arXiv:2404.09730v2 [cs.LG] 21 Jul 2024

CONVERGENCE ANALYSIS OF PROBABILITY FLOW ODE FOR
SCORE-BASED GENERATIVE MODELS

DANIEL ZHENGYU HUANG!, JIAOYANG HUANG?, AND ZHENGJIANG LIN?

ABSTRACT. Score-based generative models have emerged as a powerful approach for sampling high-
dimensional probability distributions. Despite their effectiveness, their theoretical underpinnings
remain relatively underdeveloped. In this work, we study the convergence properties of determin-
istic samplers based on probability flow ODEs from both theoretical and numerical perspectives.
Assuming access to L2-accurate estimates of the score function, we prove the total variation be-
tween the target and the generated data distributions can be bounded above by O(d3/461/2) in the
continuous time level, where d denotes the data dimension and § represents the L?-score matching
error. For practical implementations using a p-th order Runge-Kutta integrator with step size h, we
establish error bounds of O(d*/#6'/? 4 d- (dh)P) at the discrete level. Finally, we present numerical
studies on problems up to 128 dimensions to verify our theory.

1. INTRODUCTION

In recent years, score-based generative models [14, 19,37, 39, 10] have emerged as a powerful
paradigm for sampling high-dimensional probability distributions. Unlike traditional generative
models that directly parameterize the mapping from random noise to target distribution sam-
ples [18,21,32,35], score-based generative models consist of two stochastic processes—the forward
and reverse processes. The forward process transforms samples from the target data distribution p,
with density gg into pure noise, a step commonly referred to as the diffusion process. The gradient
of the log-density function, also known as the score function, is learned from these trajectories
using score matching techniques [20,39,10,441]. The reverse process, guided by the score function,
transforms random noise back into samples from gy. This methodology has been proven effective
in synthesizing high-fidelity audio and image data [13—15,33, 34].

The reverse process is commonly implemented either as stochastic dynamics or deterministic
dynamics, the latter often formulated as probability flow ordinary differential equation (ODE).
These probability flow ODEs can typically be discretized using numerical methods such as forward
Euler, exponential integrator, Heun, and high-order Runge-Kutta methods. Recent advancements
in methods like those proposed in [29,30,38,40,47,48] have enabled denoising steps to be completed
in just a few iterations (e.g., 50 steps), compared to the Euler-Maruyama scheme typically employed
for stochastic dynamics, which often requires a significantly larger number of steps (e.g., 1000 steps).
Consequently, these deterministic methods achieve better efficiency in generating samples with only
moderate quality degradation. The deterministic dynamics depends on the score function, which
is typically learned by a neural network through the score matching process involving non-convex
optimization. Consequently, the score estimation is inherently imperfect. This imprecision, coupled
with discretization error, poses a critical question: How does the interplay between score matching
error and discretization error influence the convergence of the deterministic dynamics towards the

true data distribution? Our work seeks to address this question by delving into the convergence

analysis of probability flow ODEs within the context of score-based generative models.

For the stochastic dynamics, convergence analyses have been explored in various works such as
[5,7,8,10,12,22-24,31,41,42 45 416], with notable contributions from [7, 10,24, 42], offering conver-
gence guarantees with polynomial complexity, without relying on any structural assumptions on
the data distribution like log-concavity. The stochastic nature of these dynamics plays a crucial
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role in mitigating error accumulation. However, the deterministic counterpart warrants further
exploration. Related works include [11], which assumes no score matching error and provides a dis-
cretization analysis for the probability flow ODE in KL divergence. However, their bounds exhibit
a large dependence on dimensionality and are exponential in the Lipschitz constant of the score
integrated over time. In contrast, [J] assumes L? bounds on the score estimation offers polynomial-
time convergence guarantees for the probability low ODE combined with a stochastic Langevin
corrector, without relying on any structural assumptions on the data distribution. Similarly, [25,26]
provide polynomial-time convergence guarantees for the probability flow ODE by requiring control
of the difference between the derivatives of the true and approximate scores. Additionally, [2, 1]
analyze the convergence of the deterministic dynamics at continuous time level, exhibiting exponen-
tial dependence on the Lipschitz constant, stemming from a more general stochastic interpolant or
flow matching setup [1,6,27,28]. Finally, [17] offers convergence analysis for the general probability
flow ODEs with log-concavity data assumption, where the error bounds grow exponentially with
time 7" in the presence of the score matching error.

1.1. Our Contributions. We analyze the convergence of the probability flow ODE from both
theoretical and numerical perspectives. Our detailed contributions are as follows:

e We provide convergence guarantees of the probability low ODE at the continuous time
level under three mild assumptions. These assumptions are as follows: Assumption 3.1
asserts that the target density has a compact support, Assumption 3.2 asserts the L? score
matching error over time is bounded by §, and Assumption 3.3 asserts the first and second
derivatives of the estimated score are bounded. Under these assumptions, we prove in
Theorem 3.5 that the total variation distance between the target and the generated data
distributions can be bounded above by O(d*/*5'/2), where d is the data dimension.

e We provide convergence guarantees of the probability flow ODE at the disretized level.
To accommodate a p-th order time integrator, we further require Assumption 3.8, that
the estimated score function’s first (p + 1)-th derivatives are bounded. We establish in
Theorem 3.10 that the total variation distance between the target and the generated data
distributions can be bounded above by O(d**6'/2 4 d - (dh)P). This implies an iteration
complexity bound O(d'+1/Pe=1/P) for achieving a total variation accuracy of e.

e We verify our theoretical discoveries through numerical studies on problems with Gauss-
ian mixture target densities up to 128 dimensions. By intentionally introducing artificial
score matching errors and employing the widely used second-order Heun’s time integrator,
our numerical results demonstrate a total variation error of O(§ + h?) (for the marginal
distributions). The quadratic dependence of h matches with our theory with p = 2.

In our theoretical proof at the continuous time level, we combine the method of characteristic
lines and calculus of variations to estimate the total variation between the generated data distri-
bution ¢; and the target distribution ¢ along the diffusion process. Compared to using Gronwall’s
inequality directly, our error estimate in Theorem A.l does not include an exponential term in
time. We provide two mathematically rigorous yet simple proofs of Theorem A.1, and also illus-
trate our intuition in Section A. Furthermore, our methods imply a more general Theorem A.3 for
the L'-norms of solutions of general transport equations. In Remark 3.12 and Remark A.4, we
highlight that our methods can also estimate the L'(R%)-norms of derivatives of g; — ¢;. Conse-
quently, we can conclude that the L™ (Rd)-norm of gy — ¢ is also small when r > 1. See Remark 3.12
and Remark A.4 for further details. Additionally, our method extends to estimating the point-
wise difference between @ and ¢, although we defer this investigation to future work to maintain
the manuscript’s conciseness. In our proof of Theorem 3.5, we leverage the Gagliardo-Nirenberg
interpolation inequality with a universal constant, meaning the constant is independent of the di-
mension. To provide a comprehensive literature review, we include the proof of this dimension-free
interpolation inequality as Lemma C.1.
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For our convergence analysis of the probability ODE flow at the discretized level, a first step is to
reformulate the discrete solution obtained by the p-th order Runge-Kutta method as a continuous-
time ODE flow using interpolation. We derive an interpolation in Proposition D.1, and crucially,
the score function associated with the interpolated ODE flow and the original approximated score
function (and their derivatives) are close up to a p-th order error, i.e., O(h?). Employing the
characteristic method described in Appendix A again, the error at the discrete level decomposes
into two parts: the score matching error between the generated data distribution ¢; and the target
distribution ¢; along the diffusion process, and the discretization error between the interpolated
ODE flow solution and the generated data distribution ¢;. Consequently, the score matching error
and time discretization error do not interact to magnify, thus preserving the time discretization
error at the p-th order.

Our assumptions on the true data distribution p, are quite general. In Assumption 3.1, we
assume that p, has a compact support. In Appendix B, we extend our main result to the case
where p, is a Gaussian mixture. We emphasize that under Assumption 3.1, u, may not have a
density, and the compact support K, of u, can be a submanifold of a much lower dimension in
R?, particularly point masses. Refer to our Example B.1 and Example B.2, where we observe
that assuming Vlogq; is uniformly Lipschitz with a constant independent of t is unreasonable,
as it actually tends to oo as t — 07. In Lemma B.3 and Lemma B.5, we compute and estimate
the high-order derivatives of ¢; (and log¢;), when u, has a compact support and when p, is a
Gaussian mixture. For Gaussian mixtures, the error estimates are better than the case when K, is
a submanifold of a much lower dimension. We also mention in Remark C.4 that our methods also
apply to other reasonable assumptions on u, once some simple estimates are satisfied.

1.2. Notations.

e Diacritics: [ denotes quantities involve score error, O denotes quantities involve time dis-
cretization error.

e Time steps: 0 =ty <ty <--- <ty =T — 7, where 7 > 0 is a small parameter.

e Distributions on R%: ¢, g;, §; denote forward process, oy = qr_t, 0t = Gr—t, 0t = Tt TEVerse
process. We also define &;(x) = qt(x) — ¢t(x),&r(x) == @ (z) — ¢(x).

e Vector fields from R? to R%: Forward process: Uy(z) := z + Vlog ¢;(z), Uy == x + sp_4(2),
Up = a+574(2), 6(2) = U — Uy = sp—4(x) — Vlog (), 0¢(x) = Up(x) — Ur(x); Reversal
process: Vi = Up_y, Vi := Up_4, Vi := Up_y4; Other vector fields: Z;(x).

e a=(a1,qs,...,qq) is a multi-index with nonnegative integers «;’s, |a| = a1 +as+. ..+ ay,
and we define 0y = 071072 - -- O3¢. We also use 0; := 0, for simplicity.

e Constants: We use C, to denote universal constants like 10, 50, 100, 200, i.e., C,, is inde-
pendent of the dimension d and other parameters in this paper. Also, C, may vary by

lines.
1
e Norms: For a vector x = (21, 22,...,24) € R, we use ||z| = |||z = (2} + 23 +... + 22)2,
1
oo = supy<ie il ol = 2] + o] + ... + feal, Nl = (217 + 22l + ...+ [za]?)5.
We similarly define || - ||2, || - [loo, || - [[1, || - |p, for matrices or even more general tensors,
because we can view them as vectors and forget their tensor structures. For a vector-valued
function F(z) = (fi(z), f2(2),..., fm(z)) : R? s R™ where m is a positive integer, we
usually regard F(z) as a vector in R™ and similarly use the notations ||F'(z)|, ||F(z)|1,
()| oo-
e Function class: We say a vector-valued function F'(z) = (fi(x), fo(2),..., fm(z)) : RY = R™

as being in C”, if each of its components f;(x) has continuous first r-th derivatives. We say
F(z) is in the L3-space L*(R?) if for each of its components f;(z), its L*(R?%)-norm defined

as || fill s(ray = (Jpa |f1(x)\5dx)% is finite. We say F(z) is in the Sobolev space W™*(RY)
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if for each of its components f;(x), 0%f; € L*(R%) for each a with |a| < r. We define the

1

Wt (RY)-norm of f; as | fillwns ety = (o 100 Fil50 )

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Score-based Generative Model. Score-based generative models begin with d dimensional
true data samples { X} following an unknown target distribution p, with density go. The objective
is to sample new data from the target distribution. Typically, the score-based generative models
usually involve two processes—the forward and reverse processes.

