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GLOBAL OPTIMIZATION VIA SCHRÖDINGER-FÖLLMER DIFFUSION

YIN DAI, YULING JIAO, LICAN KANG, XILIANG LU, AND JERRY ZHIJIAN YANG

Abstract. We study the problem of find a global minimizers of V (x) : Rd → R approximately

via sampling from a probability distribution µσ with density pσ(x) =
exp(−V (x)/σ)∫

Rd exp(−V (y)/σ)dy
with respect to the Lebesgue measure for σ ∈ (0, 1) small enough. We propose and analyze a

sampler based on the Euler discretization of the Schrödinger-Föllmer diffusion processes with

stochastic approximation. Under some smooth and growth condition on V , we prove that

∀ 0 < δ ≪ 1, τ > 0 with probability at least 1−
√
δ, the output of the proposed sampler is a

τ -global minimizer of V , if number of iterations larger than O( d
δ
), number of Gaussian samples

per iteration larger than O( d
δ
) and the σ ≤ O( τ

log(1/δ)
).

1. Introduction

In this paper we study the challenging problem of finding a global minimum of a function
V : Rd → R, in particular when V is non-convex. Suppose N := {x∗1, · · · , x∗κ} is set of the global
minimum of V with finite cardinality, i.e.,

x∗i ∈ argmin
x

V (x), for any i = 1, · · · , κ. (1)

For any ε > 0 and Lebesgue measure L on Rd, we have L (V (x) < V (x∗i ) − ε) = 0 and
L (V (x) < V (x∗i ) + ε) > 0. Let σ ∈ (0, 1] be one constant, define

Cσ :=

∫

Rd

exp(−V (x)/σ)dx,

and assume Cσ < ∞ for each σ ∈ (0, 1). Then we can define one probability density function
on Rd as

pσ(x) =
exp(−V (x)/σ)

Cσ
.

Let µσ be the probability distribution measure corresponding to the density function pσ. As-
suming function V be twice differentiable, We have measure µσ converges weakly to probability

measure with weights proportional to

(
det∇2V (x∗i )

)− 1
2

∑κ
j=1

(
det∇2V (x∗j )

)− 1
2

at x∗i as σ goes to 0, that is,

lim
σ→0

µσ =

∑κ
i=1

(
det∇2V (x∗i )

)− 1
2 δx∗

i

∑κ
j=1

(
det∇2V (x∗j)

)− 1
2

,

then solving the optimization problem (1) can be converted into sampling from the probability
distribution measure µσ for small enough σ.

We introduce the Schrödinger-Föllmer diffusion process associated µσ, defined as

dXt = b (Xt, t) dt+ dBt, t ∈ [0, 1], X0 = 0, (2)

where the drift function

b(x, t) =
EZ∼N(0,Id)[∇f̂σ(x+

√
1− tZ)]

EZ∼N(0,Id)[f̂σ(x+
√
1− tZ)]

: Rd × [0, 1] → Rd

with the density ratio fσ(·) = pσ(·)
φ(·) and φ(·) being the density function of standard normal

distribution, and f̂σ(·) defined in (10). According to Léonard (2014) and Eldan et al. (2020),
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the process {Xt}t∈[0,1] in (2) was first formulated by Föllmer (Föllmer, 1985, 1986, 1988) when
studying the Schrödinger bridge problem (Schrödinger, 1932). The main feature of the above
Schrödinger-Föllmer process is that it interpolates δ0 and µσ in time [0, 1], i.e., X1 ∼ µσ, see
Proposition 2.3. Then we can solve the optimization problem (1) by sampling from µσ via the
following Euler-Maruyama discretization of (2),

Ytk+1
= Ytk + sb (Ytk , tk) +

√
sǫk+1, Yt0 = 0, k = 0, 1, . . . ,K − 1,

where s = 1/K is the step size, tk = ks, and {ǫk}Kk=1 are independent and identically distributed
from N(0, Id). If the expectations in the drift term b(x, t) do not have analytical forms, one
can use Monte Carlo method to evaluate b (Ytk , tk) approximately, i.e., one can sample from µσ

according

Ỹtk+1
= Ỹtk + sb̃m

(
Ỹtk , tk

)
+

√
sǫk+1, Ỹt0 = 0, k = 0, 1, . . . ,K − 1,

where b̃m(Ỹtk , tk) =
1
m

∑m
j=1[∇f̂σ(Ỹtk +

√
1− tkZj)]

1
m

∑m
j=1[f̂σ(Ỹtk +

√
1− tkZj)]

with Z1, ..., Zm i.i.d N(0, Id).

The main result of this paper is summarized in the following.

Theorem 1.1. (Informal) Under some smooth and growth condition on V , ∀ 0 < δ ≪ 1, τ > 0

with probability at least 1 −
√
δ, ỸtK is a τ -global minimizer of V , i.e., V (ỸtK ) ≤ τ + inf V (x),

if number of iterations K ≥ O(dδ ), number of Gaussian samples per iteration m ≥ O(dδ ) and the
σ ≤ O( τ

log(1/δ) ).

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we describe the proposed method.
In Section 3, we present our theoretical analysis. We conclude in Section 4. Proofs for all the
theorems are provided in Appendix 6.

2. Methodology Description

In this section we first provide some background on the Schrödinger-Föllmer diffusion. We
then present the proposed method to solve the minimization problem (1) based on the Euler-
Maruyama discretization of the Schrödinger-Föllmer diffusion.

2.1. Background on Schrödinger-Föllmer diffusion. We first recall the Schrödinger bridge
problem, then introduce the Schrödinger-Föllmer diffusion.

2.1.1. Schrödinger bridge problem. Let Ω = C([0, 1],Rd) be the space of Rd-valued continuous
functions on the time interval [0, 1]. Denote Z = (Zt)t∈[0,1] as the canonical process on Ω,
where Zt(ω) = ωt, ω = (ωs)s∈[0,1] ∈ Ω. The canonical σ-field on Ω is then generated as
F = σ(Zt, t ∈ [0, 1]) =

{
{ω : (Zt(ω))t∈[0,1] ∈ H} : H ∈ B(Rd)

}
. Denote P(Ω) as the space of

probability measures on the path space Ω, and Wx ∈ P(Ω) as the Wiener measure whose initial
marginal is δx. The law of the reversible Brownian motion, is then defined as P =

∫
Wxdx,

which is an unbounded measure on Ω. One can observe that, P has a marginal coinciding
with the Lebesgue measure L at each t. Schrödinger (1932) studied the problem of finding
the most likely random evolution between two probability distributions ν̃, µ̃ ∈ P(Rd). This
problem is referred to as the Schrödinger bridge problem (SBP). SBP can be further formulated
as seeking a probability law on the path space that interpolates between ν̃ and µ̃, such that the
probability law is close to the prior law of the Brownian diffusion with respect to the relative
entropy (Jamison, 1975; Léonard, 2014), i.e., finding a path measure Q∗ ∈ P(Ω) with marginal
Q∗

t = (Zt)#Q
∗ = Q∗ ◦ Z−1

t , t ∈ [0, 1] such that

Q∗ ∈ argminDKL(Q||P),

and
Q0 = ν̃,Q1 = µ̃,

where the relative entropy DKL(Q||P) =
∫
log

(
dQ

dP

)
dQ if Q ≪ P (i.e., Q is absolutely con-

tinuous w.r.t. P), and DKL(Q||P) = ∞ otherwise. The following theorem characterizes the
solution of SBP.
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Theorem 2.1. (Léonard, 2014) If measures ν̃, µ̃ ≪ L , then SBP admits a unique solution
dQ∗ = f∗(Z0)g

∗(Z1)dP, where f∗ and g∗ are L -measurable nonnegative functions satisfying
the Schrödinger system





f∗(x)EP [g∗ (Z1) | Z0 = x] =
dν̃

dL
(x), L -a.e.

g∗(y)EP [f∗ (Z0) | Z1 = y] =
dµ̃

dL
(y), L -a.e.

Furthermore, the pair (Q∗
t ,v

∗
t ) with

v∗
t (x) = ∇x logEP [g∗ (Z1) | Zt = x]

solves the minimum action problem

min
µt,vt

∫ 1

0
Ez∼µt [‖vt(z)‖2]dt

such that {
∂tµt = −∇ · (µtvt) +

∆µt

2 , on (0, 1) × Rd

µ0 = ν̃, µ1 = µ̃.

Let K(s,x, t,y) = [2π(t − s)]−d/2 exp

(
−‖x− y‖2

2(t− s)

)
be the transition density of the Wiener

process, q̃(x) and p̃(y) be the density of ν̃ and µ̃, respectively. Denote

f0(x) = f∗(x), g1(y) = g∗(y),

f1(y) = EP [f∗ (Z0) | Z1 = y] =

∫
K(0,x, 1,y)f0(x)dx,

g0(x) = EP [g∗ (Z1) | Z0 = x] =

∫
K(0,x, 1,y)g1(y)dy.

Then, the Schrödinger system in Theorem 2.1 can also be characterized by

q̃(x) = f0(x)g0(x), p̃(y) = f1(y)g1(y) (3)

with the following forward and backward time harmonic equations (Chen et al., 2021),
{

∂tft(x) =
∆
2 ft(x),

∂tgt(x) = −∆
2 gt(x),

on (0, 1) × Rd.

