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ON THE SIMULATED ANNEALING IN R?

NICOLAS FOURNIER AND CAMILLE TARDIF

ABSTRACT. Using a localization procedure and the result of Holley-Kusuoka-Stroock [7] in the
torus, we widely weaken the usual growth assumptions concerning the success of the continuous-
time simulated annealing in R%. Our only assumption is the existence of an invariant probability
measure for a sufficiently low temperature. We also prove, in an appendix, a non-explosion
criterion for a class of time-inhomogeneous diffusions.

1. INTRODUCTION AND RESULTS

1.1. Main results. We work with the following setting.
Assumption (A). Fiz a dimension d > 1 and a function U : R? — R, of class C> such that
lim| ;00 U(z) = 00 and min,cga U(z) = 0. For z,y € R?, we set

B(e,y) = inf { max U(y) = U(x) = Uly) : v € C(0,1,R), 70 = 2.7 =y}

te[0,1]
and we suppose that c, = sup{E(z,y) : 7,y € R} < 0o.

Actually, ¢, = sup{F(z,y) : x local minimum of U, y global minimum of U} represents the
maximum potential energy required to reach a global minimum y of U when starting from anywhere
else.

We fix 29 € R%, ¢ > 0 and By > 0 and consider the time-inhomogeneous S.D.E.

log(e“?o +t)

1 t
(1) Xt = X0 + Bt — 5 / BSVU(XS)dS where Bt = -
0

and where (Bt):>0 is a d-dimensional Brownian motion. By Theorem [I5] proved in the appendix,
since U > 0 under (A), ([) has a pathwise unique non-exploding solution (X;);>o. Here is our
main result.

Theorem 1. Assume (A) and that fRd e~ V) dy < 0o for some ag > 0. Fiz ¢ > ¢, xop € R? and
Bo > 0 and consider the unique solution (X;)i>0 to ). Then lim;_o U(X;) = 0 in probability.

One of the ingredients of the proof is the following proposition, which asserts that, in full
generality, the simulated annealing is successful on the event where the process (X:):>o does not
escape to infinity in large time.

Proposition 2. Assume (A), fix ¢ > c., 1o € R? and By > 0. For (X;)i>o the solution to (),

Ve>0, lim ]P’(liminf|XS| < oo and U(X¢) > 5) =0.
t—o00 5—00
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1.2. Comments and references. The simulated annealing has been introduced by Kirkpatrick-
Gelatt-Vecchi [10] as a numerical procedure to find a (possibly non unique) global minimum of a
function U on a given state space. We refer to Azencott [I] for an early review of the method and
its links with the theory of Freidlin-Wentzell [3].

With our notation and in our context where the state space is R%, the main idea of the simulated
annealing is the following. The solution to (), with § constant, has pg(dx) = Z[;le_ﬂU(w)d:E as

invariant probability distribution, if Z5 = [, e #Y®dz < cc.
Using that min U = 0 and that VU is locally bounded, we deduce that there is & > 0 such that

Zg > e ! f{U<1/ﬁ} dz > kB~ % for all § > 1. Hence under the condition that Z4, < o0 for some
ap > 0, it holds that for all £ > 0,
d
2 pug(U>e) < 21 e PV Qg < B—Za e~(Bma0)e 50 as B — oo.
B B 0
{U>e} K

Hence one hopes that the solution to (), with lim; , 8; = oo, satisfies lim;_o, U(X;) = 0
in probability. However, it is necessary that [; increases sufficiently slowly to infinity, so that
Law(X;) remains close, for all times, to ug,. If 3; increases too fast to infinity, one may remain
stuck near a local minimum of U, as in the classical deterministic gradient method.

A major contribution is due to Holley-Kusuoka-Stroock [7], see also Holley-Stroock [8]. Re-
placing R? by a compact manifold M, they showed that when 3; ~ ¢~!log(1 + t), the simulated
annealing procedure is successful, i.e. lim;_, o, U(X}:) = 0 in probability, if and only if ¢ > ¢,. Their
proof is almost purely analytic and very elegant. It relies on precise spectral gap estimates pro-
viding an asymptotically optimal Poincaré inequality. They use at many places the compactness
of the state space.

This kind of proof involving functional inequalities has been extended to the non-compact case
of R? by Royer [I4] and Miclo [I1], at the price of many growth conditions on U, like
(3) ‘ l‘im (x) = | llirn VU(z)] =00 and VazeR? AU(z) <C+|VU(z).

T|—00 xr|—0o0

Zitt [15], taking advantage of some weak Poincaré inequalities, worked under another set of rather
stringent conditions, still implying that all the local minima of U are lying in a compact set. He
in particular assumes that [VU] is bounded and that there is € > 0 such that, for all z outside a
compact, U(z) > log'™® |z| and AU(z) < 0.

Here we only assume that fRd e~ U@ dg < oo for some ag > 0, which seems very natural in
view of (). This covers and consequently extends the previously cited works in R%. In particular,
nothing forbids U to oscillate, as strongly as it wants, and as far as it wants from compact sets,
and thus in particular to have an unbounded set of local minima.

1.3. Short heuristics. Let us emphasis that our proof relies on the following two main points.
An entropy computation, see Lemma/[f] shows that the condition fRd e~ U@ dz < oo implies that
liminf; o | X¢| < 00 a.s. Now, recall that in the compact case, see Holley-Kusuoka-Stroock [7] or
Miclo [12], its a.s. holds that limsup,_, ., U(X;) = ¢. Combining these two points, its seems rather
clear from the Borel-Cantelli Lemma that, in the non compact setting, the process will also satisfy
limsup,;_, . U(X:) = ¢ a.s. Hence it will eventually remain in a compact set and Theorem [I] will
follow from the compact case.

Apart from Lemma [B which seems new and efficient, there are a number of technical issues,
that are detailed in the next subsection.
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1.4. Plan of the proof. We denote by (X;);>¢ the solution to ([Il]. We assume (A) and the
conditions that fRd e~ U@ dz < 0o for some ap > 0 and ¢ > ¢,.

(a) In Section 2l we prove some auxiliary weak regularization property for the law of the solution
to ([@). This allows us, when applying P.D.E. techniques, to do as if the law of Xy had a bounded
density concentrated around xzy, with a precise bound as a function of Sy.

(b) In Section Bl we show that liminf;, ,. |X;| < co: the process cannot escape to infinity in
large time. This does not use the condition ¢ > c¢,. The key argument is the following: under
the additional assumptions that Law(Xj) is smooth and 5y > «p, we prove the important a priori
estimate sup,~q E[U(X}:)] < oo, see Lemma [l which a priori implies that liminf;_, o |X:| < oo by
the Fatou lemma and since lim ;|00 U(z) = co. We then make all this rigorous and get rid of the
additional assumptions using point (a) and that our process does not explode in finite time.

This central a priori estimate is derived from a rather original entropy computation. Let us
mention that deducing that sup,~q E[U(X¢)] < oo directly from the It6 formula would necessarily
require some stringent conditions on VU and AU.

(¢) In Section @] we verify in Lemmal[f that, with an abuse of language, U(X;) — 0 in probability
as t — oo on the event where sup, - | X;| < oc.

This is easy, by localization, in view of the results of Holley-Kusuoka-Stroock [7] applied to a
large flat torus: the condition sup;s,|X¢| < oo almost tells us that we are in a compact setting.

(d) Still in Section @ we check, although stated in slightly different words, see Proposition [§
that for any B > 1, there are Cg > B and tp > 0 such that

1
inf Pto,mo(sup|Xt| < CB) > -
>0 2

|zo|<B,to>tp

This is rather natural: in the compact setting, it is well-known, see [7] or Miclo [12], that
limsup,_,. U(X:) = c a.s. It would not be too difficult to deduce that in the non-compact case,
there exists Cy, 2, > 0 such that Py, 5, (sup;>o | Xi| < Ciy.ee) = 1/2. The main issue is to show
that C, », does not depend too much on “and 2. This is tedious, and we have to revisit the
proof of [7].

