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Abstract

We consider the weak convergence of the Euler-Maruyama approximation for
Schrodinger-Follmer diffusions, which are solutions of Schrodinger bridge problems
and can be used for sampling from given distributions. We show that the distribution
of the terminal random variable of the time-discretized process weakly converges to
the target one under mild regularity conditions.
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1 Introduction

In this paper we are concerned with a weak solution of the following stochastic differential
equation:

(1.1) dX; = Vlogh(t,X,)dt + dB;, 0<t<T, Xo=0.

Here, V denotes the gradient operator, { B;}o<t<7 is a d-dimensional standard Brownian
motion on some probability space, and for a given Borel probability measure p on R?
with positive density p the function h is defined by

(1.2 hta) = [ o@proitedy. (o) € 0.7] <R
with
(13 o) = LDy e,
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where p; is the transition density function of {B}.

Eq. appears in the so-called Schrddinger bridge problem between the Dirac
measure §yp with mass at origin and p. To explain the Schrodinger bridge problem
briefly, let W¢ = C([0,T],RY) be the space of all R%valued continuous functions on
[0, T]. Denote by P(W¢9) the totality of Borel probability measures on W?. Assume here
that has a weak solution and denote by P* the corresponding path measure on W¢.
Further denote by Dgr(Q || P) the Kullback-Leibler divergence or the relative entropy
of Q € P(W?) with respect to the Wiener measure P € P(R%), defined by

d
Eq [log dg] , if Q « P,

+00, otherwise,

Drr(Q| P) =

where Ep denotes the expectation with respect to a probability measure R on a mea-
surable space. If Dy (P*| P) < o, then P* is a unique solution of the minimization
problem of Dg1(Q | P) over all Q € P(W4) such that the marginal distributions of Q at
time 0 and 1 are given by dp and u, respectively.

The name Schrédinger bridge problem comes from Erwin Schrodinger’s works [10]
and [II]. His aim was to study a transition probability that most likely occurs under
constraints on the initial and terminal time distributions of the empirical measures of
independent Brownian particles. We refer to Chetrite et al. [2], an english translation
of [I0], for an exposition of Schrédinger’s original approach. Follmer [6] discovers that
such problem is nothing but the one of large deviation and is nearly equivalent to the
minimization problem above. Moreover, [6] shows the optimality of P*. In particular,
the marginal distribution P* at time T coincides with p. We refer to, e.g., Chen et al. [1]
and Léonard [9] for a detailed survey of Schrédinger’s bridges.

Sampling from a given probability distribution is an important issue, primarily in
fields such as statistics and machine learning. For instance, in Bayesian estimation,
the accuracy of sampling from an unnormalized posterior distribution is a critical con-
cern. Thus, various sampling methods have been studied, including Markov chain Monte
Carlo methods and the Langevin samplers. Recently, Huang et al. [7] proposes to use
Schrodinger bridges as a sampler of p. Based on this sampling method, Dai et al. [3]
applies Schrodinger bridges to global optimization. Following [7] and [3], we call a weak
solution of the Schrodinger-Féllmer diffusion.

In sampling applications, we need to consider a time discretization of the Schrédinger-
Follmer diffusion, which are also discussed in [7] and [3]. The both studies assume that
the drift function in is of linear growth, Lipschitz continuous in z, and 1/2-Holder
continuous in ¢ on [0,7] x R?, and then justify the Euler-Maruyama method for (1.1]
as the strong approximation. In many practical situations, e.g., in Bayesian estimation,
the density p has a complicated form, and so in general it may be difficult to check that
the drift function satisfies these conditions. In the present paper, we aim to find weaker
sufficient conditions for which the Euler-Maruyama method for the Schrédinger-Follmer
diffusion converges. In particular, we discuss the weak approximation of , carried
out in the next section.



2 Main results

Let P(R%) be the set of all Borel probability measures on R%. Let p € P(R?) with density
p satisfying the following condition:

(A1) The function p is positive on R? such that
fRd p(y)(ly[* + log p(y))dy < .

Under (A1) there exists a weak solution of (|1.1)) and the corresponding path measure P*

satisfies
T

Dicu(P* | P) = Eps | [Vlogh(t, )Pt < e,
0

where {7} is the coordinate map on W (see [6] and Dai-Pra [4]).

