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Abstract

In Score based Generative Modeling (SGMs), the state-of-the-art in generative modeling, stochas-

tic reverse processes are known to perform better than their deterministic counterparts. This paper

delves into the heart of this phenomenon, comparing neural ordinary differential equations (ODEs)

and neural stochastic differential equations (SDEs) as reverse processes. We use a control theoretic

perspective by posing the approximation of the reverse process as a trajectory tracking problem.

We analyze the ability of neural SDEs to approximate trajectories of the Fokker-Planck equation,

revealing the advantages of stochasticity. First, neural SDEs exhibit a powerful regularizing ef-

fect, enabling L2 norm trajectory approximation surpassing the Wasserstein metric approximation

achieved by neural ODEs under similar conditions, even when the reference vector field or score

function is not Lipschitz. Applying this result, we establish the class of distributions that can be

sampled using score matching in SGMs, relaxing the Lipschitz requirement on the gradient of the

data distribution in existing literature. Second, we show that this approximation property is pre-

served when network width is limited to the input dimension of the network. In this limited width

case, the weights act as control inputs, framing our analysis as a controllability problem for neural

SDEs in probability density space. This sheds light on how noise helps to steer the system towards

the desired solution and illuminates the empirical success of stochasticity in generative modeling.

Keywords: Diffusion Models; Neural Stochastic Differential Equations; Universal Approximation;

Controllability

1. INTRODUCTION

Generative modeling, an important tool in machine learning, addresses the challenge of drawing

new samples from an unknown data distribution when provided with a set of data samples. Among

the cutting-edge techniques in this domain are Score Based Generative Models (SGMs) Ho et al.

(2020); Song et al. (2020); Yang et al. (2022), which hold promising applications in diverse fields

such as medical imaging Chung and Ye (2022), path planning Yang et al. (2022), and shape gener-

ation Zhou et al. (2021).

SGMs employ two distinct processes: a forward process that gradually transforms the data dis-

tribution into a noise distribution, and a reverse process that retraces the trajectories of the forward

process in reverse, effectively mapping the noise distribution back to the data distribution. Multiple

choices exist for the reverse process. One can opt for a deterministic reverse process, known as

the probabilistic flow ODE, or a stochastic reverse process. It has been observed in practice that

Song et al. (2020) that stochastic reverse process performs better than the deterministic one. This

paper delves into the implications of choosing between these two approaches from the standpoint
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of trajectory approximation. The two possible choices of reverse processes are two instances of

neural ODEs and SDEs respectively. This papers examines the ability neural SDEs to approxi-

mate trajectories of vector-fields arising in SGMs. We additionally look at the capability of limited

width networks, to emphasize the role of stochasticity in improving approximation capabilities in

generative modeling.

The approximation capabilities of limited width networks have been a subject of independent

research since the problem becomes equivalent to a controllability problem. Hence, one can use

control theoretic tools to understand approximation properties of neural networks. For instance,

Tabuada and Gharesifard (2022) explored the approximation capabilities of limited width residual

neural networks (Resnets) from the perspective of control theory, focusing on constructing approx-

imations of maps. Similarly, Ruiz-Balet and Zuazua (2023b,a) showed the universal approximation

properties of limited width neural ODEs for density estimation. In Elamvazhuthi et al. (2022), it is

shown that one can control the continuity equation corresponding to the neural ODE to the solution

of a continuity equation of an arbitrary Lipschitz vector-field, in the Wasserstein metric.

We use a similar control theoretic methodology in this paper for the case of neural SDEs. We

show that using neural SDEs one can approximate trajectories of Fokker-Planck equation uniformly

in the L2 norm. Of special interest is the case of Fokker-Planck equations arising from score match-

ing algorithm of SGMs. In this context, we characterize the class of distributions that can be sampled

with this approach, achieving a stronger norm approximation than previously possible with deter-

ministic models. This implies that neural SDEs offer improved sampling capabilities as the reverse

process in SGMs. While Tzen and Raginsky (2019) establish general universal approximation prop-

erties of neural SDEs, they do not consider the general trajectory approximation problem, as relevant

to score matching. Additionally, their results relied on arbitrary network widths and approximation

in the weaker Kullback–Leibler divergence divergence, rather than the L2 norm. Furthermore, we

eliminate the assumption of Lipschitz continuity on the data distribution’s gradients, previously im-

posed by Tzen and Raginsky (2019), and others analyzing SGM sampling capabilities Chen et al.

(2023); De Bortoli (2022). By considering diffusion processes on bounded domains, we are able to

additionally allow for data distributions with compact connected supports. This expands the range

of data distributions that can be sampled using neural SDEs.

The two main contributions of the paper can be summarized as follows i) Characterizing the

class of distributions that can achieve L2 norm closeness between densities with score approxima-

tion ii) Universal Approximation capabilities of Neural SDEs for the same distributions for the case

with limited width.

The paper is organized in the following way. In Section 2, we formulate the problem addressed

in this paper. In Section 3 we present some notation and assumptions for the results presented in the

paper later. In Section 4, we present the controllability analysis and our main results on universal

approximation with extra regularity.

2. Problem Formulation and Motivation

SGM is a technique to draw new samples from a data distribution based on available samples. In

this section, we reinterpret SGM from a control theoretic perspective and then present the problem

addressed in this paper. The SGM algorithm involves two differential equations (SDEs), as pre-

sented in Song et al. (2020). First, we have the forward process, which is a stochastic differential
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equation, for example,

dX = g(X)dt +
√
2dW + dψ(t)

X0 ∼ ρd (1)

where W(t) is the standard d-dimensional Brownian motion and ψ is a stochastic process that

ensures that the process remains confined to some domain Ω ⊂ R
d with boundary ∂Ω. The vector

field g : Rd → R
d is chosen such that the probability density of the random variable Xt converges

to a distribution ρn, from which one can easily sample and referred to as the noise distribution. This

is guaranteed by analysing the behavior of the Fokker Planck equation which governs the evolution

of ρt given by

∂ρ
∂t = ∆ρ−∇ · (g(x)ρ) on [0, T ] × Ω (2)

n(x) · (∇ρt(x) + g(x)) = 0 on ∂Ω

ρ0 = ρd on Ω.