Let qt denote marginal density of Q∗
t , i.e., qt(x) =

dQ∗

t
dL

(x), then it can be represented by the
product of gt and ft (Chen et al., 2021). Let V consist of admissible Markov controls with finite
energy. Then, the vector field

v∗
t = ∇x log gt(x) = ∇x log

∫
K(t,x, 1,y)g1(y)dy (4)

solves the following stochastic control problem.

Theorem 2.2. (Dai Pra, 1991)

v∗
t (x) ∈ argmin

v∈V
E

[∫ 1

0

1

2
‖vt‖2dt

]

such that {
dxt = vtdt+ dBt,
x0 ∼ q̃(x), x1 ∼ p̃(x).

(5)

According to Theorem 2.2, the dynamics determined by the SDE in (5) with a time-varying
drift term v∗

t in (4) will drive the particles sampled from the initial distribution ν̃ to evolve to
the particles drawn from the target distribution µ̃ on the unit time interval. This nice property
is what we need in designing samplers: we can sample from the underlying target distribution
µ̃ via pushing forward a simple reference distribution ν̃. In particular, if we take the initial
distribution ν̃ to be δ0, the degenerate distribution at 0, then the Schrödinger-Föllmer diffusion
process (8) defined below is a solution to (5), i.e., it will transport δ0 to the target distribution.
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2.1.2. Schrödinger-Föllmer diffusion process. From now on, without loss of generality, we can
assume that the minimum value of V is 0, i.e., V (x∗i ) = 0, i = 1, . . . , κ, otherwise, we consider V
replaced by V −minx V (x). Since µσ is absolutely continuous with respect to the d-dimensional
standard Gaussian distribution N(0, Id). Let fσ denote the Radon-Nikodym derivative of µσ

with respect to N(0, Id), or the ratio of the density of µσ over the density of N(0, Id), i.e.,

fσ(x) =
dµσ

dN(0, Id)
(x) =

pσ(x)

φ(x)
, x ∈ Rd. (6)

Let Qt be the heat semigroup defined by

Qtfσ(x) = EZ∼N(0,Id)[fσ(x+
√
tZ)], t ∈ [0, 1]. (7)

The Schrödinger-Föllmer diffusion process {Xt}t∈[0,1] is defined as Föllmer (1985, 1986, 1988)

dXt = b(Xt, t)dt+ dBt, X0 = 0, t ∈ [0, 1], (8)

where b(x, t) : Rd × [0, 1] → Rd is the drift term given by

b(x, t) = ∇ logQ1−tfσ(x). (9)

This process {Xt}t∈[0,1] defined by (8) is a solution to (5) with ν̃ = δ0, µ̃ = µσ, and vt(x) = b(x, t)
(Dai Pra, 1991; Lehec, 2013a; Eldan et al., 2020). In order to facilitate subsequent calculations,
we introduce the following notation

f̂σ(x) := Cσ(2πσ)
− d

2 fσ(x). (10)

To ensure that the SDE (8) admits a unique strong solution, we assume that

(A1) For each σ ∈ (0, 1), f̂σ,∇f̂σ are Lipschitz continuous with constant γσ > 0;
(A2) For each σ ∈ (0, 1), there exists constant ξσ ∈ (0, 1) such that f̂σ ≥ ξσ.

Hypotheses for conditions (A1)-(A2) stems from the definition 5 and Lemma 6 of Lehec (2013b)
and Assumption 1 in Tzen and Raginsky (2019). So far we have not found some results that are
weaker than conditions (A1)-(A2).

Proposition 2.3. If f̂σ satisfies assumptions (A1) and (A2), then the Schrödinger-Föllmer
SDE (8) has a unique strong solution {Xt}t∈[0,1] with X0 ∼ δ0 and X1 ∼ µσ.

Remark 2.4. (i) The drift term b(x, t) is scale-invariant with respect to fσ in the sense
that b(x, t) = ∇ logQ1−tCfσ(x),∀C > 0. Therefore, the Schrödinger-Föllmer diffusion
can be used for sampling from an unnormalized distribution µσ, that is, the normalizing
constant Cσ of µσ does not need to be known.

(ii) We have µσ(dx) = exp(−V (x)/σ)dx/Cσ with the normalized constant Cσ, then fσ(x) =
(
√
2π)

d

Cσ
exp(−V (x)/σ +

‖x‖22
2 ), further, f̂σ(x) = exp(−V (x)/σ − ‖x‖22/2). Once V (x) is

twice differentiable and for each σ ∈ (0, 1),

lim
R→∞

sup
‖x‖2≥R

exp

(
−V (x)

σ
+

‖x‖22
2

)∥∥∥∥x− ∇V (x)

σ

∥∥∥∥
2

< ∞,

lim
R→∞

sup
‖x‖2≥R

exp

(
−V (x)

σ
+

‖x‖22
2

)∥∥∥∥Id −
∇2V (x)

σ

∥∥∥∥
2

< ∞,

then both f̂σ and ∇f̂σ are Lipschitz continuous, i.e., (A1) holds. If the potential function

V satisfies V (x) ≤ σ
(
‖x‖22
2 − log ξσ

)
for each σ ∈ (0, 1), then condition (A2) holds.

(iii) Under (A1) and (A2), some calculation shows that

‖∇f̂σ‖2 ≤ γσ, ‖∇2f̂σ‖2 ≤ γσ,

and

sup
x∈Rd,t∈[0,1]

‖∇Q1−tf̂σ(x)‖2 ≤ γσ, sup
x∈Rd,t∈[0,1]

‖∇2(Q1−tf̂σ(x))‖2 ≤ γσ,
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and

b(x, t) =
∇Q1−tf̂σ(x)

Q1−tf̂σ(x)
, ∇b(x, t) =

∇2(Q1−tf̂σ)(x)

Q1−tf̂σ(x)
− b(x, t)b(x, t)⊤.

We conclude that

sup
x∈Rd,t∈[0,1]

‖b(x, t)‖2 ≤ γσ
ξσ

, sup
x∈Rd,t∈[0,1]

‖∇b(x, t)‖2 ≤ γσ
ξσ

+
γ2σ
ξ2σ

.

(iv) Under (A1) and (A2), then we can easily deduce that the drift term b satisfies a linear
growth condition and a Lipschitz continuity condition (Revuz and Yor, 2013; Pavliotis,
2014), that is,

‖b(x, t)‖22 ≤ C0(1 + ‖x‖22), x ∈ Rd, t ∈ [0, 1] (C1)

and

‖b(x, t)− b(y, t)‖2 ≤ C1‖x− y‖2, x, y ∈ Rd, t ∈ [0, 1], (C2)

where C0 and C1 are two finite positive constants that depend on σ.
The linear growth condition (C1) and Lipschitz continuity condition (C2) ensure the unique

strong solution of Schrödinger-Föllmer SDE (8).

2.2. Euler-Maruyama discretization for Schrödinger-Föllmer Diffusion. Proposition
2.3 shows that the Schrödinger-Föllmer diffusion will transport δ0 to the probability distribution
measure µσ on the unite time interval. Since the drift term b(x, t) is scale-invariant with respect
to fσ in the sense that b(x, t) = ∇ logQ1−tCfσ(x),∀C > 0. Therefore, the Schrödinger-Föllmer
diffusion can be used for sampling from µσ(dx) = exp(−V (x)/σ)dx/Cσ , where the normalizing
constant of Cσ may not to be known. To this end, we use the Euler-Maruyama method to
discretize the Schrödinger-Föllmer diffusion (8). Let

tk = k · s, k = 0, 1, . . . ,K, with s = 1/K, Yt0 = 0,

the Euler-Maruyama scheme reads

Ytk+1
= Ytk + sb (Ytk , tk) +

√
sǫk+1, k = 0, 1, . . . ,K − 1, (11)

where {ǫk}Kk=1 are i.i.d. N(0, Id) and

b(Ytk , tk) =
EZ [∇f̂σ(Ytk +

√
1− tkZ)]

EZ [f̂σ(Ytk +
√
1− tkZ)]

=
EZ [Zf̂σ(Ytk +

√
1− tkZ)]

EZ [f̂σ(Ytk +
√
1− tkZ)]

√
1− tk

, (12)

where the second equality follows from Stein’s lemma (Stein, 1972, 1986; Landsman and Nešlehová,
2008). From the definition of b(Ytk , tk) in (12) we may not get its explicit expression. Here, we
consider one estimator b̃m of b by replacing EZ about drift term b with m-samples mean, i.e.,

b̃m(Ytk , tk) =
1
m

∑m
j=1[∇f̂σ(Ytk +

√
1− tkZj)]

1
m

∑m
j=1[f̂σ(Ytk +

√
1− tkZj)]

, k = 0, . . . ,K − 1, (13)

or

b̃m(Ytk , tk) =
1
m

∑m
j=1[Zj f̂σ(Ytk +

√
1− tkZj)]

1
m

∑m
j=1[f̂σ(Ytk +

√
1− tkZj)] ·

√
1− tk

, k = 0, . . . ,K − 1, (14)

where Z1, . . . , Zm are i.i.d. N(0, Id). The detailed description of the proposed method is
summarized in following Algorithm 1 below.
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Algorithm 1 Solving (1) via Euler-Maruyama discretization of Schrödinger-Föllmer Diffusion

1: Input: σ, m, K. Initialize s = 1/K, Ỹt0 = 0.
2: for k = 0, 1, . . . ,K − 1 do
3: Sample ǫk+1 ∼ N(0, Id).
4: Sample Zi, i = 1, . . . ,m, from N(0, Id).
5: Compute b̃m according to (13) or (14),

6: Ỹtk+1
= Ỹtk + sb̃m

(
Ỹtk , tk

)
+

√
sǫk+1.

