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Abstract

Of stochastic differential equations, diffusion processes have been adopted in numerous applications, as more
relevant and flexible models. This paper studies diffusion processes in a different setting, where for a given
stationary distribution and average variance, it seeks the diffusion process with optimal convergence rate. It is
shown that the optimal drift function is a linear function and the convergence rate of the stochastic process is
bounded by the ratio of the average variance to the variance of the stationary distribution. Furthermore, the
concavity of the optimal relaxation time as a function of the stationary distribution has been proven, and it is
shown that all Pearson diffusion processes of the Hypergeometric type with polynomial functions of at most degree

two as the variance functions are optimal.
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1 Introduction

Due to random nature of any real signal, propagation media, interference and even information itself, the stochastic
approach has been one of the popular choices towards problems associated with information transmission, as well
as other applications in physics, mathematical biology, queueing, electrical engineering, economic and finance [18] [T,
(14, [16l 20, [7, []]. A particularly effective application of the stochastic approach is the modeling of the phenomena as
random processes which are the solution of an appropriate Stochastic Differential Equation (SDE), i.e., an ordinary
differential equation with random excitation, due to the presence of noise in the dynamics of the process [10] [3].
The basic idea behind this approach is that the state of the studied process is the solution of an SDE with a priori
information, such as the stationary distribution.

SDEs are generally identified by two main parameters, the drift and the variance functions. Based on dependency

of the drift and variance functions on the previous values of the process as well as the present values, the SDEs are
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categorized into Ité and diffusion processes. In diffusion processes (which are the focus of studies in this paper),
the drift and variance functions depend only on the present value of the process and their solution satisfy the
Markov property [4], which results in a unique stationary distribution for the diffusion process. Diffusion processes
with invariant equilibrium distributions have found applications in approximating the process of sampling from high
dimensional probability distributions [21I]. One of the important factors in such applications is the convergence rate
of the diffusion process and its optimizations. [J] is regarded as one of the pioneering works that has studied the
optimization of convergence rate of the diffusion processes. In [9] 21] (and the following works of [9]), optimization
of the convergence rate of the non-reversible diffusion processes have been addressed, but at the expense of limiting
the variance function to be a constant function. This is unlike the studied presented in this paper, where no such
restrictions have been applied on the variance function.

In a nutshell, in this paper, for different types of diffusion processes with given average variance function and
stationary distribution, we have provided the diffusion process with the optimal convergence rate, which has been
possible by adjust the variance function. In detail, for a given distribution 7(z), our goal is to construct the diffusion
process with optimal convergence rate whose stationary distribution is 7 (x).

We have shown that the optimal drift function is a linear function and the optimal convergence rate of the
diffusion process is equal to the ratio of the average variance to the variance of the stationary distribution. Therefore,
for all stochastic processes with given stationary distribution m(x) and average variance of 52/2, the convergence

52/2
mg—mf ’

rate of the stochastic process is bounded by where ma — m? is the variance of the stationary distribution
m(x). Furthermore, we have proved the concavity of the optimal relaxation time (7) as a function of the stationary
distribution (m(x)).

We have shown that all Pearson diffusion processes of the Hypergeometric type with polynomial functions of at
most degree two as the variance functions are optimal. In a table, we have provided the optimal convergence rate
along with other attributes for the Pearson diffusion processes. Pearson diffusion processes are diffusion processes
whose drift and variance functions are polynomials of degrees at most one and two, respectively. Also, we have
provided the optimal results for two other types of diffusion processes, namely (i) diffusion processes with polynomial
functions of degree higher than two as the variance function, and (ii) diffusion processes with hyperexponential
distribution as the stationary distribution, which is an example of a diffusion process with a non-polynomial function
as its variance function.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2] Preliminaries on Fokker-Plank equations are presented.
Our general approach towards optimization of the diffusion processes has been provided in Section Bl In Section

M main results of the paper have been presented, and in Section Bl the optimal results for three different types of

diffusion processes have been reported. and Section [0l concludes the paper.



2 Preliminaries

2.1 Fokker-Plank Equation

Let’s consider the following time-homogeneous diffusion process (also known as It6 diffusion) X (¢),
AdX (t) = p(X (1) dt + o (X (t)) AW (t), (1)

where W (¢) is a Brownian motion in R, The function u is the drift coefficient of X and o is known as the diffusion
coefficient of X and it can be interpreted as a variance. Imposing any control term to either the drift coefficient
or the diffusion coefficient will transform the diffusion process () into a controlled diffusion process [12} [11]. The
domain of X (t) is denoted by I = (z1, z2) where —oo < 1 < 29 < 00.