where n(x) is the unit vector normal to the boundary of the domain ∂Ω. This boundary condition

ensures that
∫

Rd ρt(x)dx = 1 for all t ≥ 0. For the choice g(x) = −∇ log ρn we can show that

limt→∞ ρt = ρn. Since the domain Ω is bounded we can choose the noise distribution to be the

uniform distribution, in which case f ≡ 0. Then we can rewrite the above equation as

∂ρf

∂t = ∆ρf = ∇ · ([∇ log ρf ]ρf ) on [0, T ]× Ω

n(x) · ∇ρf (t, x) = 0 on ∂Ω

ρf (0) = ρd on Ω (3)

In order to sample from ρd, fixing T > 0, one can sample from the noise distribution ρn and

run the reverse process that approximately has the same probability distribution as ρ
f
T−t. There are

multiple possible choices of the reverse process. One candidate choice, is the probabilistic flow

ODE given by,

dXr = ∇ log ρfT−tdt+ dψ(t)

X0 ∼ ρn (4)

where ρn is the noise distribution that is easy to sample from, and the density of Xr ∼ ρrt = ρ
f
T−t,

evolving according to,

∂ρr

∂t = −([∇ log ρr]ρr) (5)

However, in practice one does not have complete information about the score: ∇ log ρfT−t. There-

fore, a neural network s(t, x, θ) with weight parameters θ is used to approximate this quantity.

This objective is to ensure that the solution ρθt of the equation

∂ρθt
∂t

= ∇ · ([s(t, x, θ)]ρθt )

ρθ0 = ρn

3
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is close to ρ
f
T−t so that we can sample from ρd by running the approximating reverse ODE,

dX = −s(t,X, θ)dt+ dψ(t)

X0 ∼ ρn (6)

The neural network s(t, x, θ) used to approximate the score is identified by solving the the opti-

mization problem,

min
θ

∫ T

0
E
ρf
T−t

|s(t, ·, θ)−∇ log ρfT−t|2dt

=

∫ T

0

∫

Ω
|s(t, x, θ)−∇ log ρfT−t|2ρ

f
T−t(x)dxdt (7)

The choice of the reverse process is not unique. In fact, one can choose the alternative stochastic

reverse process which as the same density evolution as (5).

dXr = 2∇ log ρfT−tdt+
√
2dW + dψ(t)

X0 ∼ ρn (8)

In this case the approximating reverse process used to sample from ρd is then given by

dXr = −s(t, x, θ)dt+
√
2dW + dψ(t)

X0 ∼ ρn (9)

One can view the above problem as a trajectory tracking problem from the perspective of control

theory. We have a reference trajectory ρ
f
t in space of probability densities, generated by the equation

(3), and we can think of the neural network θ as control parameters that are to be tuned to make the

solution of (3). There are two questions that the above choice of reverse processes: i) What is the

benefit of noise for trajectory tracking when comparing (4) and (8) ii) What can we say about the

expressivity capabilities?

We first consider these two questions for general approximating classes of functions. Then, we

consider these two questions for a particular choice of s(t, x, θ). When the right-hand side of the

neural SDE has limited width, that is the number of input nodes for each time have width equal to

the dimension of the sample space. Toward this end, let σ : R → R be a given activation function.

Let the function Σ : R → R be given by

Σ(x) = [σ(x1), ..., σ(xd)]
T

We consider the associated neural stochastic differential equation, defined by

dX = A(t)Σ(W (t)X +B(t)) +
√
2dW(t) + dψ (10)

where A : [0, T ] → R
d×d, W : [0, T ] → R

d and B : [0, T ] → R
d are the control inputs or weights

for the neural network. Suppose that the initial condition x(0) of the neural ODE (13) is random

and represented by a probability density function ρ0, that is, P (X(0) ∈ Ω) =
∫

Ω ρ0(x)dx. Then the

uncertainty in the location is x(t) is given by time dependent probability density ρt which evolves

according to the Fokker-Planck equation

4
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∂ρ

∂t
= ∆ρ−∇ ·

(

vt(x)ρ
)

(11)

ρ0 = ρ0

vt(x) = (A(t)Σ(W (t)x + θ(t)))

The control problem that we address in this paper is the following: Given a curve on the set of

probability densities t 7→ ρt that is the solution of the following Fokker-Planck equation

∂ρ

∂t
= ∆ρ−∇ ·

(

Vt(x)ρ
)

(12)

can we construct weights A(t),W (t), b(t) such that the solution of (11) is arbitrary close to ρt in a

suitable sense, for all t ∈ [0, T ]?
Note that the trajectory tracking problem pertaining to SGMs is a special instance of the above

problem for the choice V = ∇ log ρ = ∇ρ
ρ . For deterministic case, this problem has been affir-

matively addressed in Elamvazhuthi et al. (2022), where it was shown that this approximation can

be achieved in the Wasserstein metric, in which case the analysis is performed on properties of the

neural ODE

ẋ(t) = A(t)Σ(W (t)x+B(t)) (13)

and instead of the Fokker-Planck equation one studies the approximation properties of the continuity

equation

∂ρ

∂t
= −∇ ·

(

Vt(x)ρ
)

(14)

which is a general instance of equation (3) in SGMs. In this paper we consider the approximation

capabilities of neural SDEs which have noise in the process, and show that one can in fact achieve

approximation in L2 norm, which is stronger than the Wasserstein metric. Moreover, this can be

achieved using the same procedure as used in the deterministic case. Hence, showing that noise

improves the approximation capability of neural SDEs. The Kullback-Leibler (KL) divergence

is another measure of distance between probability measures that is commonly used in practice.

However the KL divergence is also known to be weaker than the L2 norm, and in fact, we have (see

Gibbs and Su (2002)) the following chain of inequalities

W1(p, q) ≤ C ′KL(p, q) ≤ C‖p− q‖22 (15)

for all probability measures p and q that have a common support, for some constant C,C ′ > 0.

