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SHEBEDASDANLDY LT
% oug F i

ARETI, FROER EOMEEE Y 2 7 0MIck LT, v va 7EHEY T L
2 (MCMC: Markov chain Monte Carlo) {EIZHSL T X LY T Y 7T
TY X b EF#imT 5. 1996 4E Propp, Wilson DR L7-BENSDAY T 25
(CFTP: coupling from the past) #£l%, v/ a7#EO Y I 2 L—v a2 TRT
DI LT, EEOMIHE A ) REY VT TR ERT L. BENLOH YT Y
U EEFRINCETT DL, BATEFEROBRMPEELRBE TH L. AT
VA BRI oD A A H B 72 BT RIS & FE D 7 D D B3 SR R 138 | A A 3kt
BEED 2T THDHI EaRT. £z, BTV 27 0MOMAE LT, Tutte %
HADEOFHFIZxT 2 ZEAXREEELIGLLE BB DT H &M T 5.

Sampling from Log-supermodular Distribution

SuuJt Kiyimafl

This paper is concerned with an algorithm, based on the Markov chain Monte
Carlo (MCMC), for sampling from a log-supermodular distribution on a finite
distributive lattice. Propp and Wilson, in 1996, devised the coupling from the
past (CFTP) algorithm, that is an ingenious simulation of a Markov chain, and
that realizes perfect sampling according to the stationary distribution exactly.
They also introduced an idea of a monotone update function which allows the
CFTP algorithm to work efficiently. This paper shows that a reversible ran-
dom walk on a a finite distributive lattice has a monotone update function
if and only if the stationary distribution is log-supermodular. We also show
an application of the log-supermodular distribution to a fully polynomial time
randomized approximation scheme (FPRAS) for the Tutte polynomial.
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1. T C &I

AT RO T & AR, SUGERT LI Y XAOREOEE R IX LD, L
ML, BIzIE, 52 6NET T 7HhORO—HET o LER (D BR), AREIEFES
DA FTNIDO—HT o F DR GO BR) 2 Y, EERZ2BEBREEICONTS, £HEK
B OV 7Y o Z TR Y X ADIFAER KRR b DITZ .

AFETHE, ARSERLEOMBEET 2T H5MICKH LT, vV aT7##EsThin
(MCMQC) EIZESL YT I EEdEm T 2. 2oV 7 o 7iEefv, 777900
RO Z o FBERE S BIEOEN Tutte ZHAUZOWT, ZIHAWFMTELIGTEIF A rIRE 72
R 52 5.

2. # &

2.1 HAHBEDLSHMA
KT, ARES E OWDESEN2TER D C 28 215, ARSER D Loy
fim DRABEED 2T (log-supermodular) THDH &L, EED X, Y € DIZx LT,
m(X)7m(Y)<n(XUY)nm(XNY)
EMIETIETHL UT, n(X) >0 (VX €D) 2{RET 5.
— I, ATRKREZER Q Lo rid, B H:Q - RU{+o00}; z — —In(n(x)) & H
ANEH
o H@)
Zzeﬂ e—H(z)
LRURTE D, K, i DD EOREEE T 2T 051, BEH 2B, (TEDO X, Y € D
IR LTHEY 2 T ARERX
HX)+ H(Y)>H(XUY)+H(XNY)
T L LFEMTHD.
2.2 EHERNY S
ARRIRAEZEH] Q L HERBHERITY P 2 b o~ /b a 7ildH), B g:Q — Ry IS LT, £
BOR {2,y} € (3) (0O TREMEHG 2K

m(z) = (z €Q)

*1 FRPEEFES OA T T VBRI DR E 729, —F, EEOFRSERITARLEFES DA T T Ve LT
WTE2 (Birkhoff 0EHEM. 10 mm) |
*2 flZE D EO—ENET Y 2T Th %,
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g9(z) P(z,y) = g(y) P(y,z)
il d & &, _IiEB"J (reversible) ToHDH EWVH. "7 (=3 — ) <L 758
B EH A 71T g (Tl 5+
N, kaﬁwﬁaﬁ QIRHIEFEAL L, Q0 (W) Ny EHOEOESE C(Q) C (5)
THRDOT. vba 7EEOHBRHEETS P 2