(e) In Section B, we prove Proposition2t by (d), on the event liminfs_, . |Xs| < 0o, our process
will eventually be absorbed in a compact set, so that sup,>, |Xs| < oo, whence the success of the
simulated annealing by point (c).

(f) Still in Section Bl we conclude the proof of Theorem [} liminf; , |X;| < oo a.s. by (b),
whence the success of the simulated annealing by (e).

1.5. More comments. It is well-know that, even in the compact case, the condition ¢ > ¢, is
necessary, see Holley-Kusuoka-Stroock [7, Corollary 3.11].

Our proof completely breaks down for slower freezing schemes, i.e. if 8; < logt as t — oo: in
such a case, point (d) above cannot hold true, even non uniformly in ¢y and xg.

Observe that we do not assume any Lyapunov condition, which would involve AU and VU and
would forbid U to oscillate too strongly.

As already mentioned and in view of (2)), our only assumption, i.e. the existence of an invariant
probability measure for some (low) temperature, is very natural and allows for potentials with a
very general shape.
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However, we have shown in a previous paper with Monmarché [2] that things may work even
without this condition. In [2, Theorem 1 and Proposition 2], we see that if d > 3 and U(x) =
aloglog |z| outside a compact, the simulated annealing works if ¢ > ¢, and ¢ < 2a/(d — 2) and
fails if ¢ > 2a/(d — 2). But it is not clear that a general growth condition exists. In particular,
we deduce from [2, Proposition 2] and a comparison argument that if U(z) = log®® |z| outside
a compact, then the simulated annealing fails for all ¢ > 0. But in [2| Proposition 3|, we built
some (very oscillating) potential U such that log®® |z| < U(z) < 3log®® || outside a compact
for which the simulated annealing works for some values of ¢. Thus, without the condition that
fRd exp(—apU(z))dz < oo for some ag > 0, the situation may be very intricate and really depend
on the shape of U.

1.6. Non-explosion. The non-explosion of the solution to (), using only that U > 0, is checked
in the appendix. Actually, we treat, without major complication, the more general case where
B : Ry — (0,00) is any smooth function and where U : R? — R is smooth and satisfies U(z) >
—L(1 + |z|?) for some constant L > 0. This is not so easy, since we do not want to assume any
local condition on VU. We use purely deterministic techniques inspired by the seminal work of
Grigor’yan [B], also exposed in [6, Section 9] and by the paper of Ichihara [9], both dealing with
more general but time-homogeneous processes.

Let us mention that in the homogeneous case, Ichihara uses the P.D.E. satisfied by v(z) =
E.[e~ 7], where o1 = inf{t > 0 : | X;| < 1}, while Grigor’yan rather studies the P.D.E. satisfied
by w(t,z) = P,[¢ < t], where ( is the life-time of the solution. In the inhomogeneous setting, we
study, roughly, the P.D.E. satisfied by u(t,z) = E; .[e~¢], where ( is the life-time of the solution.
The situation is slightly more complicated, but we manage to take advantage of some computations
found in [5] and [9] to show that u = 0.

2. WEAK REGULARIZATION

We prove some weak regularization that will allow us, when using P.D.E. techniques, to replace
the Dirac initial condition d,, by some bounded function concentrated around zy. One might
invoke the Hormander theorem, but since we need a precise bound as a function of 5y (see Lemma
[[4 below), we will rather use the following weaker lemma based on stopping times.

Lemma 3. Assume (A) and fix ¢ > 0. For any A > 1, there is a constant 01(41) such that for any
xo € {U < A}, any Bo > 0, denoting by (X;)i>0 the corresponding solution to (@), there exists a
stopping time 7 € [0,1] such that sup,co ;1| Xt — 20| < 1 and such that the law of (1, X;) has a

density bounded by exp(Ci‘l)(ﬁo +1))1{[0,1]x B(zo,1)} -

Proof. We fix 9 € {U < A} and By > 0. We introduce some random variable R, uniformly
distributed in [1/2, 1] and independent of (X;);>0. We claim that

T=inf{t>0:|X; —x9o|=R}\R
satisfies the requirements of the statement.
First, 7 < R <1 and SUPycio,7] | X —xo| <R< 1.

Next, we consider a d-dimensional Brownian motion (W:);>o independent of R and we set
7=1inf{t > 0: |[W;| = R} A R. We introduce the martingale
1

tAT
Lt=—§/ BsVU (xog + W) - AW,
0
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as well as its exponential & = exp(L; — 4(L);), which is uniformly integrable by the Novikov

criterion, see Revuz-Yor [13] Proposition 1.15 p 332], because (L), < %(supB(IOJ) |VU|?) fol B2ds
is bounded. The Girsanov theorem tells us that under &, - P, the process

tAT

Bipz = Wins + 5 BsVU (wo + Wi)ds, ¢=0
0

is a (stopped) Brownian motion, so that xg + Wiaz is a (stopped) solution to (). Hence for all
measurable ¢ : Ry x RY — R, E[¢(7, X,)] = E[p(F, 20 + W5)Ex)-
By the It6 formula,

tAT tAT

1
BinzU(xo + Winz) = BoU (o) + BLU (zg + Wy)ds — 2L, + 3 Bs AU (xo + Ws)ds,
0 0

whence, since U > 0 and 3 > 0,

Ly < %(ﬁoU(xo) + /o BU (zo + W)ds + % /0 BsAU (zo + Ws)ds)'

Recalling that 7 < 1, that supjg 7 [Ws| < R < 1 that 29 € {U < A}, that g; < 1/c and that
supp 1) Bs < Bo + 1/¢, we deduce that

1 1 1
Ly < —(Bo—i-—) (A—i— sup sup [U(y)+—|AU(y)|D < C4(1+ Bo),
2 c z€{U<A} yeB(x,1) 2
for some finite constant C'4 > 0 depending on A and c¢. We used that U,¢ <43 B(z, 1) is bounded
because lim|,| o U(x) = 00.

2(L)oo) < exp(Log) < €€41+50) and for all measurable ¢: R xR? — R,

Hence Ex = exp(Loo—
(4) E[¢(7, X:)] < e“2HRIE[G(7, w0 + Wr)).

We now verify that (7, W5) has a bounded density, necessarily supported in [0, 1] x B(0,1). For
r > 0, we introduce 7, = inf{¢t > 0: |W;| = r}. We have 7 = 7 A R, so that the density of (7, W)
is bounded by the sum of the densities of (7r, W;,) and (R, Wg). Recall that R ~U([1/2,1]).
The density of (R, Wg) is 26_Im|2/(2r)/(27T’l°)d/21{T€[1/271]7m€Rd}, which is bounded.

Next, denoting by p,(s) the density of 7., we have by scaling that u,.(s) = r=2u;(r=2s),
because 7, has the same law as r27;. One may then check that the density of (TR, Wyy) is
|$|7d71/141(|$|72T)1{T>01‘1‘6[1/211]}, up to some normalization constant. Since pp is bounded, so
is the density of (7r, Wry).

Denoting by C the bound of the density of (7, W3), we conclude from (@) that (7, X,) has a
density bounded by CeCA(Hﬁ“)l{se[oyl]ymeg(moyl)}. The conclusion follows. O
3. NO ESCAPE IN LARGE TIME

In this section, we prove that liminf;_, . | X:| < .

Proposition 4. Assume (A) and fix ¢ > 0, 9 € R? and By > 0. Suppose that there is g > 0
such that fRd e~ U@ dy < c0. For (X1)i>0 the solution to (@), liminf, | X;| < o0 a.s.