The process X (t) is Markov, and its transition density p(¢; z,y) is defined as

P(X(t) € AlXo = z) = /A p(t; 2, 9)dy, (2)

for t > 0 and any Borel set A C I. Under regularity conditions, the transition density solves the backward Kolmogorov

equation,

op(t; x,y)

5 =A[p, o] p(t;z,y), t>0, (x,y)€l, (3)

where A is an infinitesimal generator defined as below,

Bp(t;x,y) + 302(,@) a2p(t;x7y)' (4)

Alp,o?] p(t;z,y) = p(z) e 5 52

p(t; z,y) can be completely characterised by the generator A [u, 02}. Therefore, it is a functional of y and ¢? and it
can be written as p(t;x,y) = p (¢;z,y; 1, 0). Suppose that {X(t)} is strictly stationary and ergodic, in which case
it has a stationary marginal density which we denote n(z), P(X(t) € A) = [, m(x)dz, for t > 0 and any Borel set

A C I. Note that 7 is invariant, i.e.

m(y) = /Ip(t;x,y)w(x)d:c, for t>0. (5)

Alternatively, the characterization of the transition density can be obtained through the forward Kolmogorov equa-

tion,

ot Oy 2 Oy? ’

Iptiz,y) __O(uyp(tiz,y) 19 (*Wp(tzy)) (©)

for t > 0, 2 € I with initial value p(0; z,y) = §(y — ) and the following boundary conditions, which are corresponding



to reflecting barriers,

— 0. (7)

Y=yY1,y2

(W)t 2,9)) — ny)p(t; 2,y)
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Multiplying (@) with 7(x) and integrating over x and using (&) the following is obtained,

d 1d -
= (Frm) + 3 (W) ) =0 0
If the detailed balance condition is satisfied, i.e.
~h)() + 5~ (o2 (w)(y)) = 0 )
2 dy ’

then the process X (¢) is reversible wrt 7(x). Using the detailed balance condition (@), we can conclude

pe) = gy g (P (). (10)

All the control effort will be applied to the variance term, since considering (I, the drift term can be derived in
terms of the variance term. (I0) is known as Pearson equation [17] if y(x) and o2(z)/2 are a polynomial of degrees
at most one and two, respectively. Using (I0), the backward (@) and forward Kolmogorov (@) equations reduce to

the following forms,

Gt = g o (@) oty ) for 130, )
Optizy) 1 0 (5 O (ptz,Y) or
ot m(y) _27T(y)<9y< ) (y)5y< ™(y) )) for 120 (%)

By separating the spatial and time variables in (1) and ([I2]), we have

1d d
510 (R @) o)) + Anta)ota) =0 (13)
with boundary conditions
0’2($)7T($)i¢(x) -0 (14)
2 dx o1 -

From the classical Sturm-Liouville theory, it is known that the spectrum of (I3) is discrete if z; and a2 are finite.
If one or both of the boundaries are infinite, then a continuous range of eigenvalues may be present. In terms of the

solution of (I3) the principal solution p(¢; z,y) of ([B) can be written as below,

p(tszy) = 7()(S e dn(y) () + / ePH(N, 2)p(\, y)dN), (15)

where the summation is taken over all discrete eigenvalues and the integral is taken over the continuous range



of eigenvalues. The eigenfunctions ¢(x) in (I3 are assumed to be normalized so that corresponding to discrete

eigenvalues we have

| @6 @)on(@)de = b, 16)

x1

and corresponding to continuous eigenvalues

/xz m(€)p(\, €)p(N ,e)de = §(A — N). (17)

x1

The Sturm-Liouville equation (I3]) has at least one discrete eigenvalue equal to zero (Ao = 0) which corresponds

to eigenfunction ¢o(z) = 1. Considering the discrete eigenvalues indexed as below,

0=X <A <X <o < Ny (18)

It is assumed that equation (Bl has at least one more discrete eigenvalue (other than Ao = 0) denoted by Ay which
determines the convergence rate of Q(z,t) to its equilibrium point. If we consider the diffusion equation as a
dynamical system, then \; are the Lyapunov exponents of the system and their inverse, i.e., 1/A; are the relaxation
times of the system.