Here W1(·, ·) denotes the 1−Wasserstein distance between probability measures, KL(·, ·) denotes

the KL divergence, and ‖ · ‖22 denotes the L2 norm between functions.

To clarify why we cannot achieve approximation of solutions in the deterministic case (14),

using standard neural network approximation objectives, in the L2 norm we consider the sim-

ple one dimensional case. In this situation, the solution of (14) can be represented by ρt(x) =
ρ(φ−1

V,t(x))|∂xφ−1
V,t(x))|, where φV,t is the flow map corresponding to V . Therefore, even if the dis-

tance between an approximating vector-field V n and V is small in L2 (or even stronger L∞ norm),

there is no way to control the value of ρnt (x) which depends on the derivative ∂xφ
−1
V n,t(x), which in

5
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turn depends on the Lipschitz constant of V n
t . Therefore, the approximating densities can behave in

a very irregular way in the L2 norm. However, as we will show in this paper, this problem does not

arise in the stochastic case, due to the regularization effect of noise. One can in fact, relax the Lips-

chitz assumption on the reference vector fields as well. Moreover, the convergence can be achieved

in an average senese in the H1 norm.

3. Notation and Preliminaries

We now define some mathematical terms that are used in later sections. We define L2(Ω) as the

space of square integrable functions over Ω, where Ω ⊂ R
d is an open, bounded and connected sub-

set of a Euclidean domain of dimension with a C2 boundary. The standard inner product on L2(Ω)
will be denoted by 〈·, ·〉2, given by 〈f, g〉2 =

∫

Ω f(x)g(x)dx for each f, g ∈ L2(Ω). The norm ‖·‖2
on the space L2(Ω) is defined as ‖f‖2 = 〈f, f〉1/22 for all f ∈ L2(Ω). We define the Sobolev space

H1(Ω) the set of L2 functions with weak derivatives in L2(Ω). The space L∞((0, T ); Ω)d is the set

of essentially bounded vector fields. The set P(Ω) will denote the set of Borel probability measures

on Ω. The space W 1,∞(Ω) is the set of functions in L∞(Ω) with weak derivatives in L∞(Ω). If

f, g ∈ L∞(X), then ‖f‖2,g :=
∫

X |f(x)|2g(x)dx is the weighted 2-norm with weight g.

In addition to this, we will need some mild assumptions on the activation function σ : R → R.

For this purpose, let us define the set of functions

F =
⋃

m∈Z+

{
m
∑

i=1

αiσ(w
T
i x+ bi) | αi ∈ R, wi ∈ R

d, bi ∈ R}.

Assumption 1 We make the following assumptions:

1. (Regularity) The activation function σ is globally Lipschitz, that is, there exists K > 0 such

that

|σ(x) − σ(y)| ≤ K|x− y|, (16)

for all x, y ∈ R.

2. (Density of superpositions) The set of functions F is dense in C(Rd;R) in the uniform norm

topology on compact sets. Particularly, given a function f ∈ C(Rd;R), for each compact set

Ω ⊂ R and δ > 0, there exists a function g ∈ F such that

sup
x∈Ω

|f(x)− g(x)| < δ.

Note that the set F is the set of arbitrarily wide neural networks. It is well-known that the Logis-

tic function and the ReLU function satisfy the density property, see Cybenko (1989); Leshno et al.

(1993).

Fd =
⋃

m∈Z+

{
m
∑

i=1

AiΣ(Wix+Bi) | Ai,Wi ∈ R
d×d, Bi ∈ R

d},

Given Assumption 1, it is easy to see that the subset of vector-valued functions Fd is dense in

C(Rd;Rd) in the uniform norm topology on compact sets.

6
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4. Analysis

In this section, we perform our analysis to demonstrate the expressivity of Neural SDEs by carrying

out a controllability analysis. For ease of presentation the proofs are provided in the Appendix

(Section A).

We first investigate the class of data distributions that can be sampled using score matching

approach presented in Section 2. Toward this end, we first note a continuity result with respect to

the score matching loss. Particularly, the following proposition states that if we have a sequence of

vector fields that is close to a reference vector field in the score matching loss (7), then the solutions

of the Fokker-Planck equations converge uniformly in the L2 norm.

Proposition 1 Let ρ0 ∈ L∞(Ω) and ρd ∈ W 1,∞(Ω) be such that ρd ≥ l for some constant l > 0.

Suppose that ρ is the solution of (12) corresponding to the vector field V = ∇ log ρfT−·, where ρf

is the solution of (3). Let V n be a sequence of vector fields such that ‖V n‖∞ is uniformly bounded

and the score of V n with respect to V tends to 0, that is,

‖V − V n‖22,ρr → 0,

where ρr = ρ
f
T−·. Then we have that,

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖ρt − ρnt ‖2 → 0

The idea behind the proof is the following. We compute ‖ρnt −ρt‖22 by computing the derivative

of the quantity. In general, decrease in ‖V −V n‖22,ρr does not ensure that ‖ρnt − ρt‖22 is decreasing.

However, it can be shown that ρnt remains bounded in the ∞−norm using Lemma 9, which enables

to get convergence of supt∈[0,T ] ‖ρt − ρnt ‖2.

In the following we establish the class of data distributions that can be represented using the

exact score, and derive bounds on the norm of the vector field as a function of the data distribution.

This emphasizes how one can approximate a large class of distributions. It removes the Lipschitz

requirement on score of the data distributions as made in Chen et al. (2023). More importantly

convergence is shown in the L2 norm.

Lemma 2 . Suppose Ω is convex. Let ρ0 = ρn be the uniform distribution on Ω. Let ρd ∈
W 1,∞(Ω) ∩ P(Ω) and ρd ≥ l for some constant l > 0. Suppose ρd is the initial condition of (3).