The crucial point is the following uniform in time a prior: estimate.
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Lemma 5. Assume (A), fit ¢ > 0, Bo > 0 and assume that there is oy € (0,80) such that
f]Rd e~ U@y < co. Let fo be a probability density on R®. Let (X1)i>0 be the solution to ()
starting from Xo with law fo. If

(o) = | fole)log(1 + fo(a)e™V e < .

setting ap = [ [za e~ V@) dg] =1 we informally have

sup[U(x,) < ) LBl
t>0 0 — Qg

This relies on a rather indirect entropy computation. As already mentioned, obtaining a uniform
in time moment bound, using the It6 formula, would require much more stringent conditions involv-
ing VU and AU. Observe that the computation below is rather original, in that we do not differ-
entiate the true relative entropy [, fi(z)log(fi(2)Zs,e%V(®))dz, where Z5 = [y, e #V@dz, but
rather the relative entropy without normalization constant [, fi(x) log(fi(x)ef V(@) dz. Strangely,
using the true relative entropy functional does not seem to provide interesting results.

Proof. As mentioned in the statement, we give an informal proof. The law f; of X; weakly solves
1. 1. — x x

(5) Ofi(w) = SAV[V fi(2) + B fulw) VU (2)] = Sdivle™ VOV (fi(w)e™ V).

For any smooth ¢ : Ry — R, we have, setting ¢¥(u) = u¢’(u) — ¢(u) for all u > 0,

(6)
d
dt

B /R [@ft(xw’(ft( e 4 U @) fu(@)of (fulw)e™ ) = BU @) ( fulw)eV(D)e” 0 |da
_ 1 BTN 267 ( ()65 U @) e~BU @) gy 4 3 BU(2)) o~ BeU(2) 4
=3 | W@ O ()N a1 5 [ Uil fula)e Ve O

For the last equality (first term), we used (B) and an integration by parts.

[ 6(fula)e? Ve

We now apply (@) with the convex function ¢(u) = ulog(l + w), for which ¥(u) = &= < u, to
find, throwing away the nonpositive term, h; < Sju;, where we have set

= z)lo (1) VN dr  and  wp = ) fi(x)de = )]
o= [ Ao+ fi@e e and = [ UG@)file)de = BU)

Rd

But
he > / fi(@) log(fi(z)e V) dw = /Rd fi(x) log(fi(z))dx + Brur > (Bt — co)ur + log(ao).

We used that [, f(x)log(f(x)/g(x))dz > 0 for any pair of probability densities f and g on R,
whence [5, fi( )log(ft( Ndz > [pa fi(z)log(ao exp(—aoU (z))dz = log(ao) — aouy.

We conclude, since hg = k(fo), that
(500 < hilog(an) < s(fo)ogfan)+ | Fss = (o) -logtao) |

whence, by the Gronwall lemma,

(Bt — ao)ur < [K(fo) — log(ao)] eXp /

- sdu
55—0406 colusds

L) — (o) ~ og(ao) S22

55—040 O_O[O'
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Consequently, E[U(X})] = us < [k(fo) — log(ao)]/[Bo — ao] for all ¢ > 0. O
We now try to deduce from this informal computation the rigorous results we need.

Lemma 6. If VU is bounded together with all its derivatives and if the initial density fo belongs
to C.(R%), the a priori estimate of Lemmald rigorously holds true for the solution () starting from

Xo ~ fo.

Proof. We first justify rigorously (@), for all ¢ € (0, 00), with ¢(u) = ulog(14+u). Recall that f; is the
law of X;. Since U has at most linear growth and VU is bounded, it is (widely) enough to check that
(ft(x))t>0,0ere is a strong solution to (@), i.e. 20 fi(x) = Afi(x)+5; VU (x)-V fi(x)+ B¢ fr(x) AU (x)
on (0,00) x R? and satisfies, for all 0 < to < t1, for some constants Cy, 4, > 0 and Ay, ¢, > 0,

Vt € [to, t1], x €RY, fi(x) + [0cfi (@) + |V fe(@)| + |D? fr(@)] < Cio.t, exp(— Ao, |2]?).

To prove those bounds, we use classical results found in Friedman [4], that apply to uniformly
parabolic equations with bounded and Lipschitz coefficients (actually, Holder is enough): by [4]
Chapter 1, Theorem 12], we have fi(x) = [, ['(,;£,0) fo(£)d€, with, for some Cp > 0 and X > 0,
for all t € [0,7T7], all x € R,

(7) T (2, 8;€,0)] + 2|V, T(x, £ €,0)| + t|D?T (2, 1;€,0)| < Cpt~¥/2e= Mo/t

The above estimates for I' and VI' are nothing but [, Chapter 1, Equations (6.12) and (6.13)],
and the estimate on D?T is proved similarly, using [4, Chapter 1, Equation (4.11)]. The Gaussian
upper-bounds of f;(z), |V fi(z)| and |D?f;(z)| follow, because fy € C.(R?). Finally, the bound on
O¢ fe(z) follows from the fact that 2|0, fi(z)| < |Afi(z)| + Bel|IVU ||| V [t (2)] + Bel|AU| |00 fi(2).

Hence, all the arguments in the proof of Lemma [ are correct for ¢ € (0,00), and we conclude
that for all tg > 0, sup,s, E[U(X;)] < (8, — @)~ (k(ft,) —log(an)). To complete the proof, the
only issue is to show that lim 04 5(f,) = K(fo). This can be deduced from the continuity of
fi(x) on [0,00) x R?, see [4, Chapter 1, Section 7], and the fact that there are O > 0 and Ay > 0
such that ft( ) < Cre 2P for all t € [0,T] and = € R?. This follows from (), the fact that

= Jou T(x,£:€,0) fo(€)d€ and that fo € C.(RY). O

We can now prove the main result of this section.

Proof of Proposition [f} We assume (A) and that fRd e~V (@) dg < oo for some ag > 0. We fix ¢ >
0, 2o € R? and By > 0 and aim to check that for (X;);>o the solution to (), lim inf; . | X;| < 0o
a.s. We divide the proof in four steps.

Step 1. We of course may assume additionally that Sy > «q: fix {5 > 0 large enough so that
Bi, > o and observe that (X;,+)i>0 solves (), with z¢ replaced by X, and Sy replaced by 3,
(and with the Brownian motion (By,+ — By )i>0). Since liminf,_, o | X;| = liminf, o | Xy4¢|, the
conclusion follows.

Step 2. From now on, we assume that Sy > ap. We introduce the stopping time 7 € [0,1] as in
Lemma Bl We recall that supyg - [X: — 0| < 1 and that for b € L'([0,1] x B(xo,1)) the density
of (1,X;), there is C' > 0 (depending on x¢ and o) such that h(u,z) < Cliuc(0,1],2€B(z0,1)}-

Step 3. For n > |zg|+ 1, we introduce U,, € C*°(R%) such that U, (x) = U(x) for all = € B(0,n)
and Up(z) = |z| as soon as |z| > n + 1, with furthermore U, (z) > min(U(z),|z|) — 1 for all
r € R%. Then VU, is bounded together all its derivatives. We denote by (X*)¢>o the solution to
@), with U, instead of U. By a classical uniqueness argument (using that VU is locally Lipschitz
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continuous), X and X" coincide until they reach B(0,n)¢. In particular, X; = X;* for all ¢ € [0, 7]
and, setting
CGu=inf{t >0:|X; 4| >n} =inf{t > 0: X", ,| > n},
it a.s. holds that X" , = X, for all ¢ € [0,(,]. Since lim,, ¢, = oo a.s., we conclude that for all
t >0, lim, U,(X7?,,) = U(X;1) a.s
As we will check in Step 4,

(8) sup supE[U, (X, ;)] < oc.
n>|zo|+1 t=>0

By the Fatou lemma, we will conclude that sup,~q E[U(X71¢)] < co. By the Fatou Lemma again,
this will imply that E[liminf; ,., U(X;)] < co. Since lim|y|_, U(x) = 0o by (A), this will show
that liminf; o | X¢| < 0o a.s. and thus complete the proof.

