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Abstract

In this paper, a general stochastic optimization procedure is studied, unifying several
variants of the stochastic gradient descent such as, among others, the stochastic heavy
ball method, the Stochastic Nesterov Accelerated Gradient algorithm (S-NAG), and the
widely used ADAM algorithm. The algorithm is seen as a noisy Euler discretization of a
non-autonomous ordinary differential equation, recently introduced by Belotto da Silva and
Gazeau, which is analyzed in depth. Assuming that the objective function is non-convex
and differentiable, the stability and the almost sure convergence of the iterates to the set of
critical points are established. A noteworthy special case is the convergence proof of S-NAG
in a non-convex setting. Under some assumptions, the convergence rate is provided under
the form of a Central Limit Theorem. Finally, the non-convergence of the algorithm to
undesired critical points, such as local maxima or saddle points, is established. Here, the
main ingredient is a new avoidance of traps result for non-autonomous settings, which is of
independent interest.
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1 Introduction

Given a probability space =, an integer d > 0, and a function f : R? x = — R, consider the
problem of finding a local minimum of the function F(z) = E¢[f(z,€)] w.r.t. z € R, where
E¢ represents the expectation w.r.t. the random variable { on Z. The paper focuses on the
case where F' is possibly non-convex. It is assumed that the function F' is unknown to the
observer, either because the distribution of ¢ is unknown, or because the expectaction cannot
be evaluated. Instead, a sequence (&, : n > 1) of i.i.d. copies of the random variable ¢ is revealed
online.

While the Stochastic Gradient Descent is the most classical algorithm that is used to solve
such a problem, recently, several other algorithms became very popular. These include the
Stochastic Heavy Ball (SHB), the stochastic version of Nesterov’s Accelerated Gradient method
(S-NAG) and the large class of the so-called adaptive gradient algorithms, among which ADAM
[30] is perhaps the most used in practice. As opposed to the vanilla Stochastic Gradient Descent,
the study of such algorithms is more elaborate, for three reasons. First, the update of the
iterates involves a so-called momentum term, or inertia, which has the effect of “smoothing”
the increment between two consecutive iterates. Second, the update equation at the time index
n is likely to depend on n, making these systems inherently non-autonomous. Third, as far as
adaptive algorithms are concerned, the update also depends on some additional variable (a.k.a.
the learning rate) computed online as a function of the history of the computed gradients.

In this work, we study in a unified way the asymptotic behavior of these algorithms in the
situation where F' is a differentiable function which is not necessarily convex, and where the
stepsize of the algorithm is decreasing.

Our starting point is a generic non-autonomous Ordinary Differential Equation (ODE) intro-
duced by Belotto da Silva and Gazeau [9] (see also [8] for ADAM), depicting the continuous-time
versions of the aforementioned florilegium of algorithms. The solutions to the ODE are shown
to converge to the set of critical points of F'. This suggests that a general provably convergent



algorithm can be obtained by means of an Euler discretization of the ODE, including possible
stochastic perturbations. Special cases of our general algorithm include SHB, ADAM and S-
NAG. We establish the almost sure boundedness and the convergence to critical points. Under
additional assumptions, we obtain convergence rates, under the form of a central limit theorem.
These results are new. They extend the works of [24, 8] to a general setting. In particular, we
highlight the almost sure convergence result of S-NAG in a non-convex setting, which is new
to the best of our knowledge.

Next, we address the question of the avoidance of “traps”. In a non-convex setting, the set
of critical points of a function F' is generally larger than the set of local minimizers. A “trap”
stands for a critical point at which the Hessian matrix of F' has negative eigenvalues, namely,
it is a local maximum or saddle point. We establish that the iterates cannot converge to such
a point, if the noise is exciting in some directions. The result extends previous works of [24]
obtained in the context of SHB. This result not only allows to study a broader class of algo-
rithms but also significantly weakens the assumptions. In particular, [24] uses a sub-Gaussian
assumption on the noise and a rather stringent assumption on the stepsizes. The main diffi-
culty in the approach of [24] lies in the use of the classical autonomous version of Poincaré’s
invariant manifold theorem. The key ingredient of our proof is a general avoidance of traps
result, adapted to non-autonomous settings, which we believe to be of independent interest.
It extends usual avoidance of traps results to a non-autonomous setting, by making use of a
non-autonomous version of Poincaré’s theorem [17, 31].

Paper organization. In Section 2, we introduce and study the ODE’s governing our general
stochastic algorithm. We establish the existence and uniqueness of the solutions, as well as the
convergence to the set of critical points. In Section 3, we introduce the main algorithm. We
provide sufficient conditions under which the iterates are bounded and converge to the set of
critical points. A central limit theorem is stated. Section 4 introduces a general avoidance of
traps result for non-autonomous settings. Next, this result is applied to the proposed algorithm.
Sections 5, 6 and 7 are devoted to the proofs of the results of Sections 2, 3 and 4, respectively.

Notations. Given an integer d > 1, two vectors z,y € R?, and a real a, we denote by 2@y, 2©¢,
x/y, |x|, and \/m the vectors in R? whose i-th coordinates are respectively given by z;v;, x$,
i/ Yiy |24l \/m . Inequalities of the form x < y are to be read componentwise. The standard
Euclidean norm is denoted || - |. Notation M7T represents the transpose of a matrix M. For
z € R? and p > 0, the notation B(z, p) stands for the open ball of R? with center = and radius p.
We also write R, = [0,00). If 2 € R? and A = R?, we write dist(z, A) = inf{|z — 2/| : 2’ € A}.
By 14(z), we refer to the function that is equal to one if x € A and to zero elsewhere. The
set of zeros of a function h : R* — R? is zerh = {x : h(z) = 0}. Let D be a domain in
R9. Given an integer k > 0, the class C¥(D,R) is the class of D — R maps such that all their
partial derivatives up to the order k exist and are continuous. For a function h € C*(D,R) and
for every i € {1,...,d}, we denote as 6;%(:61, ..., xq) the k™ partial derivative of the function
h with respect to z;. When k = 1, we just write d;h(x1,...,24). The gradient of a function
F:R?Y - R at a point = € R? is denoted as VF(x), and its Hessian matrix at = is V2F(z) as
usual. For a function S : R? — R%, the notation VS(z) stands for the jacobian matrix of S at
point x.



2  Ordinary Differential Equations

2.1 A general ODE

Our starting point will be a non-autonomous ODE which is almost identical to the one intro-
duced in [9] and close to the one in [8]. Let F' be a function in C!'(R? R), let S be a continuous
R? — ]R‘Jir function, let h,r,p,q : (0,00) — R, be four continuous functions, and let ¢ > 0. Let
vp € RY and 29, mo € R%. Starting at v(0) = vg, m(0) = mg, and x(0) = z¢, our ODE on R
with trajectories in Z, = Ri x R? x R? reads

v(t) = p(t)S(x(t)) —alt)v(t)
m(t) = h(E)VEX(t)) — r(t)m(t) (ODE-1)

x(t) =-m(t)/4/v(t) +¢e
This ODE can be rewritten compactly in the following form. Write zg = (vg,mo, o), and

let z(t) = (v(t),m(t),x(t)) € Z4 for t € Ry. Let 2 = R? x R? x R?, and define the map
g: 24 x(0,00) > Z as

p(t)S(z) —q(t)v
9(2,t) = | h(O)VE() — r(tym 1)
—m/\/v+¢€

for z = (v,m,x) € Z,. With these notations, we can rewrite (ODE-1) as
z(0) = 29, z(t) = g(z(t),t) for t > 0.

By setting S(x) = VF(2)®? when necessary and by properly choosing the functions h, r, p,
and g, a large number of iterative algorithms used in Machine Learning can be obtained by
an Euler’s discretization of this ODE. For instance, choosing h(t) = r(t) = a(t,\, 1) and
p(t) = q(t) = a(t, A, az) with a(t,\,a) = A7} (1 — exp(—Aa))/(1 — exp(—at)) and A, a1,z > 0,
one obtains a version of the ADAM algorithm [30] (see [9, Sections 2.4-4.2] for details). To give
another less specific example, if we set p = q = 0, then the resulting ODE covers a family
of algorithms to which the well-known HEAVY BALL with friction algorithm [6] belongs. For
a comprehensive and more precise view of the deterministic algorithms that can be deduced
from (ODE-1) by an Euler’s discretization, the reader is referred to [9, Table 1].

In this paper, since we are rather interested in stochastic versions of these algorithms,
Eq. (ODE-1) will be the basic building block of the classical “ODE method” which is widely
used in the field of stochastic approximation [11]. In order to analyze the behavior of this
equation in preparation of the stochastic analysis, we need the following assumptions.

Assumption 2.1. The function F belongs to C'(R%,R) and VF is locally Lipschitz continuous.
Assumption 2.2. F is coercive, i.e., F(x) — 400 as |z — +c0.

Note that this assumption implies that the infimum F, of F' is finite, and the set zer VF' of
zeros of VF' is nonempty.

Assumption 2.3. The map S : R? — ]R‘Jir is locally Lipschitz continuous.
Assumption 2.4. The continuous functions h,r,p,q: (0,+0) — R, satisfy:
i) heCL((0,4m),Ry), h(t) <0 on (0,400) and the limit hy = limy_,o h(t) is positive.

ii) r and q are non-increasing and 7o, = limy_,o r(t) , gon = limy_o q(¢) are positive.



iii) p converges towards po, as t — o0.
iv) For all t € (0,400), r(t) = q(t)/4 and 1o, > gon /4
These assumptions are sufficient to prove the existence and the uniqueness of the solution

to (ODE-1) starting at a time ¢y > 0. The following additional assumption extends the solution
to t() = 0.

Assumption 2.5. Either h,r,p,q e C([0, +0),R,), or the following holds:
i) For every = € R%, we have S(x) = VF(x)®2.
ii) The functions %, ﬁ, t— th(t), t — tr(t), t — tp(t), t — tq(t) are bounded near zero.
iii) There exists tg > 0 such that for all ¢t < tg, 2r(t) — q(¢t) > 0.
iv) There exists § > 0 such that € Cl([0,6),R,).

v) The initial condition zy = (vg, Mg, xo) € Z, satisfies

(t) p(t)

. h .
mo = VF(xo) 1;%1 rD) and wvg = S(zo) ltll%l ab

Remark 1. The functions h,r, p,q corresponding to ADAM satisfy these conditions. We leave
the straightforward verifications to the reader. We just observe here that the function S that
will correspond to our stochastic algorithm in Section 3 below will satisfy Assumption 2.5-i) by
an immediate application of Jensen’s inequality.

The following theorem slightly generalizes the results of [9, Th. 3 and Th. 5].

Theorem 2.1. Let Assumptions 2.1 to 2.4 hold true. Consider zg € Z and tg > 0. Then, there
exists a unique global solution z : [ty, +o0) — Z, to (ODE-1) with initial condition z(¢y) = zo.
Moreover, z([tg, +0)) is a bounded subset of Z,. As t — 400, z(t) converges towards the set

T 2 {2z, = (oS (2x)/qo0, 0, %) : T4 € zer VF}. (2)
If, additionally, Assumption 2.5 holds, then we can take ty = 0.

Remark 2. Th. 2.1 only shows the convergence of the trajectory z(¢) towards a set. Conver-
gence of the trajectory towards a single point is not guaranteed when the set T is not countable.

Remark 3. A simpler version of (ODE-1) is obtained when omitting the momentum term. It

reads:
{V(t) = p(t)S(x(t)) — a(t)v(t) (ODE-1)

x(t) = —VF(x(t))/\N() T e.

This ODE encompasses the algorithms of the family of RMSPRoOP [43], as shown in [8, 9].
The approach for proving the previous theorem can be adapted to (ODE-1") with only minor
modifications. In the proofs below, we will point out the particularities of (ODE-1’) when
necessary.

The following paragraph is devoted to a particular case of (ODE-1), which does not satisfy
Assumption 2.4, and which requires a more involved treatment than (ODE-1').