7: end for
8: Output: {Ỹtk}Kk=1.

In the next section, we establish the probability bound of ỸtK being a τ -global minimizer
(Theorem 3.5), and drive the bound on the Wasserstein-2 distance between the law of ỸtK gener-
ated by Algorithm 1 and the probability distribution measure µσ under some certain conditions
(Theorem 3.6 and 3.8).

3. Theoretical Property

In this section, we show that the Gibbs measure µσ weakly converges to a multidimensional
distribution concentrating on the optimal points {x∗1, . . . , x∗κ}. Since the minimum value of V
is 0, then we will estimate the probabilities of V (X1) > τ and V (Ỹtk) > τ for any τ > 0,
and establish the non-asymptotic bounds on the Wasserstein-2 distance between the law of the
samples generated from Algorithm 1 and the target distribution µσ. Recall that the linear growth
condition (C1) and Lipschitz continuity (C2) hold under conditions (A1) and (A2), which make
the Schrödinger-Föllmer SDE (8) has the unique strong solution. Besides, we can obtain that
the drift term b(x, t) is Lipschitz continuous in x and 1

2 -Hölder continuous in t,

‖b(x, t) − b(y, s)‖2 ≤ C2

(
‖x− y‖2 + |t− s| 12

)
, (C3)

where C2 is one finite and positive constant depending on σ.

Remark 3.1. (C1) and (C2) are the essentially sufficient conditions such that the Schrödinger-
Föllmer SDE (8) admits the unique strong solution. (C3) has been introduced in Theorem 4.1
of Tzen and Raginsky (2019), and it is also similar to the condition (H2) of Chau et al. (2019)
and Assumption 3.2 of Barkhagen et al. (2018). Obviously, (C3) implies (C2), and (C1) holds
if the drift term b(x, t) is bounded over Rd × [0, 1].

Firstly, we show that the Gibbs measure µσ weakly converges to a multidimensional distri-
bution. This result can be traced back to the 1980s. For the overall continuity of the arti-
cle, we combine the Laplace’s method in Hwang (1980, 1981) to give a detailed proof of the
result. The key point is to prove that for all δ′ > 0, µσ({x; ‖x − x∗i ‖2 < δ′}) converges to
(
det∇2V (x∗i )

)− 1
2

∑κ
j=1

(
det∇2V (x∗j )

)− 1
2

as σ ↓ 0.

Next, we want to estimate the probabilities of V (X1) > τ and V (ỸtK ) > τ for any τ > 0.
However, the second analysis is more complicated due to discretization, and the main idea comes
from Dalalyan (2017b); Cheng et al. (2018b), which construct a continuous-time interpolation
stochastic differential equation for the Euler-Maruyama discretization. In their work, the relative
entropy is controlled via using the Girsanov’s theorem to estimate Radon-Nikodym derivatives.

Another method of controlling relative entropy is proposed by Mou et al. (2019). By direct
calculation, the time derivative of the relative entropy between the interpolated and the original
stochastic differential equation (8) is controlled by the mean squared difference between the drift
terms of the Fokker-Planck equations for the original and the interpolated processes. Compared
to the bound obtained from Lemma 6.2, this bound has an additional backward conditional
expectation inside the norm. It becomes a key reason for obtaining higher precision orders. But
it must satisfy the dissipative condition to the drift term of the stochastic differential equation
and initial distribution smoothness.
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The concrete result is showed in following Theorems 3.2-3.5. See Appendix 6 for detailed
proof.

Theorem 3.2. Let V : Rd → R be twice continuously differentiable function. Suppose there ex-
ists a finite set N := {x ∈ Rd;V (x) = infx V (x)} = {x∗1, · · · , x∗κ}, κ ≥ 2 and

∫
Rd exp(−V (x))dx <

∞, then

µσ
w−→
∑κ

i=1

(
det∇2V (x∗i )

)− 1
2 δx∗

i

∑κ
j=1

(
det∇2V (x∗j )

)− 1
2

, as σ ↓ 0.

Under Theorem 3.2, a natural question is to care about the rate at which measure µσ converges
to multidimensional distribution. However, the large deviation of the Gibbs measure which is
absolutely continuous with respect to Lebesgue measure has related results in the 1980s and
1990s. See Márquez (1997); Chiang et al. (1987); Holley et al. (1989). Therefore we can obtain
the following property.

Proposition 3.3. Assume that the condition of Theorem 3.2 holds, then for all τ > 0,

lim
σ→0

σ log µσ

(
V (x)−min

x
V (x) ≥ τ

)
= −τ. (15)

Remark 3.4. Although we can directly use the large deviation principle to obtain Proposition
3.3, further, we can obtain that the Gibbs measure µσ weakly converges to the global minimum
points of the potential function V and the corresponding convergence rate. However, we cannot
directly obtain the specific limit distribution form directly from Proposition 3.3.

Theorem 3.5. Suppose assumptions (A1)-(A2) hold. For each ε ∈ (0, τ), σ ∈ (0, 1), there

exists a constant C̃ with given in (A.15) such that

P (V (X1) > τ) ≤ C̃ exp

(
−τ − ε

σ

)
,

P (V (ỸtK ) > τ) ≤ O
(
exp

(
−τ − ε

σ

)
+

√
sd+

√
d

logm

)
,

where s = 1/K is the step size. Moreover, if f̂σ has a finite upper bound for each σ ∈ (0, 1),
then

P (V (ỸtK ) > τ) ≤ O
(
exp

(
−τ − ε

σ

)
+

√
sd+

√
d

m

)
.

We note that this mathematical symbol O indicates that one constant depending on σ is
omitted, so does in following Theorems 3.6-3.8. At last, we establish the non-asymptotic bounds
on the Wasserstein-2 distance between the law of the samples generated from Algorithm 1 and
the distribution µσ. We introduce the definition of Wasserstein distance. Let D(ν1, ν2) be the
collection of coupling probability measures on

(
R2d,B(R2d)

)
such that its respective marginal

distributions are ν1 and ν2. The Wasserstein of order p ≥ 1 measuring the discrepancy between
ν1 and ν2 is defined as

Wp(ν1, ν2) = inf
ν∈D(ν1,ν2)

(∫

Rd

∫

Rd

‖θ1 − θ2‖p2 dν (θ1, θ2)
)1/p

.

Theorem 3.6. Assume (A1)-(A2) hold, then

W2(Law(ỸtK ), µσ) ≤ O
(√

ds
)
+O

(√
d

logm

)
,

where s = 1/K is the step size.

Remark 3.7. This theorem provides some guidance on the selection of s and m. To ensure con-

vergence of the distribution of ỸtK , we should set the step size s = o(1/d) and m = exp(d/o(1)).
In high-dimensional models with a large d, we need to generate a large number of random vectors
from N(0, Id) to obtain an accurate estimate of the drift term b. If we assume that f̂σ is bounded
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for each σ ∈ (0, 1) above, we can improve the nonasymptotic error bound, in which
√

d/ logm

can be improved to be
√

d/m.

Theorem 3.8. Assume that, in addition to the conditions of Theorem 3.6, f̂σ has a finite upper
bound for each σ ∈ (0, 1), then

W2(Law(ỸtK ), µσ) ≤ O
(√

ds
)
+O

(√
d

m

)
,

where s = 1/K is the step size.

Remark 3.9. With the boundedness condition on f̂σ for each σ ∈ (0, 1), to ensure convergence
of the sampling distribution, we can set the step size s = o(1/d) and m = d/o(1). Note that the
sample size requirement for approximating the drift term is significantly less stringent than that
in Theorem 3.6.