In the forward process, we start with data samples from qg, and progressively transform the data
into noise. This process is often based on the canonical Ornstein-Uhlenbeck (OU) process given by

(1) dX; = —X;dt + V2dB,, Xo ~ qo, 0<t<T,

where (Bt)e[o,] is a standard Brownian motion in RY. The OU process has an analytical solution
(2) X L NXo+ oW, W~ N(0,1),

with Ay = e and 0y = V1 —e=2. The OU process exponentially converges to its stationary
distribution, the standard Gaussian distribution N(0,1;). Let ¢; denote the density of X;, which
evolves according to the following Fokker—Planck equation:

g =V - ((x+ Viogq(x))q) = V - (Urq), 0<t<T,

with Us(x) ==z + Vlog ¢:(x).
By denoting ¢; = q7—¢, the time reversal process from time 7" to 0, satisfies the following partial
differential equation (PDE):

(3) oot =—V - ((x+ Viogar—)o) = =V - (Viar), 0<t<T,

with Vi(x) == x 4+ Vloggr_i(x). The score function V logqr_¢(z) is typically learned by a neural
network trained using score matching techniques with progressively corrupted trajectories {X;}
from (1). Subsequently, the reverse PDE can be solved from gy = ¢r to sample new data from gp.

The reverse PDE (3) is often reformulated into a mean field equation for sampling instead of
being directly solved. This mean field equation can manifest as stochastic dynamics

4) dYy = (Y +2Vloggr—(Yy)) dt + V2dBj,  Yo~qr, 0<t<T,

where (Bj})o<¢<7 is a Brownian motion in R?. This formulation is commonly referred to as the
denoising diffusion probabilistic model (DDPM). Alternatively, the mean-field equation can adopt
a deterministic dynamics framework in terms of an ordinary differential equation with velocity field
Vy:

(5) WYy =Y +Viogqr(Yy) =Vi(Ys), Yo~gqr, 0<t<T,

known as the probability flow ODE. Additionally, when V log gr—¢(x), is represented by the learned
score function s;(z), the probability flow ODE (5) becomes

(6) 8Y, =Y, +s(V) =Vi(Y)), Yo~ 2o,

here the velocity field becomes ‘A/t(:):) =z + s¢(z). And Y is sampled from gy, since the density gr
is unknown. gy is commonly approximated by the standard Gaussian distribution A (0,1;), which
serves as a reliable approximation of g for sufficiently large T'. The associated density of lA/t is
denoted as g;, which differs from g; that describes the density of Y;, due to the score matching
error.
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2.2. Time Integrator. To numerically solve the probability flow ODE (6), a time integrator
is essential. Fix a small 7 > 0, we discretize the time interval [0, T' — 7] into N time steps
0=ty <ty <---<ty=T-—r, typically using a uniform step size h = (T'— 7)/N, Starting from
an initial condition }N/to sampled from g, the time integrator iteratively estimates }Zl at time t;.
One commonly used time integrator is the Runge-Kutta method, the family of explicit s-stage p-th
order Runge-Kutta methods updates {Y7,} as follows:

(7) i;ti+1 = 21 + hz bjk;,
j=1

kl - ‘Z¢+C1h(}/ti)7
k? - ‘/}ti-i-czh (i;tz + (a21kl)h)7
(8) k3 = Viiresh (Ya, + (agikr + azzko)h),

ks = ‘/}ti—i-csh(ﬁi + (asik1 + asoka + -+ - + as s—1ks—1)h).

The lower triangular matrix [a;i] is called the Runge-Kutta matrix, while the b; and ¢; are known
as the weights and the nodes. The stage number s and the parameters are chosen such that the
local truncation error of (7) is O(hP*1). In general, s > p and if p > 5, then s > p + 1.

For example, forward Euler scheme is the 1-stage first order Runge-Kutta method:

Vi = Vi, + hky k1 Z‘//\Zz(iz)

141

Heun’s method is the 2-stage second order Runge-Kutta method:
~ ~ h ~ o~ ~ ~
}/ti+1 = }/%1 + 5(]{:1 + kQ) kl = Wz (}/21) k2 = ‘/ti+1 (}/21 + hkl)

Remark 2.1. The time discretization error between Runge-Kutta solution fftz and the true solution
Y:, s typically analyzed through the concept of local truncation error, which is interpreted as follows.
Consider any time interval [t;,t;+1], solve (6) in the time interval with Yy, =Yy, analytically, gives

(9)

- -~ o~ R2dV,(Y) w APV, (Y;,) 1 tit1 aPV,(Y;)
Vi, =Y, +hV, (V) + ——tl o D il tigr — )P —=tqt,
g = Yo V(Y0 + 5o pl o dir1 (p+ 1)!/% T

Similarly for the s-stage p-th order Runge-Kutta methods (7), we can view XNGZ,H = ﬁr(fftz) as a
function of r € [0,h] (by replacing h to r in (7) amd (8)) and Yy,, and perform a Taylor expansion
around r =0

(10) Yio =Y, + h——— 4+ drp+1 dr.

A » @By, - (T,
dFp( tz) }Ld FO(Y;%) + 1 / (h—r)pd F(Kfz)
dr pl  drp (p+ D! Jo

The Runge-Kutta matriz (a;i], weights b; and nodes c; are carefully chosen such that the coefficients
in front of h,h? - WP (as a function of Yy,) in (9) and (10) cancel perfectly. Thus the Runge-
Kutta estimation Yy, satisfies

}N/;fi+1 - 1//\;2'-&-1 + Rp-i—l(‘?;&, f/i’ ti, h)v Rp-l—l(@a ﬁﬂti’ h) = O(hp+l)-
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3. MAIN RESULTS

The probability flow ODE (5) describes the evolution of Y;; while its counterpart with the

estimated score function (6) describes the evolution of 17} We denote the density of Y; and 17} as

o+ and g; respectively. Then they satisfy the following PDEs
a1) Oror = =V - (Vior), Vi=x+Vlogoy,
000 = -V -(Vid), Vi=az+s().

One major focus of our work is to understand propagation of the score matching error by analyzing
the difference between g; and g;.
We make the following assumption on the data distribution pi.

Assumption 3.1. The data distribution us is positive and compactly supported on a compact set
K., and we also define D = 1 + max,ek, ||Z|oo-

We assume that the errors incurred during score matching are bounded in an L?-sense.

Assumption 3.2. Fix small 7 > 0. There exists a small § > 0, such that the score matching error
is bounded by 0 in the sense that

T—T
/ Eg, [HVIOg ot(x) — St(.T)Hg] dt < 6.
0

We assume that score estimates s;(x) are in C?, and the first two derivatives are bounded by L,
which may depend on time.

Assumption 3.3. Fiz small 7 > 0. We assume that the score estimate sy(x) is C? with respect to
x for any 0 <t <T — 7, and there exists a function Ly > 0 in t, such that

max |s§j)(0)| < L; sup max max |8§‘s§j)(m)| < L.

1<j<d veRd 1<]al<21<j<d
Here, we write si(x) = (sgl)(x), 5£2) (x),... 7s§d) (), and o = (a1, 2, ..., 0q) is a multi-index with
nonnegative integers a;’s, |a| == a1 + az + ... + aq, and we define 07 = 951052 --- 0gd. We also

define that L = fOT*T L, dt.

Remark 3.4. One can also replace the second assumption in our Assumption 3.3 (similarly, the
later Assumption 3.8) with expectation bounds with respect to o;. For example,

9257 ()] - (Jas| + 1)* 71 gy () < L.
o, max [ 0250 @) - (1] + 1) on(ede < 1

The proofs for Theorem 5.5 will be similar.

Theorem 3.5. Adopt Assumption 3.1,Assumption 3.2 and Assumption 3.3, there is a universal
constant C,, > 0, such that the total variational distance between or—_, and or—. 1is small in the
sense that

1
(12) V(077 0r-7) < Cy-di-Ti-(L+T-772-D¥?2 52 + TV(0o, 00)-

If we take the initialization to be the standard normal distribution go = N (0,1y), then TV (0o, 00) <
Cue~T\/dD, which is exponentially small in T.

Remark 3.6. We remark that the right hand side of (12) is only an upper bound. There are
several ways to modify it:
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(1) The term 7= appears because when K, is a submanifold of a dimension much lower than
d, for example, several points, then Vlogor_, = 0% ~ 771 near K, and it becomes much

more singular as T — 07. See Example B.1 and Example B.2. One way to modify this
is to modify the Assumption 3.2 by a time-weighted score matching error, which will be
disscussed in Remark C.2; another way is to assume that our data distribution . has a
sufficiently reqular density, e.q. a Gaussian mizture, then there will be uniform upper bounds
(depending on parameters of . ) on V1og oy together with its higher order derivatives, which
are independent of the time t. So, one can let T — 07 and the term 7 will not appear
in the error estimate. Our proof of Theorem 3.5 works, essentially verbatim, after using
those bounds for Vlog o; together with its higher order derivatives. See Lemma B.5 and
Remark C.4 for more details if 1« does not have a compact support and is possibly a Gaussian
maxture.

(2) In our numerical simulation, the total variation distance is linear in 6 (See Section 4). In
Theorem A.1, the upper bound in (20) is of order 6'/ because we use (39) in Lemma C.1
to prove Theorem 3.5 under the Assumption 3.3 first. If we can add Assumption 3.8, that
is, the score estimate sy(x) has higher derivatives and we can control them, then we can use
(40) in Lemma C.1 to replace the exponent § of § in (12) with 1 — ¢ for k > 2, as discussed

in Remark (C.3). In this case, the (C+T -772- D3)% on the right hand side of (12) will

1
then be replaced by Cyp(L +T - 7% - D*1)E for some positive constant Cy, depending on the
k, di will be replaced by d%+i, and T will be replaced by T3 %,

Remark 3.7. Although in Theorem 3.5 we only estimate the error up to the time T — T instead of
the true data px = qo, the Wasserstein 2-distance between qo = or and qr = or—- s actually small
if T > 0 is small enough. This is because if we let v be the distribution of (Xo, X,) on R for X,
defined in (2), then

Wa(or, QT—T)2 < E,[|Xo — XTH2 =E,[|(1 = A7) Xo — UTWHZ <2(1- /\T)QEM* X0H2 + 2072-7

where Ay = ™7 and o, = /1 — A\2. We notice that 1—\,; < 7, and by Assumption 5.1, E,,, || Xo|* <
dD?, so

Wa(or, or—7)° < 272dD? + 47,
which goes to zero of order T as T — 0.