2.2 The Nesterov case

The authors of [14], [42] and others studied the ODE
(t) + %xa) L VF(x(t) =0, a>0, FeCY(R%R),

which Euler’s discretization generates the well-known Nesterov’s accelerated gradient algorithm,
see also [5, 7]. This ODE can be rewritten as

{;? zfﬂgm—%mw (ODE-N)

which is formally the particular case of (ODE-1) that is taken for p(t) = q(t) = 0, h(t) = 1,
and r(t) = a/t. Obviously, this case is not covered by Assumption 2.4. Moreover, it turns out
that, contrary to the situation described in Remark 3 above, this case cannot be dealt with by a
straightforward adaptation of the proof of Th. 2.1. The reason for this is as follows. Heuristically,
the proof of Th. 2.1 is built around the fact that the solution of (ODE-1) “shadows” for large
t the solution of the autonomous ODE

v(t) = poS(x(t)) — quov(t)

m(t) = hoVF(x(t)) — rom(t)

; _ __m@®

x(t) = v(t)+e’
and the latter can be shown to converge to the set T defined in Eq. (2), either under As-
sumption 2.4 or for the algorithms covered by Remark 3. This idea does not work anymore
for (ODE-N), for its large-t autonomous counterpart

{mm = VF(x(t))
x(t) = —m(t).

can have solutions that do not converge to the critical points of F'. As an example of such
solutions, take d = 1 and F(x) = 22/2. Then, t — (cos(t),sin(¢)) is an oscillating solution of
the latter ODE.

Yet, we have the following result. Up to our knowledge, the proof of the convergence below
as t — 400 is new.

Theorem 2.2. Let Assumptions 2.1 and 2.2 hold true. Then, for each zo € R?, there exists a
unique bounded global solution (m,x) : Ry — R% x R? to (ODE-N) with the initial condition
(m(0),x(0)) = (0,z¢). As t — +0o0, (m(t),x(t)) converges towards the set

T = {(0,24) : 74 € zer VF}. (3)

2.3 Related works

The continuous-time dynamical system (ODE-1) we consider was first introduced in [9, Eq. (2.1)]
with § = VF®2. Th. 2.1 above is roughly the same as [9, Ths. 3 and 5], with some slight
differences regarding the assumptions on the function F', or Assumption 2.4-iv). We point
out that the main focus of [9] is to study the properties of the deterministic continous-time
dynamical system (ODE-1). In the present work, we highlight that the purpose of Th. 2.1 is to
pave the way to our analysis of the corresponding stochastic algorithms in Section 3.



Concerning Th. 2.2, the existence and the uniqueness of a global solution to (ODE-N) has
been previously shown in the literature, for instance in [14, Prop. 2.1] or in [42, Th. 1]. The
convergence statement in Th. 2.2 is new to the best of our knowledge. In particular, we stress
that we do not make any convexity assumption on F. The closest result we are aware of is the
one of Cabot-Engler-Gadat [14]. In [14, Prop. 2.5], it is shown that if x(¢) converges towards
some point Z, then necessarily Z is a critical point of F'. Our result in Th. 2.2 strengthens this
statement, by establishing that x(¢) actually converges to the set of critical points.

3 Stochastic Algorithms

In this section, we discuss the asymptotic behavior of stochastic algorithms that consist in noisy
Euler’s discretizations of (ODE-1) and (ODE-N) studied in the previous section.

We first set the stage. Let (Z,.7,u) be a probability space. Denoting as %(R?) the Borel
o-algebra on R?, consider a Z(R%) ® .7 -measurable function f : R? x Z — R that satisfies the
following assumption.

Assumption 3.1. The following conditions hold:
i) For every z € RY, f(x,-) is u-integrable.

ii) For every s € E, the map f(-, s) is differentiable. Denoting as V f(z, s) its gradient w.r.t. x,
the function V f(z,-) is integrable.

iii) There exists a measurable map x : R x Z — R, s.t. for every z € R? :

a) The map k(x,-) is pu—integrable,

b) There exists € > 0 s.t. for every s € =,
Vu,v € B(m,s), va(ua 5) - Vf(U,S)H < /-;(x,s)Hu - ’U” :

Under Assumption 3.1, we can define the mapping F : R — R as

F(z) = B[ f(z,8)] (4)

for all z € R?, where we write Eep(§) = §o(§)u(dE). It is easy to see that the mapping F is
differentiable,
VE(z) = B[V f(x,8)]

for all z € R%, and VF is locally Lipschitz.
Let (7n)n>1 be a sequence of positive real numbers satisfying

Assumption 3.2. v,41/7, — 1 and >, v, = +00.

Define for every integer n > 1
n
Tn = Z Vk -
k=1

Let (©,.%#,P) be a probability space, and let (&, : n = 1) be a sequence of iid random variables
defined from (Q2,.#,P) into (E, .7, u) with the distribution u.



Algorithm 1 (general algorithm)

Initialization: zp e Z,.

for n = 1 to njier do
Un+1 = (1 - 7n+1Qn)Un + 'Yn+1pnvf(xn7 §n+1)©2
Mp41 = (1 - 7n+1""n)mn + 7n+1hnvf(xna £n+1)

Tptl = Tp — 7n+1mn+1/\/vn+1 +e .

end for

3.1 General algorithm

Our first algorithm is a discrete and noisy version of (ODE-1). Let zg = (v, mg, zg) € Z+ and
ho, 0, P0, qo € (0,0). Define for every n > 1

h = h(7), Tn = 1(Ta), Pn = p(ma), and g, = q(7). (5)

The algorithm is written as follows.
We suppose throughout the paper that 1 —-,11¢, = 0 for all n € N. This will guarantee that

the quantity /v, + ¢ is always well-defined (see Algorithm 1). This mild assumption is satisfied

as soon as gy < il since the sequence (g,,) is non-increasing and the sequence of stepsizes (7;,)

can also be supposed to be non-increasing.
Since this algorithm makes use of the function V f(z, £)®? | a strengthening of Assumption 3.1
is required:

Assumption 3.3. In Assumption 3.1, Conditions ii) and iii) are respectively replaced with the
stronger conditions

ii") For each x € R%, the function Vf(x,-)®? is u -integrable.
iii") There exists a measurable map  : R? x = — R, s.t. for every z € R%:

a) The map k(z,-) is u—integrable.
b) There exists € > 0 s.t.

Vu,ve B(a,e), VS (u,s) = Vf(,8)] v [VFu5) = Tf(0, )% < rlz,s)u—ol.
Under Assumption 3.3, we can also define the mapping S : R? — R? as:
S(@) = Be[V (2, €)%
for all z € R%. Notice that Assumptions 2.1 and 2.3 are satisfied for F and S.
Assumption 3.4. Assume either of the following conditions.

i) There exists ¢ > 2 s.t. for every compact set K = R?,

SupEd\Vf(x7§)H2q <o and Z,},i+q/2 .
ekl

n

ii) For every compact set K < R?, there exists a real ox # 0 s.t.

E¢ expu, Vf(z,§) — VF(2))lzexc < exp (J,2C||u||2/2) and
E¢ explu, V f(z, {)92 — S(x))lex < exp (O’?CHUHQ/Q) ,

for every z,u € R%. Moreover, for every a > 0, Y exp(—a/v,) < ©.



Remark 4. We make the following comments regarding Assumption 3.4.

e Assumption 3.4-i) allows to use larger stepsizes in comparison to the classical condi-
tion Y ~2 < oo which corresponds to the particular case ¢ = 2.

e Recall that a random vector X is said to be subgaussian if there exists a real o # 0
st. EewX < e lul?/2 for every constant vector u € R?. In Assumption 3.4-ii), the
subgaussian noise offers the possibility to use a sequence of stepsizes with an even slower
decay rate than in Assumption 3.4-i).

Assumption 3.5. The set F'({x : VF(x) = 0}) has an empty interior.

Remark 5. Assumption 3.5 excludes a pathological behavior of the objective function F at
critical points. It is satisfied when F € C*(R? R) for k > d. Indeed, in this case, Sard’s theorem
stipulates that the Lebesgue measure of F({z : VF(z) = 0}) is zero in R.

Theorem 3.1. Let Assumptions 2.2, 2.4, and 3.2-3.5 hold true. Assume that the random
sequence (zp, = (Up,Mp,Ty) : n € N) given by Algorithm 1 is bounded with probability one.
Then, w.p.1, the sequence (z,) converges towards the set T defined in Eq. (2). If, in addition,
the set of critical points of the objective function F' is finite or countable, then w.p.1, the
sequence (z,) converges to a single point of T.

We now deal with the boundedness problem of the sequence (z,,). We introduce an additional
assumption for this purpose.

Assumption 3.6. The following conditions hold.
i) VF is (globally) Lipschitz continuous.
ii) There exists C' > 0 s.t. for all z € RY, E¢[|Vf(z,£)?] < C(1 + F(x)),
iii) >, 72 < 0.

Theorem 3.2. Let Assumptions 2.2, 2.4, 3.2, 3.3, 3.4-i) (with ¢ = 2) and 3.6 hold. Then, the
sequence (vy,, My, x,) given by Algorithm 1 is bounded with probability one.

Remark 6. The above stability result requires square summable step sizes. Showing the same
boundedness result under the Assumption 3.4 that allows for larger step sizes is a challeng-
ing problem in the general case. In these situations, the boundedness of the iterates can be
sometimes ensured by ad hoc means.

Remark 7. We can also consider the noisy discretization of (ODE-1") introduced in Remark 3
above. This algorithm reads

{ Un+1 = (1 - 'Yn+1Qn)Un + 7n+1pnvf(xn7 §n+1)®2 (63‘)
Tp+1 = Tp — ’Yn+1vf<xna §n+1)/\/ Un41 + € (6b)

for (vo, wo) € RE x R, With only minor adaptations, Th. 3.1 and Th. 3.2 can be shown to hold
as well for this algorithm. We refer to the concomitant paper [23, Sec. 2.2] for the link between
this algorithm and the seminal algorithms ADAGRAD [22] and RMSPRroP [43].



Algorithm 2 (S-NAG with decreasing steps)
Initialization: mg = 0,z € R7.
for n = 1 to njier do
Mp1 = (1 = aVni1/Tn)mn + Y41V f (T, §ni1)

Tn+l = Tp — Yn+1Mn41 -
end for

3.2 Stochastic Nesterov’s Accelerated Gradient (S-NAG)

S-NAG is the noisy Euler’s discretization of (ODE-N). Given a > 0, it generates the sequence
(T, ) on R? x R given by Algorithm 2.

Assumption 3.7. Assume either of the following conditions.

i) There exists ¢ > 2 s.t. for every compact set K = R?,

supEe [V f(2,8)[9 < oo and Y 44T9% < 0.
zell ~

ii) For every compact set K < R?, there exists a real ox # 0 s.t.
E¢ exp(u, V f(2,€) — VF(2))Lrex < exp (oic|ul?/2)
for every x,u € R%. Moreover, for every a > 0, Y exp(—a/vy,) < 0.

Theorem 3.3. Let Assumptions 2.2, 3.1, 3.2, 3.5 and 3.7 hold true. Assume that the random
sequence (Y, = (My,zy,) : n € N) given by Algorithm 2 is bounded with probability one. Then,
w.p.1, the sequence (y,,) converges towards the set T defined in Eq. (3). If, in addition, the set
of critical points of the objective function F is finite or countable, then w.p.1, the sequence (yy,)
converges to a single point of Y.

The almost sure boundedness of the sequence (y,) is handled in what follows.

Theorem 3.4. Let Assumptions 2.2, 3.1, 3.2 and 3.6 hold. Then, the sequence (y, = (my, z,) :
n € N) given by Algorithm 2 is bounded with probability one.

Remark 8. Assumption 3.4-i) in Th. 3.2 is not needed for Th. 3.4.