Step 4. Here we verify (). Denote, for z € R and 5 > 0, by ft"’z’ﬁ the law at time ¢ of the
solution to () with xg = x, with Sy replaced by 8 and with U, instead of U. We then have, since
h is the density of (7, X,;) = (1, X?),

E[U,(X7,)] = EE[Un (X7, )| F,] = /

h(u,x){/ Un () £ (dy) | dudz.
[0,1] x B(zo,1) Rd

Consider any probability density fo € C.(R?) such that fo > c1 B(zo,1)> for some constant ¢ > 0.
We thus have h(u,z) < Cliue(o,1],2€B(z0,1)} < (C/c)fo(x), and write

C n,xr C n,u
BUL ) <5 sw [ fole)] [ Ui @) de =S sup B0,(07)
C uelo,1] JRE R4 € welo,1]
where (Y,"");>0 is the solution to () starting from Xy ~ fo, with Sy replaced by 8, and U by U,,.
To conclude the step, it only remains to verify that sup,, |, |+15UPye0,1) SUPr>0 E[Un (Y;"")] < oco.

But Lemmas [l and [@ tell us that, setting ., (fo) fRd fo(z)log(1 + fo(x)el=Un(#))dz and
an = [fpa €Y@ dz] =1 it holds that
Rn u(fO) ].Og an
Bu — ag

E[U, (V") <

This last quantity is uniformly bounded, because

e 3, > Po > ag for all u € [0,1] (by Step 1);

® SUD,,> (40| +1,uc0,1] Fin,u(fo) < 00, since fo € C.(RY), B, < B for all u € [0,1] and U, (z) = U(x)
for all x € Supp fo if n is large enough;

® SUD,,> |4 +1(—10gan) < oo, since [y, e 0Un@dy < e[ [, eV @ dg + [, em0l®ldz] < oo,
recall that U, (z) > min{U(z), |z|} — 1. O

4. LOCALIZATION AND ABSORPTION

Here we prove that on the event where sup,-, | X¢| < oo, the simulated annealing procedure is
successful. We also check that each time the process (X;);>0 comes back in a given compact, it
has a large probability to be absorbed forever in a (larger) compact.

Lemma 7. Assume (A), fix ¢ > c., 29 € R? and By > 0 and consider the solution (X;);>o to ().
For any € > 0,

hm ]P’(sup|X | < oo and U(Xy) > 5) =0.

s>0
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Proposition 8. Assume (A) and fix ¢ > c.. For any A > 1, there is by > 1 and K4 > A such
that if zo € {U < A} and By > ba, for (X;)i>0 the solution to ([dl), we have

1

P(supU(X,) < Ka) > 5.

t>0 2

The rest of the section is dedicated to the proof of these two results. Lemma [7] will easily follow
from a result of Holley-Kusuoka-Stroock [7] concerning the compact case.

Concerning Proposition B let us recall from Holley-Kusuoka-Stroock [7], see also Miclo [12],
that in the compact setting, limsup,_,. U(X;) = ¢ a.s. and moreover for any € > 0, if zo belongs
to a connected component of {U < ¢+ €} containing a global minimum of U, it holds that
P(sup,~o U(X;) < c+¢) > 0. This immediately extends to the non-compact setting, since the set
{U < c+ e} is compact. Unfortunately, such a result is not uniform in Sy > 0, and we really need
a uniform bound, see Step 2 of the proof of Proposition[2in Section[fl We believe it is not possible
to deduce Proposition 8 from [7 [T2]. At this end, we have to work hard, following the ideas of [7],
taking much less care about many constants and obtaining much less precise results (e.g. it might
be possible to control K4 in Proposition[) but carefuly tracking the dependence in 8y and zg.

In the whole section, we assume (A) and work with some fixed ¢ > ¢,. We introduce some
notation.

Notation 9. Let K > 1.

(a) We consider Lx > 0 such that {U < K} C [~(Lx — 1),(Lx — 1)]*. We denote by Mg
the torus [—Ly, L )?, that is RY quotiented by the equivalence relation x ~ y if and only if for all

(b) We also consider U € C°(Mp) such that miny, U = 0, such that Uk (z) = U(z) for all
x € {U < K}, and such that

K

¢, =sup{Ex(z,y) : 2,y € Mg} < cx,

where EK(xvy) = inf{maXtG[O,l] UK(’Yt) - UK(:E) - UK(y) S C([Ou 1]7 MK)a'YO =T = y}
(c) Forxp € {U < K} C Mk and By > 0, we introduce the inhomogeneous My -valued diffusion

1 st
(9) XK =20+ B — 3 / BsVUx(XE)ds modulo 2Lk,
0
where (By)i>o is a d-dimensional Brownian motion, where B; = ¢~ log(e®® +t) as in (@) and

i+ L
forx = (z1,...,24) €R?,  x modulo 2Ly = (Il _QLKV ; KJ)
1=1

—_ — Ly, L)%
T € [-Lk,Lk)

.....

For point (b), it suffices to choose a smooth version of Ux = min{U, K}, see [2, Step 1 of the
proof of Lemma 6]. Since Ux = U on {U < K} and since U is locally Lipschitz continuous, a
simple uniqueness argument shows the following.

Remark 10. For any K > 1, any xo € {U < K}, any Bo > 0, for (X¢)i>o the solution to (1) and
(XE)i>0 the solution to @), both driven by the same Brownian motion, it holds that

{supUK(XtK) < K} = {supUK(XtK) < K,sup|XtK - Xi| = 0} = {supU(Xt) < K}
>0 >0 >0 >0

We can now give the
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Proof of Lemma[7 By [7, Theorem 2.7] and since ¢ > ¢, > ¢, Ug(XE) — 0 in probability, as
t — oo, for each K > 1. We fix > 0. Since lim|;|_,o U(x) = oo, there is K, > 0 such that
P(sup,sq [ Xs| < 00,sup,5o U(Xs) > Ky)) <n. We then write, using Remark [0

]P’(sup|XS| < oo and U(X) > 5) gn—l—]P’(supU(Xs) < K, and U(Xy) > 5)

s>0 s>0

:n+]ID(supUKn(XSK") < K, and UKT](XtKn) > 8)

s>0
<0+ P(Us, (X[7) > &).

We conclude that limsup, ., P(supgsq|Xs| < 0o and U(X;) > €) < 7, whence the result since
n > 0 is arbitrarily small. 0

We next introduce the invariant probability measure of the time-homogeneous version of ([@)).

Remark 11. There is a constant kg > 0 such that, for all K > 1, all 8 > 0, it holds that
zK ;:/ exp(—BUK ())dz > ro(B + 1)~
M
We also have Zé( < (2Lk)%. We introduce the probability density

ug(:zr) = (Zé()_l exp(—pUk (z)), x€ Mk.

Proof. Since mings U = 0, there is z, € R? such that U(x,) = 0. Fix 7, > 0 such that B(z.,7.) C
{U <1} C Mk. Denote by C' = supg,, ) |[VU|. For all K > 1, all z € B(x.,74), we have that
x€{U <1} C Mg and Uk (z) = U(x) < C|z — z.|. Hence for all § > 0,

Zé( > / exp(—BC|z — z.|)dx > e 'Vol(B(z., 7. A (1/(CB))),
B(xy,T4)

from which the lower-bound follows. The upper-bound is trivial. O

As a final preliminary, we recall the crucial spectral gap estimate of Holley-Kusuoka-Stroock
[7, Theorem 1.14 and Remark 1.16], in the special case of the torus. We use that ¢X < c,, see
Notation @ (b) (in the notation of [7], m = c&).

Lemma 12 (Holley-Kusuoka-Stroock). Fiz K > 1. There is a constant yx > 0 such that for all
¢ € CH(Mk), for all B >0,

/ V(@) P (2)de > Ak (5) /
Mk

Mk

2

(@)= [ ok )dy) uf (@)da,

Mgk
with
Ak (B) = v (B 4 1)~ exp(—pc.).

The constant vx drastically depends on K but, as we will see, this is not an issue.