Let V =
∇ρf

T−t

ρf
T−t

where ρf is the solution of (3). Let ρ be the solution of (12) corresponding to the

vector field V . Then V ∈ L∞([0, T ]× Ω)d and

‖ρT − ρd‖2 ≤ C2e

√
T
l e−λT ‖ρd − ρn‖2

‖V ‖∞ ≤ ‖∇ρd‖∞
l

where λ > 0 depends only on Ω. Hence, for every ǫ > 0 there exists T > 0 large enough such that

the solution ρǫ of (12).

‖ρǫT − ρd‖2 ≤ ǫ

7
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One of the key issues addressed in the proof is that, when implementing the score-matching

algorithm (9), one initializes from ρ0 = ρn the noise distribution, and not the distribution of the

reverse process ρ
f
T = ρr0, hence it is not necessary that sampling with the vector field V would

result in ρd, unless V is contractive in some sense. We are able to use gradient estimates of the heat

equation to ensure however that one can effectively sample from the data distribution ρd. Note that

when Vt is assumed to be Lipschitz one can get even stronger regularization of ρt. In this Lipschitz

case, in fact solutions ρt are in H1(Ω), the set of functions with weak derivatives in L2(Ω). See

Proposition 7.

Next, we state our trajectory approximation result using limited width network addressing the

control problem stated in Section 2. A major difficulty in the limited width case is that one cannot

approximate the reference vector field in any strong sense (uniform norm or L2 norm) since the

right hand side of (11) has very limited representation capability for each time instant. However, the

system (11) still has sufficient controllability. The idea is that one can still achieve approximation

by weakly approximating the vector fields in a time averaged sense (Proposition 10). This is a dif-

ferent approach to achieve controllability of (12), in comparison with a Lie bracket arguments used

in Tabuada and Gharesifard (2022) and the constructive strategy adopted in Ruiz-Balet and Zuazua

(2023a), for map approximations and density estimation, respectively. The approach we use is iden-

tical to the strategy used in Elamvazhuthi et al. (2022) in the deterministic case. A key difference is

that due to the regularizing effect of noise, and smoothness of the initial condition, one can achieve

compactness of approximating trajectories (and hence, expressivity) of neural SDEs in the L2 norm.

Theorem 3 (Approximation of Trajectories) Suppose that Assumptions 1 holds and ρ0 ∈ P(Ω) ∩
H1(Ω). Let ρ be the solution of the (12) corresponding to the vector field V . Additionally, suppose

that V ∈ C([0, T ] × Ω̄)d. Then for every ǫ > 0, there exist piecewise constant control inputs

Aǫ(·),W ǫ(·) and Bǫ(·), such that the corresponding weak solutions ρǫ of (11) satisfy

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖ρǫt − ρt‖2 ≤ ǫ. (17)

While the above theorem establishes the capability of limited width neural ODEs for trajectory

approximation, it is not immediately clearly what are the class of distributions that can be repre-

sented using neural SDEs. Toward this end we note the following result on finding an exact vector

field to interpolate between two densities. This result improves on Lemma 2 by allowing T = 1.

It also improves over the result of Tzen and Raginsky (2019) for expressivity of neural SDEs. One

can use the above theorem to conclude the expressivity for the limited width case. The idea behind

the proof is that one use the L2-interpolation between densities ρt = (1 − t)ρ0 + tρd, and then we

can construct a vector field V = ∇ρt
ρt

− ∇φ
ρt

, where φ is the solution of the Poisson equation

∆φ = ρd − ρ0. (18)

This achieves the controllability result. This construction is due to Moser (1965), and has been used

in practice for generative modeling Rozen et al. (2021). We verify the boundedness of the vector

field, under the weakest possible regularity assumptions on ρ0 and ρd, and later apply the result to

express densities using neural SDEs which have input dimension limited to d.

Proposition 4 (Exact Controllability) Suppose that ρn, ρd ∈ P(Ω)∩C1(Ω̄), such that ρ0 ≥ l and

ρd ≥ l for some constant l > 0. Then there exists V ∈ C([0, 1]× Ω̄)d and constant C > 0 such that

‖V ‖∞ ≤ 2C
max{‖∇ρ0‖∞, ‖∇ρd‖∞}

l
(19)

8



SMOOTHENING EFFECT OF NOISE IN THE REVERSE PROCESS OF SGMS

where C depends only on Ω, and the solution ρ of (12) satisfies ρ0 = ρn ρ1 = ρd.

Comparing the statement of the above Proposition with Lemma 2, we note that we do not require

convexity of the domain Ω. Additionally, it is clear from the proof that one can relax the condition

ρ0, ρd ∈ C1(Ω̄), by requiring they are only in W 1,∞(Ω), and hence Lipschitz. However, then V

is not necessarily continuous anymore but only measurable. Nevertheless, it satisfies the same L∞

bounds.

Using the above proposition and Theorem 3 on approximation of trajectories, the following

result immediately follows.

Theorem 5 (Approximate Controllability of limited width neural SDEs) Suppose that Assumption

1 holds and ρ0, ρd ∈ P(Ω) ∩C1(Ω̄), such that ρ0 ≥ l and ρd ≥ l for some constant l > 0.

Then for every ǫ > 0, there exists piecewise constant control inputs Aǫ(·),W ǫ(·) and Bǫ(·),
such that the corresponding solutions ρǫ of the equation (11), satisfy

‖ρǫT − ρd‖2 ≤ ǫ. (20)

5. Conclusion

We discussed the smoothening effect of noise in diffusion models, by considering the approximation

properties of neural SDEs. Potential future directions could include investigating the role of noise in

the forward process. For example, regularizing effect of noise makes the probability distribution of

the Fokker-Planck equation strictly positive. Hence, while noise enables expressivity in a stronger

norm, there is a potential trade-off, as it prevents sampling from distributions that have supports that

are disconnected and hence have unbounded score.