Remark 3.10. Langevin sampling method has been studied under the (strongly) convex po-
tential assumption Durmus and Moulines (2016a,b); Durmus et al. (2017); Dalalyan (2017a,b);
Cheng and Bartlett (2018); Dalalyan and Karagulyan (2019); the dissipativity condition for the
drift term Raginsky et al. (2017); Mou et al. (2019); Zhang et al. (2019); the local convexity
condition for the potential function outside a ball Durmus et al. (2017); Cheng et al. (2018a);
Ma et al. (2019); Bou-Rabee et al. (2020). Here, we should mention that, our regularity con-

dition (A1)-(A2) and f̂σ is bounded from above do not imply the above mentioned conditions

used in Langevin sampling. Indeed, if f̂σ is bounded for each σ ∈ (0, 1) , then potential func-
tion V grows as a quadratic functions. In particular, if we take V (x) = ‖x‖22/2 + sin ‖x‖22,
then ∇2V (x) = (1 + 2 cos ‖x‖22)Id − (4 sin ‖x‖22)xxT for any x ∈ Rd. It is obviously that V
does not satisfy Bakry-Emery condition, that is, there is no constant κ > 0 such that Hessian
matrix ∇2V (x) ≥ κId holds for any x ∈ Rd. On other hand, if we take V (x) = ‖x‖22/2 −
sin e‖x‖

2
2 for all x ∈ Rd\{0}, then ∇V (x) = x − 2x exp(‖x‖22) cos e‖x‖

2
2 , further, 〈∇V (x), x〉 =

‖x‖22
(
1− 2 exp(‖x‖22) cos e‖x‖

2
2

)
for any x ∈ Rd. At this time, the function V does not satisfy

the dissipative condition, that is, there is no constants A,B > 0 such that for any x ∈ Rd,
〈∇V (x), x〉 ≥ A‖x‖22 −B holds.

4. Conclusion

We study the problem of find a global minimizers of V (x) : Rd → R approximately via

sampling from a probability distribution µσ with density pσ(x) =
exp(−V (x)/σ)∫

Rd exp(−V (y)/σ)dy
with

respect to the Lebesgue measure for σ ∈ (0, 1) small enough. We analyze a sampler based on the
Euler discretization of the Schrödinger-Föllmer diffusion processes with stochastic approximation
under appropriate assumptions on the step size s and the potential V . We prove that the output
of the proposed sampler is an approximate global minimizers of V (x) with high probability.
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6. appendix

In this appendix, we prove Remark 2.4, Propositions 2.3, 3.3, Theorems 3.2, 3.5-3.6, 3.8.
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6.1. Proof of Proposition 2.3.

Proof. By (A1) and (A2), it yields that for all x ∈ Rd and t ∈ [0, 1],

‖b(x, t)‖2 =

∥∥∥∇Q1−tf̂σ(x)
∥∥∥
2

Q1−tf̂σ(x)
≤ γσ

ξσ
. (A.1)

Then, by (A1)-(A2) and (A.1), for all x, y ∈ Rd and t ∈ [0, 1],

‖b(x, t)− b (y, t)‖2 =
∥∥∥∥∥
∇Q1−tf̂σ(x)

Q1−tf̂σ(x)
− ∇Q1−tf̂σ (y)

Q1−tf̂σ (y)

∥∥∥∥∥
2

=

∥∥∥∥∥∥
∇Q1−tf̂σ(x)−∇Q1−tf̂σ(y)

Q1−tf̂σ(y)
+

∇Q1−tf̂σ(x)
(
Q1−tf̂σ(y)−Q1−tf̂σ(x)

)

Q1−tf̂σ(x)Q1−tf̂σ(y)

∥∥∥∥∥∥
2

≤

∥∥∥∇Q1−tf̂σ(x)−∇Q1−tf̂σ (y)
∥∥∥
2

Q1−tf̂σ (y)
+ ‖b(x, t)‖2 ·

∣∣∣Q1−tf̂σ(x)−Q1−tf̂σ (y)
∣∣∣

Q1−tf̂σ (y)

≤
(
γσ
ξσ

+
γ2σ
ξ2σ

)
‖x− y‖2 .

Seting C1 =
γσ
ξσ

+ γ2
σ
ξ2σ

yields the Lipschitiz continuous condition (C2). Combining (A.1) and (C2)
with the triangle inequality, we have

‖b(x, t)‖2 ≤ ‖b(0, t)‖2 + C1‖x‖2 ≤ γσ
ξσ

+ C1‖x‖2.

Let C0 ≥ max
{

γσ
ξσ
, C1

}
, then (C1) holds. Therefore, the drift term b(x, t) satisfies the linear

grow condition (C1) and Lipschitz condition (C2), then the Schrödinger-Föllmer diffusion SDE
(8) has the unique strong solution (Revuz and Yor, 2013; Pavliotis, 2014).

Moreover, Schrödinger-Föllmer diffusion process {Xt}t∈[0,1] defined in (8) admits the transi-
tion probability density

ps,t(x, y) := p̃s,t(x, y)
Q1−tf̂σ(y)

Q1−sf̂σ(x)
,

where

p̃s,t(x, y) =
1

(2π(t− s))p/2
exp

(
− 1

2(t− s)
‖x− y‖22

)

is the transition probability density of a standard d-dimensional Brownian motion. See Dai Pra
(1991); Lehec (2013b) for details. It follows that for any Borel measurable set A ∈ B(Rd),

P (X1 ∈ A) =

∫

A
p0,1(0, y)dy

=

∫

A
p̃0,1(0, y)

Q0f̂σ(y)

Q1f̂σ(0)
dy

= µσ(A).

Therefore, X1 is distributed as the probability distribution µσ. This completes the proof. �

6.2. Proof of Remark 2.4.

Proof. Through fσ defined by (6) and simple calculations, we have

∇f̂σ(x) = exp

(‖x‖22
2

− V (x)

σ

)
·
(
x− ∇V (x)

σ

)
,

∇2f̂σ(x) = exp

(‖x‖22
2

− V (x)

σ

)
·
(
x− ∇V (x)

σ

)
·
(
x− ∇V (x)

σ

)⊤



10 Y. DAI, Y.L. JIAO, L.C. KANG, X.L. LU, AND Z.J. YANG

+ exp

(‖x‖22
2

− V (x)

σ

)
·
(
Id −

∇2V (x)

σ

)
.

Then, the assumption (A1)-(A2) will hold if for each σ ∈ (0, 1),

lim
R→∞

sup
‖x‖2≥R

exp

(
−V (x)

σ
+

‖x‖22
2

)∥∥∥∥
∇2 V (x)

σ

∥∥∥∥
2

< ∞,

lim
R→∞

sup
‖x‖2≥R

exp

(
−V (x)

σ
+

‖x‖22
2

)
·
∥∥∥∥x− ∇V (x)

σ

∥∥∥∥
2

< ∞,

then f̂σ and ∇f̂σ are Lipschitz continuous.
Next, we give the sufficient conditions such that condition (A2) hold. Indeed, if 0 < ξσ < 1

for each σ ∈ (0, 1), then f̂σ(x) ≥ ξσ, hence, we have V (x) ≤ σ
(
‖x‖22
2 − log ξσ

)
. �

6.3. Proof of Proposition 3.3.

Proof. Under the Theorem 3.2, then Cσ =
∫
Rd exp (−V (x)/σ) dx ≤

∫
Rd exp (−V (x)) dx < ∞ for

all σ ∈ (0, 1). According to the Varadhan’s theorem 1.1 in Rezakhanlou (2015), it follows that the
family {µσ}σ∈[0,1] on B(Rd) satisfies large deviation principle with rate function V (x)−minx V (x)

is equivalent to the following statement: for every function F ∈ Cb(R
d), the bounded continuous

function space on Rd,

lim
σ→0

σ log

∫

Rd

C−1
σ exp

(
F (x)− V (x)

σ

)
dx = sup

x
{F (x)− I(x)}, (A.2)

where the rate function I(x) is defined by

I(x) := V (x)−min
x

V (x).

Next, we only need to prove (A.2). On one hand,

log

∫

Rd

C−1
σ exp

(
F (x)− V (x)

σ

)
dx = − log

∫

Rd

exp

(
−V (x)

σ

)
dx+log

∫

Rd

exp

(
F (x)− V (x)

σ

)
dx,

By the Lemma 6.1, we have

−σ log

∫

Rd

exp

(
−V (x)

σ

)
dx = −σ log

∫

Rd

exp

(
−V (x)−minx V (x)

σ

)
dx+min

x
V (x)

→ min
x

V (x) +
d

2
lim
σ→0

σ log σ = min
x

V (x), as σ ↓ 0. (A.3)

On the other hand, similar to the process above, by the Lemma 6.1 we obtain

σ log

∫

Rd

exp

(
F (x)− V (x)

σ

)
dx → − inf

x
{V (x)−F (x)} = sup

x
{F (x)−V (x)}, as σ ↓ 0. (A.4)

Hence, combining (A.3) and (A.4), we get

lim
σ→0

σ log

∫

Rd

C−1
σ exp

(
F (x)− V (x)

σ

)
dx = sup

x
{F (x) − V (x) + min

x
V (x)}.

Since measure µσ satisfies the large deviation principle with rate function I, if we take closed
set F := {x ∈ Rd;V (x)−minx V (x) ≥ τ}, then

lim
σ→0

σ log µσ(F ) = lim
σ→0

σ log µσ

(
V (x)−min

x
V (x) ≥ τ

)
= − inf

x∈F
I(x) = −τ.

�
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6.4. Preliminary lemmas for Theorem 3.2 and Theorem 3.5. In order to prove that
the Gibbs measure µσ weakly converges to a multidimensional distribution and estimate the
probabilities of V (X1) > τ and V (Ỹtk) > τ for any τ > 0. We first need to prove the following
Lemmas 6.1-6.2.