3.3 Central Limit Theorem
In this section, we establish a conditional central limit theorem for Algorithm 1.
Assumption 3.8. Let z, € zer VF. The following holds.

i) F is twice continuously differentiable on a neighborhood of x, and the Hessian V2F(x,)
is positive definite.
ii) S is continuously differentiable on a neighborhood of x,.
iii) There exists M > 0 and by > 4 s.t.

sup e[|V f(x,€)|"M] < 0, (7)
zeB(z«,M)
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Under Assumptions 2.4-i) to iii), it follows from Eq. (5) that the sequences (hy,), (70), (Pn)
and (gy,) of nonnegative reals converge respectively to hqy, e, Do and go, where hqyy, 740 and goo
are supposed positive. Define v, = ¢;'psS(z.). Consider the matrix

V < diag ((e + v*)G*%) . ®)

Let P be an orthogonal matrix s.t. the following spectral decomposition holds:

. Define

HA _TooId hoov2F<x*)
4 0

where I is the d x d identity matrix. Then the matrix H is Hurwitz. Indeed, it can be shown
that the largest real part of the eigenvalues of H coincides with —L, where

Lé%<1\/<14]ﬁf§:1>vo>>o. (9)

Assumption 3.9. The sequence (7,) is given by 7, = ;’—3 for some « € (0, 1], 7o > 0. Moreover,
if @« = 1, we assume that g >

1

2(LAgo) *

Theorem 3.5. Let Assumptions 2.4-i) to iii), 3.3, 3.8 and 3.9 hold. Consider the iterates
Zn, = (Un, Mp, xy,) given by Algorithm 1. Set § = 0 if o < 1 and 6 = 1/(2v) if @ = 1. Assume
that the event {z, — z.}, where z, = (v.,0,z,), has a positive probability. Then, given that
event,

1
n ] = N(0,T),
VIn T — Tx

where = stands for the convergence in distribution and N(0,T") is a centered Gaussian dis-
tribution on R?¢ with a covariance matrix I' given by the unique solution to the Lyapunov
equation

(H + 0L)T + T(H + 0L)" = — [COV(hoon (22, )) o] |

0 0

In particular, given {z, — 2.}, the vector /7, ! (z, — ) converges in distribution to a centered
Gaussian distribution with a covariance matrix given by:

. Cry “lys

Lo vip , P~lvz (10)
oo_ 20(0—r« —m)?
%(m + Ty + (hoor )) + é?foojg)") k.l=1..d

where C' = PV 2E [V (., )V f(x,,6)T] VEP.
A few remarks are in order.
e The matrix I'y coincides with the limiting covariance matrix associated to the iterates

Mp41 = My + 'Yn-i—l(hoovvf(xna §n+1) - 7noornn)
Tn+l = Tnp — Yn+1Mn41 -

This procedure can be seen as a preconditioned version of the stochastic heavy ball algo-
rithm [24] although the iterates are not implementable because of the unknown matrix V.
Notice also that the limiting covariance Iy depends on v, but does not depend on the fluctu-
ations of the sequence (vy,).

11



e When hy = 7o (which is the case for ADAM), we recover the expression of the asymptotic
covariance matrix previously provided in [8, Section 5.3] and the remarks formulated therein.

e The assumption ro, > 0 is crucial to establish Th. 3.5. For this reason, Th. 3.5 does not
generalize immediately to Algorithm 2. The study of the fluctuations of Algorithm 2 is left
for future works.

3.4 Related works

In [24], Gadat, Panloup and Saadane study the SHB algorithm, which is a noisy Euler’s dis-
cretization of (ODE-1) in the situation where h = r and p = g = 0 (i.e., there is no v variable).
In this framework, if we set h = r =r > 0 in Algorithm 1 above, then Th. 3.1 above recovers the
analogous case in [24, Th. 2.1], which is termed as the exponential memory case. The other im-
portant case treated in [24] is the case where h(t) = r(t) = r/t for some r > 0, referred to as the
polynomially memory case. Actually, it is known that the ODE obtained for h(t) = r(¢t) = r/t
and p = q = 0 boils down to (ODE-N) after a time variable change (see, e.g., Lem. 5.3 below).
Nevertheless, we highlight that the stochastic algorithm that stems from this ODE and that
is studied in [24] is different from the S-NAG algorithm introduced above which stems from a
different ODE (ODE-N). Hence, the convergence result of Th. 3.3 for the S-NAG algorithm
we consider is not covered by the analysis of [24].

The specific case of the ADAM algorithm is analyzed in [8] in both the constant and vanishing
stepsize settings (see [8, Ths. 5.2-5.4] which are the analogues of our Ths. 3.1-3.2). Note that
we deal with a more general algorithm in the present paper. Indeed, Algorithm 1 offers some
freedom in the choice of the functions h, r, p, ¢ satisfying Assumption 2.4 beyond the specific case
of the ADAM algorithm studied in [8]. Apart from this generalization, we also emphasize some
small improvements. Regarding Theorem 3.1, we provide noise conditions allowing to choose
larger stepsizes (see Assumption 3.4 compared to [8, Assumption 4.2]). Concerning the stability
result (Th.3.2), we relax [8, Assumption 5.3-(iii)] which is no more needed in the present paper
(see Assumption 3.6) thanks to a modification of the discretized Lyapunov function used in the
proof (see Section 6.4 compared to [8, Section 9.2]).

In most generality, the almost sure convergence result of the iterates of Algorithm 1 using
vanishing stepsizes (Ths. 3.1-3.2) is new to the best of our knowledge. Moreover, while some
recent results exist for S-NAG in the constant stepsize and for convex objective functions (see
for e.g. [4]), Ths. 3.3 and 3.4 which tackle the possibly non-convex setting are also new to the
best of our knowledge.

In the work [23] that was posted on the arXiv repository a few days after our submission,
Gadat and Gavra study the specific case of the algorithm described in Eq. (6) encompassing
both ADAGRAD and RMSPROP, with the possibility to use mini-batches. For this specific
algorithm, the authors establish a similar almost sure convergence result to ours [23, Th. 1] for
decreasing stepsizes and derive some quantitative results bounding in expectation the gradient
of the objective function along the iterations for constant stepsizes [23, Th. 2]. We highlight
though that they do not consider the presence of momentum in the algorithm. Therefore, their
analysis does not cover neither Algorithm 1 nor Algorithm 2.

In contrast to our analysis, some works in the literature explore the constant stepsize regime
for some stochastic momentum methods either for smooth [44] or weakly convex objective
functions [33]. Furthermore, concerning Apam-like algorithms, several recent works control the
minimum of the norms of the gradients of the objective function evaluated at the iterates of the
algorithm over N iterations in expectation or with high probability [18, 46, 15, 47, 16, 45, 1, 19, 2]
and establish regret bounds in the convex setting [2].
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Similar central limit theorems to Th. 3.5 are established in the cases of the stochastic heavy
ball algorithm with exponential memory [24, Th. 2.4] and Apam [8, Th. 5.7]. In comparison
to [24], we precise that our theorem recovers their result and provides a closed formula for the
asymptotic covariance matrix I'y. Our proof of Th. 3.5 differs from the strategies adopted in
[24] and [8].

4 Avoidance of Traps

In Th. 3.1 and Th. 3.3 above, we established the almost sure convergence of the iterates x,,
towards the set of critical points of the objective function F' for both Algorithms 1 and 2.
However, the landscape of F' can contain what is known as “traps” for the algorithm, namely,
critical points where the Hessian matrix of F' has negative eigenvalues, making these critical
points local maxima or saddle points. In this section, we show that the convergence of the
iterates to these traps does not take place if the noise is exciting in some directions.

Starting with the contributions of Pemantle [39] and Brandiére and Duflo [13], the numerous
so-called avoidance of traps results that can be found in the literature deal with the case where
the ODE that underlies the stochastic algorithm is an autonomous ODE. Obviously, this is
neither the case of (ODE-1), nor of (ODE-N). To deal with this issue, we first state a general
avoidance of traps result that extends [39, 13] to a non-autonomous setting, and that has an
interest of its own. We then apply this result to Algorithms 1 and 2.

4.1 A general avoidance-of-traps result in a non-autonomous setting

The notations in this subsection and in Sections 7.1-7.2 are independent from the rest of the
paper. We recall that for a function h : R4 — R? | we denote by 8fh(x1, ..., xq) the k™™ partial
derivative of the function h with respect to x;.

The setting of our problem is as follows. Given an integer d > 0 and a continuous function
b:R% xR, — R? we consider a stochastic algorithm built around the non-autonomous ODE
2(t) = b(z(t),t). Let z, € R% and assume that on V x R, where V is a certain neighborhood of
Zs, the function b can be developed as

b(z,t) = D(z — zi) + e(z, ), (11)

where e(z,-) = 0, and where the matrix D € R%*? is assumed to admit the following spectral
factorization: Given 0 < d~ < d and 0 < d™ < d with d~ + d* = d, we can write

D=0QAQ!, A= [A_ A+] , (12)

where the Jordan blocks that constitute A~ € RY 4" (respectively A* € R? *4") are those
that contain the eigenvalues \; of D for which \; < 0 (respectively ®\; > 0). Since d* > 0,
the point z, is an unstable equilibrium point of the ODE z(t) = b(z(), ), in the sense that the
ODE solution will only be able to converge to z, along a specific so-called invariant manifold
which precise characterization will be given in Section 7.1 below.

We now consider a stochastic algorithm that is built around this ODE. The condition d* > 0
makes that z, is a trap that the algorithm should desirably avoid. The following theorem states
that this will be the case if the noise term of the algorithm is omnidirectional enough. The idea
is to show that the case being, the algorithm trajectories will move away from the invariant
manifold mentioned above.
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Theorem 4.1. Given a sequence (7,) of nonnegative deterministic stepsizes such that >, v, =
+00, 3 42 < 400, and a filtration (%), consider the stochastic approximation algorithm in R¢

Zn+1 = Zn + ’7n+1b('zn,7'n) + Yn+1Mn+1 + Yn+1Pn+1

where 7, = >/, v,. Assume that the sequences (1,) and (p,) are adapted to .%#,, and that z
is .Zy-measurable. Assume that there exists z, € R? such that Eq. (11) holds true on V x R,
where V is a neighborhood of z,. Consider the spectral factorization (12), and assume that
dt > 0. Assume moreover that the function e at the right hand side of Eq. (11) satisfies the
conditions:

i) e(zx,-) = 0.

i) On V x R, the functions d§0¥e(z,t) exist and are continuous for 0 < n < 2 and 0 <
kE+n<2.

i17) The following convergence holds :

lim )H&le(z,t)ﬂ =0. (13)

(2,6)— (2,0

iv) There exist ty > 0 and a neighborhood W < R? of z, s.t.

sup ||d2e(z,t)]] < + oo and sup H@%e(z,t)H< + .
zeW., t=tg zeW, t=tg

Moreover, suppose that :
v) 3, pns1]?Lz,ew < 00 almost surely.
vi) imsup B[ 1||* | Znll., ew < 0, and E[nny1 | Zn]ls,ew = 0.
vii) Writing 71, = Q" 'n, = (7, ,7;F) with 7T € ]Rdi, for some ¢? > 0, it holds that

lim inf B[ 7,7, 2 | Zalloew = Al,om

Then, P([z, — z]) = 0.

Remark 9. Assumptions i) to iv) of Th. 4.1 are related to the function e defined in Eq. (11),
which can be seen as a non-autonomous perturbation of the autonomous linear ODE z(t) =
D(z(t) — z.). These assumptions guarantee the existence of a local (around the unstable equi-
librium z,.) non-autonomous invariant manifold of the non-autonomous ODE z(t) = b(z(t),t)
with enough regularity properties, as provided by Prop. 7.1 and Prop. 7.3 below.

4.2 Application to the stochastic algorithms
4.2.1 Trap avoidance of the general algorithm 1

In Th. 3.1 above, we showed that the sequence (z,) generated by Algorithm 1 converges almost
surely towards the set Y defined in Eq. (2). Our purpose now is to show that the traps
in T (to be characterized below) are avoided by the stochastic algorithm 1 under a proper
omnidirectionality assumption on the noise.

Our first task is to write Algorithm 1 in a manner compatible with the statement of Th. 4.1.
The following decomposition holds for the sequence (z,, = (vy,, My, x,),n € N) generated by this
algorithm:

Zn+l1 = Zn T+ 7n+lg(zna7'n) + Yn+1Mn+1 + Vn+1Pn+1,

14



Mp _ _ _ Mn41l
> Vonte VUnt1te )’
spect to the filtration (., ) which is defined by Eq. (28).