Lemma 13. Fiz K > 1. There is a constant bg}) > 0 such that if By > bgp, then for any density
& € C(Mk), for fE the density of X[, the solution to @) starting from X ~ fI,

Vit>0, / de < max (2,/ (foi;ﬂdx).
M M

1, () o Ha ()
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Proof. The function (f(z))i>0zen, is a weak solution to the uniformly parabolic equation
S (x) = Ldiv(V fE (2)+B: f5 () VUK (2)). Tt can be seen as a periodic solution of the same equa-
tion in R?, with Ux and 1& replaced by their periodic continuation. We thus can apply some clas-
sical results, see Friedman [4, Chapter 1, Theorems 10 and 12] and conclude that ( f£(x))i>0.2emx
belongs to C([0,00) x My) N CH2((0,00) x Mg ). The periodic continuation of f& has an infinite
mass, but this is allowed by [4]. Since furthermore My is bounded, all the computations below
are easily justified.

We introduce

_ [ @2 ok K (2))2e5 Uk () 4
o= [ S =2h [ Ut wrets

Since (Z) = =B} [y, Uk (x)e” PV @) dz <0, we have, for all £ > 0,

o)< 25 [ 20fE @I @V e+ 52 [ Uil (1 @)t

MK MK

Recalling that 0, f (z) = 1div(V fF () + B, /K (2)VUk (2)), proceeding to an integration by parts
in the first term and to a rough upper-bound in the second one, we find

¢'(t) <— 25 /M V5 (@) + BefE (2) VUK (2)e? V< da + B1|| Uk || sotp (t)

- /MJV(ftK N | s (@) + 81100

ps, ()
By Lemma [[2] with ¢(x) = ftK(x)/uéi (), for which [, o(y)up (y)dy =1, we conclude that
’ _ ftK(‘T) _ 2 K / _ _ /
¢ (1) < Ac(B) | [ =1 @) dat Bl UKot () = —Aae (B) ()~ 1]+ 811Uk oo (8).
My “Hg, ()

But we know from Lemma [I2] that for all 5 > 0,
Ak (B) = v (B + 1)2_5d6_60* > 7}(6—3(04—0*)/2

for some other constant v}, > 0, since ¢ > c¢,. Setting a = (¢ — ¢)/(2¢) € (0,1), so that
(c+ cx)/2 = (1 — a), recalling that 3; = log(e“® + t)/c, we conclude that

/ i UK loo
¢'(t) < —W[@(U -1+ (e + 1)

o(t).

Let by = L 10g(2][Ux||oo/ (vice)), s0 that if fo > by, for all £ > 0,

Wil 7
c(ecPo +t) = 2(ePo + ¢)l-o’
whence
H0) < 5 lot) ~ )
— 2(60,80 + t)l—a
We classically conclude that indeed, if 5y > b(li), then for all ¢ > 0, ¢(t) < max(2, ©(0)). O

From the previous lemma and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we deduce the following.
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Lemma 14. For A > 1, let Dy = 201(41)_1_01(42)_’_1_’_40 and Ky = D+1, where 01(41) was itroduced
in Lemma [3 and where 01(42) = SUP,c{u<a} SUPyeB(z,2) U(y). There is a constant 01(43) > 0 such

that, if By > b%i (see Lemmall3d) and xo € {U < A}, it holds that supy Uk, (XE4) < Dy as.
and

. o

A

Vt Z 07 ]P)(UKA (XT+t) 2 DA) S (6060 =+ t)Qa

where (XtKA)tZO is the solution to @) starting from xo and where T is the stopping time introduced
in Lemma 3 (for the solution (X;)¢>0 to @) driven by the same Brownian motion as (X{*)i>0).
Proof. We fix A > 1, By > b(él and zg € {U < A}. First, since B(xo,1) C {U < D4} (because
Dy > Cf)), since supjg | | X;: — 20| <1 and since D4 < K4, Remark [IT tells us that X; = XtKA

for all t € [0, 7]. In particular, sup Uk , (X54) < D4 and the law of (7, XX4) = (7, X;) has a
1
density h(u,z) bounded by eci&)(60+1)1{u€[011]1163(1011)}, see Lemma [3]

Denote, for 2 € R? and 8 > 0, by ftKA’z’ﬁ the law of the solution of ([@) with K = K4, with
xo = x and with 8y replaced by 8. We then have

P(Uk,(XEA) > Da) =E[P(Uxk,(XEA) > DalF-)]

:/ h(u,aj)[/ ftKA’I"@“(dy)}dudx.
[0,1]x B(zo,1) (Ui, >Da}

Consider a probability density fo € C.(R?) such that (2?1(1)7113(950,1) < fo < 1B(ay,2), va being
the volume of the unit ball. We write

o) 2.8
(10) Pk, (X54) = D) <2058 0 sup [ [ ] £ Py o)
u€[0,1] JRd {Uk,>Da}

—204eC8 o) sup P(Ug, (Y4") > D),
u€[0,1]

where (YtA’")tZO is the solution to (@) with K = K4, starting from Yy ~ fo, with Sy replaced by
Bu. We now denote by ftA’u the density of YtA’u and use the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to write

(1) PUk,(Y™) > Da) = / (@)
{Uk,>2Da}

K 1/2 [f" (@) 2day 172
([ ([ My
{Uk,>Da} M, Mg, (@)

A

By Lemma [I3] we know that, since 3, > 3y > b%l,
M (2)]2d 2d d
My, Hg~t, (@) Mr, Mg () B(x0,2) Mg (2) B(0,2)
Recalling the definition of Cf) and that Zéi“ < (2Lg )%, see Remark [l we find

A,u 2d
" /M % =2V [ded@LKA)decf)B”] = 2dvd(2LKA)decf)5u.
Ka Bi+tu
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Next, since the volume of My, is smaller than (2L ,)?, we have

2L d _Bt+uDA
/ Mé(tiu (z)de < (Blx, e Ka :
{Uk,>Da} z

Bttu

By Remark [[1] again,

2L d vt 1 do—PtruDa
(13) / Ug,iu(ﬂ?)dl’ < (2Lk )" (Besu +1)% < e Prn(Da—1)
{Uk,>Da} KQ

for some constant C'4 > 0 of which we now allow the value to change from line to line. Gathering

(IQ)- (II)- ([I2)- [@3), we find

P(Uko(X) > Da) < Cae®s 1) sup ePren(Damn/2tCilin2,
u€e[0,1]

Since s — (5 is non-decreasing and Dy — 1 > Cf)

P(Uk (XEL) > Da) < CA@CS)B‘ sup e~ BrruDa—1-CF) /2 < CAe_B*(DA—l—Cf)—2021))/2.
u€e[0,1]
Recalling finally that D4 = 201(41) + 01(42) +1+4c and that B; = ¢ 'log(e®® +1), we conclude that
__Ca
(ecBU + t)2
as desired. 0

P(Uk, (XEA) > Da) < Cpe 2Pt =

We finally give the

Proof of Proposition[d We fix A > 1 and introduce D, K4 = D +1, b%l and 01(43) as in Lemma
@ We will show that one can find ba > by, such that if fy > bs and zo € {U < A}, the solution
(X550 to @) satisfies

1
P(SHPUKA( 1) < KA) >
>0

By Remark [IQ this will show the result. By Lemma [I4] we have supo, -] Uk s (XtKA) <Dy <Ky
a.s., so that we only have to check that

]P)(SupUKA(XT+t) < KA) %

t>0

We consider ¢4 € C*°(R,), with values in [0, 1], such that ¢4 = 0 outside [Da, K4] and such
that ¢pa((Da + K4)/2) =1, and we introduce ¥4 = ¢4 o Uk, : Mk, — [0,1]. Setting

»CAJ/)A(I) = —(A¢A($) = BiVipa(z) - VUE, (2)),

we have |£§t1/),4( z)| <C (1 + ﬂt)l{UKA (z)>Da}> Where CA is a constant involving the supremum
on Mg, of Ux, and its two first derivatives.