Lemma 6.1. Assume V ∈ C3(Rd), V (x0) = 0,∇V (x0) = 0 and Hessian matrix ∇2V (x0) is
positive definite. If δ > 0 is enough small, for x0’s any neighborhood Uδ(x0) = {x ∈ Rd; ‖x −
x0‖2 < δ}, then

lim
t→+∞

t
d
2

∫

Uδ(x0)
e−tV (x1,··· ,xd)dx1 · · · dxd =

(2π)
d
2

(det∇2V (x0))
1
2

.

Proof. For any ε ∈ (0, 1), exists δ > 0 such that for any x ∈ Uδ, we have

(1− ε)(x− x0)
⊤∇2V (x0)(x− x0)

2
≤ V (x) ≤ (1 + ε)(x− x0)

⊤∇2V (x0)(x− x0)

2
,

then∫

Uδ(x0)
exp (−tV (x)) dx ≤

∫

Uδ(x0)
exp

(
− t

2
(1− ε)(x− x0)

⊤∇2V (x0)(x− x0)

)
dx. (A.5)

There is an orthogonal matrix P such taht Y = PX. Thus (x − x0)
⊤∇2V (x0)(x − x0) =∑d

i=1 λi(yi)
2, where λ1, · · · , λd are all the eigenvalues of Hessian matrix ∇2V (x0). Hence

∫

Uδ(x0)
exp

(
− t

2
(1− ε)(x− x0)

⊤∇2V (x0)(x− x0)

)
dx =

∫

Uδ(0)
exp

(
− t(1− ε)

2

d∑

i=1

λi(yi)
2

)
dy,

(A.6)
Further, we can get
∫

Uδ(0)
exp

(
− t(1− ε)

2

d∑

i=1

λi(yi)
2

)
dy =

(
2

t(1− ε)

) d
2
∫

‖z‖2≤
√

t(1−ε)
2

δ
exp

(
−

d∑

i=1

λi(zi)
2

)
dz,

(A.7)

in the above equality we let z =

√
t(1− ε)

2
y. Combining (A.5), (A.6) and (A.7) then we obtain

lim sup
t→+∞

t
d
2

∫

Uδ(x0)
e−tV (x)dx ≤

(
2

1− ε

) d
2

lim sup
t→+∞

∫

‖z‖2<
√

t(1−ε)
2

δ
exp

(
−

d∑

i=1

λi(zi)
2

)
dz

≤
(

2

1− ε

) d
2
∫

Rd

exp

(
−

d∑

i=1

λi(zi)
2

)
dz1 · · · dzd

=

(
2π

1− ε

) d
2

(
d∏

i=1

1√
λi

)
=

(
2π

1− ε

) d
2 1

(det∇2V (x0))
1
2

.

Similarly, we have

lim inf
t→+∞

t
d
2

∫

Uδ(x0)
e−tV (x)dx ≥

(
2

1 + ε

) d
2

lim inf
t→+∞

∫

‖z‖2<
√

t(1+ε)
2

δ
exp

(
−

d∑

i=1

λi(zi)
2

)
dz

≥
(

2

1 + ε

) d
2
∫

Rd

exp

(
−

d∑

i=1

λi(zi)
2

)
dz1 · · · dzd

=

(
2π

1 + ε

) d
2

(
d∏

i=1

1√
λi

)
=

(
2π

1 + ε

) d
2 1

(det∇2V (x0))
1
2

.

Therefore, Let ε → 0+, we get

lim
t→+∞

t
d
2

∫

Uδ(x0)
e−tV (x)dx = (2π)

d
2

(
d∏

i=1

1√
λi

)
=

(2π)
d
2

(det∇2V (x0))
1
2

.
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�

Lemma 6.2. Let X = (Xt,Ft), Y = (Yt,Ft) are strong solutions of the following two stochastic
differential equations

dXt = a(Xt, t)dt+ dBt, t ∈ [0, 1]

dYt = b(Yt, t)dt+ dBt, Y0 = X0, t ∈ [0, 1],

and X0 is a F0-measureable random variable. In addition, if drift terms a(Xt, t) and b(Xt, t)

satisfy E

[
exp

(∫ 1
0 ‖a(Xt, t)‖22 + ‖b(Xt, t)‖22dt

)]
< ∞, then we have

dPY

dPX
(X) = exp

(∫ 1

0
〈b(Xt, t)− a(Xt, t), dBt〉 −

1

2

∫ 1

0
‖b(Xt, t)− a(Xt, t)‖22dt

)
, (A.8)

and the relative entropy of PX with respect to PY satisfies

DKL(PX ||PY ) =
1

2

∫ 1

0
E
[
‖b(Xt, t)− a(Xt, t)‖22

]
dt,

where probability distribution PX ,PY induced by process (Xt, 0 ≤ t ≤ 1) and (Yt, 0 ≤ t ≤ 1),
respectively.

Proof. By the Novikov condition, we know that

Mt := exp

(∫ t

0
〈b(Xu, u)− a(Xu, u), dBu〉 −

1

2

∫ t

0
‖b(Xu, u)− a(Xu, u)‖22du

)

is exponential martingale and EMt = 1 for all t ∈ [0, 1]. We can denote a new probability
measure Q such that dQ = M1dP. By Girsanov’s theorem, under new probability measure Q,
we have

B̃t := Bt −
∫ t

0
(b(Xu, u)− a(Xu, u))du

is a Q-Brownian motion. Hence, under the new probability measure Q,

b(Xt, t)dt+ dB̃t = b(Xt, t)dt+ dBt − (b(Xt, t)− a(Xt, t))dt

= a(Xt, t)dt+ dBt = dXt.

Thus, we can get distribution QX = PY , where QX is the distribution of X under the measure
Q. Futher, we can obtain (A.8). On other hand, by the definition of realtive entropy of PX with
respect to PY , we have

DKL(PX ||PY ) = E

[
− log

(
dPY

dPX
(X)

)]
=

1

2

∫ 1

0
E
[
‖b(Xt, t)− a(Xt, t)‖22

]
dt.

Thereofore, the proof Lemma 6.2 is completed. �

6.5. Proof of Theorem 3.2.

Proof. The result can be traced back to the 1980s. For the overall continuity of the article,
we combine the Laplace’s method in Hwang (1980, 1981) to give a detailed proof of the re-
sult. The key proof is to prove that for all δ′ > 0, µσ({x; ‖x − x∗i ‖2 < δ′}) converges to
(
det∇2V (x∗i )

)− 1
2

∑κ
j=1

(
det∇2V (x∗j )

)− 1
2

as σ ↓ 0. In fact, for all δ′ ∈ (0, 1). We firstly introduce the following

notation

a(δ′) := inf{V (x); ‖x − x∗i ‖2 ≥ δ′};

m̃i(σ, δ
′) :=

∫

‖x−x∗

i ‖2<δ′
exp

(
−V (x)

σ

)
dx, 1 ≤ i ≤ κ;

m̃(σ, δ′) :=
∫
⋃κ

i=1 ‖x−x∗

i ‖≥δ′
exp

(
−V (x)

σ

)
dx.
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Hence, we have

µσ({x; ‖x − x∗i ‖2 < δ′}) =
∫
‖x−x∗

i ‖2<δ′ exp
(
−V (x)

σ

)
dx

∫
Rd exp

(
−V (x)

σ

)
dx

=
m̃i(σ, δ

′)∑κ
j=1 m̃j(σ, δ′) + m̃(σ, δ′)

. (A.9)

On the one hand, Hessian matrix ∇2V (x∗i ) is symmetric and positive definite. For any ε ∈ (0, 1),
choosing 0 < δ′ < ε such that for any ‖x− x∗i ‖2 < δ′, then we have

(x− x∗i )
⊤(∇2V (x∗i )− εId)(x− x∗i )

2
≤ V (x)− V (x∗i ) ≤

(x− x∗i )
⊤(∇2V (x∗i ) + εId)(x− x∗i )

2
.

Hence, for any i = 1, · · · , κ, we obtain

(2πσ)−
d
2 e

V (x∗i )

σ m̃i(σ, δ
′) ≤ (2πσ)−

d
2

∫

‖x−x∗

i ‖2<δ′
exp

(
−(x− x∗i )

⊤(∇2V (x∗i )− εId)(x− x∗i )
2σ

)
dx,

(2πσ)−
d
2 e

V (x∗i )

σ m̃i(σ, δ
′) ≥ (2πσ)−

d
2

∫

‖x−x∗

i ‖2<δ′
exp

(
−(x− x∗i )

⊤(∇2V (xi) + εId)(x− x∗i )
2σ

)
dx.

By the Lemma 6.1 and let σ → 0, we have

(
det(∇2V (x∗i ) + εId)

)− 1
2 ≤ lim inf

σ→0
(2πσ)−

d
2 e

V (x∗i )

σ m̃i(σ, δ
′)

≤ lim sup
σ→0

(2πσ)−
d
2 e

V (x∗i )

σ m̃i(σ, δ
′)

≤
(
det(∇2V (x∗i )− εId)

)− 1
2 .