Observe from Eq. (2) that each z, € T is written as z, = (v4, 0, x,) where z, € zer VF, and
vy = q'PoS(x,) (in particular, z, and z, are in a one-to-one correspondence). We need to

linearize the function g(-,t) around z,. The following assumptions will be required.

where pp11 = (0 ,0 and where 7,41 is the martingale increment with re-

Assumption 4.1. The functions F and S belong respectively to C*(R% R) and C2(R%,R%).

Assumption 4.2. The functions h, r, p, q belong to C'((0, ), R, ) and have bounded derivatives
on [tg, +00) for some ty > 0.

Lemma 4.2. Let Assumptions 2.4-i) to iii), 4.1 and 4.2 hold. Let z, = (v.,0,z,) € T. Then,
for every z € Z, and every t > 0, the following decomposition holds true:

g(z,t) = D(z — z) + e(z,t) + c(t),

—qoly 0 ppVS(z) p(t)S(2x) — q(t)vs
where D = 0 —roly hoV2F(z,) |, ct) = 0 ,
0 -V 0 0

and the function e(z,t) (defined in Section 7.3.1 below for conciseness) has the same properties
as its analogue in the statement of Th. 4.1.

Using this lemma, the algorithm iterate 2,41 can be rewritten as an instance of the algorithm
in the statement of Th. 4.1, namely,

Zn4+1 = Zn + ’7n+1b(3na7'n) + Yn+1Tn+1 T Yn+1Pn+1, (14)

where in our present setting, b(z,t) = g(z,t) — c(t) = D(z — z,) + e(z,t) and p, = c(T—-1) + pn.
In the following assumption, we use the well-known fact that a symmetric matrix H has the
same inertia as AHAT for an arbitrary invertible matrix A.

Assumption 4.3. Let z, € zer VF, let v, = ¢;'peS(z), and define the diagonal matrix
V = diag((v. + 6)67%) as in (8). Assume the following conditions:

: 2
i) 2in (qeoPn — Poon)” < 0,
i) The Hessian matrix V2F(z,) has a negative eigenvalue.

iii) There exists § > 0 such that sup,cp,, 5 Ee[|Vf(z,€)[%] < .

iv) Defining II,, as the orthogonal projector on the eigenspace of ViV2F (:c*)V% that is asso-
ciated with the negative eigenvalues of this matrix, it holds that

M, V3E(Vf (22, &) — VF(2.))(Vf (0, €) — VF(2,))"V3II, # 0.

Theorem 4.3. Let Assumptions 2.4, 3.3, and 4.1, 4.2 hold true. Let z, € T be such that
Assumption 4.3 holds true for this z,. Then, the eigenspace associated with the eigenvalues
of D with positive real parts has the same dimension as the eigenspace of V2F(x,) associated
with the negative eigenvalues of this matrix. Let (z, = (vn,mn,zy) : n € N) be the random
sequence generated by Algorithm 1 with stepsizes satisfying Y. 7, = +o0 and >, 72 < +o0.
Then, P([z, — z]) = 0.

The assumptions and the result call for some comments.
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Remark 10. The definition of a trap as regards the general algorithm in the statement of
Th. 4.1 is that the matrix D in Eq. (11) has eigenvalues with positive real parts. Th. 4.3
states that this condition is equivalent to V2F(x,) having negative eigenvalues. What’s more,
the dimension of the invariant subspace of D corresponding to the eigenvalues with positive
real parts is equal to the dimension of the negative eigenvalue subspace of V2F(z,). Thus,
Assumption 4.3—iv) provides the “largest” subspace where the noise energy must be non zero
for the purpose of avoiding the trap.

Remark 11. Assumptions 4.2 and 4.3-i) are satisfied by many widely studied algorithms,
among which RMSPRrRoOP and ADAM.

Remark 12. The results of Th. 4.3 can be straightforwardly adapted to the case of (ODE-1).
Assumption 4.3-iv) on the noise is unchanged.

In the case of the S-NAG algorithm, the assumptions become particularly simple. We state
the afferent result separately.

4.2.2 Trap avoidance for S-NAG
Assumption 4.4. Let z, € zer VF and let the following conditions hold.
i) The Hessian matrix V2F(z,) has a negative eigenvalue.

ii) There exists 6 > 0 such that sup,cp(s, 4 Ee[|V £ (z, €)Y < oo.

iii) T Ee(V f(24,&) — VF(2.))(Vf (24, &) — VF(2,)) T, # 0, where I, is the orthogonal

projector on the eigenspace of V2F(z,) associated with its negative eigenvalues.

Theorem 4.4. Let Assumptions 2.4, 3.1, 4.1 and 4.4 hold. Define y, = (0,z.). Let (y, =
(mp,zy) : n € N) be the random sequence given by Algorithm 2 with stepsizes satisfying
> =+ and >, 2 < +00. Then, P([y, — y.]) = 0.

4.3 Related works

Up to our knowledge, all the avoidance of traps results that can be found in the literature,
starting from [39, 13], refer to stochastic algorithms that are discretizations of autonomous
ODE’s (see for e.g., [11, Sec. 9] for general Robbins Monro algorithms and [34, Sec. 4.3] for
SGD). In this line of research, a powerful class of techniques relies on Poincaré’s invariant
manifold theorem for an autonomous ODE in a neighborhood of some unstable equilibrium
point. In our work, we extend the avoidance of traps results to a non-autonomous setting, by
borrowing a non-autonomous version of Poincaré’s theorem from the rich literature that exists
on the subject [17, 31].

In [24], the authors succeeded in establishing an avoidance of traps result for their non-
autonomous stochastic algorithm which is close to our S-NAG algorithm (see the discussion at
the end of Section 3.4 above), at the expense of a sub-Gaussian assumption on the noise and
a rather stringent assumption on the stepsizes. The main difficulty in the approach of [24] lies
in the use of the classical autonomous version of Poincaré’s theorem (see [24, Remark 2.1}).
This kind of difficulty is avoided by our approach, which allows to obtain avoidance of traps
results with close to minimal assumptions. More recently, in the contribution of [23] discussed
in Sec. 3.4, the authors establish an avoidance of traps result ([23, Th. 3]) for the algorithm
described in Eq. (6) using techniques inspired from [39, 11]. As previously mentioned, this recent
work does not handle momentum and hence neither Algorithm 1 nor Algorithm 2. Moreover,
as indicated in our discussion of [24], our strategy of proof is different.
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Taking another point of view as concerns the trap avoidance, some recent works [32, 21, 28,
36, 37] address the problem of escaping saddle points when the algorithm is deterministic but
when the initialization point is random. In contrast to this line of research, our work considers
a stochastic algorithm for which randomness enters into play at each iteration of the algorithm
via noisy gradients.

5 Proofs for Section 2

5.1 Proof of Th. 2.1

The arguments of the proof of this theorem that we provide here follow the approach of [9] with
some small differences. Close arguments can be found in [8]. We provide the proof here for
completeness and in preparation of the proofs that will be related with the stochastic algorithms.

5.1.1 Existence and uniqueness
The following lemma guarantees that the term +/v(¢) + ¢ in (ODE-1) is well-defined.

Lemma 5.1. Let tg € Ry and T € (tp,0]. Assume that there exists a solution z(t) =
(v(t),m(t),x(t)) to (ODE-1) on [to,T) for which v(tg) = 0. Then, for all ¢ € [ty,T), v(t) = 0.

Proof. Assume that v = mf{t € [to,T) v( ) < 0} satisfies v < T. If v(tgp) > 0, Gronwall’s
lemma implies that v(t) = v(tg) exp(— St on [tg,v] which is in contradiction with the fact
that v(v) = 0. If v(ty) = 0, since v < T there exists t1 € (to,v) s.t. v(t1) < 0. Hence, using
the first equation from (ODE-1), we obtain v(¢;) > 0. This brings us back to the first case,
replacing to by t;. O

Recall that F, = inf F' is finite by Assumption 2.2. Of prime importance in the proof will
be the energy (Lyapunov) function € : Ry x Z; — R, defined as

2

= , (15)

E(h, Z) = h(F(x) — F*) + m

1
2

for every h > 0 and every z = (v,m,x) € Z,. This function is slightly different from its
analogues that were used in [3, 8, 9].

Consider (¢,z) € (0,+0) x Z; and set z = (v, m,z). Then, using Assumption 2.1, we can
write

0E(h(t), z) +(V:E(h(t), 2), 9(2,1))

b (F@) - F) - 2" s t
= h(t)(F(z) — *)*ﬁmm() () —a(t)v)
(o pr MOVF@) —(tm) — oy bV F (@)
2
q(t) m : p(t) m®?
<~ (10~ "P) | +hoEe - r) - P, T )

With the help of this function, we can now establish the existence, the uniqueness and the
boundedness of the solution of (ODE-1) on [tg,00) for an arbitrary to > 0.

Lemma 5.2. For each ¢y > 0 and zp € Z;, (ODE-1) has a unique solution on [ty, ) starting
at z(tg) = zp. Moreover, the orbit {z(t) : t > o} is bounded.
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Proof. Let tg > 0, and fix 29 € Z,. On each set of the type [to, to+ A] x B(zo, R) where A, R > 0
and B(zg, R) < (—¢,0)% x R? x RY, we easily obtain from our assumptions that the function
g defined in (1) is continuous, and that g(-,¢) is uniformly Lipschitz on t € [to,tg + A]. In
these conditions, Picard’s theorem asserts that (ODE-1) starting from z(¢y) = 2o has a unique
solution on a certain maximal interval [tp,T"). Lem. 5.1 shows that v(¢) = 0 on this interval.

Let us show that T' = co. Applying Ineq. (16) with (v, m,z) = (v(t),m(t),x(¢)) and using
Assumption 2.4, we obtain that the function ¢t — E(h(t),z(t)) is decreasing on [to,T"). By the
coercivity of F' (Assumption 2.2) and Assumption 2.4-i), we get that the trajectory {x(t)} is
bounded. Recall the equation m(t) = h(¢)VE(x(t)) — r(t)m(t). Using the continuity of the
functions VF, h and r along with Gronwall’s lemma, we get that {m(¢)} is bounded if T' < o0.
We can show a similar result for {v(¢)}. Thus, {z(¢)} is bounded on [to,T) if T' < oo which is a
contradiction, see, e.g., [26, Cor.3.2].

It remains to show that the trajectory {z(¢)} is bounded. To that end, let us apply the
variation of constants method to the equation m(t) = h(t)VF(x(t)) — r(t)m(t). Writing R(t) =
S;O r(u) du, we get that

d

= (" Om(1)) = " OhOVF((2)).

Therefore, for every t > g,

¢

m(t) = e FOm(to) + f MW= RO b () V F (x(u))du .
to

Using the continuity of VF together with the boundedness of x, Assumption 2.4 and the triangle

inequality, we obtain the existence of a constant C' > 0 independent of ¢ s.t.

t 1
Im(#) —m(to) || — Im(to)ll < Ch(to)f o Srs) ds gy,

to

t
< Ch(to) f erolt=u) gy, < ENO)

to T

The same reasoning applies to v(t) using the continuity of S and Assumption 2.4. This completes
the proof. O

We can now extend this solution to ¢ty = 0 along the approach of [9], where the detailed
derivations can be found. The idea is to replace h(¢) with h(max(n,t)) for some n > 0 and to
do the same for p, q, and r. It is then easy to see that the ODE that is obtained by doing these
replacements has a unique global solution on R,. By making n — 0 and by using the Arzela-
Ascoli theorem along with Assumption 2.5, we obtain that (ODE-1) has a unique solution on
R,.

5.1.2 Convergence

The first step in this part consists in transforming (ODE-1) into an autonomous ODE by
including the time variable into the state vector. More specifically, we start with the following

ObE z(t t t 0
][] [23)-[2)

then, we perform the following change of variable in time

i P
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allowing the solution to lie in a compact set.