Pay)>0if {79
{z,y} € C(Q),
BT b 0E Nyt (Hasse walk) &5 *2,
2.3 HAEHEHK
HERMERITH P IZx LT, GREM) BB ¢: Q x [0,1) — Q B —4&ELE A € [0,1) IZx)

LT

P(z,y) = Pr(é(z,A) = y)
il L X, ¢ ZBEEK L VO RIS, o 7SIk LR BEIEIIME— T
720,

PNEFES Q Eo)EF

vy = ¢z, A) = ¢(y7 A)
BT E g IFBFTHDL L.

~ b3 7Gx U CHLGR e TR IR G C & 7Ky, BiGH CFTP (coupling from the

past) IZEDE, WM RFEREY T T RLARFRFTE L2 EBMLNLTVD
(0 ) .

CBILT, EHB ¢ MEEOEH A € [0,1) KR LT

3. BHRAEHFEABZELOLHOEH

ROEBIIAROF/EROOLOTHD.

FE1 AROBERK D EORAI Ny 52, B2 EHEkE b o b 0N 5%k
RE, EFEDA BN D LOABEEY 2T THHZ LTHD.
FEBADAS . (TS5 A TEE M ERDOLIITEDD ¢
BIfEDIRFE X € DKL T,

A Tbb 7(2) = 9(2)) Saeq 9(@) (= € Q).
*2 Ny BB “lattice walk” EFFENDZ EHH 5.
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Step 1. e € E &— 4T X LITERIRT 5.
Step 2. —HEELEL A € [0,1) ZERKL, (RD) RET CE %

; m(X\{e})
T X\{e} <1f A< ﬂ(X\{c})—Q—Tr(XU{E})) )
XU{e} (otherwise),

LT 53,
Step 3. IWDOKZI DR X' = ¢p(X;e,A) &

T (fTeD),

X' =¢(X;e,A) <
= 9 )= {X (otherwise),

Do I I
@R 2 </l 7HEH M ITREZEM D Lo ANy B L THY, 7 2Me—DEF
ﬁ:%)/).
M3 A D LOMBEEY 2T 0K, THEM ¢ ITHMATHS.
(MELEM) ROGEZ WD,
Rl 4 EEOFUR~ /L3 7EFGIZBWT, #EBMER P(x,y) & Py, z) 1%, L@ond
AEH p({z,y}) ZHNT,

P(x,y) = p({z,v}) 75%05»
P(y,z) = p({z,v}) 7525
Lkt 5. .

FE A~ o A B BRI oI 1T, HAIEDE RN D, X = Y U {f} o
FRY #ilTEEOM XY €D &, {EFED e Bkt LT

T

m(XU{e}) m(YU{e})
px(€) sxoten ot = PO smutent-onen
. m(X\{e}) . =(¥\{e}
px(€) sxorent=aten S PO s e t=0riren

DFANLECTHS. 72121, pxle) 11 412835 p({XU{el, X\{e}}) 2%bL,
def.

BT pvle) 1 p({Y U{e}, Y \{e}}) 2 &bT. liXeZEHT 2L, HZ) Z —In(x(2))

W3 X € {X\{e}, XUfe}} litif
x4 LE=B->T X' € D.
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(ZeD) &L,

In(px (e)) — In(py (e)), 1>
In(py (e)) — In(px (e)),

WUELMELE LTEGR, T7hbb HDHED 2 MWD, B EGmEEEY OO0
B LD, O

HX\{e}) +HY U{e}) - H(XU{e}) - H(Y \{e}) > {

4. 5 — Tutte ZIEXDEE

727 G=(V,E) ® Tutte ZHNIZ
T(Ga,y) S Y (w— 1) F Wy -

ACE

ThHzZBNS. 2L r(A) X GOEN T T 7 (V,A) DT> 0 (BROBOKK) w#bd.