From (), it can be concluded that in the limit of ¢ — oo, p(¢; z,y) converges to 7 (y),

Jim p(t;,y) = 7(y). (19)

3 Optimal Diffusion Processes

For a given 7(x), our aim is to obtain the optimal function for o (z) that maximizes \; for given 7(x), while satisfying

the following constraint,

/:2 %JQ(x)w(:v)d:C = %82. (20)

1
The function 10?(z) can be interpreted as a variance. The constraint (20) is equivalent to fix average variance
constraint. Thus, our optimization problem can be interpreted as searching for the optimal variance function corre-

sponding to minimum relaxation time, among all variance functions with the same average variance.

For a given variance function (02(x)/2) satisfying (20), based on Rayleigh Theorem \; can be written as below,

(21)



This is equivalent to the following,

max

E— 3 - (22)
Q() [ (@) (Q(x))” dz

Therefore, using the min-max optimization [6], calculating optimal A1, reduces to the following problem

T2, d 2
max min —o“(z)m(x x dx,
o(@) Q) /m 37 )<de( )>

s.t. /m 7(z) (Q(x))? dx = 1,
*2 1 2 1, (23)
/ dr = 50’

(24)

By introducing the relative Lagrange multipliers (\,v,~) the optimization problem in (23) is transferred to the
following optimization problem,

2], d 2
max min —o“(x)m(x) | —Q(x dx
wx win [ 50t @mt) (200))

(1 - /m (z) (w(:v))de)
+u <
<

[ L) .

+7

with the boundary conditions (24). To this aim, we have to set the variation of (28) (with respect to Q(z) and
$0%(x) ) to zero, i.e.,

-2 [0 (4 (3@r)faw) ) AW + () ds

+ /CE1 W($)5§U2($) ((EQ@)) - V) dx + 502(x)7r(:v)562(x)£@(:6)

for i = 1,2. Due to the boundary conditions (), the last term 202 (z)7(2)0Q(x) £ Q( )‘z , =0fori=1,2

The optimal Q(z) and A are ¢1(z) and A1, respectively. Thus, the variation of Lagrangian leads to the following,

% (%o2<x)w<x>%¢>l <:c>) + M (@)g1(z) + yr(z) = 0, (27)



(d%m(w)f —v. (28)

Integrating Equation [27) from z; to z and considering the boundary conditions (24]), and the constraints in
problem (23), then it can be concluded that [ ym(z) = 0 and considering the fact that [* 7(z) = 1, then we can

be concluded that v = 0. From (28], it is obvious that

L or(a) = Vo (29)

Substituting ([29) in 27)), and comparing the resultant equation with ([0} the following can be concluded for p(z),

a) = Zon(a). (30)

Substituting v = 0 in (21), and multiplying the resultant by ¢;(x) and integrating it from x; to x2, we have

/ ¢ (%(f?(x)w(x)%m (w)) a@ye+ [ A (@) 6 (2)de = 0. (31)

This is equivalent to the following

- [ g () S [ r@sts o (32)

1 1

Using ([I0), 20) and 28§)), from (B2)), the following can be concluded for A,

4 Main Results

In the following theorem, we state the main results of this paper deducted based on Section [Bl and Appendix [Al

Theorem 1 For given stationary distribution w(x) and average variance 52/2, the optimal results corresponding to

the diffusion process with fastest convergence rate are as below,



N N )]

where A1 and T = 1/\1 are the optimal convergence rate and the optimal relazation time of the diffusion process.
o1(x) is the optimal eigenfunction corresponding to the optimal \1. m1 and mqo are first and second moments of the

stationary distribution m(x). pu(z) and 0%(x) are the optimal drift and variance functions. I(z) is the cumulative

distribution of m(z) (i.e., (z) = [~

», T(2)dz). From (34), it can be concluded that among diffusion processes where

the average of their variance function is equal to 62 /2, the optimal achievable convergence rate is as in (34)). Thus,
~2

72( g ey is an upper bound on the convergence rate of the diffusion process with given average variance 32/2 and
m27m1

stationary distribution m(x).

In the following lemmas, we have proved the convexity of the optimal convergence rate (A1) as a function of the
stationary distribution (7(z)). Also, we have shown that variance function obtained in (37 is a positive function in

. . . . . . 52
the interval [z, 2o] and its weighted average (with weights 7(x)) is equal to &-.
Lemma 1 The optimal relazation time (7) is a concave function of the stationary distribution (w(x)).