Appendix A. Supplementary Results

In this section we present the some supplementary results. We will need some additional notation for

the presentation. We equip the space H1(Ω) with the usual Sobolev norms ‖y‖H1(Ω) =
(

‖y‖22 +
∑2

i=1

∥

∥

∥

∂y
∂xi

∥

∥

∥

2

2

)1/2
. The dual space of X := H1(Ω), denoted by X∗, is the space of bounded

linear functionals on H1(Ω). The space L2(0, T ;Y ) consists of all strongly measurable functions

u : [0, T ] → Y for which ‖u‖L2(0,T ;Y ) :=
( ∫ T

0 ‖u(t)‖2Y dt
)1/2

< ∞. We will say that a sequence

V n ∈ L∞((0, T ) × Ω)d is weakly-∗ converging to V , if
∫ T
0

∫

Ω V
n(x) · φ(x)dx →

∫ T
0

∫

Ω V (x) ·
φ(x)dx for each φ ∈ L1((0, T ) × Ω)d.

For the analysis in the paper, we will need a notion of solution for the PDE (12). Following

Evans (2022), we will use the notion of a weak solution. Given g ∈ L2(Ω) and a vector-field

V : [0, T ]× R
d → R

d, we will say that ρ is a weak solution of the Fokker Planck equation (12) if

ρ ∈ {u ∈ L2(0, T ;H1(Ω)), u̇ ∈ L2(0, T ;X∗)} (21)
∫ T

0
〈∂tρ, φt〉X,X∗dt+

∫ T

0
B[ρt, φ, t]dt = 0 (22)

for each function φ ∈ H1(Ω) for almost every time 0 ≤ t ≤ T and y(0) = g, where B : H1(Ω)×
H1(Ω) → R is the bilinear form given by,

9
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B[u, v, t] =

∫

Ω
∇ρ(x) · ∇φ(x)dx+

∫

Ω
Vt(x)ρ(x) · ∇φ(x)dx

for each u, v ∈ H1(Ω) and all t ∈ [0, T ].
Given this notion of solution we have this following classical existence result. In addition, we

can establish continuity of solutions with respect to the initial conditions.

Proposition 6 Suppose that ρ0 ∈ L2(Ω) and V ∈ L∞((0, T ) × Ω)d. Then there exists a unique

ρ ∈ C([0, T ];L2(Ω)) that is a weak solution of the Fokker Planck equation. We have

∫ T

0
‖ρt‖2H1(Ω)dt < C1, sup

t∈[0,T ]
‖ρt‖2 ≤ C2 (23)

where the constant C1, C2 > 0 depend only on ‖V ‖∞. Moreover, the solution ρ(t) is continuous

with respect to ρ0 in the L2 norm, for every t ∈ [0, T ]. Particularly, suppose ρ1, ρ2 are solutions

(12) for two different initial conditions ρ1,0, ρ2,0 ∈ L2(Ω). If V ∈ C([0, T ]× Ω̄)d, then there exists

C2 > 0 such that

‖ρ1t − ρ2t‖22 ≤ C2e
∫ t

0
‖Vτ‖∞dτ‖ρ1,0 − ρ2,0‖22

where the constant C2 depends only on ‖V ‖∞.

Proof The existence of solution is classical in PDE theory. See Wloka (1987). We only establish

the continuity of solutions. Let ρ1t − ρ2t be a test function. Then we have that

∫ T

0
〈∂tρ1t , ρ1 − ρ2〉X,X∗dt+

∫ T

0
B[ρ1t , ρ

1
t − ρ2t , t]dt

−
∫ T

0
〈∂tρ1t , ρ1 − ρ2〉X,X∗dt+

∫ T

0
B[ρ2t , ρ

1
t − ρ2t , t]dt = 0 (24)

for all t ∈ [0, T ].

∫ T

0
〈∂1t ρ1t , ρ1 − ρ2〉X,X∗dt+

∫ T

0
B[ρ1t , ρ

1
t − ρ2t , t]dt

−
∫ T

0
〈∂tρ1t , ρ1 − ρ2〉X,X∗dt−

∫ T

0
B[ρ2t , ρ

1
t − ρ2t , t]dt = 0 (25)

This implies

∫ T

0

d

dt
‖ρ1t − ρ2t‖22dt+

∫ T

0
B[ρ1t , ρ

1
t − ρ2t , t]−

∫ T

0
B[ρ1t , ρ

1
t − ρ2t , t]dt = 0

‖ρ1t − ρ2t ‖22 − ‖ρ10 − ρ20‖22 +
∫ T

0
B[ρ1t , ρ

1
t − ρ2t , t]−

∫ T

0
B[ρ1t , ρ

1
t − ρ2t , t]dt = 0

‖ρ1t − ρ2t ‖22 − ‖ρ10 − ρ20‖22 +
∫ T

0
B[ρ1t , ρ

1
t − ρ2t , t]dt−

∫ T

0
B[ρ1t , ρ

1
t − ρ2t , t]dt = 0

10
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Define et := ρ1t − ρ2t for all t ∈ [0, T ].

‖et‖22 = ‖e0‖22 −
∫ T

0
‖∇et‖22dt+

∫ T

0
‖Vtet · ∇et‖22dt

≤ ‖e0‖22 +
∫ T

0
‖∇et‖22dt−

∫ T

0
‖Vt‖∞‖et · ∇et‖22dt (26)

Using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Cauchy’s inequality Evans (2022)[Page 622, 624], for every

ǫ > 0

‖et‖22 ≤ ‖e0‖22 −
∫ T

0
‖∇et‖22dt+

1

2ǫ

∫ T

0
‖Vt‖∞‖et‖22dt+

ǫ

2

∫ T

0
‖Vt‖∞‖∇et‖22dt

≤ ‖e0‖22 −
∫ T

0
‖∇et‖22dt+

1

4ǫ

∫ T

0
‖Vt‖∞‖et‖22dt+ ǫ‖V ‖∞

∫ T

0
‖∇et‖22dt

Setting ǫ = 1
‖V ‖∞ , we can conclude that,

‖et‖22 ≤ ‖e0‖22 +
1

4ǫ

∫ T

0
‖Vt‖∞‖et‖22dt

Now the result follows from Gronwall’s inequality. The bounds on the solutions can be computed

in a similar way by computing 〈∂tρt, ρt〉X,X∗ .