We initialize the above ODE at a time instant ty > 0. Define the functions H,R,P,Q :
Ry — Ry by setting H(s) = h(1/s), R(s) = r(1/s), P(s) = p(1/s); Q(s) = q(1/s) for s > 0;
H(0) = he, R(0) = 7o, P(0) = py and Q(0) = gs. Our autonomous dynamical system can
then be described by the following system of equations:

v(t) = P(s(@)Sx(t) — Qs(t))v(t
m(t) = H(s@®)VE () — R(s(t))m(t)

e )
s(t) = —s(t)”

Since the solution of the ODE §(t) = —s(t)? for which s(tg) = 1/tq is s(t) = 1/t, the trajectory
{s(t)} is bounded. The three remaining equations are a reformulation of (ODE-1) for which the
trajectories have already been shown to exist and to be bounded in Lem. 5.2. In the sequel,
we denote by ® : Z, x Ry — Z, x R, the semiflow induced by the autonomous ODE (17),
i.e., for every u = (z,s) € Z; x Ry, ®(u,-) is the unique global solution to the autonomous
ODE (17) initialized at u. Observe that the orbits of this semiflow are precompact. Moreover,
the function ®((z,0), -) is perfectly defined for each z € Z, since the associated solution satisfies
the ODE (19) defined below, which three first equations satisfy the hypotheses of Lem. 5.2.
Consider now a continuous function V : Z; x Ry — R defined by:

V(u) =& H(s),2), u=(z5)€Z; x(0,0).
As for Ineq. (16) above, we have here that

2
Ly (@ 1) < - <r(t) - q?)

m(t)
(v(t) + )3

dt

m(t)*
(v(t) +)®2
if s > 0, and the same inequality with (h(t), p(t),r(t),q(t)) being replaced with (0, pes, 7o, Goo)
otherwise.
Since V o ®(u,-) is non-increasing and nonnegative, we can define Vi, 2 limy_, o, V(P (u,t)).
Let w(u) = (20 Uiss @(u,t) be the w-limit set of the semiflow @ issued from u. Recall that
w(u) is an invariant set for the flow ®(u,-), and that

dist(®(u,t),w(u)) 0 0,

ShOF6) - F) - ")

see, e.g., [25, Th. 1.1.8]). In order to finish the proof of Th. 2.1, we need to make explicit the
structure of w(u).
We know from La Salle’s invariance principle that w(u) = V~1(Vy). In particular,

Vyew(u), Vi =0, V(®(y,t)) =V(y) = Vi (18)

by the invariance of w(u).
From ODE (17), we have that any y € w(u) is of the form y = (z,0) since s(t) — 0. As a
consequence, ®(y, ) is a solution to the autonomous ODE

V(t) = peS(x(t) — quv(t)

k(i)) - m(t)( (t)) (t) 19)
VoE=
(1) =0.



The three first equations can be written in a more compact form :

2(t) = goo(2(t)) (20)
where z(t) = (v(t), m(t),x(t)), and

PoS(T) — qoov
g (2) = tli}rroég(z,t) = | hoVF(x) — room

—m/y/v+e

for each z € Z,. Consider y = (v,m,z,0) € w(u). Using Eq. (18), we obtain that dV (®(y,t))/dt =
0, which implies that

(e-%)

for all (v(t),m(t),x(t),0) = ®(y,t). As a consequence, Assumption 2.4-iv) gives m(t) = m = 0,
and then, x(t) = x for some z s.t. VF(z) = 0 using ODE (19). We now turn to showing
that v(t) = v = pS(x)/qe. We have proved so far that any element y € w(u) is written
y = (v,0,2,0) where VF(z) = 0. The component v(-) of ®(y,-) is a solution to the ODE
V(t) = peuS(x) — quov(t) and is thus written

P () —qoot 0S(x)
v(t) = ——= + e v — —=). 21

() doo ( doo ) 1)
Fixing z, let S, be the section of w(u) defined by:

= 2 m ®2
ﬁ T P2 osey), —mW

4 (v(t) +€)®

)=0

Njw

S,w(u) = {yew(u) cy = (9,0,z,0), ﬁeRi}.

As w(u) is invariant, we have S,w(u) = S, P(w(u),t) for all ¢ > 0. Since the set {0 €
R? s.t. (9,0,2,0) € Syw(u)} lies in a compact, we deduce from Eq. (21) that this set is re-
duced to the singleton {pyS(x)/qs} and in particular v = py,S(2)/qe. Therefore, the union of
w-limit sets of the semiflow ® induced by ODE (17) coincides with the set of equilibrium points
of this semiflow. The latter set itself corresponds to the set of points (z,0) s.t. z € zer go. It
remains to notice that T = zer go, to finish the proof.

Remark 13. Commenting on Remark 3, the same proof works for (ODE-1") by using the
function F' — F, as a Lyapunov function. The corresponding limit set (as t — +00) is then of
the form

{Zoo = (oo, Top) €RE X RY 2 VF(i00) = 0,00 = ponS(Fop) /Goo }-

Similarly, if we set p = q = 0 in (ODE-1) and we keep what remains in Assumption 2.4, the
function h(t)(F(z) — F.) + 1| m/|* works as a Lyapunov function, and the limit set has the form
{(0,z) : VF(z) = 0}.

5.2 Proof of Th. 2.2

The existence and the uniqueness of the solution to (ODE-N) have been shown in the literature.
We refer to [14, Prop. 2.1-2.2.c)] for an identical statement of this result and [42, Th. 1, Ap-
pendix A] for a complete proof. The boundedness of the solution follows immediately from the
coercivity of F together with the fact that the function t — F(x(t)) + | m(#)|? is nonincreasing.

Concerning the convergence statement, our proof is based on comparing the solutions
of (ODE-N) to the solutions of the ODE in [24, Eq. (2.3)]. We first note that under a change
of variable, a solution to (ODE-N) gives a solution to [24, Eq. (2.3)].
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Lemma 5.3. Let (m,x) be a solution to (ODE-N). Define y(¢) =
with kK = /2o + 2 and 8 = %2. Then, (y,u) verifies

W0 = SVF) - (1) )
u(t) = —y().
Proof. By simple differentiation, we get:
(0 = 2|97 (xtevD) = 2o (wv8) | = Sy (wv8) = 2 (VPwe) - y(0),
u(t) = —QL\/%m </<;\/%) = —y(t).
O

Consider a solution (m,x) of (ODE-N) starting at (mqg,zo) € R? x R%. As in Section 5.1.2,
for every ty > 0, on [tg, +00), we have that (m,x,s) is a solution to the autonomous ODE

m(t) = VF(x(t)) — as(t)m(t)
x(t)  =-—m(t) (23)
(t) = —s(t)?,

starting at (mo, zo, 1/tp). Denote by ®n = (@3}, %, ) the semiflow induced by ODE (23)
and wy ((mo, xg, 1/t)) its limit set.

Define (y,u) as in Lem. 5.3. Starting at (y(¢),u(to),1/to), we also have that (y,u,s) is a
solution on [, +0) to the “autonomized” Heavy-Ball ODE

y(t) = Bs(t)(VF(u(t))) —y(t))
u(t) = —y() (24)
§(t) = —s(t)?

~

S(
Denote by @5 = (94, @Y, ®%;) the semiflow induced by ODE (24) and wg ((y(to), u(to), 1/t0))
its limit set.

Lemma 5.4. For any compact set K < R2*1 and any T > 0, the family of functions
{®(z,"): [0, T] > RMH}ZeK , where ® is either ® 7 or @y, is relatively compact in (CO([0, T7, R2+1), |||l )-

Proof. The map ® : R%*+!1 x R, — R2¥*1 is continuous, hence uniformly continuous on K x
[0,7]. The result follows from the application of the Arzela-Ascoli theorem to the family
{®(2,) : [0,T] - R2+1} . O

Let (m,z,0) € wn((mo, xo, 1/tg)). There exists a sequence (t) of nonnegative reals such that
(m,2,0) = limg_,q(m(tg),x(tx), 1/tx). For any T > 0, using Lem. 5.4, up to an extraction, we
can say that the sequence of functions {®n((m(tx),x(tx), 1/tx), ) }x converges towards (m,x,0)
in C°([0,T],R%), where (n,X) is a solution to

(25)
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with (m(0),%(0)) = (m,z). Moreover, by Lem. 5.3, we also have that:

X(V) = DR (k) (1), 1/t4), 5|

sup
he[0,72 k2]

= sup
he[0,T2/k2]

%) = @ ((m(te) x(81), 1/t). b) | ——= 0. (26)

Using Lem. 5.4, up to an additional extraction, we get on C°([0, T2 /k2], R?4*+1) that {® 5 ((x(tr), m(tx), 1/t),
converges to (u,y,0), where (u,y) is a solution to

{Y“) -’ (27)

Therefore, u(t) = A + Bt for some A and B in R?. Imagine that B # 0. We previously

proved that x (and therefore u) is bounded by some constant C' > 0. Let 7" > C”JFTW. Up to

an extraction, we obtain that {® g ((x(t), m(tx), 1/tx), ) }x converges to u’ on CO([0,T"], R?¢*+1),
with u/(t) = A’ + B't for some A’ and B’ in R?. We then have by uniqueness of the limit
that A’ = A and B’ = B. As a consequence, ||u'(T")|| = ||A+ BT’|| > C and we obtain a
contradiction. Hence B = 0.

This implies that u is constant. Then, if we go back to Egs. (26) and (25), we get that X is
constant, hence m = 0 and then VF(X) = 0. In particular, this means that m = m(0) = 0 and
VF(z) = VF(x(0)) =0.

6 Proofs for Section 3

6.1 Preliminaries

We first recall some useful definitions and results. Let W represent any semiflow on an arbitrary
metric space (E,d). As in the previous section, a point z € E is called an equilibrium point
of the semiflow W if W(z,t) = z for all ¢ = 0. We denote by Ay the set of equilibrium points
of ¥. A continuous function V : E — R is called a Lyapunov function for the semiflow ¥
if V(¥(z,t)) < V(z) for all z € E and all t > 0. It is called a strict Lyapunov function if,
moreover, {z € E : Yt >0, V(¥(z,t)) = V(z)} = Ag. If V is a strict Lyapunov function for ¥
and if z € E is a point s.t. {¥(z,t) : t = 0} is relatively compact, then it holds that Ay # @
and d(¥(z,t),Ay) — 0, see [25, Th. 2.1.7]. A continuous function z : [0,4+00) — E is said to
be an asymptotic pseudotrajectory (APT, [12]) for the semiflow W if limy—, 1o Supgepo 77 d(2(t +
s),U(z(t),s)) =0 for every T € (0, +0).

6.2 Proof of Th. 3.1

Recall that ® is the semiflow induced by the autonomous ODE (17) which is an “autonomized”
version of our initial (ODE-1). In the remainder of this section, the proof will be divided into
two main steps : (a) we show that a certain continuous-time linearly interpolated process con-
structed from the iterates of our algorithm 1 is an APT of ®; (b) we exhibit a strict Lyapunov
function for a restriction to a carefully chosen compact set of a well chosen semiflow related to
®. Then, we characterize the limit set of the APT using [11, Th. 5.7] and [10, Prop. 3.2]. The
sequence (z,) converges almost surely to this same limit set.
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(a) APT. For every n > 1, define z,, = (v, my, —1) (note the shift in the index of the variable
x). We have the decomposition

Zn+l = Zn + 7n+1g(2n7 Tn) + Yn4+1Mn+1 + Yn+1Sn+1,

where g is defined in Eq. (1),

41 = (pn(vf($n,£n+1)©2 = 8(@n)), hn(V f(2n, Enr1) — VE(25)), 0) ) (28)
is a martingale increment and where we set ¢,.1 = (gﬁ 1Sl S Jrl) with the components
defined by:

a1 = Pn(S(@n) — S(wn-1))
g1 = hn(VE(zn) = VF(2,-1))
SIS (“/Z+1 N )\/%

We first prove that ¢, — 0 a.s. by considering the components separately. The components ¢, |
and g7, converge a.s. to zero by using Assumptions 2.1, 2.3, together with the boundedness of
the sequences (p,) and (hy,,) (which are both convergent). Indeed, since VF is locally Lipschitz
continuous and the sequence (z,) is supposed to be almost surely bounded, there exists a
constant C' s.t. |VF(z,) — VF(xp_1)| < Oy —zp_1] < %7n||mn|| The same inequality holds
when replacing VF' by S which is also locally Lipschitz continuous. The component ¢ ; also
converges a.s. to zero by observing that |7 || < [1—-22-[.|my /v and using Assumption 3.2
together with the a.s. boundedness of (z,). Now consider the martingale increment sequence
(), adapted to F,. Take 6 > 0. Since (z,) is a.s bounded, there is a constant C’ > 0 such
that P(sup [|z,| > C’) < 0. Denoting 7, = 1,1, <cv and combining Assumptions 2.4 with
3.4-1) we can show using convexity inequalities that