Proof 1 Considering m diffusion processes with stationary distributions 7;(x) fori = 1,...,m which are defined over

. . =2 . . . . . . .
the same interval and have the same average variance (%) , the convex combination of their stationary distributions

is as below,
m m
m(x) = Zi:l pimi(z), H(z) = Zizlpinz‘(ﬁ), (38)
where p; > 0, for i =1,...,m and Y.~ p; = 1. For the mean and variance of the resultant stationary distribution,
we have

m

my = Zi:l pima (Z), (39)

m

my —mi =377 pil(my = ma () + (mai) — ma(i)%)). (40)

Therefore, mo —m? is a concave function, i.e., we have

me — m% > ZZI pi(me (i) — ml(i)2). (41)

Hence, from ([37)) it can be concluded that the optimal relazation time T is a concave function of stationary distribution,

i.e.,

P @) =Y e (@), (42)

K3
where 7 (m; (z)) is the optimal relaxzation time corresponding to the i-th stationary distribution (i.e., m;i(z)), and
(32, pimi (x)) is the optimal relazation time corresponding to the equilibrium distribution 7 (z) =Y 1w pim; ().

o*(x)
2

Lemma 2 The variance function in (37) is a positive function for all x in the interval [z1, z2].



Proof 2 Based on (37), we define V() as below,

V(2) = — /m o (ml_z) m(2)dz. (43)

m(2) Jo, 2(m2 —mi)

From ({{3), it can be concluded that w(x)V(z) = 0 for x = x1,z2. Since n(x) is a positive function and m is

the weighted average of x (with weight 7w(x)) in the range [x1,x2], then it is obvious that x1 < my < xa. Defining

G(z) = % (r(x)V(z)) = 62/22 (my — ) (), and considering 7 (x1)V (z1) = 0, we have

mo —m1

[ 6wy =@ V@) -r @)V @) =7 @) V). (44

Since G(x) for x € [x1,m1] is positive, then from (@) it can be concluded that f;l G(y)dy > 0 for x € [z1,m1]
and consequently the variance function V(x) for x € [x1,m1] is a positive function. For x € [my,x3], considering

7 (z2) V (x2) =0, we have

/MG@My:ﬁ@ﬁV@ﬁ—w@HW@:—W@HW@- (45)

Since G(z) for € [m1,x2] is negative, then from [R), it can be concluded that [° G(y)dy < 0 for x € [my,x2] and

consequently the variance function V(x) for x € [my,xs] is a positive function.

in (37) (with weights m(x)) is equal to %2

. . . % (z)
Lemma 3 The weighted average of the variance function —;

Proof 3 Considering V(z) defined in {{3), we have

/z V(a)m(x)dz = % / Cr / mi — €) m(€)de
_ %ﬂﬂﬁ/”d (w/ (my — §)W(§)d§) - %ﬂmi/ﬁ xd (/m (m1 —£)w(§)d£)
- m;Q_/inl ( / £)d¢ — / (my — ) (x)daz) (46)

A2 2
:( / 2) mg—ml
mg—ml

2 :
5 Examples of Optimal Diffusion Processes

In this section, we report the optimal results for three types of diffusion processes, namely Pearson class of diffusion
processes, diffusion processes with polynomial variance functions of degree higher than two, and the diffusion process
with Hyperexponential distribution as the stationary distribution which is an example of the class of diffusion

processes with non-polynomial variance function.



5.1 Pearson Class of Diffusion Processes

Diffusion processes whose drift and variance functions are polynomials of degrees at most one and two, respectively, are
referred to as the Pearson class of diffusion processes, since their stationary distribution satisfies the famous Pearson
equation ([I0). Thus, they are all optimal in terms of the convergence rate (A;). In Table[Il we have provided different
attributes of some of the well-known types of Pearson diffusion processes, including the stationary distributions,
along with their first and second moments, the spectrum of the corresponding infinitesimal generators (and A
which determines the optimal convergence rate), the corresponding differential equations and the optimal variance
functions (obtained using ([31)) along with its average and the interval. The Pearson diffusion processes included
in Table [ are also known as Pearson diffusion processes of the Hypergeometric type, since their corresponding
eigenfunctions are written in terms of either the Hypergeometric functions or the confluent Hypergeometric functions.
Among the Pearson diffusion processes included in Table [, for Hypergeometric, Jacobi, CIR, Ornstein-Uhlenbeck
processes, all moments of the stationary distributions have finite values, while for Fisher-Snedecor, Student and
Reciprocal Gamma processes, only finite number of moments of the stationary distributions have finite values. The
stationary distributions of Fisher-Snedecor, Student and Reciprocal Gamma processes, are also known as heavy-
tailed distributions, which are used in different applications including communication networks, insurance industry

and modeling the price of risky assets [13] [19] [15].