We now fix by > by, such that for all Sy > ba,

/°° W+ log(e® + t 4 1)] G /°° CP PN +log(s +1)] 1
0 (S

ds < —
c(ecBo 4 )2 eho cs? =0
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By It6’s formula and since 4 (X54) = 0 (because U, (XE4) < D),
ba(XTH) = My + Ry,
where (My)¢>0 is a martingale issued from 0 and where

t
Rt - / BT+5¢A(X7{145)

By Lemma [[4] since |£§T+tz/1,4(x)| < 01(44)(1 + Bt+1) LUy, (r)>D4} and since By > by > b(l)

%0 o (3 AW
(4) K CLh'Cy’ (14 Beyr) 1
Ehgg |Rt|} < /O (14 Brs1)P(Uk, (XE4) > Da)dt < /0 g s

Consequently, for E' = {sup;>q |R:| < 1/10}, we have P(E°) < 1/4.

On E, we have M; = Myp,, where o = inf{t > 0: M; ¢ [-1/10,11/10]}, because M; + R; =
PYa(XE2) takes values in [0,1]. On {sup;>0 Uk, (XEA) > K4}, the process 14 (X254) must up-
cross [0,1] at least once, so that on £ N {sup,>q Uk, (XEA) > Ka}, the martingale M, = My,
must up-cross [1/10,9/10] at least once. Hence

P(iglg U, (XE2) > KA) <P(E°)+P(E,(Mirs)i>0 up-crosses [1/10,9/10]) < 1/4 + p,

where p = P((Maqs)t>0 up-crosses [1/10,9/10]).

By Doob’s up-crossing inequality, see e.g. Revuz-Yor [13, Proposition 2.1 page 61] we know that,
for any continuous martingale (Z;);>0, any a < b, denoting by Ur 4 the number of up-crossings
of [a,b] by (Z¢)i>0 during [0,T7, it holds that (b — a)E[Ur 4] < E[(Z7 — a)_].

Thus for Ny the number of up-crossings of [1/10,9/10] by the martingale (Mns)i>0 during
[0, 77, it holds that

E[(Mrprs —1/10)— 2/1 1
p= lim P(Npr>1) < lim E[N7] < lim (M /10)-] < /10 = _.
T—00 T—00 T—o00 8/10 8/10 4

We used that Mp,, > —1/10 by definition of . We conclude that, for all 8 > ba, we have
P(supyso Uk, (XEA) > Ka) < 1/2 as desired. O

5. SUCCESS OF THE SIMULATED ANNEALING

We now show that no escape in large time implies the success of the simulated annealing.

Proof of Proposition[d We assume (A), fix ¢ > c., 79 € R, By > 0 and consider the solution
(Xt)i>0 to [@). Since lim|,|_ U(x) = oo, our goal is to show that for any fixed ¢ > 0,

hm ]P’(liminfU(XS) < oo and U(X) > 5) =0.

— 00 §—00

Step 1. It suffices to show that for each A > 1, setting

Qa4 = {liminf U(X;) < A},
S5—00
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it holds that Q4 C {sup,>q|Xs| < oo}. Indeed, if this hold true, we fix n > 0, consider A, > 0
large enough so that P(A, < liminf, . U(X,) < 00) < n and write

P(liminfU(Xs) < 00 and U(X,) > a) <n+P(Qa, and U(X;) > €)

§—00

§77—|—]P(sup|Xs| < oo and U(Xy) > a).
s>0

Thus limsup,_, ., P(liminf,_,o U(Xs) < oo and U(X;) > €) < n by Lemma [[l Since n > 0 is
arbitrarily small, the conclusion follows.

Step 2. We fix A > 1 and show that for Q4 = {liminfs_,. U(X;) < A}, we have Q4 C
{supy>q | Xs| < 00},

We introduce by > 1 and K4 > A as in Proposition [§ and consider ¢4 > 0 large enough so that
By > ba. We set Sy =ta and, for all £ > 1,

Ty = inf{t > Sp_1: U(Xt) < A} and Sk = inf{t > Ty : U(Xt) > KA},
with the convention that inf ) = co.
We start from

P(Sk_;,_l < OO|Sk < OO) Z]P)(TIH_l < 00, Sk+1 < OO|S;§ < OO)

=E 1{Tk+1<oo}P(Sk+1 < OO|]:T,€+1) Sk < OO}

But on {Tx41 < oo} and conditionally on Fr, ., (X7, +¢)¢>0 is a solution to (), starting from
X1,,, € {U < A}, with By replaced by fBr,., > B¢, > ba. Hence, using Proposition[§ a.s.,
l{Tk+1<OO}]P)(Sk+1 < 00|ka+1) = 1{Tk+1<oo}]P)<SggU(XTk+1+t) 2 KA) < 1/2
t>

All this shows that for all &k > 1, P(Sk4+1 < 00|Sk < 00) < 1/2.
Consequently, there a.s. exists k > 1 such that Sy = oo, and we introduce
ko =inf{k > 1: S = c0}.
We then have Si,—1 < oo = Sk,. By definition of Q4, it holds that Ty, < oo on 4. Since
U(X:) < K4 for all t € [Tiy, Sky) = [Tho,0) (0n ©4), this implies that

Qa C {limsupU(XS) < KA} C {sup|Xs| < oo}
s>0

55— 00

as desired. ]
We conclude the section with the

Proof of Theorem [l We assume (A) and that there is ag > 0 such that [p, e=*V®@)da < co. We
fix ¢ > 0, zg € R?, By > 0 and consider the unique solution (X;);>o to (@). By Proposition £
liminf;_, o | X¢| < 0o a.s. If moreover ¢> ¢, lim;_, U(X:) =0 in probability by Proposition2 O

6. APPENDIX: NON-EXPLOSION

It remains to study the non-explosion of our process. Surprisingly, this is rather tedious, except
if assuming some Lyapunov condition, for example that —x-VU (x) < C(1+|z|?), which forbids too
nasty oscillations. We will prove the following result, which is much stronger (but more natural)
than what we really need, since U > 0 under (A).
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Theorem 15. Assume that U : R? — R and 3 : Ry — (0,00) are of class C*®. Fiz zo € R% and
consider the pathwise unique mazimal solution (X¢)icjo,¢c) to

1 t
(14) X, =20+ B, 5/ B.VU(X4)ds,
0

where ¢ = limy, (,, with {, = inf{t > 0:|X;| > n}. Assume that
(15) there is L > 0 such that for all v € RY, U(x) > —L(1 + |z|?).
Then it holds that ¢ = oo a.s.

Since VU is locally Lipschitz continuous, the existence of a pathwise unique possibly exploding
solution is classical. This result is rather natural: as is well-known, the solution to (I4]), with
U(z) = —(1 + |z*)* explodes if and only if o > 1. The difficulty relies in the fact that we do not
want to assume any local property on VU. Let us mention that the proof below, assuming that
U > 0, would be slightly simpler but less transparent.

Our proof is inspired by methods found in Ichihara [9], who uses Dirichlet forms, and Grigor’yan
[5] and [6l Section 9], who studies manifold-valued diffusions. Both deal with the time-homogeneous
case (B = Py for all t > 0). In [6], non-explosion is proved under some very weak conditions
(allowing e.g. for some additional logarithmic factors in (&), while [9] is more stringent (roughly,
he treats only the case where U(z) > —L(1 + |z|)).

We start with the following remark.

Remark 16. (i) To prove Theorem[I3, one may assume additionally that
(16) there is to > 0 such that By = By, for all t > ty.

(it) For any zo € R?, for (Xi)ie(o,c) the solution to [[d) and for t > 0, the measure f; defined
by fi(A) =P(¢ > t, X; € A) is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure on R

(iii) It suffices to prove Theorem[Id for a.e. xo € R

Proof. (i) Assume that Theorem [T holds under the additional condition (I8 and consider f :
R, — (0,00) of class C>. We fix T > 0, introduce 3 : R, — (0,00) of class C* satisfying
(@), such that 3; = 3; on [0, 7] and we introduce the corresponding solution (Xt)te[o,é)- We have
(Xt)eelo,rnc) = (Xt)te[o,T/\é)v whence in particular {¢ < T} = {¢ < T}. Since ( = 00 a.s., we
conclude that P(¢ <7T') = 0. Since T is arbitrarily large, this implies that ¢ = co a.s.