Sup Efin 417 < co.
n

Then, we deduce from this result together with the corresponding stepsize assumption from
3.4-1) and [11, Prop. 4.2] (see also [35, Prop. 8]) the key property:

n—o0

L—1
YT >0, max{H 3 %Hﬁ,m” CL=n+1,...,J(m+ T)} LN (29)
k=n

where J(t) = max{n >0 : 7, < t}. Hence, for all T'> 0, with probability at least 1 — 4 :

n—00

maX{Hi’YankHH : LG—i—l,...,J(Tn—i—T)} — 0. (30)
k=n

Since ¢ can be chosen arbitrary small, Eq. (30) remains true with probability 1. This result also
holds under Assumption 3.4-ii) (instead of 3.4-i)) by applying [11, Prop. 4.4].
Let z: [0,400) — Z, be the continous-time linearly interpolated process given by

2(t) = Zp + (L — Tn)z"fyli_zn (VneN, Vte [Tn, Tus1))
n+1

(where 7, = > 7_; 7). Let tg > 0. Define w : [tg,0) — Z x (0,1/to] b

u(t) = [zl(/tt)] . for >ty > 0.
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Using Eq. (30) and the almost sure boundedness of the sequence (z,) along with the fact
that ¢, converges a.s. to zero, it follows from [11, Prop. 4.1, Remark 4.5] that w(t) is an APT
of the already defined semiflow ® induced by (17). Remark that it also holds that z(¢) is an
APT of the semiflow ®* induced by (20). As the trajectory of u(t) is precompact, the limit set

L(u) = () u([t, )

t=to

is compact. Moreover, it has the form

Lu) - [*g] . where 8= () 2([0)). (31)

t=to

Our objective now is to prove that

S c Aq;m . (32)

In order to establish this inclusion, we study the behavior of the restriction ®|L of the semiflow
® to the set L (which is well-defined since L is ®-invariant). Remark that
O[S
D)L - [ ) ] ,

where ®* is the semiflow associated to (20). In the second part of the proof, we establish
Eq. (32) combining item (a) we just proved with [11, Th. 5.7] and [11, Prop. 6.4]. In order to
use the latter proposition, we prove a useful proposition in item (b).
(b) Strict Lyapunov function and convergence. For every § > 0 and every z = (v,m, ) €
Z,, define:

Wi(v,m, @) = Ex(2) — S(VF (@), m) + dg.cv — pr ()2, (33)

where, under Assumption 2.4-i), the function £y, is defined by

2
gOO(Z) = lim g(t, Z) = hOO(F(SC) - F*) + m

1
t—+00 5 (34)

Proposition 6.1. Let ¢y > 0 and let Assumptions 2.1 to 2.4 and 3.5 hold true. Let S be the
limit set defined in Eq. (31). Let ® : S x [tg, %) — S be the restriction of the semiflow %
to S i.e., 500(2',15) = ®%(z,t) for all z € S,t = ty.Then,

i) S is compact.
i1) " is a well-defined semiflow on S.
i17) The set of equilibrium points of " is equal to Agw N S.

iv) There exists 0 > 0 s.t. Wy is a strict Lyapunov function for the semiflow o~

Proof. The first point is a consequence of the definition of S and the boundedness of z. The
second point stems from the definition of ®*. Observing that @~ is valued in S , the third
point is immediate from the definition of Age. We now prove the last point. Consider z € S
and write ®" (z,t) under the form ®(z,¢) = (v(t),m(t),x(t)). Notice that this quantity is
bounded as a function of the variable t. For any map W : Z, — R, define for all ¢ > t,
Lw(t) = limsup, s 2 (W(@ (2, ¢ + s)) — W(®"(2,1))) . Introduce G(z) = —(VF(z), m) and
H(2) = |goov —pepS(z)|? for every z = (v,m,x) € Z,. Consider § > 0 (to be specified later on).
We study Lw; = Lg, +0Lg + L. Note that Eoo(z, t)e Sn Z, for all t >ty by an analogous
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result to Lem. 5.1 for ®©. Thus, t — &, (P (2,t)) is differentiable at any point ¢ > ty and
Le, (t) = %Ew (®(2,t)). Using similar derivations to Ineq. (16), we obtain that

2

Le, (t) < — (ro — 12) (35)

4

We now study Lg. For every t > tg,

Lo(t) = limsup s (—(VF(x(t + 5)),m(t + 5)) + (VF(x(t)), m(t)))

s—0

<limsup s VE(x(t)) — VF(x(t + s))|[[m(t + s)| — (VF(x(t)), m(t)).

s—0
Let Lyr be the Lipschitz constant of VF on the bounded set {z : (v,m,z) € S}. Define
Cy = supy [4/v(t) + ¢||. Then,

La(t) < Lyplimsup s Hx(t) — x(t + s)[[|m(t + s)|| — (VF(x(t)),m(t))

S—>

Lyr[x@®)[[m@)] — VEX@)), m(t))
Lyrp[x@)[Im(®)] = hoo | VEX($))]? + reod VF (x(t)), m(t))

1 2
LyrC?  reCh TopU2
( — = oo = =5 | IVF (1)) (36)
€4 1
where we used the classical inequality |{a,b)| < [a]?/(2u?) + u?||b|?/2 for any non-zero real u
to derive the last above inequality. We now study L. For every t > t,

Ly (t) = limsup s~ (|geov(t + 5) = poS(x(t + 9))* = lgeov(t) — pooS(x(1)[*)

S—>

<
<

N

= limsup s~ (p2 | S(x(t)) — S(x(t + ))|

S—>

+ 2poo(S(x(t)) = S(X(E + 5)), qoov(t + 8) — oS (x(1))))
+lim 57 (goov(t + 5) = paoS((E) [ = [g0v(2) = Poo S(x(1))[*) -
The second term in the righthand side coincides with —2¢,,{ps S (X(t)) —qooV(t), V(1)) = —2Gs |penS(x(t))—
quoV(t)|?. Denote by Lg the Lipschitz constant of S on the set {z : (v,m,z) € S}. Note that
sTHS(x(t + 8)) — Sx())]?) < Lis|s~H(x(t + s) —x(t))|? which converges to zero as s — 0.
Thus,
Li(t) = =240 S(x(t)) — geov(t)]?
+ lim sup 205 (S (X(8)) = S(x(t + 5)), ooV (t + 5) = P S(X(1)))
< =250 [P S (x(t)) = @V () + 2poo [X(8) | Lis | gocv () — poo S (2(1))]
m(t)
(v(t) + &)@

Recalling that Ly, = L¢,, + 0Lg + dLp and combining Egs. (35), (36) and (37), we obtain
for every t = tg,

< — (2450 — Poot3 LZ) [P0 S(x(t)) — geov(t)|*. (37)

Po
2

I
e2uj

2

o (o “0“%) IVE (1)

ﬁwé(t) < —M((S) 2

— 6 (2400 — Pot3 LE) [PooS (x(1)) — goov(1)[? . (38)
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1

LyrC?

where M(0) = 7o — L2 — 6 T;@ﬂ%‘l + M+ If“°2> . Now select uj, ug small enough s.t.
1 4 €2ujp

hoo — Tooul/2 > 0 and 2qo — popudL% > 0. Then, choose § in such a way that M(5) > 0. Thus,
there exists a constant ¢ depending on § s.t.

2

M) +IVE&®) + o S(x(t) — aev®)* | . (39)

Vit = ty, Lw,(t) < —c
' (v(t) +¢)®

=

It can easily be seen that for every z € S, t — Wj (500(2, t)) is Lipschitz continuous, hence
absolutely continuous. Its derivative almost everywhere coincides with Ly, which is nonposi-
tive. Thus, Wj is a Lyapunov function for 7. We prove that the Lyapunov function is strict.
Consider z = (v,m,z) € S st. Ws(® (2,t)) = Ws(z) for all ¢t > ty. The derivative almost
everywhere of t — Wi (500(2, t)) is identically zero, and by Eq. (39), this implies that

m(t)

2
() + )% + [ VEX(E)? + [poSx(t) — qeov(t)]

is equal to zero for every t > tg a.e. (hence, for every t = tg, by continuity of 600). In particular
for t = tg, m = VF(z) = 0 and ppS(x) — gwv = 0. Hence, z € zer go, N S. This concludes the
proof since Agw = zer go,. O

End of the Proof of Th. 3.1. Finally, Assumption 3.5 implies that Ws(Agx N S) is of empty
interior. Recall that Assumptions 2.1 and 2.3 both follow from Assumption 3.3 made in Th. 3.1.
Given Prop. 6.1, the proof is concluded by applying [11, Prop. 6.4] to the restricted semiflow
®® (with (M, A) = (S, Ag=)). Note that a Lyapunov function for Az« is what is called a strict
Lyapunov function. Such a function is provided by Prop. 6.1. We obtain as a conclusion of [11,
Prop. 6.4] that S © Agw. This gives the desired result (Eq. (32)) given Prop. 6.1-iii).

The last assertion of Th. 3.1 is a consequence of [11, Cor. 6.6].

6.3 Proof of Th. 3.3

We can rewrite the iterates from Algorithm 2 as follows:

Mpt1 = My + Y1 (VE(2,) — % M) + Y+ 1 (Vf(@n, §nt1) — VE(2)) (40)
Tn+l = Tn = Yn+1Mntl -

We prove that the sequence (y, = (my,x,) : n € N) of iterates of this algorithm converges
almost surely towards the set T defined in Eq. (3) if it is supposed to be bounded with probability
one. The proof follows a similar path to the proof in Section 5.2.

Indeed, denote by X and M the linearly interpolated processes constructed respectively from
the sequences (z,,) and (m,,) and let s(t) = 1/t. Recall that ®n = (O}, P%,, ®3) is the semiflow
induced by (23). As in Section 6.2, we have that Z = (M, Xs) is an APT of (23). In particular,
this means that

VI'>0, sup [ X(t+h)—>D%(Z(t),h)|| — 0. (41)
hel[0,T] E—0

By Lem. 5.3, we also have that

sup
hel0,72/k2]

X(t + kVR) — (I)?"V(Z(t),m/ﬁ)H

= sup
he[0,72/x2]

’X(t + wvVh) — BY(Z(t), h)‘ — 0. (42)

t—00
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Let (m,x) be a limit point of the sequence (y,) and let T > 0. Using Lem. 5.4, we can
proceed in the same manner as in Section 5.2 and get a sequence (tj) such that

(Mt + ), X(tk + ) = (m,x) and (@ (Z(tx), ), @ (Z(tk), ) = (v,u),

where (m(0),x(0)) = (m,x), and (m,x) and (x, u) are respectively solutions to (25) and (27). As
in the end of Section 5.2, we obtain that u and x are constant, therefore m =0 and VF(x) =0,
which finishes the proof.

6.4 Proof of Th. 3.2
The idea of the proof is to apply Robbins-Siegmund’s theorem [41] to

1 1
Vi = hp1F(zn) + =(m®? ————
(note the similarity of V;, with the energy function (15)). Since inf F' > —o0, we assume without
loss of generality that F' = 0. In this subsection, we use the notation V f,;1 as a shorthand
notation for V f xn,an) nd C' denotes some positive constant which may change from line
to hne We write E | ) for the conditional expectation w.r.t the o-algebra .%,,. Define

[
P, = X(D,,m%?, w1th D, m. We have the decomposition:

1
Py — P, = §<Dn+1 D, mgiﬁ + <Dn’mn+1 92> (43)

We estimate the vector

VU +€—3/vpi1 +¢€

Vol FeOQ Vo, + ¢

Remarking that v,+1 = (1 — Yn4+1¢n)vn and using the update rule of v,, we obtain for a
sufficiently large n that

Dn+1 — Dy =

qnUn — pnvf
T o e+ \/vnﬂ te
Un
1+ VT —=941Gn)Von + €
U
_ Tn+14n m@ vV Un
1+\/1_7n+1Qn VUn + €

< Cpt14/Un+1 Where ¢pp1 = Tnt1n . (44)

Y\ 1-— 7n+IQn(1 + 1- 7n+IQn)

It is easy to see that ¢,41/vn — quo/2. Thus, for any 0 > 0, ¢,41 < (goo + 20)7y,/2 for all n large
enough. Using also that \/v51/y/Vnt1 + € < 1, we obtain

VU + €= upy1 + €=

Goo + 26
2

Dyy1— Dy < r}/nDn . (45)

Substituting the above inequality in Eq. (43), we obtain

Qoo + 20
Py — P, < ( = 5 > <Dn’mn+1> + <Dnaan2r1 m$?)
G + 20 Qoo + 20
< = 9 'ann + (1 + OOT’Yn §<Dn7mg-%-1 - m<7?2>

27



Using m%?rl —m®? = 2m, © (Myy1 —my) + (Myy1 —my,)9?, and noting that E, (m, 1 —my,) =

7n+1hnvF(xn) — Yn+1TnMnp,

1
En§<Dnamg§-1 —m$?) = Yy 1hn(VF (2n), Py

m> 27n+1rn
1
+ §<DnaEn[(mn+1 - mn)®2]> .