As ε ↓ 0, we get

lim
σ→0

(2πσ)−
d
2 exp

(
V (x∗i )
σ

)
m̃i(σ, δ

′) =
(
det∇2V (x∗i )

)− 1
2 . (A.10)

On the other hand, we have

(2πσ)−
d
2 exp

(
V (x∗i )
σ

)
m̃(σ, δ′) = (2πσ)−

d
2 exp

(
−a(δ′)− V (x∗i )

σ

)

×
∫
⋃κ

i=1 ‖x−x∗

i ‖≥δ′
exp

(
−V (x)− a(δ′)

σ

)
dx.

Since a(δ′) := inf{V (x); ‖x − x∗i ‖2 ≥ δ′} > V (x∗i ) and V (x) ≥ a(δ′) for ‖x− x∗i ‖2 ≥ δ′, then for
any δ ∈ (0, 1), we have

∫
⋃κ

i=1 ‖x−x∗

i ‖≥δ′
exp

(
−V (x)− a(δ′)

σ

)
dx ≤

∫
⋃κ

i=1 ‖x−x∗

i ‖≥δ′
exp

(
−(V (x)− a(δ′))

)
dx

≤ exp(a(δ′))
∫

Rd

exp(−V (x))dx < ∞.

Also it follows that

(2πσ)−
d
2 exp

(
−a(δ′)− V (x∗i )

σ

)
→ 0 as σ ↓ 0.

Thus we get

lim
σ→0

(2πσ)−
d
2 exp

(
V (x∗i )
σ

)
m̃(σ, δ′) = 0. (A.11)

By injection (A.10), (A.11) into (A.9), we get

µσ({x; ‖x − x∗i ‖2 < δ′}) →
(
det∇2V (x∗i )

)− 1
2

∑κ
j=1

(
det∇2V (x∗j )

)− 1
2

as σ ↓ 0.

Therefore, the proof Theorem 3.2 is completed. �
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6.6. Proof of Theorem 3.5.

Proof. Note that

P(V (X1) > τ) =

∫
V (x)>τ exp(−V (x)/σ)dx
∫
Rd exp(−V (x)/σ)dx

. (A.12)

According to Remark 2.4 (i), V has at least linear growth at infinity: there exists C > 0 such
that for R large enough

V (x) ≥ min
‖y‖2=R

V (y) + C(‖x‖2 −R) for ‖x‖2 > R.

We can choose sufficiently large R such that min‖y‖2=R V (y) > τ . Hence,
∫

V (x)≥τ
exp(−V (x)/σ)dx =

∫

V (x)≥τ,‖x‖2≤R
exp(−V (x)/σ)dx +

∫

V (x)≥τ,‖x‖2>R
exp(−V (x)/σ)dx

≤ exp
(
− τ

σ

)
Vol(BR) +

∫

V (x)≥τ,‖x‖2>R
exp

(
−τ + C(‖x‖2 −R)

σ

)
dx

≤ exp
(
− τ

σ

)(
Vol(BR) +

Vol(B1)

C
σ

)

≤ exp
(
− τ

σ

)
(Vol(BR) + Vol(B1)/C) , (A.13)

where Vol(BR) is the volume of a ball with radius R. On the other hand, there exists r > 0 such
that V (x) < ε when ‖x‖2 < r, we have

∫

Rd

exp(−V (x)/σ)dx ≥
∫

‖x‖2<r
exp(−V (x)/σ)dx > exp

(
− ε

σ

)
Vol(Br)). (A.14)

By injection (A.13), (A.14) into (A.12), we get

P (V (X1) > τ) ≤ C̃ exp

(
−τ − ε

σ

)
,

where

C̃ :=
CVol(BR) + Vol(B1)

CVol(Br)
. (A.15)

Next, we will prove that the second conclusion holds in the discrete case. Recall that s =
1/K is the step size, and tk := ks is the cumulative step size up to iteration k. Let µtk be
the probability measure of Ytk defined by (11), at the same time, process {Xt}t∈[0,1] satisfies
Schrödinger-Föllmer diffusion process (8). Then for fixed τ > 0, we have

P(V (ỸtK ) > τ) = P(V (ỸtK ) > τ, V (YtK ) > τ) + P(V (ỸtK ) > τ, V (YtK ) ≤ τ)

≤ P(V (YtK ) > τ) + ‖ỸtK − YtK‖TV

≤ P(V (XtK ) > τ) + ‖XtK − YtK‖TV + ‖ỸtK − YtK‖TV

≤ P(V (XtK ) > τ) +
√
2DKL(µσ||µtK ) +

√
2DKL(µtK ||Law(Ỹ )), (A.16)

where we use Pinsker’s inequality (Bakry et al., 2014) in the last inequality and the first inequal-
ity holds due to the fact that letting g(x) := 1V (x)>τ , then

|P(V (ỸtK ) > τ)− P(V (YtK ) > τ)| =
∣∣∣E
(
g(ỸtK )− g(YtK )

)∣∣∣

=

∣∣∣∣
∫

Rd

g(x)d
(
PỸtk

(x)− PYtk
(x)
)∣∣∣∣

≤ |PỸtk
− PYtk

|(Rd) = ‖ỸtK − YtK‖TV ,

where the total variation metric between two probability measures µ, ν on Rd is defined by
‖µ− ν‖TV := |µ− ν| (Rd) = 2 supA⊆Rd |µ(A)− ν(A)|.



GLOBAL OPTIMIZATION VIA OPTIMAL TRANSPORT 15

Firstly, From the first part of proof, we can get a bound for the first term on the right hand
side of (A.16). That is, for each ε ∈ (0, τ), there exists a constant C̃ defined by (A.15) such that

P(V (ZtK ) > τ) ≤ C̃ exp

(
−τ − ε

σ

)
. (A.17)

Secondly, we estimate the boundness of DKL(µσ|µtK ). To make use of continuous-time tools,
we construct a continuous-time interpolation for the discrete-time algorithm (11). In particular,
we define a stochastic process {Yt}t∈[0,1] via stochastic differential equation

dYt = b̂(Yt, t)dt+ dBt, t ∈ [0, 1], Y0 = 0, (A.18)

with the non-anticipative drift b̂(Yt, t) :=
K−1∑
k=0

b(Ytk , tk)1[tk,tk+1)(t). And by the Proposition 2.3

we know the process {Xt}t∈[0,1] is defined by (8) with X1 ∼ µσ. Thus, combining (11), (A.18)
and Lemma 6.2, we obtain

DKL(µσ||µtK ) = DKL(Law(X)||Law(Y )) =
1

2

∫ 1

0
E

(
‖b(Yt, t)− b̂(Yt, t)‖22

)
dt

=
1

2

K−1∑

k=0

∫ tk+1

tk

E
(
‖b(Yt, t)− b(Ytk , tk)‖22

)
dt

≤ C2
2

K−1∑

k=0

∫ tk+1

tk

E
(
‖Yt − Ytk‖22 + (t− tk)

)
dt

= C2
2

[
K−1∑

k=0

∫ tk+1

tk

E
(
‖b(Ytk)(t− tk) + (Bt −Btk)‖22

)
dt+

1

2K

]

≤ 2C2
2

K−1∑

k=0

∫ tk+1

tk

E
(
‖b(Ytk , tk)‖22(t− tk)

2 + d(t− tk)
)
dt+

C2
2

2K

≤ 2C2
2

K−1∑

k=0

∫ tk+1

tk

[(
γσ
ξσ

)2

(t− tk)
2 + d(t− tk)

]
dt+

C2
2

2K

=
2C2

2

3

(
γσ
ξσ

)2 1

K2
+

(2d+ 1)C2
2

2K
= O

(
d

K

)
, (A.19)

where the first inequality holds due to (C3) and the fact that (a + b)2 ≤ 2(a2 + b2), the fourth
equality holds due to continuous-time interpolation equation (A.18), and the third inequality
holds due to the fact that ‖b(x, t)‖22 ≤ γ2σ/ξ

2
σ.

So it remains to estimate relative entropy DKL(µtK ||Law(Ỹ )). Similar to the process of relative
entropy DKL(µσ||µtK ), we need to construct a continuous-time interpolation process {Ỹt}t∈[0,1]
defined by

dỸt = b̂m(Ỹt, t)dt+ dBt, t ∈ [0, 1], Ỹ0 = 0, (A.20)

with the non-anticipative drift b̂m(Ỹt, t) :=
K−1∑
k=0

b̃m(Ỹtk , tk)1[tk ,tk+1)(t), where b̃m(Ỹk, tk) defined

by (13) or (14). Therefore, combining (A.18), (A.20), Lemma 6.2 and Lemma 6.7, we get

DKL(µtK ||PỸ ) = DKL(PY ||PỸ ) =
1

2

∫ 1

0
E

(
‖b̂(Ỹt, t)− b̂m(Ỹt, t)‖22

)
dt

=
1

2

K−1∑

k=0

∫ tk+1

tk

E

(
‖b(Ỹtk , tk)− b̃m(Ỹtk , tk)‖22

)
dt

≤ 1

2

K−1∑

k=0

∫ tk+1

tk

O
(

d

logm

)
dt = O

(
d

logm

)
. (A.21)
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Moreover, if f̂σ has the finite upper bound, then by Lemma 6.7, we can similarly get

DKL(µtK ||PỸ ) ≤ O
(

d

m

)
. (A.22)

By injecting (A.17), (A.19), and (A.21) or (A.22) into (A.16), we can get the desired results. �

6.7. Preliminary lemmas for Theorem 3.6 and Theorem 3.8. First, we introduce Lemmas
6.3-6.7 in preparing for the proofs of Theorem 3.6 and Theorem 3.8.