To numerically solve the probability flow ODE (6), we discretize the time interval [0, 7' — 7] into
N time steps 0 = 9 < ?; < --- < iy =T — 7, and employ time integration until ty =7 — 7
to circumvent the potential singularity at 7. Let o, denote the distribution of Y;, obtained by
using the Runge-Kutta method described in Section 2.2. Another focus of our work is to further
understand the impact of the time discretization error by analyzing the total variation distance
between p; and ;.

To use the p-th order Runge-Kutta method, we assume that the estimate score function s;(z)
grows linearly, and has bounded first p + 1 derivatives in x and ¢ in the following assumption.

Assumption 3.8. Fizp > 1 and a small T > 0. Assume there exits a large number L = L(p,7) > 1
the following holds. The approzimate score function s;(x) satisfies ||s;(x)||2 < L(Vd+ ||z|2) and is
CP*L, such that the following holds

sup max  max \Gfag‘sgj)(mﬂ < L.
zcRd 1<k+|a|<p+11<j<d

forany 0 <t<T—T.
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Remark 3.9. In Assumption 3.8, besides the upper bounds of the derivatives of si(x), we also
assumed that ||s¢(x)||2 < L(Vd 4+ ||z||2). This is an easy consequence, if ||s:(0)||2 < LVd and si(x)
1s L-Lipschitz.

Theorem 3.10. Adopt Assumption 3.1,Assumption 3.2, and Assumption 3.8, there is a universal
constant C,, > 0 and constant C(p,s, B) > 0 (depending on the stage and the order, and B :=
1 4+ maxi<icj<s |aji| + maxi<j<s|bj| of the Runge-Kutta method), such that the total variation
between or_, and or_, is small in the sense that

1
TV(or +,8r--) < TV(00,80) +Cy-di -Ti-(L+772 D252
(13) initialization error score matching error
+C(p,s,B) -d- (LD)P™ -log(T/7) - (hd)" .

discretization error

If we take the initialization to be the standard normal distribution go = N (0,14), then TV (0o, 00) <
Cue~T\/dD for another positive universal constant Cy,. So, TV (oo, 00) is exponentially small in T

Remark 3.11. If the score estimation error is sufficiently small, disregarding logarithmic factors,
the probability ODE flow, when solved using the p-th order Runge Kutta method, achieves a total
variation accuracy of € with a total iteration complexity given by:

(14) iteration complexity = O (5_1/p(LDd)(P+1)/P) )

The term e~ '/P in the iteration complexity reveals the superiority of the probability ODE flow
over the original DDPM sampler, which exhibits a slower iteration complexity proportional to €2

([7: 10, 20]).

Remark 3.12. Under the assumptions of Theorem 3.10, one can even estimate the L'-norms of
higher order derivatives of or_r — or—r by the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality in Lemma C.1, as
illustrated in Remark A.4. By the same arguments in Section D, we can also get error estimates for
the L'-norms of higher order derivatives of 07— —or—~. This means we can obtain the WP -norms
for or—+ — or—~, where WP means Sobolev spaces. By Sobolev inequalities, one can also obtain
the corresponding WP~V -norms for r > 1, in particular, the L"-norm of or—r — 07—, with r > 1.

3.1. Proof Outline. To prove Theorem 3.5, we first consider these two first-order PDEs describing
the forward processes

(15) Oiqr =V - (UtQt) and Oy =V - (ﬁtht)

Here ¢; = or—; and U, =z + s7—t(x), and the second equation describes the density evolution of
Yr_; ~ G denoted in (6). We denote &;(x) := Uy — Uy = sp_¢(x) — V log ¢;(z) as the score matching
error, and & (x) = q(x) — q(x) as the error in generated data distribution. Our goal is to use
fTT Jpa @t(2)]|0¢(2)||* dzdt to bound the L' error between G; and ¢; at time 7, i.e.,

(16) Vig..3) = [ | Erla) do.

By employing the characteristic method for first-order PDEs (15), we can derive a bound for the
time derivative of the L! error as follows:
<
</

d

dt/Rd |Et(x)| dx dz.

(V- (@:6)) ()
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The proof can be found in Appendix A. Integrating from 7 > 0 to 7', the L' error is controlled by
the gradient of the score error:

/ & (x \da:</ / dx—i—/ |Er(x)| da.
RY Ré

Then we use Gagliardo-Nirenberg Lemma C.1 and estimations on derivatives of density ¢; as pre-
sented in Appendix B to control each component of the gradient V - (¢:0;) in the right-hand side
in terms of the L? score error, leading to

[ Ll

We observe a 1/2-th order dependence on the L? score error and linear dependence on the dimen-
sionality d. The presence of 772 is attributed to the possibility that true data lies on a submanifold
of lower dimensionality than d. For a detailed proof and improved bounds concerning the Gaussian
mixture true data distribution, please refer to Appendix C.

To prove Theorem 3.10, we first interpolate the discrete solution {Ytl ~o obtained by the p-th
order Runge-Kutta method using interpolation. Then, we obtain a contmuous time process on each
time interval [t;, ¢;+1], which can then be treated as an ODE flow

31:5715 = ‘Z(Y/t), t; <t <tj,

Qt5t ( )

1
(b)) ()dxdtgcu-di.Ti.(£+T-r2-D32<//qt )[04 (z Ibdardt>

where 17} is continuous on the ¢-direction when ¢ € [t;,t;11], but it may not be continuous crossing
each t;. The discrepancy between V; and V; is studied in Proposition D.1. Specifically, we analyze
(17) IVi(z) = Vi(@) oo, [V (Vi(@) = Vi(@))lloo < C(p, s, B) - L((Vd + ||z]|2)hVdL)",

which essentially represents the Runge-Kutta local truncation error with detailed dimension and
Lipschitz constants. Let g; denote the density of Y7_;, which satisfies the forward process

O =V - (U@), Gr = ar,

with (715 = ‘7T_t. We will quantify the total variation between ¢; and ¢, the density of Yr_;. We
define 0y(z) == Uy(z) — Uy(z), &x(z) == Gy(x) — (). By using the characteristic method described
in Appendix A again, the error at the discrete level boils down into the score matching error and
time discretization error:

/eT Dl de = [ [r@)] do
/T . /Rd dxdt—i—Z/T . /Rd

By using the fact that 5~t — 0 = Ut Ut VT = VT +, the discretization error becomes

/ / i+1
dzdt = / /
—ti41 R4 R4

Using the Runge-Kutta local truncation error estimations from (17), the discretization error can
be bounded as

[ Ll

As a result, the score matching error and time discretization error do not interact to magnify,
thereby preserving the time discretization error at p-th order, albeit with significant dimensionality
dependence. The detailed proof is in Appendix D.

dxdt.

- (qdt)) (qe( 5t —8¢)))(x)

(q(J — 00))) (2 (gr—+(Ve = V))(z)| dzdt.

tit1 1
dedt < C(p, s, B) - d- (LD - (dh)? - / La
t

Ut

(gr—+(Vi — Vi) ()

i
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4. NUMERICAL STUDY

In this section, we numerically analyze the convergence rate of the probability flow ODE, specif-
ically focusing on a K-mode Gaussian mixture target distribution

K
(18) go(z) = > weN (s my, Cr).
k=1
The forward process, as denoted in (2) with \; = e and oy = V1 — e~2t, yields
K

1 ly — At?ﬁ”%) 2 2
= cexp [ ——F—5—= x)de =Y wpN (y; emp, \;Cr + o7 1).
a(y) /}Rd (Vamo) p( 207 () kE_l RN (y; Mg, A C + 07 1)
The score function takes the following analytical format

K
wpN (3 My, N2Cy, + 021
(19)  Veloggfa) = - Y WA A ol

NCy 4+ o2D) Yz — Memy).
k:1 Qt(ﬂf) ( t t ) ( t )

In general, the score function is represented by a neural network with inputs ¢ and z, trained
through score matching with sequentially corrupted training data [20, 39,40, 44]. However, in our
present work, we circumvent the score matching step. Instead we assume that we have access
to an imperfect score function characterized by the following three types of artificial score errors
§(t,x) = sp—¢(x) — Vog ¢ (x)
e constant error : §(t,x) = 5%{;

r—m.,

\/a I

e sinusoidal error: §(t,z) = dsin(z)

e linear error: 0(t,x) =46
r—m

N

Here m is the mean of the target Gaussian mixture distribution. The sin function is used for point-
wise evaluation, and its product with the following term also represents pointwise multiplication.
In the subsequent numerical investigation, we evaluate the convergence rate of the probability flow
ODE for estimating gp using an analytical score function (19) with various magnitudes of artificial
score errors parameterized by a scalar §. Specifically, we consider § values of 0.005, 0.01, 0.02,
0.04, 0.08, and 0.16. For the probability flow ODE, we integrate the deterministic reverse process
(6) using Heun’s second-order time integrator until 7' = 8. Because the Gaussian mixture target
density has no singularities, we integrate the reverse process until the final time 7" with 7 = 0.
Based on our theoretical analysis outlined in Theorem 3.10, to balance the score error and time
discretization error, we choose h? to be approximately equal to §. Consequently, as we vary the
magnitude of the score error ¢ from 0.005 to 0.16, we adjust the corresponding number of time steps
as follows: N; = 96, 64, 48, 32, 24, and 16. It is worth noticing the step size must be within the
stability regime of the explicit time integrator. To initialize the ODE flow, we sample J = 4 x 10*
particles from the standard Gaussian distribution A (z;0,1;). All code used to produce the nu-
merical results and figures in this paper are available at https://github.com/Zhengyu-Huang/
InverseProblems. jl/tree/master/Diffusion/Gaussian-mixture-density.ipynb.

4.1. One Dimensional Test. We first consider a one dimensional 3-mode Gaussian mixture (18)
with
w =[0.1; 0.4; 0.5] m =[-6.0; 4.0; 6.0] and C = [0.25; 0.25; 0.25].

Initially, we explore the convergence behavior of the probability low ODE in the mean field limit
by numerically solving the Fokker-Planck PDE (11). We employ an initial distribution N (z;0,1)
and discretize the computational domain [—10, 10] into 1000 cells using a second-order finite volume
method [43]. Integration is performed with Heun’s second-order time integrator using a time step
of h = 1073 until T = 8. To ensure accurate understanding at the continuous level, we choose Az


https://github.com/Zhengyu-Huang/InverseProblems.jl/tree/master/Diffusion/Gaussian-mixture-density.ipynb
https://github.com/Zhengyu-Huang/InverseProblems.jl/tree/master/Diffusion/Gaussian-mixture-density.ipynb

CONVERGENCE ANALYSIS OF PROBABILITY FLOW ODE FOR SCORE-BASED GENERATIVE MODELS 11

and h to be sufficiently small, such that discretization errors are negligible compared to the score
error. The corresponding score function, reference density ¢, and estimated density or_; under
various imperfect score estimations are illustrated in Fig. 1. While the solution error increases
with larger §, all modes are captured, including the left-side mode with relatively small density.
The convergence rate, assessed in terms of the total variation TV(qo, or), relative mean error, and
relative covariance error, is depicted in Fig. 2. The linear relationship between these errors and §
is clearly demonstrated.
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FiGURE 1. One dimensional test: Density estimations obtained by solving the
Fokker-Planck PDE (11) numerically with various artificial score errors. From top
to bottom: score, estimated density with 6 = 0.005, 0.01, 0.02. From left to right
estimated ¢; at t =8, 4, 2, 1, 0.