Next, we observe a regularity property of solutions. This property enables us to get compactness of

trajectories in C([0, T ];L2(Ω)), which will play a key role in constructing approximating trajecto-

ries using neural networks of limited width.

Proposition 7 (Extra regularity) Suppose that ρ0 ∈ H1(Ω) and V ∈ C([0, T ] × Ω̄) and Vt be

uniformly Lipschitz. That is, |Vt(x) − Vt(y)| ≤ K|x − y| , for all x, y ∈ Ω̄, for some constant

K > 0 independent of t ∈ [0, T ]. Then we have that the unique weak solution ρ that lies in

L∞([0, T ];H1(Ω)) and we have the estimate

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖u(t)‖H1(Ω) < C (27)

where the constant C > 0 depends only on K .

Proof This proof is a very minor adaptation of proof of Evans (2022)[Chapter 7, Theorem 5] on

improved regularity results of parabolic PDEs. The only difference is that we consider a more

general boundary condition than the Dirichlet boundary condition considered in Evans (2022). We

only verify that all the computations extend to our case in a similar way. Let ∂tρt be a test function.

Since ρ is a weak solution we have that

∫ T

0
〈∂tρ, ∂tρ〉X,X∗dt+

∫ T

0
B[ρt, ∂tρt, t]dt = 0

for all t ∈ [0, T ]. Since Vt is uniformly Lipschitz, Vt ∈ W 1,∞(Ω) for all t and there exists

K ′ > 0 such that ‖Vt‖W 1,∞ < K ′ by Evans (2022)[Chapter 5, Theorem 4]. Then we have that
∫ T

0
‖∂tρt‖22dt+

∫ T

0

d

dt
‖∇ρ‖22dt = −

∫ T

0
< ∇ · (Vtρ), ∂tρt > dt (28)

≤ 1

4ǫ

∫ T

0
‖Vt‖W 1,∞‖∇ρt‖22dt+ ǫ

∫ T

0
‖∂tρt‖22dt

11
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by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Cauchy’s inequality Let ǫ = 1, we have that

∫ T

0

d

dt
‖∇ρx‖22dt ≤

1

4

∫ T

0
‖Vt‖W 1,∞‖∇ρt‖22dt

Using the fundamental theorem of calculus we conclude that,

‖∇ρT ‖22 − ‖∇ρ0‖22 ≤
1

4

∫ T

0
‖Vt‖W 1,∞‖∇ρ‖22dt

Using Gronwall’s inequality we get,

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖∇ρt‖22 ≤
‖∇ρ0‖22

4
e
∫ T

0
‖Vt‖W1,∞dt

This in combination with the bound on supt∈[0,T ] ‖ρt‖22 in Proposition 6 gives the result. So far we

have assumed that the computations are admissible since we are assuming that ∂tρt is in L2(Ω),
which is not in general true for an arbitrary weak solution. The proof can be completed by con-

structing finite dimensional Galerkin approximations of the PDE (12) and taking converging sub-

sequences of the approximations. See Evans (2022)[Chapter 7, Proof of Theorem 5].

The following Lemma establishes continuity of solutions with respect to the vector fields.

Lemma 8 Let ρ0 ∈ L2(Ω) and V ∈ C([0, T ]× Ω̄)d be such that ρ is the solution of (12). Let V n

be a sequence of vector fields such that

‖V − V n‖∞ → 0

for some function that is uniformly bounded from below. Then

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖ρt − ρnt ‖2 → 0

Proof Let en = ρn − ρ. Computing,

d

dt
‖ent ‖22 = 〈∂tent , ent 〉X,X∗ (29)

= −〈∇ent ,∇ent 〉2 + 〈Vtρt − V n
t ρ

n
t ,∇ent 〉2

= −〈∇ent ,∇ent 〉2 + 〈Vtρt − V n
t ρt,∇ent 〉2 + 〈V n

t ρt − V n
t ρt,∇ent 〉2 (30)

Once again applying Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Cauchy’s inequality for every ǫ > 0

d

dt
‖ent ‖22 ≤ −‖∇ent ‖22 +

4

ǫ
‖V ρt − V n

t ρt‖22 +
4

ǫ
‖V n

t ρt − V n
t ρ

n
t ‖22 + ǫ‖∇ent ‖22 (31)

Setting ǫ = 1 we can conclude that,

d

dt
‖ent ‖22 ≤ 4‖Vtρt − V n

t ρt‖22 + 4‖V n
t ρt − V n

t ρ
n
t ‖22

≤ 4‖Vtρt − V nρt‖22 + 4‖V nρt − V nρnt ‖22 (32)

12
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Using the hypothesis of the theorem we can conclude that

d

dt
‖ent ‖22 ≤ 4‖V − V n‖2∞‖ρt‖22 + 4‖V n‖∞‖ent ‖22 (33)

Using Gronwall’s inequality we get that,

‖ent ‖2t ≤ 4‖V − V n‖∞e4‖V
n‖∞t (34)

This concludes the result.

For the score matcing approximations of vector fields, we will need to be able to find a bounds

on the ∞-norm of the solutions of (12). This is stated in the following Lemma.

Lemma 9 Let f ∈W 1,∞(Ω) and f ≥ l for some l > 0. Consider the PDE

yt = ∆y −∇ · (∇f(x)
f(x) y) in Ω× [0, T ]

y(·, 0) = y0 in Ω

n · (∇y − ∇f(x)
f(x) y) = 0 in ∂Ω× [0, T ], (35)

If ‖y0
f ‖∞ ≤ C , then the solution y satisfies ‖yt

f ‖∞ ≤ C for all t ∈ [0, T ].

Proof The proof follows verbatim the proof of the last statement of Elamvazhuthi et al. (2018)[Corollary

IV.2], where the statement has been proved for the PDE yt = ∆( yt
f(x))

Now, we are ready to provide proof of Proposition 1.