Let us consider the Euler-Maruyama approximation of the weak solution of . To
this end, let (2, F,P) be an atomless and complete probability space, and {Z;}!' ; an
IID sequence on (€2, F,P) such that each Z; is a d-dimensional standard normal vector.
Let {t;};", be given by t; = iT,,, i = 0,...,n. Define {Y;}I" , by

(2.1) Yie1 =Y + b(t;, Y)h +VhZip, i=0,1,---,n—1,
with Yy = 0, where h = T'/n and

VE[p(y + VT —tZ)]
Elo(y + VT —tZ)] ’

b(t,y) = Vlegh(t,y) = (t,y) € [0,T) x RY,
where E = Ep.

In the framework of weak solutions, it is convenient to work under the boundedness
of drift functions. To this end, we shall impose the following condition on p:

(A2) The function log ¢ is Lipschitz continuous on R
Here is our first main result.

Theorem 2.1. Let {Y;}!'  be as in (2.1). Under (A1) and (A2), the distribution of Y,
under P weakly converges to u as n — 0.

Remark 2.2. Suppose that p(z)oce™ @), Then a sufficient condition for which (A2)

holds is that )

V(z):=V(z)— oT

jz*, zeR

is globally Lipschitz.

Remark 2.3. Huang et al. [7] assumes that the drift b is of linear growth, Lipschitz
continuous in z, and 1/2-Hélder continuous in ¢ on [0,7] x R%. Then they justifies a
strong approximation of the Euler-Maruyama method. Remark 4.1 in [7] states that a
set of sufficient conditions for which these hold is that ¢ is bounded from below and both
¢ and Vy are Lipschitz continuous. If p(x) oc e~V (@) ag in the previous remark, then this

requires that V' has bounded derivatives up to second order, which is stronger than our
conditions (A1) and (A2).



Remark 2.4. Tt should be noted that the weak convergence of the Euler-Maruyama meth-
ods under non-Lipschitz conditions for the drift term has already been studied, for exam-
ple, in Zhang [12]. To apply the results from [12] to (1.I), the drift function V log h(t,z)
in (1.1)) must be continuous in ¢ on [0,7] for any x. However, under our conditions
(A1) and (A2), the continuity of ¢ — Vlogh(t,z) at T cannot be assured. That is,
Schrodinger-Follmer diffusions generally fall outside the scope of existing studies on the
weak convergence of the Fuler-Maruyama methods.

Proof of Theorem [2.1]. Step (i). First we confirm that b can be defined as an essentially
bounded function on [0,7] x R%. By (A2), we can apply Rademacher’s theorem (see,
e.g., Evans [5]) to find that Vlogy exists almost everywhere in R? and |Vy(z)| =
lo(2)V log o(z)| < Cop(x) for almost every x € R? for some constant Cy > 0. Thus, by
the dominated convergence theorem

_EVe(z+vT —tZ)]
Elp(x + VT —tZ)] ’

From this representation we can naturally define b(T',-) by b(T,z) = Vp(z)/p(x) a.e. .
With this definition, we obtain |b(¢,z)| < Cp a.e. x € R? for any ¢ € [0, T].

Step (ii). Let {X;}o<t<r be a d-dimensional standard Brownian motion on (€2, F,P).
By Step (i), the process b(t, X;), 0 < t < T, is bounded P-a.s., whence we can define the
probability measure P* on (Q, F) by

b(t, z) aeczeR? 0<t<T

dB” UTb( X)TdX, — & jT|b( X,)Pd ]
= eXp S, S s 5 S, S S )

where a' denotes the transposition of a vector a. Further, by Girsanov’s theorem, the
process

t
B = X, — J b(s, X,)ds, 0<t<T,
0

is a Brownian motion under P*. Thus, the (Q, F,F,P* X, B*) is a weak solution of (1.1)),

ie.,

t
(2.2) X, = J b(s, X,)ds + BY.
0

In particular, P* (XT)t1 = L.
Step (iii). Define X; by

Xt :Xti +b(ti,Xti)(t—ti)+sz —BZ_, ti<t<tiy1, 1=0,...n—1,

with Xy = 0. Note that P*(X7)~' = P(Y;,)~!. Further {X,} satisfies

t
(2.3) X = J b(T(S), X.,.(S))dS + Bt*a
0



where 7,(s) = |ns|/n and |z| denotes the greatest integer not exceeding x € R. In
particular, {B;} is adapted to the augmented natural filtration G generated by {Xt}
Then put 8; = b(7n(t), X7, 1)) — b(t, X;) and consider another probability measure P on

(Q, F) defined by
dﬁb g T * 1 g 2
Tpr = &XP [—L Bs AW — 2J;) |Bs] ds].