Then, we investigate the convergence of the probability ODE flow by integrating the determin-
istic reverse process (6). The corresponding score function, reference density ¢;, and estimated
density op_; with various imperfect score estimations are depicted in Fig. 3. Kernel density esti-

1/(d+4)
mates are computed with bandwidth determined by Silverman’s rule [3(] (ﬁ) (1-55)
(interpolating from 0.5 to 1). Notably, the estimated densities closely resemble the PDE solution
(See Fig. 1), highlighting the significant efficiency of the time integrator with such small numbers
of time steps. The convergence rate, evaluated in terms of the total variation TV(qo, or), relative

mean error, and relative covariance error, is depicted in Fig. 4. The linear relationship between
these errors and § (or h?) is clearly demonstrated.
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FIGURE 2. One dimensional test: convergence of the density estimations obtained
by solving the Fokker-Planck PDE (11) numerically with various artificial score
errors.
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F1GURE 3. One dimensional test: density estimations obtained by solving the prob-
ability flow ODE with Heun’s method with various artificial score errors. From top
to bottom: score, estimated density with ¢ = 0.005, 0.01, 0.02. From left to right
estimated ¢; at t =8, 4, 2, 1, 0.

4.2. High Dimensional Test. Finally, we consider d dimensional 5-mode Gaussian mixtures (18).
The weights are sampled uniformly wy ~ Uniform|0, 1] are then normalized to sum to 1. The means
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FIGURE 4. One dimensional test: convergence of the density estimations obtained
by solving the probability flow ODE with Heun’s method, where h? ~ § with various
artificial score errors.

are generated from a Gaussian distribution, my ~ N(0,3%I;), and the covariance matrices Cj, are
generated as C), = %(Wng/d+ Ig) with (Wy)i; ~N(0,1) for ¢,5 =1, ---, d.

We investigate the convergence of the ODE flow by integrating the deterministic reverse process
(6) with the same setup as before. For d = 128, we visualize the results in terms of the marginal
density for the first dimension, including its score, reference density ¢}, and estimated density §1T_t
with various artificial score errors, as depicted in Fig. 5. We compute kernel density estimates
with the bandwidth determined by the same Silverman’s rule [30] as in Section 4.1. Surprisingly,
the estimated densities are as good as those of the one-dimensional test (See Fig. 3). We further
consider d = 8 and 32 by generating the target density qg through marginalizing the 128-dimensional
Gaussian mixture target density. The convergence rate, evaluated in terms of the total variation
of the marginal density TV(q(l), E%ﬁ), relative mean error, and relative covariance error, is depicted
in Fig. 6. The linear relationship between these errors and & (or h?) is clearly demonstrated.
Additionally, we also explore the scenario without score matching errors for comprehensive analysis.
The convergence rate, evaluated using the same error indicators, is presented in Fig. 7, showing
the quadratic relationship with 2. Notably, in this high dimensional test study, we do not observe
any dimension dependence.
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FicUrE 5. 128 dimensional test: marginal densities obtained by solving the prob-
ability flow ODE with Heun’s method with various artificial score errors. From top
to bottom: score, estimated densities with § = 0.005, 0.01, 0.02. From left to right
estimated ¢ at t =8, 4, 2, 1, 0.

5. CONCLUSION

In this study, we have investigated the convergence of score-based generative model based on
the probability flow ODE, both theoretically and numerically. Our analysis provided theoretical
convergence guarantees at both continuous and discrete levels. Additionally, our numerical studies,
conducted on problems up to 128 dimensions, provided empirical verification of our theoretical
findings. Ome notable observation is the superior error bound of O(d + hP), indicating potential
sharper estimations with improved dimension and score matching error dependence. Moreover,
conducting rigorous numerical-based analyses with neural network-based score estimation errors is
also a focus for future research.
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Ficure 6. High dimensional test: convergence of the density estimations obtained
by solving the probability flow ODE with Heun’s method, where h? &~ § with various
artificial score errors. The dotted lines, dash dot lines and dashed lines indicate
d = 8,32 and, 128 dimension tests, respectively.
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FiGURE 7. High dimensional test: convergence of the density estimations with no
score errors obtained by solving the probability low ODE with Heun’s method,
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dashed triangle lines indicate d = 8,32 and, 128 dimension tests, respectively.
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APPENDIX A. TOTAL VARIATION ESTIMATES ALONG PROBABILITY FLOW

In this section, we prove the following general theorem for continuity equations, which is inde-
pendent of the particular choice of Uy, U; (equivalently, Vp_y, V) in (11).

Theorem A.1. Fiz any 0 < 7 < T. Let g(z), ¢:(x) € C*([7,T] x RY) N LY ([, T] x RY) solve the
following two continuity equations on R¢ respectively,

3tCIt =V (UtQt)> 51@ =V (ﬁt@)

We also assume that for t € [1,T], Uy, ﬁt are locally Lipschitz on RY. Then, if we denote §;(z) =
Ui(z) — Up(x), &(x) = q(x) — ¢(x), we have that,

/Rd ()] da:—/Rd\?T(:vN da g/TTE(t) dt, with E(t) = /Rd

First Proof. Fix this given 7 > 0. For t > 0, we define the total variation between g;(z) and ¢ (x)
as

(20) f(t) = /R usrlo)] da

We use z; := Ti(x) to denote the solution of the ODE (also called the characteristic line)

(V- (@6)) ()| dz.

d ~
£ﬂ($) = —U7—+t(Tt('r))7

with the initial data zo = Tp(z) = . We notice that, by change of variables (we can do this because
Uy is locally Lipschitz on R?. So, T is a diffeomorphism of R%),

16 = [ Brlen)lITi(a) da,

where JTi(x) = |det(VTi(x))|. A direct computation shows that

d

SFise(2) = (V- (ieBise) (@) + (T - (@sr0i40) (@),
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Hence,
d

gt = (V- Urer) (1) - Err(22) + (V - (GrarGrr)) (2)-

Jacobi’s formula gives that

% det(VT}(z)) = trace < <§1tVTt(:c)> : (V:/}(x)) 1) - det(VT(z)).

We also notice that

CVL() = V ETw) =~V (Ol D) = ~(VOr ) (D) - Vi),

Hence,

~ ~

4 det(VT(z)) = —trace((VUT+t)(Tt(x))) ~det(VTi(x)) = —(V - Urgt) (Ti(x)) - det(VTy(z)).

dt
So,
d
o)< [
4 Eusel) - (V- Do) (T(0) - det(VTi(a)| o
_/Rd
:/Rd

where the second last equality is by change of variables again. Hence, for any ¢’ > 0,

(V- Tt (@) - Epar (@) + (V- (qrr6047)) (20)] - det (VT ()

(V- (GtrOtr)) (20) | - JTi(2) da

(V- (@r4r0t47)) ()| dw = E(t +7),

t/

(21) f0) < [ E(t+7)dt+ f(t).

0
One can also use the characteristic line method starting from ¢ = T to t = 7, and then obtain an
inverse inequality. Hence, we finish the proof of the theorem. ]

Remark A.2. Notice that in this first proof, we exchange the order of integrals and derivatives. We
can do this in our problem setting (11), because by Assumption 3.1, u. is compactly supported, so
qt() always has a exponential tail as ||x|| — +o00. Gi(x) also has such a property by our Lemma B.0.

Indeed, one can prove the following more general theorem with reasonable assumptions, essen-
tially verbatim, by the same method.

Theorem A.3. Fiz any0 < 7 < T. Let p;(x) € CY([r,T] x RY)NL ([r,T] x RY) solve the following
continuity equation on R with hy(z) € L'([r,T] x R%),

Ohpi(x) = (V- (Zipe)) (@) + ().

We also assume that for t € [1,T], Z; is locally Lipschitz on R%. Then, for almost all t € [7,T], we
have that,

< /R Ihe(z)| da.

<[ [ ar

d
G [ @) do

Hence,

[ et [ relas
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Remark A.4. We will prove a Gagliardo-Nirenberg interpolation inequality with dimension free
constants in Lemma C.1. With this inequality, if one can know that [pq|0%ps(x)|da is bounded
for some i € [1,d], then one can use Lemma C.1 to see that [pq|0ip-(x)|dz is also small if
Jga lpr(x)|da is small. Similar arguments work for higher order derivatives of pr(x). Moreover, if
we can conclude that the W*(R)-norms of p,(z) is small, where W*! means Sobolev spaces, we
can use Sobolev inequalities to conclude that the WF=17(RY)-norms of p,(x) for a corresponding
r > 1 s also mall. In particular, we can conclude that the L (RY)-norm of p.(x) is small.

Before we give the second proof of Theorem A.1 and Theorem A.3, we need to explain our
intuition a little bit. With those notations in Theore A.3, we notice that for

o) = [ Inta)] do.

we have that

d / . d / d / d
—q(t) = sign z))—pi(x) doe = —pi(z) do — —pe(x) dz.
dtg() e (pe( ))dtpt( ) o) dtpt( ) o) dtpt( )

If the boundary d{p; > 0} consists of (d — 1)-dimensional piecewise smooth submanifolds (or at
least rectifiable sets), then by the divergence theorem, we know that

/ (V- (Zps))(x) dz = / n(z) - (Zgpo)(x) dH(z) = 0,
{p:>0} 8{p:>0}

where n(z) is the unit outer normal vector and H?~1(-) is the (d — 1)-dimensional surface measure.
Similarly,

/ (V- (Zip))(x) dx = 0.
{pt<0}

So,
90 = [ sien(o(@)hula) do. and ](ftg(t)] < [ (@)l de.

However, in general, we cannot know whether the boundary set d{p; > 0} is always of (d — 1)-
dimension. For an arbitrarily given smooth function, its zero level set can also be arbitrarily strange
and does not necessarily need to be of (d — 1)-dimension.

The following second proof of Theorem A.3 is inspired by [3] and the communication with
Professor Guido De Philippis. We also assume that (|| Z;(z)]| - [p:(2)|) € LY (R x [1,T]).

Second Proof. Let a > 0. We let 8,(s) = va? + s? be a function on R which approximates the
function |s| as @ — 0. Then, the function p,(x) = Ba(p:(7)) on RY solves the equation

Ipar(x) = (V- Zt)(2)pe(x) By (pe()) + Zi(2) - Vpar(x) + he(2) By (pe())
=V - (Zi(x)par()) + (V- Z) () [pe(2) By (pe(2)) — Pai(2)] + he(2) By (2 ().