There exists 6 > 0 such that ry — 42 fg 0 by Assumptlon 2.4-iv). As %“ =L — re — L2,
for all n large enough, 72:1 Ty — L >y — 42 — £ > 0. Hence, for all n large enough,
q ) m
IE:nPn+1 - Pn < -2 (roo - j.o - 5) 'YnPn + 'Yn+1hn<vF(xn)a \/ﬁ>
+ C'yZ<VF(m ) \/7> + C{Dp,Ep[(mp41 — mn)®2]>. (46)

Using the inequality (u,v) < (|ul? + |v[?)/2 and Assumption 3.6-ii), it is easy to show the
inequality (VF(zy,), L> <C (1+F (xn)+P,). Moreover, using the componentwise inequality

("o V frp1—rnmp)®? < 2h2 Vf o+2r: 2m®? along with Assumption 3.6-ii) and the boundedness
of the sequences (hy,), (ry) and (Y41 /’yn) we obtain

(D, En[(mns1 = mn)?]) < Cri(1 + Flan) + Po). (47)

Combining Eq. (46) and Eq. (47), we get

En(Posi — Po) < Yns1holVE(zn),m, © D) + Cv2(1 + F(z,) + P,). (48)

Denoting by M the Lipschitz coefficient of VF', we also have
T M 2
F(anrl) < F(xn) - 7n+1<VF(xn)amn+1 @Dn+1> + % Hanrl @DnJrlH . (49)

Using (45) and the update rule of m,,, we have
||mn+1 O) Dn+1 —my © DnH2
Cll(mns1 = mn) © Dyl|* + C |mps1 © (Dnsr — Do)
Crp st (IV s + lmn © Do) + Oy g1 © Dy (50)
Cyiyr([lma © Dol” + IV faral?).-

NN N

Finally, recalling that V,, = hy,_1F(x,)+ P,, (h,) is decreasing, combining Eq. (48),(49),(50),
and using Assumption 3.6, we have

En[Vis1] < Vi + ms1hn(VF (@), En [mn © Dy — mp1 © Dra])
+ Oy, <1 + F(xy) + Py + [|[mn, © DnHQ)
+ C2 1 Enlllma © Dy — mips1 @ Dyt |7
< Vi + 092 (1 + F(2) + Py + |mn © Dy ||* + E,, [HanHHQD

< Vi + Cy2(1 + F(xy,) + Pp)
<1+ C’YVQL)Vn + C’Y?L )
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where we used Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality and the fact that |m, ® D,||* < CP,. By the
Robbins-Siegmund’s theorem [41], the sequence (V},) converges almost surely to a finite random
variable V,, € RT. Then, the coercivity of F implies that (x,) is almost surely bounded.

We now establish the almost sure boundedness of (m,,). Assume in the sequel that n is
large enough to have (1 — 7,117,) = 0. Consider the martingale difference sequence A, 1 =
V fn+1—VF(x,). We decompose m,, = my,+m, where my+1 = (1=v4170)Mn+Ynt1hn VE (z5)
and Mpr1 = (1 — Yne17n)Mn + Ynr1hnApt1, setting mg = 0 and mg = mg. We prove that
both terms m,, and m,, are bounded. Consider the first term: |m,11]| < (1 — ypi170)|mn| +
Yn+1Supy, || VF (k)| , where the supremum in the above inequality is almost surely finite by

supy, [|hx VEF (zg)|
Too

continuity of VF. We immediately get that if ||m,| > , then ||my, 41| < [[mn]].

Thus

supy, [|he VF ()|

0

Mg < + Sup Vi1 |he VE (z1)]

which implies that m,, is bounded.
Consider now the term m,,:

En[litn41[?] = (1 = nr1rn) [ |? + 92 AR Bl Ana[2] < | + 73 1 AR En [ Anga ]

Then, the inequality E,[|An11]?] < En[|Vfrt1]?] combined with Assumption 3.4-i) and the
a.s. boundedness of the sequence (z,,) imply that there exists a finite random variable Cx
(independent of n) s.t. E,[|V fn+1]?] < Cx. As a consequence, since Y, 2., < o0 and the
sequence (hy,) is bounded, we obtain that a.s.:

2 el Eall A P] < CCx Y vy < +0.

n=0 n=0

Hence, we can apply the Robbins-Siegmund theorem to obtain that sup,, |m,]? < o w.p.1.
Finally, it can be shown that (v,) is almost surely bounded using the same arguments, decom-
posing v,, into v, + ¥, as above. Indeed, first, we have:

Enll 00111 < [0n]® + 7o 1P Eal IV F22 — S(2a) ]
Second, it also holds that:
Eal|VI22 = S(@a)P] S EnlIV 241 < EnllV frsal'].

Then, using Assumption 3.4-1) and the a.s. boundedness of the sequence (z,), there exists
a finite random variable Cf (independent of n) s.t. E,[|V fu11]*] < Cf. Moreover, the se-
quence (py,) is bounded and ), 'yfl +1 < 0. As a consequence, it holds that a.s:

D V1 PRBal|VFRZ = S(2n)|P] < OCk D) vmsr < +0.

n=0 n=0

It follows that the Robbins-Siegmund theorem can be applied to the sequence |,]? as for the
sequence ||[7,||2 to obtain that sup,, ||7,[? < % w.p.1.

6.5 Proof of Th. 3.4
The proof of Th. 3.2 easily adapts to Algorithm 2 by replacing V,, by

Vi = F(z,) +
The boundedness of (m,,) is an immediate consequence of the convergence of V,.
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6.6 Proof of Th. 3.5
We shall use the following result.

Theorem 6.2 (adapted from [38], Th. 7). Let £ > 1. On some probability space equipped
with a filtration .# = (%), )nen, consider a sequence of r.v. on RF given by

Zns1 = I+ m1H)Zn + Yns1bps1 + AV Yn+1Mn+1

and E[]| Zo|?] < oo, where H is a k x k Hurwitz matrix, (b,) and (1,) are random sequences, and
Yo = Yon~® for some y9 > 0 and a € (0,1]. Let Qg € %, have a positive probability. Assume
that the following holds almost surely on :

1) E[nps1]Zn] = 0.

ii) There exists a constant b > 2 s.t. sup,,> E[[ 011 |P|-%n] < 0.

)
iil) E[nprint, 1| Fn] = X+ A, where E[|A,|Lg,] — 0 and ¥ is a positive semidefinite matrix.
)

iv) The sequence (b,) is the sum of two sequences (b, 1) and (b,2), adapted to .#, s.t.
]

sup, >0 E[||bn,1]*] < 00, E[||bn,1]1a,] — 0 and b, 2 — 0 a.s. on .

Then, given Qq, (Z,) converges in distribution to the unique stationary distribution g, of the
generalized Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process

dX, = HX,dt + VXdB,

where (By) is the standard Brownian motion and v/ is the unique positive semidefinite square
root of 3. The distribution . is the zero mean Gaussian distribution with covariance matrix
I" given as the solution to (H + ]12“—,;)1]/,3)1’ +T'(H + IQO‘—;OII;C)T = -3

Proof. The proof is identical to the proof of [38, Th. 7], only substituting the inverse of the square
root of ¥ by the Moore-Penrose inverse. Finally, the uniqueness of the stationary distribution
ix and its expression follow from [29, Th. 6.7, p. 357] O

We define v,, = v, + d,, where dg = 0, v9 = vy and
5n+1 = (1 - 7n+IQn)5n + 7n+1(pn - anozlpoo)s(xn)
Un+l = (1 - 'Yn+1Qn)@n + 7n+1ano;1pr(xn) + ’Yn+1pn(vf<xna §n+1)®2 - S(xn)) .
For every z = (v,m,x) € Z; and § > 0, we define

o' Poo(S (@ — Yn=B=) — S(2))

rn(2,0) = | ha(VF(z *1%\/%“15) — VF(z))
‘/Z:l (\/v-i-a o \/v+5+€) ©Om

Moreover, for every z = (v,m,z) € Z, and every n € N, we set

I I €

gn(2) = | M VE(x)—rm
__n m
Tn+1 \/v+e

Defining ¢, = (0n, My, Tn—1) and recalling the definition of (7,) from Eq. (28), we have the
decomposition

Cn+1 = Cp + ’7n+lgn(<n) + Yn+1Mn+1 + '7n+17"n(<na 5n) .
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Define z, = (x4,0,v4). Note that g,(z+) = 0. Evaluating the Jacobian matrix G,, of g, at z,,
we obtain that there exist constants C' > 0, M > 0 and ng € N s.t. for all n > ny,

lgn(2) = Gu(z = 2)| < Clz = z? (V2 € B(z, M), (51)

where G, is given by

—qnly 0 405 DoV S ()

Gn = 0 _rnId hnv2F<x*) 9
0 -y 0
Tn+1

where V.S is the Jacobian of S and the matrix V is defined in Eq. (8). We define

—qoolyg 0 poovs(ﬁﬂ*)
GOO = hm Gn = 0 _Toold hoov2F(x*)
0 -V 0

One can verify that G is Hurwitz, and that the largest real part of its eigenvalues is —L/,
where L' = L A gy and L is defined in Eq. (9).

We define QO = {z, — 2,}. We assume P(Q(®) > 0. Using for instance [20, Lem. 4 and
Lem. 5], it holds that , (w) — 0 for every w € Q) and since z,,(w) — 2,_1(w) — 0 on that set,

we obtain that Q) = {¢,, — z.}. Let M € (0, M) be a constant, whose value will be specified

later on. For every Ny € N, define Qg\%

show that \/7n '(¢n — 2.) = v given QO for some Gaussian measure v, using Th. 6.2. As

Qg\?()) 1 QO it is sufficient to show that the latter convergence holds given Qg?,z, for every Ny

= {(n — 2« and SUPy > Ny [Cn — 2a|| < M}. We seek to

large enough. From now on, we consider that Ny is fixed. We define the sequence (fn)n> N, as
(N, = Cn, and for every n > Np,

§n+1 = En + ’7n+1§n(<~n) + 7n+1(77n+1 + Tn(&n,CSn))]lAn

where A, is the event defined by
An = () flk — 2l < MY A {[n — 2]l < M}
k=No

and
Gn(2) = gn(2) 1 a—sjer — K(2 — 2) Loz s

where K > 0 is a large constant which will be specified later on. The sequences (fn)n> N, and
(0)

(Cn)n=n, coincide on . Thus, it is sufficient to study the weak convergence of (Cn)ns No-

An estimate of [1,,(Cn, 0,)1.4,. We start by studying the sequence (||d,]|14,). Unfolding the
update rule defining 4,, and using the fact that (g,) is a sequence of positive reals converging
to ¢ > 0, we obtain that

n

I6alTa, < D3| TT 11 =551l | wwlor—1 = G105 poo | S (wr1) 14,
k=1 | j=k+1

n

<C Y exp | =B X v |wlpe1 — ah-105 ool = Wi,
k=1 j=kt1
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for some 8 > 0. The sequence (wy,) is deterministic and converges to zero by [20, Lem. 4]. There

exists n; = ng s.t. wy, <K M. Asv— \/1)1? is Lipschitz and VF and S are locally Lipschitz, for

every z = (v,m,x) and 0 s.t. |z — z.| < M and ||0]| < M, we have

[rn(2,0)]