5.2 Diffusion Processes with Polynomial Variance Functions of Degree Higher than

Two

In this subsection, we consider a diffusion process where its variance function is a polynomial function with degree

higher than two. Considering the following stationary distribution,

o1 (1 _ .I)ﬂ_l (1 _ OA.I)_(OH_'EH_I)

W(x):B(Oéaﬂ)zFl(04+ﬁ+1,04,04+57@)7 (7
with |a] < 1, 0 < a, 8, the moments of the stationary distribution can be written as below
ml:B(oz—l—l,ﬁ)gFl((34—!—5—1—2,@—!—1,04—1—[3—|—1,a)7 (48)
B(a,B)oF (a+ 8+ 1, 0,00+ 5,a)
mz:B(a+2,6)2F1(a+6+2,a+2,a+6+2,a) (49)

B(Oé,ﬂ)QFl(Oé‘i-ﬂ—Fl,Oé,Oé—Fﬁ,az) ’

where o F} (.) is the Hypergeometric function as defined in Appendix [Bl Assuming the following average variance

7> B(a+1,+1)2Fi (a+B,a+1,a+5+2a) (50)
2 B B(Oé,ﬂ)QFl(Oé—Fﬁ-f-l,O[,O[—i-ﬂ,a) 7




Table 1: Optimal Pearson diffusion processes of the hypergeometric type with variance (o2(x)/2) of at most degree

two.
Eq;(]i;St': mi, An, o, (@) Process Name, 02(293)/2,
2 xT . . . i
me —mi A1 n Differential Equation a /2
z Interval w(z),
Beta: Hypergeometric Process,
2% (1-2)8 atl H ic Poly.: 42 ¢ (z) z(1 —z),

BGITED ( a++1/)3(+62+71) n(n+a+pB+1), . ypergeometﬁrlc 10 y.: - z(l—x) Lontp) 4 (it 1)(511)

-1 —lar Prl) | « 2 |2Fi(-n,n+ta+B+La+ iz dbn @+B+3)(a+BF+2)°
- €<[0°f’1[]j’ (a+pB+2)2(a+B+3) +h+ ’ ’ e+ 1) — (e + B+ 2) ] Ldz(””) tlatl—slatst2),

i nnt+a+B+1) ¢n(z) =0
Jacobi: .
- Jacobi Process 2
(1—2)*(1+x)P _B-a_ .  alB ) 1— 22,
T B0 7T atBt+2’ n(n+a+pB+1), Jacobi Poly.: PP (z) ) (1_m2)d2¢n2(z) F(B—a)—(a+B+ 4(at+1)(B+1)
“1<a,B Mot D(BH) | a4+ B+2  pFi(—nntat+f+latl; T o (o) A3 (aThrY)"
ve [_17 1}7 (&+B+2) (Q+B+3) 2):6] ;z- +n(n+a+,@+1)¢n(m) =0 /3—04— (a+[5’+2)z,
b)
Gamma: Zoe " CIR Process, z,
(at1)” a+1, n, Laguerre Poly.: LY (z) = 42 én () dén(2)
-1 <a, a+1 1 1Fi(—n;a+1; ) z—d;2 + (41— z)nte)l 4 a_{_}

z € [0, 00) negn () =0 a+ x,
Normal: 1
_(z—zg) zo, n, Hermite Poly.: H,(*=*0) = Ornstein-Uhlenbeck Process, )

e 2o —e0\n o —n l-n. —o2 24, (x B 1

Voro2 o 1 (5502 Fo (15 ooys) | ™ — e T g (a) = 0 o
z € (—00,00)
2\~ (at3) 2
2<a e B et O - O ks I
— El o — = 7 —_—— =
z € (Zoo, o) 200 — 1 (1+z3)"2 ddzn(l-i—;ﬁ)" T2 n (2a —n) ¢n(z) =0, (1-2a)z
In\icrsc Garinfa: 1 n(2a — n) for n [Ea=aTEa) Reciprocal Gamma Process, z2,
2= ot w Za—1° (=D™"\/ 2rzaricm 5 a2 (2) A (2) ool
g(ia) 7 % n=0,.,lal, 2041 L a7 , o2n-—2a-1_-1 T a2 + (1= (2a+1)z) dz 20—2°
IeTO:I;o) 2(a—1)(a—1) 200 — 1 T ev g (¢ e ) +n (20 —n) dn(x) =0 1— (2a+ 1)z
Snedecor-Fisher’s F-dist.: , Fisher Snedecor 2Diffusion (1 "y )
()%, Pt Ln(6+ vp — 2n), . (1 i Z—éw) Cop 4 z(1+557),
o T | 232 V1 (i + l) vl (Hl’n -5 %;7'%'%) vi_q 2 1 dén %7
5(3.%) (1+7) Ti(v2-27(va—1) va 2 (3o tom (G ra)e) @ G- (B g)e
x € [0, o) 2 ) 2

2"71271(6 +ve —2n)¢, =0

~(B(l—a)z+a.