For any R > 0, consider the integral of the above equation on the ball Bg := Br(0) C R?, we have
that

d T _ ,
/B puale)de = /8 . () o o) + / (V- Z0)(@) [po(@) By (pe(2)) — pay(2)] da

a@ o

+ /B @) ()
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and then for any ¢',t” € [7,T] and t' > t",

/BRpa,t"(l“)de—/BRpa,t/(:E)dx = ‘/: /(93R(Zt($)pa’t(x)) o ||2de L()dt

[ ] 2@ 00) )]
t"" JBRr
4 / / ho(2) B (pr()) davdl].
t"” JBR
Notice that |5, (s)| = a2+5 < 1, |pi(z) B (pe(z)) — par(z)] = m < 1, and for any given
x € Bp, lim,_,o+ m = 0. By the dominated convergence theorem, we can let a — 0 on

both sides and obtain that

\ [ o@lar - [ o] =
Br Br

\ / (Zu(@)lpo(a)) - ——dr ()t
v o EE

+/t (V- 2)(@) -0 dads

+ /t// /BR he(x) sign(pg(z)) dadt
</, /aBR | Zu(a) |2 - [pe @) [dH~" (@)at

t/
+/ / |he(x)| dedt.
t” BR

Because we assumed that (|| Z¢(z)||2 - [pe(z)]) € L*(R? x [r,T]), we can choose a sequence {R;}
with R; — +o00, such that the first term on the right hand side goes to 0. So, by the monotone
convergence theorem, after passing R; — +00, we obtain that for any ¢',t” € [7,T] and ¢’ > t",

t/
‘/ ]ptu(x)]dx—/ |py (z)|d S/ |he(x)| dadt.
Rd Rd " Rd

O
APPENDIX B. PRELIMINARY ESTIMATES ON FORWARD AND BACKWARD DENSITY
In this section, Ut,ﬁt are defined as in (11). Under Assumption 3.1, we take \; = e~ ! and

=+/1 =22 (t > 0), and we also assume that

(22 ) LR ()
22 gy :=/ L e -m()dx,
R4 (\/27r0t)d At /\td

which satisfies the first-order PDE: 0y = V - (Urqy) for Uy = x + Vlogqi(xz). We remark that
although we use the notation . (z/A{)/A¢ in the definition (22) of ¢, because the data distribution
s can be supported on a submanifold K, or more general lower dimensional rectifiable sets,
the meaning of it is actually the push-forward measure defined by (A)xfx(A) = pe(N;'A) for
any measurable set A C R?. So, the rescaling factor ¢ is actually A} for k¥ < d when K, is a
k—dimensional submanifold in R%. But this notation doesn’t affect our computations. As readers
will see, the only property we will use is that in the integrand of (22), x/\; € K, and hence
[#]lo0 < AsD
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Example B.1. When p, is the delta mass at a point yo € R%, then for t > 0,

1 lly=wol3 Y — Yo 1
@ly)=———7-¢ 2, V) =-"——a), Vigaly) =-—=- I
(V2moy) T T

We notice that as t — 0T, the derivatives of log ¢;(y) blow up.

Example B.2. When pu, is the unit 2-sphere S C R? C RY, if we write y = (y',y") € R3 x R?3
and y' = (y1,y2,y3), a direct computation shows that

lyli3+27 2 Aelly 2 _Aelly’lla
qt(y) — 277{_([ . 87 25152 £ . O'itl . < U? —e Gt2 >
(V2moy) Aelly' (|2

The derivatives of log q:(y) also blow up as t — 07 by a direct computation.

In general, we have the following estimates for space directions derivatives of ¢ (y) and log ¢:(y).
An interesting fact is that the upper bound in the statement of Lemma B.3 is uniform for y € R¢.

Lemma B.3. For any p >3, any y € R? and any t > 0,

AP DP
(23) IVPlog g+ (y)|lo < (4p)) o
Also, for any i, j,
Yi| + A D 5i; )\2D2
19y, log au(y)| < ||Uzt and |95, log gi(y)| < =5 +2 -
t o t

Proof. For simplicity, for a function f(z) defined on R?, we denote

(24 @)= [ 5@ dpnnte) = [ 1@ ()1 a

_lly—=13
-e 20 ). For simplicity, we discuss the derivatives of the logarithm of

Hence, ¢:(y) = <(\/%ot)d

the y-function h(y) = (e“”y+x||22>, where a € R is a constant. We will choose a = —# finally, and
t

the difference between ||y — z||3 and ||y + z||2 = || — y — =||3 doesn’t influence the || - ||oo-norms of
derivatives.
We first compute the first and second derivatives of log h(y). We notice that

(25) Oih(y) = 20(yi + 2:)e W T12") = 2ay;h(y) + 20(werlvtell).
So,
(26)
0%h(y) = 2a8;h(y) + 2ay;(2ay;h(y) + 2a{ze I 712")) 4 4a?((@; + y;)zjetlvrela®y
(27) = 2ad;;h(y) + da’yy;ih(y) + 4a2yi((:njea”y+z”22) + 4a2yj<:niea”y+‘”“22> + da®(zix; ealvtalle? ).
Hence,
O2h(y)h(y) — Oih(y)d;h(y)
h(y)?
<x2$jea||y+x”22>h(y) — <xi€aHy+I”22><wjea”y+x”22>
h(y)?
Before we compute higher order derivatives of log h(y), we first illustrate how we obtain an upper

bound for 82 log h(y). Notice that in the definition of (f(x)) in (24), because p, has a compact
support K, the x in the integrand satisfies that * € M\ K,. Hence, in the integrand of (24),

82 log h(y) =
(28)
= 2&51']‘ + 4a?
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|]|co < A¢eD by Assumption 3.1. So, ](xiea”y+xH22>\ < MDh(y), |<xixje“Hy+””22>| < A2D?h(y). So,
\8% log h(y)| < 2ad;j + 8a* ;D>

Then, we compute VPlog ¢ (y) for p > 3. We use induction to show that in the expression of
VPlog h(y), there is no polynomial term of y like we have seen in (28). Assume that for an m € Z,
and for any multi-index a with |a| = m, the derivative 9 log h(y) has a form

o5 logh(y) = (20" 120,

where P, (y) is the summation of at most 4(m — 1)! — 2 terms, where each term has a form

i<x61ea\\y+wll22> . <$B2ea\\y+xll22> e <5L,,6’meally+:vH22>7

and each ; is a multi-index and [51| 4 |B2| + ... + |Bm| = m. This assumption is satisfied when
m = 2, because the derivative of the term 2ad;; in (28) is zero so that we can omit this term. Then,

(29) 9,02 log h(y) = (2a)™d,, ,iay()yn)l — (zayrt . 2200 Pl = ?Z(];C;glf(yl P,

We notice that

Lo, ((ePreolvtall?y | (ghacallvtal®y | (b callutala?))
2a

= my (xﬁleaHy+wlle> . <x52ea||y+z|\22> . <1ﬁmea||y+x||22>
) .

+ (zyaPredllvallz?y | (g B2 allytele®y Bm cally+allz®

+ <$Bleally+z||22> . <$1xﬁzeally+x\\22> . <x5meaHy+wII22>
o+ (gt eally+wll22> . <mﬁzeally+w\\22> e <x1$ﬁmeally+x\\22>‘
Hence, 5-0,, Pa(y) is of the form my; Pa(y) + Qa(y), where Qq(y) is the summation of at most

4(m — 1)! — 2 terms without y; showing in the polynomial terms. We notice that those y; terms in
the numerator of (29) will then cancel, and the remaining terms all look like

(2Pl la?y (B alvtela?y L (B galtalla”y

where each ] is a multi-index and |31] + |85 + ... + |B],.1| = m + 1. The number of them is at
most m(4(m — 1)! = 2) +m = 4m! — m < 4m! — 2 when m > 2. We then conclude the proof of
Lemma B.3. i

The following lemma describes the situation when ¢ > 0 is very large.

Lemma B.4. Let ¢;(y) be defined in (22), and let

Then, we have that fort > 0,

2d(1 — o 44+ \NdD  Aidp?
(30) / lat(y) — g(y)|dy < % + )\t\/gl);2 e 2017
Rd ¢ O't
In particular, there exists a universal constant C, > 0, such that
(31) /Rd |a:(y) — g(y)|dy < Cue™"VdD,

which goes to 0 exponentially as t — +oo.
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Proof. Because one can write

» 1 _uy—xt;\\% @)
qe(y :/ — . e 20¢ d,u* x),
R4 (\/27mt)d

and [pq dps(x) = 1, we see that

- /Rd lge(y) — g(y)|dy = /Rd /Rd m e ¢ (\/ﬂ)d dp«(z) |dy
_ =zl 1 Iyl
- _.e 2042 — e 2 d *
= /]Rd /Rd (\/%Ut)d (m)d )

We denote y = (y1,9') € R, and we define the function

1 _ v =Py I3 1 ]2
(V2moy) (V2m)
By the rotation symmetry, we see that the right hand side of (32) equals to
(3) L, |, £ ey di. ).
R4 JR4
Let’s first see what is |% f(y,r)| for r < +/dD. A direct computation shows that
d A - _lyi =P +ly"I3
‘ /(. >\ 1
dr (V2 Ut) o}
Ml 4 AWAD APt
< t . t e 2Ut2 .

B (\/27T0’t)d o
So, (33) is bounded by

1 2_,2,12 112
D _ glyalm —AFaD Iy 15
(34) //fy )dy dpi(z // /\t|x||2 |y1|+/\2t\/a ‘e 20,2 dy dp. ().
R4 R4 Rd

\/27r0t 0i
The second term in (34) is bounded by
1101232402411/ 112 2,4p2
AVdD MVAD 3t 44 €\VdD e
(35) / wd - ] + ;\f e dy < AWaDp= T2V EE gf e 2t
R? (2moy) ot 7
which goes to 0 exponentially as ¢ — +o0o because Ay = ¢! and 07 =1 — 2.
The first term in (34) is
1 T 1 lv13
(36) / - _ e 2t |dy,
Re | (v/2m0y) (v2m)
because [pq dps(z) = 1. We define the function
lvi3 2
h(ya )_‘ ! 6_%_ ! d-e_%,
(V27a) (V2m)
and then for a € [0, 1]
d 1 1 lyl 1 3yl 2
Y Y 2
]dh@, ) 7| — d—grre 2t + —emmd E2) < - |d+ [y
a (vam)'l @ @ (Vam)ad
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Because h(y,1) = 0, we see that (36) is bounded by

2
HyHQ

(1 — Jt) e 2 2 2d(1 - O't)
37 -|d dy = ——=——=
@7 o [ Il = 0,

which goes to 0 exponentially as t — +o0o because oy = V1 —e~2t. The estimates (35) and (37)
together give (30). Next we show (31). There are two cases: if e *v/dD > 1, then (31) holds
trivially, since the lefthand side is at most 2. Otherwise e~*v/dD < 1, we have

2(1—a1) vap i AVdD At\fD eA?dIf _ e N 4e~'\/dD + (e7'dD)? 1,

204 . e20¢

7,4+3 o2 = o o?