Again by Girsanov’s theorem, the process

t
Btzng"~|—fﬁsds, 0<t<T,
0

is a P-Brownian motion. This leads to

t
(2.4) X; = J b(s, Xs)ds + By, 0<t<T,
0

whence (Q, F,F,P, X B) is also a weak solution of (1.1I). By the uniqueness in law for
the weak solution of (| obtained by Girsanov’s theorem, we have P*X ! = px1!
(see Proposition 5.3.10 in Karatzas and Shreve [§]).

Now, for any T' € B(W%),

P*(X eTl) = E; @1 = E, ! TdVV—1 ! 2ds ) 1
(Xel) Pl ap {Xer'} p | €XP o Bs 72, |Bs|"ds {Xer}| -

Since (3 is G-adapted, as in the proof of Lemma 2.4 in [§], we have SOT BTdB = limy_, Sg ﬁsk))TdBS

a.s. possibly along subsequence for some G-adapted simple processes { ﬁt }0<t<T, k e N.
The process B is also G-adapted, whence there exists a B(W%)-measurable map ® such

that
. T ors L[ A
O(X) = exp <J BrdB, — 2J Bs|2ds> , P-as.
0 0

By exactly the same way, we see

T 1 T
®(X) = exp (f (0N TadB* — 2f |9§">|2ds> . P*as.,
0 0

where 6{") = b(1n(s), X

ke

L(s)) —b(s,Xs), 0 < s <T. This means
P*(X €T) = Epx[Zr1{xer]
where

t
thexp<f(0" yTdB* — fye |ds) 0<t<T.
0



Step (iii). Let A € B(R?). Using Birkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality, Cauchy-
Schwartz inequality, Doob’s maximal inequality, and the boundedness of b, we observe

T 1/2
P*(XT € A) — ]P’*(XT € A) < Ep# ’ZT - 1| < CEp# [(j Z?’an)|2d8> ]
0

r T 1/2
< CEpx | sup Zs (J |9§")|2ds> ]

0<s<T 0

- 1/2 T 1/2
< CEp+ | sup Zg} Epx [f |9§")|2d8]

L0<<s<T 0
r T

<CEp ||

LJO

1/2
|9gn>|2ds] :
for some positive constants C, which may be different from line to line. Hence
T 1/2
P(Y, € A) —P*(Xp € A)‘ < CEpx U |0§”)\2ds} .
0
Now, by the continuity of b on [0,T) x RY,

lim b(7,,(s), X-,(5)) = b(s, Xs), dt x dP*-a.e..

n—o0

Thus, applying the bounded convergence theorem, we obtain

T
lim Eps U |6§”)\2ds} = 0.

n—o0 0

Consequently, we have shown that the total variation distance between P(Y,,)~! and p
converges to zero as n — 0. O

Next, we shall consider the case where the density p may have a compact support.
Again we impose the following integrability condition as in (A1l):

(A3) With usual convention 0 - log0 = 0, we have
JRd pW)(lyl* +log p(y))dy < oo.

It should be emphasized here that p is not necessarily a positive function, whence ([1.1)
may not have a weak solution. Thus we introduce the approximate distribution p. with
density p. defined by

pe(y) = (1—e)p(y) +Grly), yeR%,
where € € (0,1) and
o—ly?/2T)

d
ol y € R%.

Gr(y) = pr(0,y) =



Since lim,~ o 7 log r = 0, the function F'(§) := £ log € —£+1 is nonnegative, continuous,
and convex on [0, 00). Thus,

0< f pe(y) log pe(y)dy < (1 — €)f p(y) log p(y)dy + 6J Gr(y)log Gr(y)dy < .
R4 Rd R4

This means that p. satisfy (A1), and so there exists a weak solution of
(2.5) dX; = Vlogh(t, X¢)dt + dB;, Xo=0.