WE, 757 G LT 2P o4 mr &
) def. (m_1)T(E)fr(A)(y_1)\A|fr(A)

T(G; (z,y))

LIEFRTD. ZoLE, 2> 100 (x—1)(y—1) > 172251F, 270 mr(A) 37— 2F
EOMEEES 25 LD, S5IT, w3 7EE M ORZRER (T 2R CELT, K
DEMAETRTIENTE .

FEES5 (r,9) ERZN 1< <1+ 1/|B| 22 (x—1)(y—1)>1 DK, 2F Loy
mr \ZXT B v b3 7 M I ZIEARH TR T 5.

EHS b, 797 GoADRENE G2 2FMLT, %415 (r,y) € R? K
IZ31F % Tutte ZIHADEIZHK T 5 FPRAS 3% Tx 5.

(ACE)

5. FLHESHRDRE

ARTIE, BRI EORLER N BB HRR TR A b o7 O OUBEA S A ER
SHNEEE Y 2T THDH L AR L. <A a7liia oY RE LARVES,
BET Y 25 TROSAITH LT iR EH RO SN BB frET 5%,
FEXHBEE ¥ =2 T ARITKRT LT, BRI ARG 2 LA e FEIC W TIEA %O
HETHB.

Tutte ZHENXUCKT LT, 2> 100y > 1 27 THEIRICOWT, I h/afEkzs v
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S IEAR R ELPGE L ATRE AN R R TH 217 . Z oI, 7T 7P oROMEE,
RHE Potts EF VO EHULER R EOBRERRMREGEEND. — KO~ b A R~
JEIE L7z Tutte ZHERITB VT, ZOEBIE~ e A FEOMEEDERICE A, ZEX
RSSO R R ATREME IR T B, £, ARPEIEFEANE X ONZE, 045
TV OEB 5T B TR SLAGIT LGB AT E & KA CTh 5.
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ft %

Al BENSOHYTYLTE

AIRFNEFTES (Q, =) I L, Zmax, Tmin € @ & (fE—D) HAITLB LR E T 5.
TV — Ri7e~ 3 7 @8 M OITIREEZEM M 28D, B2 EHEK 6 : Qx[0,1) - Q

TEZRINTWVD LT 2. HFWEEZFH LAEREN2BEN DAY T 25 (monotone
CEFTP) 13RO LD ITFBEIND.

FILITYRXL1  (HFE CFTPY)
Stepl. ¥Ialb—vaOMaRLE T =175, ZIXEHETS.

Step 2. BLEK AT, AT +1],...,A\[|T/2] — 1] Z4ER L, I\ ORFEITFEAT S.
Thbb, A= (,\[T] AT +1],..., A1) &+ 5.
Step 3. Q D 2 ODMWREE Trmax & Tmin [TOWVT, FLEFI X ZHWTHEZ T 2s50E4) 0 £
T“'?/b:l7:$ﬁilé”?$$§éﬁé.
Step 4. LA FDOEFHERRZ1T .
(a) bL Iy €, y=0%Tmax, A) = PX(zmin, A) 251Xy 2L, #1LT5.
(b) ZHTRIFIUE, ¥ Ia2lb—arOBERAE T =27 L LTAT v 7 2ILRD.
HIH CFTP 742U XA (FAITY XA LT, ROEEMREK Y L.

ETHE6 (HFH CFTP®) —a— Fwba 7l M IZTHAROREZH Q 265, B
TR ¢ : Q x [0,1) = Q TEBESNTNWD LT D, ZOKE, B CFTP 743
AL A(TATY AL 1) TR 1 THIEFRFHES L L, 55N DMEIT M OER S0
O TEREHDEHRBETH 5.