Proof Let en = ρn − ρ. From (32) we have that

d

dt
‖ent ‖22 ≤ 4‖Vtρt − V nρt‖22 + 4‖V nρt − V nρnt ‖22

≤ 4‖Vt − V n
t ‖22‖ρt‖∞ + 4‖V nρt − V nρnt ‖22

≤ 4

l
‖Vt − V n

t ‖22,ρrt ‖ρt‖∞ + 4‖V n‖∞‖ent ‖22 (36)

where we have used the fact that since the ρ
f
0 = ρd ≥ l by the assumption, ρ

f
T−t = ρtr ≥ l for all

t ∈ [0, T ], since ρ
f
t is the solution of the equation and hence so is ρ

f
t − l, and solutions of the heat

equation preserve non-negativity. Next, we need a bound on ‖ρt‖∞ in (36). Since, ρf is the solution

of the heat equation, we know that ρf ∈ C1,2((0, T ]× Ω̄), which implies that ρr ∈ C1,2([0, T )× Ω̄)
(Bertoldi and Fornaro, 2004, Theorem 3.1). Therefore, ρ is the solution of the equation

∂ρ

∂t
= ∆ρ−∇ ·

(∇ρrt
ρrt

ρ
)

= ∇ · (ρrt∇(
1

ρrt
ρ)) (37)

We can consider a piecewise constant approximation of V of the form,

V m
t = V iT

m
=

∇ρriT
m

ρriT
m

t ∈ [
iT

m
,
(i+ 1)T

m
).

13
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for i = 0, ...,m− 1. Fix ǫ > 0 small enough. Since V is continuous on any interval [0, T − ǫ], V m

uniformly converges to V on [0, T − ǫ]. Consider the solutions of the equation

∂ρm

∂t
= ∆ρm −∇ ·

(

V m
t ρm

)

(38)

The solutions of the above equation can be constructed in piecewise way by solving a sequence of

autonomous linear equations. of the form

∂ρm

∂t
= ∇ · (f i∇(

1

f i
ρm)) (39)

where f i = ρriT
m

. By applying Lemma 9 across each time interval [ iTm ,
(i+1)T

m ) we can conclude that

if ‖f iρ0‖∞ ≤ ‖f i‖‖ρ0‖∞ < ‖ρr‖∞‖ρ0‖∞ < C , then ‖f iρmt ‖∞ < C for all t ∈ t ∈ [ iTm ,
(i+1)T

m ).
This implies ‖ρmt ‖∞ with bound independent of m. is uniformly bounded. We can make the

same conclusion for ρ by taking the limit V m → V and applying Lemma 8, we have that ρm are

uniformly converging to ρ in C([0, T ];L2(Ω)). Hence same uniform bound holds for ‖ρt‖∞. Since

ǫ > 0 was arbitrary, this bound holds over the entire time interval [0, T ]. Combining this result with

the estimate of (36), the result follows. Since ‖V n‖∞ are uniformly bounded. The solutions ρm are

bounded in

Proof of Lemma 2

Proof It is a classical result that there exist constants M,λ > 0 for which

‖ρft − ρn‖2 ≤Me−λt‖ρ0 − ρn‖2 ∀t ≥ 0

The solution to the heat equation can be represented by a semigroup of operators (T (t))t≥0, as

ρf (t) = T (t)ρ0. Additionally, it is known that the heat equation with the Neumann condition ρ
f
t

is known to be a contraction in L∞ norm. That is ‖T (t)ρ0‖∞ ≤ ‖ρ0‖∞ for all t ∈ [0,∞). The

gradient operator and the heat semigroup commute. Hence, ‖∇ρft ‖∞ = ‖T (t)∇ρ0‖∞ ≤ ‖∇ρ0‖
for all t ∈ [0,∞). Additionally, we also know that if ρd > c for some positive constant l > 0,

then ρ
f
t ≥ l for all t ∈ [0,∞), since it is the solution of the heat equation. This implies that

‖V ‖∞ = ‖∇ρf
T−t

ρf
‖∞ ≤ ‖∇ρ0‖∞

c . Note that ρf (T − t) is the solution of (12) for V with initial

condition ρ0 = ρf (T ). We know from (Bertoldi and Fornaro, 2004, Corollary 5.1) that there exist

constants K > 0 such that

‖∇ρt‖∞ ≤ K√
t
‖ρ0‖∞

By continuity of solutions ρt with respect to the initial condition we know from Proposition that

‖ρT − ρd‖2 ≤ C2e
∫ T

0
‖Vt‖∞dt‖ρ(0) − ρf (T )‖2

= C2e
K
√
T ‖ρn − ρf (T )‖2

≤ C2e
K
√
T−λT ‖ρd − ρn‖2 (40)

In the following proposition, we improve on the statement of Lemma 8, by showing that one can

achieving approximation of trajectories of (12) by weakly approximating the trajectories, instead of

14
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in the uniform sense. A key role is played by the regularity statement of Proposition (7), which

gives us compactness of trajectories.

Proposition 10 Let ρ0 ∈ H1(Ω). Let V n ∈ L∞((0, T )×Ω)d be a sequence of piecewise constant

in time vector-field with uniform Lipschitz constant converging weakly-* to V in L∞((0, 1) × Ω)d.

Suppose ρn and ρ are weak solutions of the Fokker-Planck equation (12), corresponding to the

vector fields V n and V , respectively. Then ρn converges to ρ in C([0, T ];L2(Ω)).