Lemma 6.3. Assume (A1) and (A2) hold, then

E
[
‖Xt‖22

]
≤ 2(C0 + d) exp(2C0t).

Proof. From the definition of Xt in (8), we have ‖Xt‖2 ≤
∫ t
0 ‖b(Xu, u)‖2du + ‖Bt‖2. Then, we

can get

‖Xt‖22 ≤ 2

(∫ t

0
‖b(Xu, u)‖2du

)2

+ 2‖Bt‖22

≤ 2t

∫ t

0
‖b(Xu, u)‖22du+ 2‖Bt‖22

≤ 2t

∫ t

0
C0

(
‖Xu‖22 + 1

)
du+ 2‖Bt‖22,

where the first inequality holds by the inequality (a+ c)2 ≤ 2a2 + 2c2, the last inequality holds
by (C1). Thus,

E
[
‖Xt‖22

]
≤ 2t

∫ t

0
C0

(
E
[
‖Xu‖22

]
+ 1
)
du+ 2E

[
‖Bt‖22

]

≤ 2C0

∫ t

0
E
[
‖Xu‖22

]
du+ 2(C0 + d).

By Bellman-Gronwall inequality, we have

E
[
‖Xt‖22

]
≤ 2(C0 + d) exp(2C0t).

�

Lemma 6.4. Assume (A1) and (A2) hold, then for any 0 ≤ t1 ≤ t2 ≤ 1,

E
[
‖Xt2 −Xt1‖22

]
≤ 2d(t2 − t1) exp

{
C0

d

[
1 + 2(C0 + d)e2C0

]}
.

Proof. From the definition of Xt in (8), we have

Xt −Xt1 =

∫ t

t1

b(Xs, s)ds +

∫ t

t1

dBs, ∀t ∈ [t1, 1].

Then, by the Itô formula, for any t ∈ [t1, 1], we have

d‖Xt −Xt1‖22 = 2 〈Xt −Xt1 , b(Xt, t)〉 dt+ tr(Id×d)dt+ 2 〈Xt −Xt1 , dBt〉 .
Thus, by the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, we achieve for each ε > 0

E
[
‖Xt −Xt1‖22

]
≤ 2E

[∫ t

t1

‖Xs −Xt1‖2‖b(Xs, s)‖2ds
]
+ d(t− t1)

≤ ε

∫ t

t1

E
[
‖Xs −Xt1‖22

]
ds+

1

ε

∫ t

t1

E
[
‖b(Xs, s)‖22

]
ds+ d(t− t1)

≤ ε

∫ t

t1

E
[
‖Xs −Xt1‖22

]
ds+

C0

ε

∫ t

t1

E
[
1 + ‖Xs‖22

]
ds+ d(t− t1)

≤ ε

∫ t

t1

E
[
‖Xs −Xt1‖22

]
ds+ (t− t1)

[
d+

C0

ε

(
1 + 2(C0 + d)e2C0

)]
,
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where the last inequality holds by (C1). Futher, by Bellman-Gronwall inequality, we have

E
[
‖Xt −Xt1‖22

]
≤ (t− t1)

[
d+

C0

ε

(
1 + 2(C0 + d)e2C0

)]
eε.

Thus, choosing ε = C0 [1 + 2(C0 + d) exp(2C0)] /d, then we get

E
[
‖Xt2 −Xt1‖22

]
≤ 2d(t2 − t1) exp

(
C0

d

[
1 + 2(C0 + d)e2C0

])
.

�

Lemma 6.5. Assume (A1) and (A2) hold, then for any R > 0,

sup
‖x‖2≤R,t∈[0,1]

E

[
‖b(x, t) − b̃m(x, t)‖22

]
≤ O

(
d exp(R2)

m

)
.

Moreover, if f̂σ has the finite upper bound for each σ ∈ (0, 1), then

sup
x∈Rd,t∈[0,1]

E

[
‖b(x, t)− b̃m(t, x)‖22

]
≤ O

(
d

m

)
.

Proof. Denote two independent sets of independent copies of Z ∼ N(0, Id), that is, Z =
{Z1, . . . , Zm} and Z′ = {Z ′

1, . . . , Z
′
m}. For notation convenience, we denote

h := EZ

[
∇f̂σ(x+

√
1− tZ)

]
, hm :=

∑m
i=1 ∇f̂σ(x+

√
1− tZi)

m
,

e := EZ

[
f̂σ(x+

√
1− tZ)

]
, em :=

∑m
i=1 f̂σ(x+

√
1− tZi)

m
,

h′m :=

∑m
i=1∇f̂σ(x+

√
1− tZ ′

i)

m
, e′m :=

∑m
i=1 f̂σ(x+

√
1− tZ ′

i)

m
.

Due to h− hm = E [h′m − hm|Z], then ‖h− hm‖22 ≤ E
[
‖h′m − hm‖22|Z

]
. Then,

E
[
‖h− hm‖2

]
≤ E

{
E
[
‖h′m − hm‖22|Z

]}
= E

[
‖h′m − hm‖22

]

=

EZ1,Z′

1

[∥∥∥∇f̂σ(x+
√
1− tZ1)−∇f̂σ(x+

√
1− tZ ′

1)
∥∥∥
2

2

]

m

≤ (1− t)γ2σ
m

EZ1,Z′

1

[∥∥Z1 − Z ′
1

∥∥2
2

]

≤ 2dγ2σ
m

, (A.23)

where the second inequality holds by (A1). Similarly, we also have

E
[
|e− em|2

]
≤ E

[
|e′m − em|2

]

=

EZ1,Z′

1

[∣∣∣f̂σ(x+
√
1− tZ1)− f̂σ(x+

√
1− tZ ′

1)
∣∣∣
2
]

m

≤ (1− t)γ2σ
m

EZ1,Z′

1

[∥∥Z1 − Z ′
1

∥∥2
2

]

≤ 2dγ2σ
m

, (A.24)

where the second inequality holds due to (A1). Thus, by (A.23) and (A.24), it follows that

sup
x∈Rd,t∈[0,1]

E

[
‖h− hm‖22

]
≤ 2dγ2σ

m
, (A.25)

sup
x∈Rd,t∈[0,1]

E
[
|e− em|2

]
≤ 2dγ2σ

m
. (A.26)
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Then, by (A1) and (A2), through some simple calculation, it yields that

‖b(x, t)− b̃m(x, t)‖2 =

∥∥∥∥
h

e
− hm

em

∥∥∥∥
2

≤ ‖h‖2|em − e|+ ‖h− hm‖2|e|
|eem|

≤ γσ|em − e|+ ‖h− hm‖2|e|
ξ2σ

. (A.27)

Let R > 0, then

sup
‖x‖2≤R

f̂σ(x) ≤ O
(
exp(R2/2)

)
. (A.28)

Therefore, by (A.25)-(A.28), it can be concluded that

sup
‖x‖2≤R,t∈[0,1]

E

[
‖b(x, t) − b̃m(x, t)‖22

]
≤ O

(
d exp(R2)

m

)
.

Moreover, if f̂σ has the finite upper bound, that is, there exists a finite and positive constant
ζσ > 0 such that fσ ≤ ζσ. Then, similar to (A.27), it follows that for all x ∈ Rd and t ∈ [0, 1],

‖b(x, t) − b̃m(x, t)‖22 ≤ 2
γ2σ |em − e|2 + ζ2σ‖h− hm‖22

ξ4σ
. (A.29)

Then, by (A.25)-(A.26) and (A.29), it follows that

sup
x∈Rd,t∈[0,1]

E

[
‖b(x, t)− b̃m(t, x)‖22

]
≤ O

(
d

m

)
.

�

Lemma 6.6. Assume (A1) and (A2) hold, then for any k = 0, 1, . . . ,K,

E
[
‖Ỹtk‖22

]
≤ 6γ2σ

ξ2σ
+ 3d.

Proof. Define Θk,t := Ỹtk + (t − tk)b̃m(Ỹtk , tk), hence, we get Ỹt = Θk,t + Bt − Btk , where
tk ≤ t ≤ tk+1 with k = 0, 1, . . . ,K − 1. By (A1) and (A2), it follows that for all x ∈ Rd and
t ∈ [0, 1],

‖b(x, t)‖22 ≤ γ2σ
ξ2σ

, ‖b̃m(x, t)‖22 ≤ γ2σ
ξ2σ

. (A.30)

Then, by (A.30), we have

‖Θk,t‖22 = ‖Ỹtk‖22 + (t− tk)
2‖b̃m(Ỹtk , tk)‖22 + 2(t− tk)Ỹ

⊤
tk
b̃m(Ỹtk , tk)

≤ (1 + s)‖Ỹtk‖22 +
(s+ s2)γ2σ

ξ2σ
.