%éﬂfxﬂﬁfﬁ%ﬁﬁw TEHRIND /3 7HE M IZH LT, 73U XA 1O Step 4 (a)

BIF5, MROFEL Iy € Q, y = % (Tmax, A) =
H:F/S«. F7o, FHREK ¢ 2o~/ TEE M D

DY (Tmin, \) ZAFR (coalescence) &
SRR (coalescence time) T. %

%, (z, )\t)}

EEFTB. LA = A\t \[~t+1],...,A[-1]) 12 [0,1) LO—EREEHIIITH
L. ZZCT I ERERTHD. o, TAHITYRATIOFTIEY I ab— g O
R % T = 2T L EH L TN 5720, AREFFIZBICRE v s LiIcEREET 5. =
DEx, TAIY XA 1 OHFFEMERRIZw L 2 7EEEO 1 BOWBIZ )L E RS
ET5L0(T.) Thb.

T*dg'min{t>0\5|y€§2, Ve e, y=
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A.2 EE%'U'/?QU /7&@#%%[’5('9“1
EH 7 ORAEZEM 2F L 28 oS n(X) oc ed X TR LT, b3 7 g M ITER 1

DFFAF TERSNZ LD LTS, Bk g MEETD 2700, X=YU{f} (fEY) &
ZIEED XY € 28 1o LT, kot
1 — IX\{eH+g(vu{eh) —g(¥\{e}) —g(XU{e}) 1
(1 + es(VO{eD—s("\{eD)) - (1 + es(X\{eh—a(XU{e])) < 1E] (1)

I, WAV B[T*) 12 B[T*] < 2|E*(1 + In|E|) &#¥%7-7.

B WEX)Y e2P B X =YU{f} 0o fEY &ilil-TL95. GLlon) #lec E
EXE0, ) ITHLT, BEDD X' = ¢(X;e,\) BEOY = ¢(Y;e,\) &b
DEX gIFEET2F LY, GE3LL X' DY BEVI-S. LT, ec ERXBINESE
HOTFTO X"\ Y| OFMMEHFHES B[ X\ Y] <1-1/|B| &l 2 L 2mRT.
1. bLle=fOEA, vVa7EHMOEREPS X' =Y BRIV ILL, E X' \Y'[=0
2195,

2. L Le# fOGA,

Ee [ X"\ Y]] -1

_ < (Y \ {e}) _ (X \ {e}) )
(Y U{e}) +n(Y \{e}) m(XU{e})+m(X\{e})
I\ {eh) I\ {e])

T e9(YU{el) ;ea(Y\{e))  ea(XU{el) 4 ea(X\{e})
IONMED) (9(XULeD) | oo (XN D)) _ (X \eD) (907ULeh) g o\ eD))
(eg(YU{e}) + eg(Y\{e})) (eg(XU{e}) + eg(X\{e}))
I(Y\{e}) gg(XU{e}) _ go(X\{e}) q9(YU{e})
= (e90OLed) 1 ea0N\{eD) (e9(XUTe]) + ea(X\{eD)
IO MED. I (XULeD). (1 @o(X\MeD+a(0 VLN =g (NN (D) =g (XUeD))
eI\ {eD. (es(Vu{eD =90\ {eh) 1 1) e9(XU{eh). (1 + es(X\{eh—a(XU{e]))
1 — e9(X\{eD+g(YU{e}) —g(¥\{e}) —g(XU{e}) 1
(1 4 esVU{eh=90\{eD) . (1 + es(X\{eh—9(XU{e])) < E|’

285, L, REORERITERORE (1) 2.
SEO#mRND X =Y U{f} (f €Y) 27 TEROR X, Y 1254 LT,

E| -1 1 1
/ / < = ‘ L ot
E[|X \Y|] |E|0+ B (1+|E|) 1 Bk
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=155,