Here, h. is defined as in (|1.2)) with p replaced by pe, i.e.,

he(t,z) = JRd oo (x + VT —t2)G1(2)dz, (t,z) € [0,T] x R?

where )
Pe\Y d
(y) = =(1-¢ + &, e R%,
ee(y) Gr) (I—e)e(y) y
and ¢ is as in (|1.3)), i.e.,
p(y) d
y) = , e R“.
) Gr(y)

Our plan is first to construct a weak approximation of (2.5) and then letting £ — 0.
Let {Z;}]", and {t;}]", be as above. Define {Y;}I , by

(2.6) Yig1 =Y + bo(ti, Y)h +VhZip, i=0,1,---,n—1,
with Yy = 0, where h = T//n and for (t,y) € [0,T) x RY,

_ _ VE[p-(y+ VT —tZ)]  (1-¢)VE[p(y + VT —tZ)]
Vello) = Voghe(to ) = gl (T VT=i2)] (1= 2Elply + VT —12)] +&
]

To guarantee the boundedness of b, on [0,7] x R? except null sets, we impose the
following condition on ¢:

(A4) There exists a positive constant C; such that
lo(@) = )| < CL(1 + @(x) + pW)|z —yl, z,yeR%
As a criterion of convergences, we adopt the total variation distance § defined by

Swr,v) = sup [n(A) —u(A)], vr,ve e PRY).
AeB(R4)

Then we have the following:

Theorem 2.5. Let {Y7}!'  be as in (2.6). Denote by L(Y,7) the distribution of Y,; under
P. Under (A3) and (A4), we have

lim lim §(L(Y,7), ) = 0.

e—>0n—0o0 n



Remark 2.6. Huang et al. [7] analyses the weak convergence of £(Y,?) under the condition
that b. is of linear growth, Lipschitz continuous in x, and 1/2-Hélder continuous in ¢ on
[0,7] x R? for any ¢ > 0. A set of sufficient conditions for which these hold is the
Lipschitz continuity of both ¢ and V¢. See Section 4.3 in [7]. If ¢ is Lipschitz, then
p(x) < C(1 + |x|)Gr(z) for some constant C' > 0 from which (A3) holds. In this sense,
our conditions (A3) and (A4) are weaker than those imposed in [7].

Remark 2.7. Consider the case where p is given by the density estimator with triangular

kernel, i.e.,
1 m
plx) = — <1— > , zeR
mhyg ; n

for some x1,...,2m € R, hg > 0 and (z)4 = max(z,0) for x € R. Then it is straightfor-
ward to see that ¢;(z) := (1 — |z — aﬁj|/h0)+e|m|2/(2T) satisfies (A4) and that ¢} is not
continuous on R. Therefore, in this case, the conditions (A3) and (A4) are satisfied, but
not the Lipschitz continuity of ¢’.

x—:z:j
ho

Proof of Theorem [2.5 Let us confirm that b, can be defined as an essentially bounded
function on [0,T] x R By (A4), the function ¢ is locally Lipschitz. This together with
Rademacher’s theorem tells us that V¢ exists almost everywhere in R?. Then again by
(A4), [Vo(z)] < C1(1 + 2¢(z)) for almost every € R Thus, applying the dominated
convergence theorem, we find

(1 - B[Vl + VT 12)]
(1-e)E[p(x + VT —tZ)] +¢’
From this representation we can naturally define b.(7,-) by

(1—2)Vyp(x)
(1—e)p(z)+e
Since |Vp| < C1(1 + 2¢), we obtain

Ci(1—
|b=(t, )| < 1(68) +2Cy, ae.zeR?

be(t,z) = aereRY 0<t<T.

b-(T,x) = , ae.xeRY

for any ¢ € [0,T]. Therefore, the process b(t, X;), 0 <t < T, is bounded P-a.s. Thus we
can proceed exactly the same way as in the proof of Theorem 2.1} and obtain

T 1/2
S(L(YE), o) < CoEps [ f POrE ds] |
0

where P* and 0™ are defined as in the proof of Theorem with b replaced by b. and
C. is a positive constant depending on e. By the continuity of b, on [0,7T) x R,

lim b (7n(s), X5, (5)) = be(5, Xs), dt x dP*-a.e..

n—0oo

Thus, applying the bounded convergence theorem, we obtain

T
lim Ep« U \egn)\st} =0.
0

n—00

This together with lim._,o 6 (e, ) = 0 completes the proof of the theorem. O
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