2de=%t  5e~t\dD = 2de—2t —t\f D o2

3 =
- Uth * o? ¢ (1—6_2t)d+ 1—e2

2 —t dD
_7\/& -\/Eet+ f e§<C e~'VdD,
1—de 2t 1—e

for a universal constant Cy,, > 0. In the last inequality, we assume that e™ S

CAJ

S . Otherwise,

if et > 31) also holds trivially. This finishes the proof of (31). [l
N y- P

When we prove our main theorem, Theorem 3.5, in the following Section C, we will assume that
1x has a compact support K, and use Lemma B.3 to proceed the proof. On the other hand, as we
have mentioned in Remark 3.6, our methods work under other assumptions on the initial data .,
as long as under those assumptions, we can reasonably obtain the properties in Remark C.4. We
next assume that u, is a Gaussian mixture and obtain an estimate similar to Lemma B.3.

-

Lemma B.5. Assume that u* is a Gaussian mizture, i.e., we assume that

Z \/T) - exp (— %(:L‘—bk) -A;l(x—bk))
™) Qg

k=

where Ay’s are positive definite matrices, ai = /det Ay, by ’s are constant vectors in R?, ¢, > 0
and 22/[:1 ck = 1. Then, for any { € Zy and any multi-indexr o with |a| < ¢, there is a constant
C (L, j1y), depending on £ and Ay, by, in the formula of ., such that for any x € R? and any t > 0,

024 ()|
()

Proof. A standard computation by (22), shows that the density function of ¢ (x) is

S R S, (
h=1 \/27T) a(t)
where Ay (t) = A2 Ay, + 071y, bi(t) = \iby. Hence,

(38) < Ot ) - [l + C (L o).

_ %(g; — b (t)) - Ap(t) "M (2 — bi(t ))>

M

A0z~ bu(1) 1
Vg (x) = c - ex ——(x—=0> A z—0b
) =3 ot b (= 5= B0 A0 o - a(0)).

So,
Orar()] < max || — Aw(t)” Ha = b)) - ().

Notice that because when ¢t = 0, Ay’s are positive definite, and when ¢ — +oo, Ax(t) — Iz, there
is an upper bound C'(¢, p1.), such that supycp 4o0) | Ar(t)~Y| < C(¥, ). Hence, we can obtain (38)
for £ = 1. For general ¢ > 1, one can either use induction or compute them directly, exactly using
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the same way as the case £ = 1 we have shown. For the purpose of proving Theorem 3.5, the
estimates for ¢ < 3 will be enough.
O

Next, we also point out that those ¢;’s also have exponential tails, as long as one of them has an
exponential tail at a given time. For example, if ¢ = qr.

Lemma B.6. If for a t' > 0, qu(x) has an exponential tail as ||x|2 — +oo, then for any t > 0,
q:(z) also has an exponential tail as ||x||2 — +oo.

Proof. Notice that 8,g; = V - (Uyg;). Hence, along the characteristic line %Tt(w) = —Uyp(Ty(z)),
one can solve that

G i(0)) = et - oo ([ (VG0 ).

Because Uy () = z + sp_¢(x), by Assumption 3.3, we have that |(V - U;)(z)| < d(1+ Ly_;) for any
t > 0. The remaining estimate is on the norm of T;(x). We notice that, by Assumption 3.3 again,

[sT—¢(@)ll2 < [[s7—¢(0)[l2 + (zll2 - d - Lr—) < d - Ly—(1 + [|z[|2).
Hence,

0T (@) 3] = 1T e(Ti(@)) - Ti(@)| < (1 + dLp—p—o) [ Ti(@) 3 + dLr—p || To(x) 2
< 2+ dLr—y—o)ITi(@)lI3 + LTy .

Denote £; = fg(2 +d-Lp_y_s) ds. Hence, for t > 0,

t t
e bt (MI% —/0 e“d Ly, d8> < | Te(@)lI3 < e (Hﬂ?H% +/0 e b d Ly, d8>-

Because we can compare the norms of T;(z) and x by a factor only depending on ¢, and T is also
a diffeomorphism since Uy(z) is locally Lipschitz, then we know that ¢;(x) also has an exponential
tail as ||z||2 — +00. One can obtain a similar result for ¢ < 0. O

APPENDIX C. SCORE ESTIMATION ERROR

In this section, we assume that pu, has a compact support K, as in Assumption 3.1 to proceed the
proof first. At the end of this section, we will point out some possible ways to use other assumptions
on this initial data u, in Remark C.4. We first need the following Gagliardo-Nirenberg interpolation
inequality to estimate E(t) defined in Theorem A.1, and finally use [p4 ¢:(x)57(z) dz to control
E(t) when t € [1,T]. For the convenience of readers, let us also sketch the proof of this inequality
here.

Lemma C.1 (Gagliardo-Nirenberg). There is a positive universal constant C,,, such that for any
d€Zy, anyw € L, any i € [1,d], if D2w € L', then

(39) ([, 1ot dm)2 <af [ to) o) ([ ) ar).

In general, if 8;“11) e L' with k > 2, then

1 k-1

(10) [ ar< e ([ iotut dx)’l“( [ wtlaz)
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Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume that i = 1. For any u € C%(R?), we fix its remaining
coordinates *’ = (xa,...,x4), then according to Lemma 3.4 of [16], there is a universal constant
Cy > 0, such that

2
(/ 01w (1, 2" dx1> < C’u</ |8%1w(x1,x')| d:c1> </ |w(zxy, )| dm1>.
R R R
Hence,

</ |0jw(x \dx) </ /lalw(xl,a;’)] dxld:v')
Rd Rd-1
/ (/ |03 w(zy, x |dx1> (/ |w(zy, x dx1> da’
Rd-1
1 2
§C’£</ /anw x1,2')| day dx) </ /|w x1,2')| day dm) .
Rd—1 Rd—1

In general, assume that we already know that for some k > 2,

k=1 ol
/ |8iw(:n)|da:§0u2</ 10 |dm) </ o (z |dx> -
R4 R4

then we replace w(x) with d;w(z), and obtain that

1 k=1
2 Bt k41 k ‘ k
|05w(z)| de < C, |07 w(z)| do |Ojw(z)| dz .
R R4 R

Combine this inequality and the inequality (39), we can obtain (40) for k£ + 1. O

I/\
:m»_-

Now, let’s estimate the integral of E(t) in ¢. By (39) in Lemma C.1 and Hélder inequality,

(41)
[ (Lmastionas) acsc [7( [ etiasd ‘dx)é(/ ‘<%5%><x>\dm)§dt
gcé(/ /d|a%1(qt5t1 |dxdt> (/ / (a0} )( |dxdt> ,

where we use the notation §; = (4}, . For the term

//|qt5 x)| dx dt,

we use Holder inequality twice and the fact that fRd qt(x) dz = 1, and see that

//’(Jt ’d$dt</T</ qt(x) (5} () d:U)é(/qut(a:)dm)édt
(//qt dxdt>é-(T—7—)%

Notice that our assumption is that fT Jza q(2) (81 (x))? dzdt can be made very small. Next, we are
going to show that the term

T
(42) | [t a a
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is bounded by a positive constant depending on 7,T,L,D. For the terms in 0% (q:0})(z) =

(8%1qt)5tl + 201010} + qt(ﬁflétl), we notice that, because &;(x) = sp_(z) — Vlogqi(x), by the
proof of Lemma B.3

1
‘815,}(%)’ < Lp_4+ 70' 1 (UtQ + 2)\5192)7
t

240
102,01 (z)| < Lp—y + —- D%,
and we see that for any = = (x1,22,...,24) € R%, by the proof of Lemma B.3 again,
ha(z)| _ (Jz1| + MD)
(43) 2 ’
() 0y
()| _ 2m[* + N2D?) +o?
a(x) |~ o}
Hence,

M@l(x)%(if)

([ ota@oti)ar) = ([ [@ho) &)
< ([, (oY) ) 0r) ([ Gt az),

where the first term is a bounded term by similarly analyzing ¢;(x). For example, let us show that
the z1-fourth moment of ¢, i.e., [pa \$1]4qt(:c) dz, is bounded. By (22), we know that

‘yl ||y—932||% x
yl q dy o / / . 204 dxdy
/ [ Rd JRd \/ﬂat )\t A
(44) ri i (V2moy)! A At

_ /\4D4 _ Hy—x\\%
<8/ / ’yl xl’ + .e 2(;t2 <':U> dl,dy
Rd JRd (v2r Ut A ) A

= Culo} + A;*D4> < C,(1+ DY),

for a universal constant C, > 0 coming from the fourth moment of the standard Gaussian. We
can similarly estimate the remaining two terms in the expansion of 92 (¢;6})(z) and get an upper
bound for (42). Also, we remark that after taking the time integral from 7 to 7', the main order of

oy involved in (42) is at most
T T 6t
1
[ Las [ 5
T Ot T (€2t - 1)

which blows up of order T" as T" — +o0o and blows up of order 7~
universal constant C,, > 0, such that

D3
//|811qt5 |dxdt<0/ (LTHr )dth’u(£+T~7—_2-D3).

Then, by (41) and Assumption 3.2,

2 as 7 — 01. Hence, there is a
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/TT (/Rd 105 (q:6)) ()| da:) dt
<Cy-(L+T-772. D3)% ,sz; </TT /Rd ()61 @) do dt>}l -

<Oy (L+T 2. D% di 65T,

d

1

NI

Remark C.2. We notice that one can also modify the inequality (41) by

[ (Lomaaenar)azci( [ oo [ 1 dxdt)é
" (/Twit)/R (a8 (=) dxdt>é,

with a suitably chosen positive function p(t) when we use the Hélder inequality. For example, we
can let p(t) — 0 of order t> as t — 0%, and let p(t) — 0 of order % as t — +oo. In this way, the
first term in the above inequality is uniformly bounded so that we can pass T — 0% and T — +oo.
So, we only need to control the second term so that it is small enough.

Remark C.3. In our settings, if we know that s¢(x) has higher order derivatives up to k for k > 2,
we can replace (39) with (40) when we estimate E(t) in (41). Then, in order to estimate the
derivatives of q; in the expansion of 8f(qt5t), a similar proof of Lemma B.3 should work because
qi(z) has an exponential tail as ||x|2 — +oc.

Remark C.4. As readers have seen these proofs under the assumption that p. has a compact
support K, the main reason we need this compact support assumption is to estimate the term

T
/ / 102, (¢:6}) ()| dz dt.
T R4

Notice that qi6y = qi(sy — V1ogq) = qise — Vai. If we replace the assumption with . being a
Gaussian mizture, according to Lemma B.5, we can do a similar estimate on |03 (q:6t)(z)|, and

hence we can similarly obtain an upper bound for f;[ Jga 1031 (@:6}) ()| dz dt. Such an upper bound
will then depend on those parameters in the initial Gaussian mizture p., but don’t blow up as
T — 0T. See Lemma B.5. One can make other reasonable assumptions on . as long as one can
reasonably estimate this second derivative integral.