WP LD A2 BRENCANT, X DY &M d LEEO XY € 2P 2k LT,
E[X'\ Y]] < (1 - ﬁ) AX\Y| B 0T L ERT. WE Zo, ... Zixy| 2o = X,
Zix\vy| =Y BEPZi D Zipa (6 €{0,...,| X\ Y| —1}) 2T 45, ®E3 M
ZiD Ziga (€0, | X \Y|—1}) R OSEH, WFEHEDHINED S

E[Xl \ Y/] = EHZ{ \ ZIIX\Y\ H
=E {ZLQY‘ 121\ Z[x\v|l
= Y XENZ0 23]
#B5. Thbb, X DY #WEIEEDS X,V € 2P LT, EX'\Y']] <
(17 ﬁ) X\ Y| 8D 32,
WiC T* OEFHEZ RS 5. WE T S EPQ+In|E|) T 5L,
Pr[T* > 7] = Pr[®}(E; e, A) # &5 (0; e, A)]
<)X\ Y[ Pr[X = 05(E;e N), Y = 05 (05, \)]
XDY
=E[|X\Y|| X =9®((E;e,\), Y = &7(0;e,N)]
=(1L—1/|E)T|E\ 0]
= (1= 1/|BP)EFH D
< e le™ ln\E\‘E‘
<1/e
w155, B T NERENTHD 2 L 2 ERD L Pr[T* > k-10) < (Pr[T* > k-10))F <
(1/e)* MEEY 2 H,

+oo
E[T"] = tPr[T" =1

<7+4+7PrT" >7]+7Pr[T" >27]+ 7 Pr[T" > 37] + - -
§T+T/e+T/e2+T/€3+"'
T

T1-1/e
<27

2555, O

Vo0l.2009-AL-127 No.1
2009/11/27

A.3 Tutte BIEXITHT HEEY L T VT EOHERBIZDONT

ARECTIIER 5 1T LT, ROMEZ T

@MES bla>ly>1 (x—1)(y—-1)>1BEXO1/z+1/y>1—1/|E| 2350 7
O, L2 7 M OBFFATERE B[T*) 13 B[T*] < 2|E*(1 + In|E|) &= 7.

M VWEX =YU{f} (fgY)EL, fFme £ fET5. ZoEtE (XU
{e}) —r(X \ {e}) < r(YU{e}) —r(Y \ {e}) THY, £/-FEED Z € 27 123 L T
r(ZU{e}) =r(Z\{e}) +1 £721F r(Z\ {e}) BV DT LITEE SV,
1. bLr(YU{e}) =r(Y\{e}) D& &, r(XU{e}) =r(X\{e}) BV H, $bbH

1 — e9(X\{eD+a(YUfeD—g(¥Y\{e}) —g(XU{e})
(1 + e9VO{eN =9\ (D) - (1 + es(X\{eh) —9(XU{e])
1—¢°

T L+ emvD) (1 fe- =Dy 0

RS,
2. bLr(YU{e})=r(Y\{e) +12>r(XU{e})=r(X\{eh) +1 DL X,
1 — e9X\{eD+g(Yu{e})—g(¥Y\{e})—g(XU{e})
(1 +es(Vui{e)—g(Y\{e})). (1 4 eg(X\{e})—g(XU{e}))
1—¢°

= (1 +e— ln(acfl)(yfl)Jrln(yfl)) (1 + eln(acfl)(yfl)fln(yfl)) =0

155,
3.5 Lr(YU{e)) =r(Y \{e})+1 0o r(XUfed) =r(X\{e}) DL,
1 — o9\ LeD+9(YUfeD =g (Y \{e}) ~g(XU{e})
(1 + sV IHeD =90\ {eD) - (1 1 e9(X\{eD—9(XUTeD)
1 — o~ In(@=1(y-1)

(1+ e In@-DE-+n(y—1)) (1 4 e~ In(y—1))

1
l"hes  _ @-DE-H-1 _ ay-z—-y

(% 5)- 0+ 5) z Z

1 1 1
=1—( =4+ = < —
<x y) |E]

/5. WoT, EHRTNOEEERND. O
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