(ii) Fix a Lebesgue-null set A € R%. Since VU is bounded on compact sets, we deduce from

the Girsanov theorem that P((, > t, X; € A) = 0 for all n > 1. By monotone convergence, we
conclude that P(¢ > ¢, X; € A) = 0 as desired.

(iii) Assume that for any 8 : Ry — (0,00) of class C*°, Py (¢ < o) = 0 for a.e. z € R%. Then
for a given 8 : Ry — (0,00) of class C*, for all t > 0, P; (¢ < oo) = 0 for a.e. € R Since
¢ > 0 a.s. by continuity, we may write, for all 2y € R?,

P07m0(< < OO) = lim PO,IO (t < C < OO) = lim EO,IO [1{C>t}Pt,Xt (C < OO)] =0.
t—0 t—0

We used the Markov property and that 1;.54P: x,(¢ < o0) =0 a.s. when ¢ > 0 by point (ii) and
since P; (¢ < 00) = 0 for a.e. © € R% O

Above and in the whole section, we denote by E, 5, the expectation concerning the process
starting from zo € R? at time ¢y > 0: under Eiy. 2o, the process (X;);>0 solves (in law) the S.D.E.

Xy = a0+ By — 3 [ Bioss VU (X,)ds.
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In the whole section, we denote by vy the volume of the unit ball and, for » > 0, we set
B,={zecR%:|z|<r}, B,={xcR¥:|z|<r} and 9B, ={zcR?:|z| =71}

We will study of the following Kolmogorov backward equation, which consists of a particular
case of the Feynman-Kac formula.

Lemma 17. Adopt the assumptions of Theorem[Id and suppose ([I8)). Fizn > 1 and o > 0. There
is a function u, o € C12(Ry x By,) such that u,.o =1 on Ry x OB, and
(17) Optin o (t, ) + Lo, Un,o(t, ) = aty o(t,x) for (t,z) € [0,00) X By,

For ¢ : R = R of class C?, B3>0 and x € RY, we have set

1
Lsp(x) = 5[Ap(x) = BVU(z) - Vip(2)].
For any t >0, any x € B, it holds that u, «(t,z) = E; z[exp(—a(,)]-

Proof. This relies one more time on classical results found in Friedman [4]. We fix some ¢y > 0 such
that 3; = By, for all ¢ > to. All the coefficients of (IT7) are smooth and bounded, since restricted
to B, whose boundary is smooth. Hence all the results cited below do indeed apply.

By [ Chapter 3, Theorem 19], there exists a solution v, , € C%(B,) to the elliptic boundary
problem £ﬂt0 Up,a = QUp o O0 B,, and v, o =1 on 9B,

By [, Chapter 3, Theorem 7] (after time-reversing), there exists a solution w, o belonging
to C12([0,t0] x By,) to the parabolic problem diwy, o + Lg,Wn,a = Qwy o on (0,ty) X B, with
boundary condition wy, o = 1 on [0, tg] x 0B, and terminal condition wy, o (to, ) = Vp o(x) on By,.

The function u,, o defined by o (¢, ) = vy,o(x) if t > o and up, o (t, ) = wp o (¢, 2) if t € [0, to)
satisfies the conditions of the statement.

Finally, using the It6 formula and (IT), one checks that for all t > 0, all € B,,, all T > 0,
Et,z[un,a(T A Cn; XT/\Cn)eia(TACH)] - un,a(tv .I)

We let T — oo and find that E;.[e”*"] = u,(t,) by dominated convergence and since
Un,a(Cn, Xc,) =1 aus. O

Remark 18. By the Green formula, for all 8> 0, for all r > 0, for all ¢ : B, — R of class C!
and v : B, = R of class C?,

2/ p(@)La(w)e D de = - / V() - Vip(a)e U de

B, B,
+ / (@) [Vib(z) - v(@)le U@ s,
OB,

where v(x) = x/|x| is the unit vector normal to OB, and where dS is its surface element.

Although this is already known, see Grigor’yan [0 Section 9], we recall for the sake of complete-
ness how to treat the homogeneous case. We use an approach closer to the one of Ichihara [9],
who however assumes more than (I5) and whose proof is more intricate and relies on the study of
v(x) = Egy[e” 7], where o = inf{t > 0:|X;| < 1}.

Proposition 19. Assume that U : R? — R is C*° and satisfies {A5). If B; = Bo > 0 for all t > 0,
then P, (¢ < o00) = 0 for a.e. x € R
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Proof. For a > 0 and n > 1, we set uy(z) = Ep[e™%] and uy, o(7) = E,[e”2%*]. We divide the
proof into 2 steps. We recall that L is defined in (IH]).

Step 1. Here we prove that for all » > 0, there is a constant C}. > 0 such that

(18) Va > 0, / Ui(l‘)e_'@OU(m)dx < Cre—a/(2BUL)'

s

By Proposition [T .o € C*(By), Una = 1 on 0B, and L tn o = QU on B,. For any
r € (0,n], we have

D, (1) ::/ (20m? ,(z) + Vit o(x)]?)e PV @) dz
B

"

:/ Un,o(2) [Vn,a(x) - V(x)]efﬁﬂU(m)ds_
OB,

Indeed, it suffices to write 2au%)a = 2up,oLg,Un,o and to use Remark with ¢ = ¥ = Uy ..
Hence for all r € (0,n], since 2aa® + b* > 2v/2aab,

&, o(r) —/BB (2auy ,(x) + [Viino(z)[2)e PV ds

>2v/2a un,a(x)|Vun,a(:1:)|675“U(m)dS > 2v2a®p o (r).
OB,

Thus ®,, o (1) < ®p.o(n)e2V22 =) for all € (0,n).
But, writing 2au, o = 2L,Un,o and using Remark I8 with ¢ = 1 and 9 = uy, o,
2/ Qo (x)e V@) Az = / [V o(z) - v(z)]e PV @ds = @, ,(n),
n 9B,
because U, o = 1 on dB,,. Hence ¥, ,(n) < 2« an e~ PoU@) g < 2avdndeB°L(l+"2) by (IE). All
this shows that for all & > 0, all n > 1, all r € (0,n],

/ up o (x)e PV dy < QL(I)n,a(T) < pgndefol (1n%) 2v2a(r—n),
B. el

But ue(7) < upo(z) for all n > 1, all 2 € RY Hence for > 0 fixed, with the choice n =
r++a/(BoL), we conclude that, for some constant C,. > 0 depending on r (and on L and d),

/ ui(x)e—ﬂoU(w)dxS,Ud(,r_|_\/a/(ﬂOL))deﬂoL(1+2r2)+2a/(ﬂoL)6—2\/§o¢/(,80L) < Ore—a/@ﬂol,).

Step 2. We now conclude. Assume by contradiction that [, P,({ < co)dz > 0 and fix n > 0.
It holds that [, P,({ < n)dz > 0. Else we would have, by the Markov property,

/ P, (¢ < 2n)dz = / Po( < ¢ < 2n)de = / E.[LicomPx, (€ < )ldz =0
R4 R4 R4

thanks to Remark [[6(ii). Iterating the argument, we would find that [, P, (¢ < Kn)dz = 0 for
all K > 1, whence [p,P,(¢ < oo)dz = 0.