APPENDIX D. DISCRETIZATION ERROR

As discussed in Section 2.2, we solve the ODE flow 8&7,5 = EA/t + st(i}t) = ‘A/t(f/t) using the Runge-
Kutta method. Although the Runge-Kutta updating rule as in (7) is a discrete time process, we
can interpolate it as a continuous time process on t; <t < t;;1 as

ﬁ:FT(i;tl)v t:ti+7",

(45) F(@)=z+r) bkj, 0<r<tyi—ti=h,
j=1
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and
k1 () = Viigres (),
ko (2) = Vi, ey (z + r(a21kr)),
(46) k3(x) = Viygres (2 + r(aziky + asaka)),

ks(x) = ‘715,-—&—7‘03 (w + T(aslkl +asoko + -+ + as,s—lks—l))-

We denote the density of ?t as ot, then at times ¢;, gy, is the density of Y; as given by the i-th step
of the Runge-Kutta methods. If V4(-) is differentiable in ¢ on [t;, ¢;+1], one can see from the above
contruction Y; is differentiable in ¢, and

(47) Y = 0, F(Yy,), t=t;+r

The following proposition states that for ¢;1; — ¢; = h small enough, we can rewrite (47) as an
ODE flow
(48) aY; = Vi(Yy),
for t; <t < ti41, and V,(-) is close to Vi(-) up to an error of size O(hP).

Proposition D.1. Adopt Assumption 3.8, and denote B := 1 + maxi<j<j<s |aji| + maxi<j<s |bj]
There ezists a large constant C(p,s, B), such that if 8sBhdL < 1, then the following holds. For
any 0 < r < h, F, is a diffeomorphism from R% to R?. We denote its functional inverse as Fl(x),
then

(19) Viiel@) = (O F) (7 ().
Moreover, fort; <t <t;y1, 8t1~/t = ‘Z(%), and
(50)  [Vi(@) = Vi(@)lloo:  IV(Vi(z) = Vi(2)) oo < C(p, s, B) - L((Vd + ||z]|2)Vdh L),

Proof of Theorem 3.10. We assume 8sBhdL < 1, so the assumptions of Proposition D.1 hold.
Otherwise, the discretization error in (13) is bigger than 1, and the statement (13) holds trivially.

To prove (13) we need to analyze the density evolution under (48). We let g; piecewisely solve
the transport equation

ﬁtcﬂ = V . (ﬁtcﬁ) With ﬁt = ‘7T—t7
on each interval [t;,t;11] for ¢ > 1, where 0 = tp < t; < -+ < ty = T — 7. Then, we define

5i(z) = Uy(a) — Uy(x), &(z) = Go(x) — q(x). We remark that U, is continuous on the t-direction
when ¢ € [t;,t;+1] but it may not be continuous crossing each t;.

N-1
[ @l [ ) < > @l [ Eri @) s
N
/ / qtdt ) dx dt,
T—t;i41 JRE
where we used Theorem A.1 on each mterval tl, t,+1 We also notice that
/ / qtét dzdt < / / < (qede)) ()| dadt
t7,+1 R4 t7,+1 R4

(51)

qt (5t 513)))(3?) d.’L’dt,

/ —tit1 /]Rd
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where the summation of the first term on the righthand side from ¢ =0toi= N — 1 is fTT E(t)dt
and we have estimated this error term in Seciton C and also obtained Theorem 3.5,

(52) / Ttil /R d

where under Assumption 3.8, £ in Theorem 3.5 is bounded by T'L. This gives the score matching
error in Theorem 3.10.
The second term on the righthand side of (51) is

/T tit1 /Rd

which can be further bounded as (the term corresponding to the derivative 9;)

1

1
(q@d))(z)| dadt < Oy -dt -TT - (TL+T-772- D32 .52,

(q¢ Ut ﬁt)))(a?) dzdt,

T—t; . R
/ / (O (T — T ()| dudt < / 10u(z) — O(@) oo - [Orae(a)| dart
T— t1+1 Rd T— t1+1 Rd
T—t; _ N
/ ||VUt($) — VU(2)]| 0o - qt(x) dzdt,
T— t1+1

where we use the notation Uy (z) = (U} (), U2(z), ..., U(z)). By (50), we obtain that
IVi(@) = V@)oo, [V (Vilw) = Vi(@))lloo < O(p., B) - L((Vd + |[a]l2) VAR L),

and the definition that ﬁt = Y7T,t, (,Aft = ‘A/T,t, we know that the right hand side of (53) can be
bounded by

(54) C(p. s, B)IP (/)" / (Va + [12ll2)” - (9he(@)] + qu(x)) dedr.

T— tH—l

According to Lemma B.3, the integral can be bounded by

AeD
(55) / (Vd+ =) - <(|9“|+2t )+1> - qy(z) dadt.
tz+1 Rd O-t
The above integral can be bounded by using the following two relations.
|(Vd+ _ly==3 2\ 1
Ll e ey e = [ [PPSR () 0
R4 Rd JRd 27I'O't )\t )\t
a2
<[ <|y1—xlr+|x1|><f+|ry—x||2+||xu2> (D)
R4 JR4 (\/271-0'75) t )\t
(56) // (12 = 1] + AD)YVAQA 4 AD) +ly —all)” | -2 <x>1dd
: ¢ " d ray
Rd JRd (V2ro ) At ) A
2
o [ GalexDUALe D) s ety -,
— d
Rd (V2moy)

< C(p)d"*(o1 + MD)((1 + D + 0,)P) < 47C (p)d?/> D+,

where we used that D > 1 > o, and M\ < 1; and similarly

(57) | a+luleyate) do < wCm)@or
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where C(p) is constant depending only on p. Combine these above estimates (56) and (57), we see
that
T—t; 2 p+1
i dpr/2 pp+
(58) (55) < 4P+ / Clp)d" "Dy,

T—tiy1 O

Finally by pluggin (55) and (58) back into (54), we conclude

T—t,
/T tiv1 /Rd
< C(p,s, B)d(hd)’(LD)P! log(T/T).

This gives the discretization error in Theorem 3.10. Theorem 3.10 follows from combining (52) and
(59). O

(q(Uy — U))(z)| dzdt < C(p, s, B)LP* (hd)PDP*! - d/ — dt

D.1. Proof of Proposition D.1. We first state some estimates on F,(z) from (45) and k;(x)
from (46). For a vector v € R%, we denote its ¢-th coordinate as 0@ and 0Op is the derivative with
respect to z(®),

Lemma D.2. Adopt the assumptions of Proposition D.1. For those k;j(x)’s as in (46), we define
IVkj @)oo = sup_ [0,k (@),

1<p,g<d
We have that, for any x € RY,

(60) Z ki (@)ll2 < slllzllz + L(Vd+ 2ll2))(1+ LBr)*™,  |[k;(2)l2 < 2L(Vd + |J]l2).

and

(61) Z IVkj(2)||oo < sL(1+ LBrd)*~', |[Vkj(z)]le < 2L.

Lemma D.3. Adopt the assumptions of Proposition D.1. There exists a large constant C(p, s, B)
1t holds

(62) 107Vt (Fr(@))lloos 02V Viir(Fr(@) oo < C(p, s, BYL((Vd + ||z]|2) VL),
and
(63) 102V (B (@) loos 02V Vi (Fr(2))[loe < Cp, s, B)L((Vd + ||z]|2)VdL)P.

In the following, we first prove Proposition D.1. The proofs of Lemma D.2 and Lemma D.3 are
postponed to the end of this section.

Proof of Proposition D.1. Recall F.(x) =z + 7 ijl bjk;. It follows from Lemma D.2 that

o [Er(2) — xfls < TBZ Iki(@)llz < rBs[|lll2 + L(Vd + [lz]|2)](1 + LBr)*™"
64
< OLrBs(1 + LBr)* (Vi + |lala) < (Vi + [all),

where we used that 8sBhL < 8sBhdL < 1, and 2LrBs(1 + LBr)*~" < 2sLBrestBr < (1/4)el/8 <
1/2. Tt follows that

(65) VA E (@)l > Va+ lalls — | Frla) — 2l > £ (Va+ [lal2)
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Next we show the map F,(x) from (45) is a local diffecomorphism, we check its Jacobian matrix

(66) VE(x) =Tg+ A, A:=r) bVk(x).
=

Thanks to Lemma D.2; the (i, j)-th entry of A is bounded by

(67) |Aij| 7B | Vki(@)lloo < 7BsL(1+ LBrd)*™", 1<i,j<d.
=1

The spectral norm || Al[porm of the matrix A is bounded by its Frobenius norm as

| Allnorm < [[Allp <[> A% < rBsLd(1+ LBrd)* ' <1/2.
ij

where again we used that 8sLBrd < 1.

It follows that VF,.(x) = Iz + A is invertible, and F, is a local diffeomorphism, and then
Hadamard-Cacciopoli theorem implies that F, is also a bijection from R? to itself. Therefore,
F, is a diffeomorphism from R? to itself. Moreover, thanks to (67), we have the following entrywise
bound for the inverse matrix (VF,(x))™!:

(68)
[(VE(2) " = L)ijl = |(Ta + A);;" = il < [(Tg— A+ A% — A%+ )5 — 644

<> (rBsL(1+ LBrd)* ")*d*~' <2rBsL(1+ LBrd)*"!, 1<ij<d,
k>1

where we used that 8sLBrd < 1. We denote the functional inverse of F, as F.!(z), then (49)
follows from (47).

Next we show the claim (50) follows from the following statement: for 0 <r <t;4; —t; <h
(69) Vi 4 (Fe(@) = Vigr (Fr(2))]loo < C(p, 5, B)L((Vd + ||z]|2) VdrL)?,
IV (Viyir (Fr(2)) = Vi (Fr(2))) oo < C(p, 8, B)L((Vd + |J]]2) VidrL)P.

In fact, if we denote y = F,.(x), then

Vet (®) = Viiir @) lloo < Clp, s, BYL((Vd + |[F; (y)[l2)VdrL)?
< 2°C(p, s, B)L((Vd + [|yll2)VdrL)?,

where in the last inequality we used (65) to bound v/d + ||[E=(y)||l2 by 2(Vd + ||yll2)-
For the gradient, by the chain rule we have

(70) (VVirr) @) = (Vi) (1) = V(Visr (F (@) = Vier (Fr(2))) (V Fp () 7
By plugging (68) into (70), we conclude that
IV Veitr) @) = (Vi) (@) o
() < (U 2BsLd(L+ LBrd) )|V (Voar (B (2)) — Voo (Fo(@)) o
<2V (Vi (Fr(2)) = Vi (Fr(2)))lloo < 2C(p, s, B)L((Vd + ||]}2) VdrL)?,

where in the third line we used that 8rsBLd < 8hsBLd < 1 and (69).
In the rest we prove (69). We denote the characteristic flow corresponding to Vi, 4, as ®,.(z),
ie. ®g(z) = z and 0,P,(z) = Vi, 4(Pr(z)). Recall from Remark 2.1, the Runge-Kutta matrix
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[ajk], weights b; and nodes c; are carefully chosen such ®,(x) and F(x) matches for the first p-th
derivative at r = 0. It follows that for any 0 < m < p,

d"®,(z) _d™F.(x) d"Vo, () _ d™VE,(x)
dmr r=0 a dmr r=0 ’ dmr r=0 Bl dmr r=0 .
Thus by the chain rule, we have for 0 <m <p—1,

A" Viir(Pr(@)) | _ A"V (Fre(w)

dmr dmr ’
r=0 r=0

A"V Vi1 (Pr(2)) _ A"V V4 (Fr ()

dmr 0 dmr 0

Then by Taylor expansion we conclude that
72 Vietr(Fr(2)) = Vi (Fy(2)) = Ra(r,2) = Ba(r, ),
VWi (Fr(2)) = Vi (Fo(2)) = VRi(r,2) = VRy(r, ).

where the two remainder terms are given by

1" APV, o (Fr ()
Rl <T7 x) - p| /0 (7" T) d-r dT')
1" APV, (Fr ()
— _ p 1 tz+
Ro(r,z) = p /0 (r—m) —ar dr.