Using the above results, the optimal convergence rate can be obtained from (34]).

5.3 Diffusion Processes with Non-Polynomial Variance Function

As an example of the diffusion processes where their variance function is a non-polynomial function, in this subsection,

we have provided the optimal convergence rate for the diffusion process with the hyperexponential distribution as

the stationary distribution. The hyperexponential distribution is the description of exponential processes in parallel

which can be written as below,

m(z) = (prme """ + panae” ™)

(53)




where, p;,m; > 0 for i = 1,2 and p; + p2 = 1. The hyperexponential distribution is the convex combination of two

gamma functions. First moment and variance of this distribution can be written as below,

my = ;i + 572, (54)
1 2
2
1 1
m2—m%=p—;+p—§+]91p2<———) . (55)
T moon2

The cumulative distribution function of the hyperexponential distribution is as following,
II(z) =1 — pre” ™% — poe™ %, (56)

Using (31), the variance function can be written as below,

o?(x) o

= s e (e () e (e () e

and based on (B4]), for the optimal convergence rate (A1), we have

52/2

2
p1  p2 1 _ 1
Tz T Pip2 (m 772)

A=

6 Conclusions

Considering all diffusion processes with the given stationary distribution and average variance, here in this paper,
we seek the diffusion process with the optimal convergence rate. In doing so, we have shown that the optimal drift
function is linear and the ratio of the average variance to the variance of the stationary distribution is an upper
bound on the convergence rate of the diffusion processes with given average variance and stationary distribution.
Furthermore, we have proved that the optimal relaxation time is a concave function of the stationary distribution.
An interesting topic worthy of further investigation is the extension of these analysis to fractional diffusion

processes.

A Optimal Results (Solution)

Integrating (29]), ¢1(z) can be written as a first degree polynomial of z, i.e.

o1(x) = Vvr + ¢, (58)



where ¢ is a constant. Hence, based on (B0)), u(z) can be written as p(z) = —A\z — (A /{/v) c. For given stationary
distribution (7(z)), domain of = (i.e., z1, 22) and the average variance 52/2, from fff ¢1(z)m(z)dx = 0, while
considering (E])), we have

Vomy + ¢ =0, (59)

where my is the first momentum of 7(z), (i.e., m; = fff am(z)dx). On the other hand, considering (&), from
Joim(x) (4 (z))*dz = 1, we have

vmag + 2¢y/vmy + ¢ =1, (60)

where my is the second momentum of w(z), (i.e., mg = f;f 227 (x)dz). From (BJ) and (60), for v and ¢, we have

v=1/ (mg — m%) , (61)
—my
Vmg —m3
Note that here v is the inverse of standard deviation of m(x) and ¢ is the inverse negative of the coefficient of variation

of w(z). Substituting (61) and ([©2) in (B, ¢1(z) can be written as in (B5). Thus, from B3] and @B0), p(z) is obtained

CcC =

(62)

as in (B6), and 0?(z) (given in [B7)) can be obtained from integrating (I0). Regarding the optimal convergence
rate (A1) (given in (34)), A1 can be obtained by substituting (1)) in B3]).
The constraint (24 should be satisfied, for all Q(z). From (B3], it is obvious that 6%Q(:z:) = /v. Substituting

this in constraint ([24)), the following can be concluded,

1
502 ()7 (x)

T=T1,T2

From (1), we have
5o @)

T=T1,T2 T=T1,T2

It is obvious that constraint (64]) holds true for = x;. Regarding the case of z = x2, we have

/Iz w(z)m(2)dz = /12 _T);l(bl (z)m(z)dz = 0. (65)

x1 1

The equalities above are based on (B0) and ([I6) (for m = 1, n = 0), respectively.



B

Hypergeometric Function

Hypergeometric function [2| [5] is defined as below,

2Fi(a, 8,7,8) = Z ; B): gr
r=0

where (a), is defined as (o), = a(a+1) - (a+r—1).
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