ON THE SIMULATED ANNEALING IN R¢ 19

Consequently, we can find 7o > 0 such that ¢ := [, [Py(¢ < n)?e V@) dz > 0. We then
0
have, since uq(z) = E,[e”2¢] > e P, (¢ < 1),

Yo > 0, / u? (z)e PV @ dy > ge20m,
B

0

With the choice n = 1/(88yL), this contradicts (IJ]). O

Using in particular some clever ideas found in Grigor’yan [6l Section 9], who studies, in the
homogeneous case, the P.D.E. satisfied by w(t, z) = P,[¢ < t], we can now give the

Proof of Theorem[I3. We consider U : R? — R and 3 : R, — (0,00) of class C*. We recall that
¢ = limy, ¢, with ¢, = inf{t > 0: |X;| > n}. We set u,(t,r) = E;.[e”*"] and u(t,z) = E; .[e~¢],
omitting the subscript a since we now always work with o = 1. By Remark [[6, we may moreover
suppose that there is ¢ty > 0 such that 8; = S, for all t > t,, and it suffices to prove that u(0,2) =0
for a.e. x € R%. Since u(ty,r) = 0 for a.e. x € R? by Proposition [ it is sufficient to prove that

(19)  3d > 0Vt € [0, to), {/ u(ty, z)da = o} = {w € [(t1 — do) V O,tl],/
R R
Step 1. Here we check that for all @ € [0,1], all b > 0, all e > 0, all n > 0,
a enbfl/a
ne n
We fix a € [0,1], € > 0, and ) > 0 and study f(b) = 2+e"~1/=—nab. We have f(0) > 0, f(c0) = oo

and f'(b) = n[e"™~1/¢ —a]. If a < e'/%, then f is non-decreasing, so that f is nonnegative on R .
If now a > e~ /¢, then f attains its minimum at by = %[loga + 1] and f(bo) = a —aloga > 0.

u(t,z)de = O}.

Step 2. Here we prove that are some constants § > 0 and ko > 0 such that for all ¢; € [0, o], all
R > 1, there is a C! function ay, g : [(t1 — &) V 0,%1] x R? — [0, 1] enjoying the properties that

Qi R = 1 on [(tl — 5) V O,tl] X Bg, Qi R = 0 on [(tl — 6) \/O,tl] X BZR
and, for all ¢ € [(t1 — J) V 0,14],

2
me, r(t) == /Rd (|Vo¢t1’R(t,:17)|2 - 8,5[04?17R(t,a:)])Jre_ﬂtU(w)dx < koe .

We start with a C*°-function np : R? — [0,1] such that ng = 1 on Bag, nr = 0 on B and
|V773| < 1/R.

We also introduce the O function on [(t; — &) V 0,%1] x R? defined by

(el - R
Surt2) = o5 Ty

which equals 0 on [(t; — &) V0, t1] x Br and solves 8i&, g+ 5|V&, r|? = 0 on [(t —0) V0, t1] x B,

If § > 0 is small enough, the function ay, r(t, ) = nr(z)exp(—&, r(t,2)/2) enjoys the desired
properties: it is C, [0, 1]-valued, we have oy, r(t,z) = 1if |z| < R and ag(t,z) = 0 if |z| > 4R,
and we have

1 2 _
Vau, r|” — dila7, g] :‘Vntl,R - gﬁtl,vatl,R e Sn 4 geT RO R

1 _ _
< (2090, 52 + 50, 5 V& R + 0 01 m) e = 2V, mleC0n,
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Since |V, r| < R~ '1p,,\B,, and since &, p > f—; on [(t; —6) vV 0,t1] x BSy, we deduce from

(@), that
my, g(t) <2R™2e” B/ (49) B LOKISRY) Nio(By 1\ Bag).
Since 3 is bounded on [0, to], it indeed suffices to choose § > 0 small enough to complete the step.

Step 8. We consider 6 > 0 as in Step 2, fix t1 € [0,tp] and set, for R > 1, n > 5R and
te [(tl — 5) vV O,tl],

PnnR(E) = / un(tw)od, gt z)e” "V da.
R
The goal of this step is to verify that there is a constant k1 > 0 such that
(20) Vt1 € [0,to], VR > 1, Vn 2 5R, Vt € [(t1=0)VO0, tal, @y, 4, () = —k1 R0, r(t)+e |

By (@) (with o = 1), we know that dyuy, (¢, ) = un(t,x) — Lg,un(t,z) on [0,00) x B,,. Since
Supp ay, r(t,-) C Bsr and since n > 5R, we may write

(p;z,tl,R(t) = n,tl,R(t) + Jnﬂfl,R(t) - K”l;thR(t)’

where

Loty r(t) :/ 2w (t,x) — Eﬂtun(t,l')]un(t’x)a?l)R(t7x)e*5tU(x)dx,
]Rci

In 1 R (t) :/d w2 (t, 1) [af, g(t,x)]e V@) da,
R

K., r(t) =P, / Ulz)ul(t,)of, p(t,z)e V@) da.
]Rd

Using Remark [[8 with any r > 4R, since oy, g(t,-) is supported in Byg, we have
Loty () > —2 /Rd L, un(t,2)[un(t, 2)02, z(t,2)]e V@ dz
:/]Rd Vuy,(t,x) - V[un(t,I)ath(t,z)]efﬁtU(x)dI
:/Rd [|Vun(t 33)|2at Rt )+ 2un(t, w)ou, rR(E, 2)Vu,(t,x) - Vay, r(t, ) e BU =)

Z_/ u?l(tv$)|V04t1,R(t,3:)|2e_3tU(1)dx_
R

We finally used that a? — 2ab > —b? with a = |Vu,|ay, g and and b = u,|Vay, r|. Thus

In,tl,R(t) + Jn,thR(t) 2/

Rd
=" / (|Vat1,R(tafC)|2 AL R(tvx)]) e PU@dy > —pge
R ' +
by Step 2. We used that u2(t,z) € [0,1].
We next write K,, i, r(t) = KW )+ + K@

’ﬂ,t1 n tl

un(t, ) (6t[a§1,R(tax)] - |Vat1,R(t,x)|2)e*ﬁtU(r)d$

r(t), where

Kletl, (t)= Bt/}R Liw@<aU( z)u (t ‘T)atl r(t,z)e 7ﬁtU(m)dx§CR2<Pn,t1,R(t)a



ON THE SIMULATED ANNEALING IN R¢ 21

because || is bounded on [0, to] and because |1{y<o3U| < L(1+ (4R)?) on Supp oy, r(t,-) C Bar
by (5], and
Kr(fth(t) = BQ/R l{U(I)ZO}U(I)ui(t,x)ozflyR(t,x)efﬁfU(z)dx.

By Step 1 with a = uj, (t,2)0f, z(t,2) € [0,1],b=U(x) >0,n=p; >0and e = (2R)~

K7(l22 R < |Bt| {2R2ui(t, :E)afl R(t,:c) + eBtU(%)_2R2j|e—BtU(lE)dx
1, ﬂt Ban )
_ 1B

; 2826 0.4,.R(1) + Vol(Bug)e ™" |
t

= [RQSDn,tl,R(f) + eilﬂ ’
since |5;]/6: is bounded on [0, to]. This ends the step.

Step 4. We now conclude that (I9) holds true with o = min{d, 1/(2x1)}, where § > 0 and k1 > 0
were introduced in Steps 2 and 3. We thus fix ¢t; € [0, ¢p] and assume that fRd u(ty,x)dx = 0.

Integrating (20)), we find that for all ¢ € [(¢; — o) V 0,11], all R > 1 and all n > 5R,
<Pn,t1,R(t) < <Pn,t1,R(t1)€K1R2(tlit) —|—R7267R2 [eanQ(tlft) _ 1] < €R2/2<Pn,t1,R(t1) + 67R2/2
the last inequality following from the fact that t; — ¢ < 6y < 1/(2k1).

)

Since limy, un (¢, ) = u(t,z) by dominated convergence and since oy r(t, ) is compactly sup-
ported, we have limy ©n.¢, r(t) = @, r(t), Where @r(t) = [z u?(t,2)af gt x)e PV dz. We
thus find, for all ¢ € [(t1 — dp) V 0,#1], all R > 1

2  p2
e () < e Ppy p(t) +e B2

But since u(t1,x) = 0 for a.e. x € R%, it holds that ¢y, r(t1) = 0 for all R > 1. Hence for all fixed
te [(tl — 50) vV O,tl] all fixed Ry > 0, all R > Ry > 1, since Qi R( ) > ].BR07

/ u?(t,x)e PV @ de < oy, g(t) < e 2,

Br,

whence [, u?(t,z)e V@ dr = 0 and thus u(t,x) = 0 for a.e. x € R? as desired. O
0
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