Further, we can get

E

[
‖Ỹt‖22|Ỹtk

]
= E

[
‖Θk,t‖22|Ỹtk

]
+ (t− tk)d

≤ (1 + s)‖Ỹtk‖22 +
(s+ s2)γ2σ

ξ2σ
+ sd.

Therefore,

E

[
‖Ỹtk+1

‖22
]
≤ (1 + s)E

[
‖Ỹtk‖22

]
+

(s+ s2)γ2σ
ξ2σ

+ sd.

Since Ỹt0 = 0, then by induction, we have

E

[
‖Ỹtk+1

‖22
]
≤ e(k+1)s

(
d+

(1 + s)γ2σ
ξ2σ

)
≤ e

(
d+

2γ2σ
ξ2σ

)
≤ 6γ2σ

ξ2σ
+ 3d.

�
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Lemma 6.7. Assume (A1) and (A2) hold, then for k = 0, 1, . . . ,K,

E

[∥∥∥b(Ỹtk , tk)− b̃m(Ỹtk , tk)
∥∥∥
2

2

]
≤ O

(
d

logm

)
.

Moreover, if f̂σ has the finite upper bound for each σ ∈ (0, 1), then

E

[∥∥∥b(Ỹtk , tk)− b̃m(Ỹtk , tk)
∥∥∥
2

2

]
≤ O

(
d

m

)
.

Proof. Let R > 0, then

E

[∥∥∥b(Ỹtk , tk)− b̃m(Ỹtk , tk)
∥∥∥
2

2

]
= E

Ỹtk

{
EZ

[∥∥∥b(Ỹtk , tk)− b̃m(Ỹtk , tk)
∥∥∥
2

2
1(‖Ỹtk‖2 ≤ R)

]}

+ EỸtk

{
EZ

[∥∥∥b(Ỹtk , tk)− b̃m(Ỹtk , tk)
∥∥∥
2

2
1(‖Ỹtk‖2 > R)

]}
.

(A.31)

Next, we need to bound the two terms of (A.31). Firstly, by Lemma 6.5, we have

EỸtk

{
EZ

[∥∥∥b(Ỹtk , tk)− b̃m(Ỹtk , tk)
∥∥∥
2

2
1(‖Ỹtk‖2 ≤ R)

]}
≤ O

(
d exp(R2)

m

)
.

Secondly, combining (A.30) and Lemma 6.6 with Markov inequality, it yields

EỸtk

{
EZ

[∥∥∥b(Ỹtk , tk)− b̃m(Ỹtk , tk)
∥∥∥
2

2
1(‖Ỹtk‖2 > R)

]}
≤ O

(
d

R2

)
.

Thence

E

[∥∥∥b(Ỹtk , tk)− b̃m(Ỹtk , tk)
∥∥∥
2

2

]
≤ O

(
d exp(R2)

m

)
+O

(
d

R2

)
. (A.32)

Set R =
(
logm
2

)1/2
in (A.32), then we have

E

[∥∥∥b(Ỹtk , tk)− b̃m(Ỹtk , tk)
∥∥∥
2

2

]
≤ O

(
d

logm

)
.

Moreover, if f̂σ has the finite upper bound, then by Lemma 6.5, we can similarly get

E

[∥∥∥b(Ỹtk , tk)− b̃m(Ỹtk , tk)
∥∥∥
2

2

]
= E

Ỹtk

{
EZ

[∥∥∥b(Ỹtk , tk)− b̃m(Ỹtk , tk)
∥∥∥
2

2

]}
≤ O

(
d

m

)
.

This completes the proof. �

6.8. Proof of Theorem 3.6.

Proof. From the definition of Ỹtk and Xtk , we have

‖Ỹtk −Xtk‖22 ≤ ‖Ỹtk−1
−Xtk−1

‖22 +
(∫ tk

tk−1

‖b(Xu, u)− b̃m(Ỹtk−1
, tk−1)‖2du

)2

+ 2‖Ỹtk−1
−Xtk−1

‖2
(∫ tk

tk−1

‖b(Xu, u)− b̃m(Ỹtk−1
, tk−1)‖2du

)

≤ (1 + s)‖Ỹtk−1
−Xtk−1

‖22 + (1 + s)

∫ tk

tk−1

‖b(Xu, u)− b̃m(Ỹtk−1
, tk−1)‖22du

≤ (1 + s)‖Ỹtk−1
−Xtk−1

‖22 + 2(1 + s)

∫ tk

tk−1

‖b(Xu, u)− b(Ỹtk−1
, tk−1)‖22du

+ 2s(1 + s)‖b(Ỹtk−1
, tk−1)− b̃m(Ỹtk−1

, tk−1)‖22

≤ (1 + s)‖Ỹtk−1
−Xtk−1

‖22 + 4C2
2 (1 + s)

∫ tk

tk−1

[
‖Xu − Ỹtk−1

‖22 + |u− tk−1|
]
du

+ 2s(1 + s)‖b(Ỹtk−1
, tk−1)− b̃m(Ỹtk−1

, tk−1)‖22
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≤ (1 + s)‖Ỹtk−1
−Xtk−1

‖22 + 8C2
2 (1 + s)

∫ tk

tk−1

‖Xu −Xtk−1
‖22du

+ 8C2
2s(1 + s)‖Xtk−1

− Ỹtk−1
‖22 + 4C2

2 (1 + s)s2

+ 2s(1 + s)‖b(Ỹtk−1
, tk−1)− b̃m(Ỹtk−1

, tk−1)‖22

≤ (1 + s+ 8C2
2 (s+ s2))‖Ỹtk−1

−Xtk−1
‖22 + 8C2

2 (1 + s)

∫ tk

tk−1

‖Xu −Xtk−1
‖22du

+ 4C2
2 (1 + s)s2 + 2s(1 + s)‖b(Ỹtk−1

, tk−1)− b̃m(Ỹtk−1
, tk−1)‖22,

where the second inequality holds due to 2ac ≤ sa2 + c2

s for any s > 0 and the fourth inequality
holds by condition (C3). Then, we obtain

E

[
‖Ỹtk −Xtk‖22

]

≤ (1 + s+ 8C2
2 (s+ s2))E

[
‖Ỹtk−1

−Xtk−1
‖22
]
+ 8C2

2 (1 + s)

∫ tk

tk−1

E
[
‖Xu −Xtk−1

‖22
]
du

+ 4C2
2 (s

2 + s3) + 2s(1 + s)E
[
‖b(Ỹtk−1

, tk−1)− b̃m(Ỹtk−1
, tk−1)‖22

]

≤ (1 + s+ 8C2
2 (s+ s2))E

[
‖Ỹtk−1

−Xtk−1
‖22
]
+H(s) + 4C2

2 (s
2 + s3)

+ 2s(1 + s)E
[
‖b(Ỹtk−1

, tk−1)− b̃m(Ỹtk−1
, tk−1)‖22

]

≤ (1 + s+ 8C2
2 (s+ s2))E

[
‖Ỹtk−1

−Xtk−1
‖22
]
+H(s) + 4C2

2 (s
2 + s3) + 2s(1 + s)O

(
d

logm

)
,

(A.33)

where H(s) := 16dC2
2 (s

2 + s3) exp
{
C0
d

[
1 + 2(C0 + d)e2C0

]}
follows from Lemma 6.4, and the

last inequality holds by Lemma 6.7. Owing to Ỹt0 = Xt0 = 0, we can conclude that there exists
a finite constant C̃4 > 0 depending on C0, C2 such that

E

[
‖ỸtK −XtK‖22

]
≤ (1 + s+ 8C2

2 (s + s2))K − 1

s+ 8C2
2 (s+ s2)

[
H(s) + 4C2

2 (s
2 + s3) + 2(s + s2)O

(
d

logm

)]

≤ s(1 + s)C̃4

(
d+

d

logm

)
= O (ds) +O

(
d

logm

)
.

Therefore,

W2(Law(ỸtK ), µσ) ≤ O
(√

ds
)
+O

(√
d

logm

)
.

�

6.9. Proof of Theorem 3.8.

Proof. This proof is the same as Theorem 3.2. Similar to (A.33), by Lemma 6.7, it yields that

E

[
‖Ỹtk −Xtk‖22

]
≤ (1 + s+ 8C2

2 (s+ s2))E
[
‖Ỹtk−1

−Xtk−1
‖22
]
+H(s)

+ 4C2
2 (s

2 + s3) + 2s(1 + s)O
(

d

m

)
.

Then, we also obtain

E

[
‖ỸtK −XtK‖22

]

≤ (1 + s+ 8C2
2 (s+ s2))K − 1

s+ 8C2
2 (s+ s2)

[
H(s) + 4C2

2 (s
2 + s3) + 2(s + s2)O

(
d

m

)]

≤ O (ds) +O
(

d

m

)
,
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where H(s) := 16dC2
2 (s

2 + s3) exp
{
C0
d

[
1 + 2(C0 + d)e2C0

]}
. Hence, it follows that

W2(Law(ỸtK ), µσ) ≤ O
(√

ds
)
+O

(√
d

m

)
.

�
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