We conclude from Lemma D.3 that
(73) [R1(r,2) oo, [|R2(r, 2) oo VR1(r, ) s, IV Ra(r, 2) oo < Cp, s, BYrPL((Vd + [|z]l2) VAL)?.
The estimates (72) and (73) together give (69). This finishes the proof of Proposition D.1. [
Proof of Lemma D.2. To prove (60), we notice that, according to our Assumption 3.8, ||s(z)l|2 <
L(Vd+|z2) and [Vi(2)]l2 < [|z]l2+L(Vd+]|z]2) for any = € RY. Hence, [|k1(2)]2 < [|lz]|2+L(Vd+

|z]|2), according to (46). By the relation that k; = Vtﬁcﬂ(x + (ajik1 + ajoks + - -+ ajj,lk‘j,l)r),
we obtain that

Ikj(@)]l2 < LVd+ (1 + L)(||z]l2 + Br(|ky(2)]l2 + [k2(2) |2 + - + [[kj-1(2)]]2)),
If we define Ty, == > "1, [|kj(2)]|2, we see that

T; < LVd+ (1 + L)|z|l2 + (1 + (1 + L)Br)Tj_;.
Hence,
Ty < s(|l2ll2 + L(Vd + [|z]|2) (1 + LBr)* ™,
and
1kj(@)ll2 < (LVd + (14 L)|2ll2) + (1 + L) Brs(1+ LBr)* (||l + L(Vd + ||z]2)
< 2L(Vd + ||z|2),

where we used 8sLBrd < 83Lth§\§ 1. This finishes the proof of (60).
By the definition that k;(x) = Vi, re, (z + (ajiky + ajoks + - -+ + ajj—1kj—1)r), we obtain that
d
Ok = 3~ O Vi, ) Oprs + (@10 k™) + @O B -+ 410, k).

i
p2=1
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Hence,

IVEj (@)oo < LI+ Brd(|[Vki(2)lloo + [[VE2(2) oo + - + [VEi-1(2) o))

If we define T}, = > 721 [IVEj (@)oo, We see that
T; <Tj_1+ L(1+ BrdT;_y) = L + (1 + LBrd)T;_;.
Also, |Vk1(z)||so < L. So by iteration,
Ts < sL(1+ LBrd)*™!,
and

|VE;(2)]|oo < L(1+ BsrdL(1 + LBrd)*™') < 2L,

where we used 8sLBrd < 8sLBhd < 1. This finishes the proof of (61).
U

Proof of (62). In this proof, we will use the notation X <Y if there exists a constant C' depending

only on p,s, B such that |[X| < CY. Given a symmetric tensor 7' = (T}, j,...j0y,) € R4 and
vectors ug, us, - - - , Uy € RY, we denote the vector T[uy, ug, - -+ ,uq] € R? as
(Tlunuz, - ual)j = D Tijjpegars ™ o).
1<ii,g2, ja<d
For any matrix A = (A4;,;,) € R¥4, we denote the matrix T[u1,ug, -+ ,ua—1, A] € R*? as
_ (1), (42) (ja—1)
(Tlur,uz, a1, Ajyr = Y Tjgegutig’ 0’ g7V Aj

1§j17j27"' 7j04§d
Recall that F(v) =z + 7> 7, bjkj, so by (48), we have

(74) Vi (Fr(@)) = 0, Fp(x) = > bikj +1 ) b;ork;.
7=1 7=1

In the following we prove by induction that for any 1 < m <p
(75) 107 k5|0, 107" Vs oo S L2V + [l]l2)dL)™.

Then then claim (62) follows from plugging (75) to (74).

Since ky = Vj,4re, (2), by Assumption 3.8, (75) holds for j = 1 and any 1 < m < p. In the
following we assume statement (75) holds for j — 1, we prove it for j by induction on m

We define the following set of vectors Dy, D1, D, - -. Let Dy = {k1, ko, -+, k;}. Then thanks to
Lemma D.2, for any v € Dy,

(76) o]l < 2L(Vd + [|z|2)-
For m > 1, D,, is defined as the set of vectors in the following form: for 8 > 1,0 < {,a < 8 < m,
(77) Tcaf_ava‘ziwcj (x 4+ r(ajiks + ajoks + - -+ ajj—1kj—1))[u1, uz, -, ual,
where 8§7QV0“//\}¢+M], eR” isa tensor, and for each 1 < v < a,
uy € {00 ky, 0 k- 0N kj_1 ),
for some £, > 0. Moreover, there exist positive integers my + mao + - - - + mg = m, such that

(78) (=ma—mi, a=mg+my > Ly=ms+ms+ms > 1=my+ms
v yily>1
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Next, we show that for each v € D,,, 0,v is a linear combination of at most 2 4+ 2s + p terms
in Dy,41, with coefficients bounded by max{p, B}. Say v is given in (77), satisfying (78). By the
chain rule, there are several cases:

(1) If 9, hits r¢, we get
(—1aB8—awai;
r ar \% ‘/ti—l—rcj- [Uh U, - 7uoz] € Dm—l—h

with the parameters (78) given by (m/, mb, mb, mly, mL, mg) = (m1+1, ma, ms, mq, ms, mg).
(2) If O, hits t; 4+ rc;, we get

Tca£ﬂ+1)7ava‘/lfi+TCj [Ul, U, -« * - 7ua] S Dm+17

with the parameters (78) given by (m/, mb, mb, mly, mL, mg) = (mq, ma+1, ms, mq, ms, mg).
(3) If O, hits the factor r in (x + r(aj1k1 + ajoks + - - - + ajj—1kj—1), we get

—awa+ly;
E r¢aji00 OV TV e, iy ua, un, -+ ),
1<i<j—1

where each summand is in D, 11, with the parameters (78) given by (m/, mb, m4, m), mg, mg) =
(m1, ma, m3 + 1,myq, ms5,me).
(4) If O, hits k; in (z + r(ajik1 + ajoka + - - + a;j—1kj—1) for some 1 <1i < j — 1, we get

1 — 11,
TC+ 87,(? ava—i- ‘/trH”Cj [8’r‘ki7u17u2) e 7uO¢] € Derl’

with the parameters (78) given by (mf], mb, ms, mly, mg, mg) = (mq, mg, mg, ma+1, ms, mg).
(5) If O, hits uy and uy = k; we get

—aai,
arﬂ \Y% ‘/t¢+TCj[ulau2a"' au’yflaaTkiau’%Fl?' o ,Ua] S Derl;

with the parameters (78) given by (mf, mb, ms, mly, mg, mg) = (mq, mg, mg, ma, ms+1, mg).
(6) If O, hits uy and uy = 05" k; with £, > 1 we get

12

_ =5 +1
87'«3 avawi—i—rq [uh ug, - - 7“7—17 87’w ki? u’y-‘rlv e 7uo¢] S Dm+17

with the parameters (78) given by (m/, mb, mb, mly, mi, mg) = (mq, ma, mg, ma, ms, mg+1).
We conclude that for v € D,,, 0,v is a linear combination of finite terms in D,,,+;. In particularly,
O"kj is a linear combination of at most (2 4+ 2s + p)P terms in Dy,, with coefficients bounded by
max{p, B}?
In the following, we show the following bound for vectors in v € D,,
(79) [olloe S

~

L2(Vd + ||z||2)VdL)™, m > 1.
Then it follows
107 K; |00 S L2(Vd + ||z]|2)VdL)™,

and the first statement in (75) holds.
We prove (79) by induction. We recall that ||k;||2 < 2L(vV/d+ ||z||2) from Lemma D.2. It follows
that ||k;||1 < 2vdL(vVd+ ||z||2). We assume (79) holds for 1,2,---,m — 1, and next we prove it for
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m.
1608~V Vs e, [un, w2, -+, ual oo < 708V Vs lloo lun |1 [[uzlly -+ ually
SLr¢ J] @d+|zl)vdL) [ dLe(d+ ||z|l2)vdL)™
v:4r=0 yily>1
= Lr¢2(Vd + ||zll2)vVdL)™ ] dL@(Vd+ ||z]2)VdL)"!
(80) vily2>1

= Ly VA ) VALY L) 2V |2) VL)
= L(rdL)"™ ™ (VA + 2 VALY (ALY AV o) VAL) ™
S L(rdL)™ ™ AV + o) VL)

where in the last line we used (78) and dL < (v/d + ||z||2)V/dL. By our assumption, rv/dL < 1 and
m4 —my > 0. This finishes the proof of (79).
In the following we prove the second statement in (75). We define the following set of d x d

matrices DO,Dl,DQ, .. Let Dy = {Vki,Vky,--- ,Vk;}. Then thanks to Lemma D.2, for any
v € Dy,
(81) [v]loo < 2L.

We denote 15m the set of matrices obtained from taking gradient of (77), with respect to x

(82) rCOP OV, e (T + r(aj1 Vi + ajaVks + -+ + ajj—1Vhj—1)),ur, uz, -+t
Tcaf_ava‘/}tﬂrmj [u17 U2y -+ 5 Uy-1, vu’ya Uy+1y """ 7ua], 1<y <a.

Then 0]"Vk; is a finite linear combination of terms in Dy
Next we show by induction that v € D,,,

(83) [v]loo S L2(Vd + ||z]|2)VAL)™, m > 1.
Then it follows
107"V kjlloo S L2(Vd + ||z]|2)VdL)™

and the second statement in (75) holds.
Similarly to (80), we can bound the L*°-norm of v as

Lr¢(1+2sBrL)||u |1 uzlls - uall < 2Lr¢ur |1 |Juzl1 - [[ualh
S 2L2(Vd + ||z]2)VdL)™
Also, for any ¢ € {1,2,...,d}, we can similarly obtain that
Lr¢|0quq I T lluyll S LrédL(Vd + |l|l2) VL) T lluy |
Y'#y Y'Y
S 2L2(Vd + |l2[|2)VdL)™
as we did in (80). This gives (83). O
Proof of (63). Explicitly,
S
Viir () = Vi (@ + TZ bjkj)a

=1

which is of the same form as k;. Thus the same argument as for (75) gives (63) O
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