesy to ay that isdrawn approxin ately (ifT
workswell) from a distrbution that ishalfway between (k) and X ). Such ay should have
a better chance ofbeing suitabl for x , allow ing the change from x to x to be greater while still
m aintaining a good acosptance probability. Ifwe propose an x that is a really big change from x,
however, even a y that com es from a distribbution halfivay to (yXk ) m ay not be good enough.

3 Themethod with m any interm ediate transitions

W e can try to take bigger steps n x by \draggihg" y through a series of interm ediate distributions
Interpolating between (k) and (yk ). Given some Integer n > 1, we de ne the ollow ng
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Notice that o ¥;x;x )= (YXK)and ,{;x;x )= (X ).Whenn= 2, ; isthe same as the
de ned above in [@). Finally, note that ;;x;X )= 5 i ;X ;X).

Foreach i, we need to choose transition probabilities, Ti, which may depend on x and x . W e
require that they satisfy detailed balance, so that orallx, x , y, and y°,

iyixix ) Ti@yixix ) = 1@%xix )Ty yxix ) 12)
W e also require of each opposite pair of transitions, T; and T, ;, that ©rallx, x ,y and y°
T ¢%%ixix ) = Ta i ¢Fix %) 13)

These conditions w illbe satis ed ifthe T are standard M etropolis updates w ith respect to the ;,
wih T; and T, ; using the sam e proposal distribbution.

T he update procedure using n 1 intermm ediate distributions is as follow s. If the current state
isx, we st propose a new x acoording to the probabilities S (x k). W e then generate a serdes

Y = Vhni1,andde ney = y.Weacoept X ;y ) asthe new state of the M arkov chain with the
follow ing probability :
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To show that this is a valid update, Iw ill show that the probability in equilbriim of the chain

1yl
x;y)S x X) Ti(yi¥i1iXiX ) a®;yiX ;Y i¥1iiiiiyn 2)
=1
n_(l
= mh S& k) &;v) Ti (Vidi 1 7Xi%X )5
=1
) #
Sk ) & iy )IY 1vi1ixix )TiVidi1ixix ) 16)
. 1VirX;x )
=1
y 1 vl #
= mih S& k) &;y) Tilyivii1ixix )i S&®K ) & ;v) Tilii1 ¥iiXix ) 17)
=1 =1
y 1 vl #
= mih S& k) &;y) Tilyivii1ixix )i S&®K ) & ;v) Th i (Vi1 ¥iixX iX) (18)
=1 =1



1.0

0.5

-1.0

-2 -1 0 1 2
X

Figure 1: A sam plk 0of 1000 points from the st test distribution.

Ifweswapxand x ,yandy ,and y; and y, ;1 , revers the order of the two products, and swap
the argum ents ofm In, we see that this expression is unchanged, show Ing that the reverse transition

4 Tests on sim ple distributions

I st tested the dragging method on a simpl distrbution in which x and y are both one-
din ensional, wih (x;y) de ned by the follow ing energy fiinction:

E (x;y) = x* + 501+ x%)? (y sinx))? (19)

E xam ination of this show s that the conditional distrbution for y given x is G aussian w ith m ean
sin (x) and standard deviation 0:1=(1+ x%). From this, one can deduce that them arginaldistribution
for x can be obtaied with an energy fiinction of x? + log (1+ x?). For this test problm , we can
therefore com pare perform ance using dragging transitions to the \ideal" perform ance when doing
M etropolis updates based on thism arginaldistrdbution . F igurell show s a sam ple of points obtained
In thisway, wih y values lled in random ly from their conditional distribution given x.

For purposes of this test, we can pretend that com puting sin (x) ismuch slower than any of the
other com putations involved In evaluating E (X;y), or in the m echanics of perform ingM arkov chain
updates. Thiswillm ake x a \slow " variable, whereas y willbe a \fast" variable. W e also pretend
that we don’t know that x and y are positively correlated. T hism In ics situations in which we are

rst exploring the distribution, or in which the relationship between x and y is non-m onotonic, so
that no linear transform ation is helpfiil.

Figured show sthee ciency ofsix sam plingm ethods applied to this distribution, asm easured by
the autocorrelations for x at lJags up to 30. A llthem ethods are based on the M etropolis algorithm



w ith G aussian proposals centred on the current state. In all cases, the standard deviation of the
G aussian proposals was adjusted to be approxin ately optim al. A 11 the m ethods require only one
slow com putation of sih (x) for each iteration (for the M arginalM etropolis m ethod, this would be
needed only when 1ling in y values to go w ith the x valies).

In the Joint M etropolism ethod, the proposals change x and y sim ultaneously and independently,
w ith the standard deviations for each being 05. The refpction rate for these proposals was 87% .
In the Singlevariabl M etropolism ethod, two M etropolis updates are done each iteration, one for
x only, the other for y only. The standard deviations for these proposals were both 025. The
refection rateswere 59% forx and 64% fory. FortheM argihalM etropolism ethod, w here the state
consists of x alone, the proposals had standard deviation of 1.0, and the refection rate was 47% .
C learly, the M arginalM etropolis m ethod perform sm uch better than the other two, though In real
problem s i would typically be infeasble.

The ram aining plots show the autocorrelations when sam pling using updates that drag y whilke
changing x, wih 20, 100, and 500 intermm ediate distrbutions. For all three plots, the proposal
distrbution for x had standard deviation 1.0, whilk the proposal distrdbutions for y during the
Intermm ediate transitions had standard deviation 02. The refction rate for the \inner" updates
of y was around 60% for all three runs. The refpction rates for the \outer" updates of x were
76% , 63% , and 52% for 20, 100, and 500 interm ediate distrbutions. Both the rejection rate and
the autocorrelations seem to be approaching the \ideal" values seen w ith the M arginalM etropolis
m ethod. Provided that recom puting E (x;y) after changing y is around a thousand tin es faster
than recom puting it after changing x, updates for x using dragging transitions w ill be alm ost as
good as updates based on the m arginal distribbution of x.

To see how sensitive these results are to the dim ensionality of the fast param eter, I did a second
test Introducing another fast param eter, z. T he energy function used was

E x;y) = x>+ 500+ x%)? (¢ shx)? + 125 @ vy)° 0)

T his produces m arginal distributions for (x;y) and for x that are the sam e as for the rst test.

Figure[d showsthe e ciency of the six sam pling m ethods applied to this distrdbution. The sam e
proposal standard deviations were used as In the rst test, except that for the Joint M etropolis
updates, the standard deviations were 0.3, producing a rejection rate 0o£85% . T he dragging transi-
tions were done using Joint M etropolis updates for y and z as the Inner transitions, w ith proposal
standard deviations of0 2.

A s can be seen, allm ethods perform less wellw ith the extra variable, excgpt for the M arginal
M etropolism ethod, which isthe sam e as in the 1rsttest. T he dragging transitions are lessa ected,
however. T he autocorrelation tin e (one plustw ice the sum ofthe autocorrelations at all lags) w hen
using 500 intem ediate distrlbbutions increased from approxin ately 74 to approxim ately 93 w ih
the addition of z. In contrast, the autocorrelation tin e for the Joint M etropolis updates ncreased
from approxin ately 75 to approxin ately 205, and that for the Single+variabl M etropolis updates
went from approxin ately 230 to approxin ately 365.

The program s (W ritten In R) used for these tests are available from my web page.
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Figure 2: E stin ated autocorrelations for x at lagsup to 30 when sam pling forthe rst test problem

using six m ethods.
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Figure 3: Estin ated autocorrelations for x at lags up to 30 when sam pling for the second test
problem using six m ethods.
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