Proof Since V n are uniformly Lipschtz continuous in space, according to Proposition 7 the solu-

tions are bounded in

W = {u ∈ L∞(0, T ;X), u̇ ∈ L2(0, T ;X∗)}. (41)

Therefore, by Aubins-Lions lemma (Simon, 1986, Corollary 4) we have compactness of trajecto-

ries, and there exists a subsequence of (ρn)∞n=1 such that, again denoted by (ρn)∞n=1, such that ρn

converges to some ρ̂ in C([0, T ];L2(Ω)). Fix φ ∈ H1(Ω). We can also conclude that

〈∂tρn, φ〉X,X∗ → 〈∂tρ̂, φ〉X,X∗ (42)

We know that supt∈[0,T ] ‖ρn‖H1 is uniformly bounded in from Proposition 7. Therefore, it follows

that we can extract a subsequence such that,

∫ T

0

∫

Ω
∇ρnt (x) · ∇φ(x)dx→

∫ T

0

∫

Ω
∇ρ̂t(x) · ∇φ(x)dxdr

Lastly, we consider

|
∫ T

0

∫

Ω
V nρnt (x) · ∇φ(x)dx−

∫ T

0

∫

Ω
V ρ̂(x) · ∇φ(x)dxdt|

≤ |
∫ T

0

∫

Ω
V nρnt (x) · ∇φ(x)dx−

∫ T

0

∫

Ω
V nρ̂t(x) · ∇φ(x)dxdt|

|
∫ T

0

∫

Ω
V nρ̂t(x) · ∇φ(x)dx−

∫ T

0

∫

Ω
V ρ̂t(x) · ∇φ(x)dxdt| (43)

The first term in the above equality converges to zero, because ρn converges to ρ̂ inC([0, T ];L2(Ω)).
The second term converges to zero because ρ∇φ(x) ∈ L1((0, 1) × Ω) and V n converges to V in

L∞((0, T ) × Ω) in the weak-* topology. All these convergences imply that ρ̂ is a solution of the

Fokker-Planck equation (12) corresponding to the vector-field V . By uniqueness of solution ρ̂ = ρ,

corresponding to the vector field V .

The previous Proposition states that weak approximation of vector fields can give us strong

convergence of trajectories. Now we show, that arbitrarily wide neural-network valued vector fields

can be approximated in the weak-* sense, by neural networks with d− dimensional widths.

Theorem 11 Let Ai,Wi ∈ R
d×d, Bi ∈ R

d be weight parameters for i = 1, ...,m. For each

N ∈ Z+. Let QN be a T
N -periodic vector field defined by

QN
t+nT

N

(x) = mAiΣ(Wix+Bi), t ∈ [
iT

mN
,
(i+ 1)T

mN
), (44)

for all n ∈ {0, ..., N − 1}, i ∈ {0, 1, ...,m − 1} and x ∈ R
d. Then, QN weakly-* converges to

∑m
i=1AiΣ(Wix+Bi) in L∞((0, T ) × Ω)d.
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Proof Let φ ∈ C([0, T ]× Ω̄)d. Consider the integral

∫

Ω

∫ T

0
Qn

t (x) · φt(x)dtdx

We know that QN (·, x) weakly converges to
∑M

i=1Aiσ(Wix + Bn
i ), for each x ∈ R

d in Lp(0, T )
by (Chipot, 2009, Theorem 8.2), for any p > 1. Since QN are uniformly bounded, this also implies

that they are weakly-* converging in L∞(0, T ). This implies that
∫

Ω

∫ T
0 V n

t (t, x)φ(t, x) converges

to
∫

Ω

∫ T
0 Wt(t, x)φ(t, x) for each x ∈ Ω. Then it follows from the dominated convergence theorem

that
∫

Ω

∫ T

0
W n

t (x) · φt(x)dtdx →
∫

Ω

∫ T

0
Qt(x) · φt(x)dtdx

Since the set of continuous functions is dense in L1(0, T × Ω)d, the result also holds true if φ ∈
L1(0, T × Ω)d and the result follows.

Using the last two results we are able to provide the proof of Theorem 3.

Proof We consider approximations of V as done in proof of Lemma 8. Define

V m
t = V iT

m
= t ∈ [

iT

m
,
(i+ 1)T

m
).

Since V is continuous and defined on a compact set, it is uniformly continuous, and hence

limm→.∞ ‖V − V m‖∞ = 0. This implies that the solutions ρm of (12) corresponding to the vector

fields V m uniformly converge to ρ inC([0, T ];L2(Ω)). Given the fact that V m is piecewise constant

in time, we can approximate V m using a sequence V m,n such that V
m,n
t ∈ Fd for all t ∈ [0, T ] and

by Assumption 1, this is always possible. This implies that the sequence of solutions ρm,n of (12)

corresponding to the vector fields V m,m uniformly converge to ρm in C([0, T ];L2(Ω)). Next, using

Theorem 11, we a sequence of vector fields that can be represented by vector fields of the form

A(t)Σ(W (t)x + B(t)) that are weakly-* converging to V m,n. Due to Assumption 1, the vector

fields A(t)Σ(W (t)x + B(t)) are uniformly Lipschitz. Hence, the result follows from Proposition

10.

Proof of Proposition 4 We first construct a V ∈ C([0, 1] × Ω̄)d that achieves the (exact) con-

trollability/expressiblity result. This is just a minor extension of the idea from Elamvazhuthi et al.

(2018)[Theorem IV.14]. The only difference being we reduce the differentiability requirement. Let

ρt = (1 − t)ρ0 + tρd for each t ∈ [0, T ]. Let φt = ∆−1(ρd − ρ0) for each t ∈ [0, T ]. Let V =
∇ρ
ρ − ∇φ

ρ , where ∆ is the Laplacian with Neumann boundary condition. Since ρd − ρ0 ∈ L∞(Ω),

it follows from (Grisvard, 2011, Theorem 2.4.27) that φ ∈W 2,p(Ω) for every p > 1. Hence, it fol-

lows from Morrey’s inequality (Leoni, 2017, Theorem 11.34) that there exists a constant C,C ′ > 0
such that ‖∆−1(ρd − ρ0)‖W 2,p ≤ C‖(ρd − ρ0)‖p ≤ C ′‖(ρd − ρ0)‖∞. From these inequalities we

can conclude that,

‖V ‖∞ ≤ max{‖∇ρ0‖∞, ‖∇ρd‖∞‖}
c

+ C ′max{‖∇ρ0 −∇ρd‖∞}
c

≤ 2C ′max{‖∇ρ0‖∞, ‖∇ρd‖∞}
c

. (45)
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This concludes the bound. It can be checked that

∂tρt = ρd − ρ0 = ∆φ = ∆ρ−∇ · (V ρ).

Hence, V exactly transfers the solution of (12) from ρ0 to ρd, and ρ is the unique weak solution of

(12).
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