_1 _1 _1
Cynsal[(v+ 8+ )97z [m] + Cll(v + 6 +€)°72 — (v +)°72 | |m]

<
< Crnqafz = 2 + o]z — 2 -

This implies that for every n > nq,
[72(Gnr 62) 1L, < Clymat + wa) |G — 2] - (52)

Tightness of /7, (C, — z.). We decompose

EnJrl — 2y = (Igd + ’YnJrlGn)(én - Z*) + Tn+1 (gn(fn) B G”(én N Z*)> ]ngn_Z*”SM
- 7n+1(K + Gn)(an - z*)]len*Z*H>M + 'Yn+1(77n+1 + rn(aru(sn))]lfln : (53)

For a given t > 0, we write Go, = B, 1G, B, the Jordan-like decomposition of G, where the
ones of the second diagonal of the usual Jordan decomposition are replaced by ¢, and where By
is some invertible matrix. We define S,, = By({, — 2«). Setting Gg ) o B.G,B; 1 we obtain

Sn+1 = (Isg + m+1GP)Sn + Yns1 By (g"@") = GG~ Z*)> Ligaz<m
— fynJrl(K + GS))S"]IH&L—Z*\FM + ’7n+1Bt(77n+1 + Tn(&n) 511))]1.»471 :

Choose A € (0,2L') and A’ € (A,2L'). There exists 7 and ¢t > 0 s.t. for every v < 7,
IT + G2 <1 —~(A" + 2L")/2, where || - |2 is the spectral norm. As G - G, there exists
ng = nq, such that for all n > no, ||I+7G£f) 2 < 1—~A’. Recall the notation E,, = E[-|.%,,]. We

- - 2
expand ||S,,4+1]? and use the inequality g, (Cn) — Gn(Cn — 2+) < C|S,|? to obtain

Loz
after straightforward algebra

EnlSn+1]? < (1 = 41 4)|Sn]® + Cvi 1150
+ O 1 Bal[1n11? + [70(Gos ) [P L,
+ 2n+1Re (SZBt <9n(§~n) — Gn(Gn — Z*))) Lz <M
— 2v,4+1Re (S:;(K + GS))Sn) ]len—Z*le + 29,+1Re (SZBtrn(fnﬁn)) Ty, .
Choose ¢ = (A" — A)/2. If M is chosen small enough,
lon(G) = Gl = )Ly, epans < SIBIT BTG, - =]

Moreover, choosing K > sup,, HGS)H27 it holds that Re (S;’;(K + Ggf))Sn) > 0. Then,

En|Sn+1]? < (1= vms1(A" = ))ISal® + Cri a9l
+ O 1 Bl + 170Gy 8a)P) L, + 2901 Bel 1Sl 70 (Gns 601 L, -

Using Eq. (52),

EnlSns1? < (1= vns1(A — ¢ = wp))[Sul® + Cra g1 (1 + w})[Sn?
+ C’YELJrlEannJrIH2]lAn .
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Therefore, there exists ng = ngy s.t. for all n > ng,

E[Sn1l® < (1= 1 EIShI* + Cop i B(1n41]* Ly, 2 <r) -

The second expectation in the righthand side is bounded uniformly in n by the condition (7). Us-

ing [20, Lem. 4 and Lem. 5], we conclude that sup,, v, 'E||S,.|? < co. Therefore, sup,, v, 'E|(, —

z]|* < co, which in turn implies sup,, v, 'E([[¢n — 24?1y ) < 0.
No

Strongly perturbed iterations. We define g, = /¥ _1(571 — zx). Define

Gn = 77:41-1 ( In - 1> I3q + n Gn -

Tn+1 Tn+1
The sequence G,, converges to Gy = Gop + 120‘7:01 I34. Recalling Eq. (53), we can write

Yntl = (I3d + 'YnJrIGoo)gn + Yn1Tn + v Yn+1Tn+1

where 7,11 = Mp4114, and 7, = 7y 1 + 72 + 7 3, Where
Tnl = 7n+17174n(<n75n)]lv4n + (Gn - Goo)gn

T2 = m_l <gn(§n) - Gn(an - Z*)) ]]_”En*Z*HgM
Tng = —vAnr1 (K +Gp) (G — 2Ly, s

We now check that the assumptions of Th. 6.2 are fulfilled. On the event QSSQ, we recall
that fn = (y, hence 7, 3 is identically zero. Moreover, using Eq. (52), it holds that for all n
large enough,

sl < C ( e+ ) + G - G@) 15l

n+1

and therefore, E[|7,,1]?] — 0. Now consider the term 7, 5. By Eq. (51),

[Pn2ll < C\/'Yn+171HCn - z*H2]l”<~n7Z*H<M.

Thus, |7p2]|? < C|§n|* which implies that sup,>y, E[|rn2]?] < . Moreover, E[|7,2]] <
C\/Yni1E|7n|? tends to zero. Finally, consider 7,.1. Using condition (7), there exist M > 0
and by > 4 s.t.

En[|7n+1 HbM/Q] < En[nn11 HbM/z] ]ll\wn—x*\KM

< CEA[|V f (@n, &ns ) IV 1L <t < C -

Moreover, E,[7,+1] = 0 and finally, almost surely on 95\0[)7 En (7417, 1] converges to

E [poon(wﬂs)@?su*))] {poo(vf(x*,ﬁ)@s(w*))r 0
D | ot heoV f (4, €) heoV f (4, €) 0 |. (54

0 0 0

Therefore, the assumptions of Th. 6.2 are fulfilled for the sequence 3,,. We obtain the desired
result for the sequence (my,, x,—1). We now show that the same result also holds for the sequence
(M, xy,). For this purpose, observe that

1

== [ . asnnl '
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Then, notice that H%H = Vnll722=|l < A/ Z[mn]| — 0 as n — oo since it is assumed

Vun+e
that z, — z. (which implies in particular that m,, — 0). Hence, it holds that \/%71@” —ZTp—1)
converges a.s. to 0. We conclude by invoking Slutsky’s lemma.
Proof of Eq. (10). We have the subsystem:

~h2Q 0
0 0

. oI, (55)

HT +THT = [ ] where H = {(
and where Q = Cov (Vf(z4,€)). The next step is to triangularize the matrix H in order
to decouple the blocks of I'. For every k = 1,...,d, set l/,;ir 2 2 4+ /12 /4 — hymy, with
the convention that +/—1 = @ (inspecting the characteristic polynomial of H, these are the

eigenvalues of H). Set M* = diag (v{,--- ,yf) and RT = V-3 pM*PTY 3. Using the

identities M+ + M~ = —roly and Mt M~ = hy, diag (7, -+ ,mq), it can be checked that
o RV +01, 0 N 1, RT
RH—[ v VR++HId]R’ WhereR—[O L

Set I' = RI'RT. Denote by (f’i,j)@j:l,g the blocks of I'. Note that f’272 = I'y9. By left/right
multiplication of Eq. (55) respectively by R and RT, we obtain

(RTV 4 01011 + T (VR™ +6015) = —h2 Q (56)
(R_V + GId)ng + f172<R+V + (9[0{) = f\1,1‘/’ (57)
(VRJr + GId)fgg + f272 (RJrV + Hfd) = Vfl,Q + f}:2v . (58)

Set Ty = P~1V2Ty V2 P. Define C = P~1V2QV3P. Eq. (56) yields
(M_ + GId)le + le(M_ + Hfd) = —h%OC .

Set f172 = P*IV%fLQV_%P. Eq. (57) is rewritten (Mﬁ + Hfd)flg + f172(M+ + Hfd) = f171.
The component (k,¢) is given by

= = —h%,Crye
ij = (v, +vS +260 _1Fk’£ x5 .
12 = W+ )T vy + v +20)(vg +v; +26)

Set finally T'y 5 = P_1V7%I’272V7%P. Eq. (58) becomes

(]\4Jr + HId)fZQ + f272(M+ + HId) = f1,2 + fEQ .

=kl ROk
_ Iy + 17,
v+ 420
_ —h3,Chry ( 1 . 1 >
Wi +v, +20) (v, +v, +20) \v, +v/ +20 v +uv, +20)

After tedious but straightforward computations, we obtain

2
hoock,g
h3 (mp—mg)? ’

I =
(7 = 26) (oo (i +-me) + 26(0 = 120) + 525505

and the result is proved.
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7 Proofs for Section 4

7.1 Preliminaries

Most of the avoidance of traps results in the stochastic approximation literature deal with the
case where the ODE that underlies the stochastic algorithm under study is an autonomous ODE
z = h(z). In this setting, a point z, € zer h is called a trap if A(z) admits an expansion around
z, of the type h(z) = D(z — z.) + o(||z — z«|), where the matrix D has at least one eigenvalue
which real part is (strictly) positive. Initiated by Pemantle [39] and by Brandiere and Duflo
[13], the most powerful class of techniques for establishing avoidance of traps results makes use
of Poincaré’s invariant manifold theorem for the ODE z = h(z) in a neighborhood of some point
zy € zer h. The idea is to show that with probability 1, the stochastic algorithm strays away
from the maximal invariant manifold of the ODE where the convergence to z, of the ODE flow
can take place. As previously mentioned, since we are dealing with algorithms derived from
non-autonomous ODEs, we extend the results of [39, 13] to this setting. The proof of Th. 4.1
relies on a non-autonomous version of Poincaré’s theorem. We borrow this result from the rich
literature that exists on the subject [17, 31].

Let us start by setting the context for the non-autonomous version that we shall need for
the invariant manifold theorem. Given an integer d > 0 and a matrix D € R%*? consider the
linear autonomous differential equation

2(t) = Dz(t), (59)

which solution is obviously z(t) = e”'z(0) for t € R. Let us factorize D as in (12), and write

D = QAQ™! with A = [A A 4 where we recall that the Jordan blocks that constitute

A~ e R¥ ¥4 (respectively AT € R?"*4") are those that contain the eigenvalues \; of D such
that R\; < 0 (respectively R); > 0). Let us assume here that both d~ and d* are positive. It
will be convenient to work in the basis of the columns of () by making the variable change

Zl—)y: |:z+j| :Q_127

where y* € R4". In this new basis, the ODE (59) is written as

-

which solution is y*(¢) = exp(tA*)y%(0). One can readily check that for each couple of real
numbers o™ and o~ that satisfy

0<a <at <min{R)\; : R\; > 0}, (61)

there exists a so-called exponential dichotomy of the ODE solutions, which amounts in our case
to the existence of two constants K, K™ > 1 such that

)

see, e.g., [27].
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We now consider a non-autonomous perturbation of this ODE, which is represented in the
basis of the columns of () as

(0 = 10 with k) = (10, (62)

and € : R x R — R? is a continuous function. In the sequel, we shall be interested in the
asymptotic behavior of this equation for the large values of ¢, and therefore, restrict our study
to the interval I = [tg, 00) for some given ty = 0 that we shall fix later. We assume that £(0,-) = 0
on I. We denote as ¢ : I x I x R? — R? the so-called general solution of (62), which is defined
by the fact that ¢(-,¢,2) is the unique noncontinuable solution of (62) such that ¢(t,t,2) = x
for t € I and x € R?, assuming this solution exists and is unique for each (z,t) € R% x I

In the linear autonomous case provided by the ODE (60), the subspace

oo ([ ]) exxxt s en)

is trivially invariant in the sense that if (t,y) € G, then, (s,é(s,t,y)) € G for each s € R.
This concept can be generalized to the non-linear and non-autonomous case. We say that
the C! function w: RY x I — RY" defines a global non-autonomous invariant manifold for the
ODE (62) if w(0,t) = 0 for all ¢ € I, and, furthermore, if for each ¢ € T and each y~ € R%", writing
y = (y~,w(y~,t)), the general solution ¢(s,t,y) = (¢~ (s,t,y), " (s,t,y)) with ¢~ (s,t,y) € RI*
verifies ¢T (s,t,y) = w(éd™ (s,t,y),s) for each s € I. The non-autonomous invariant manifold is

the set
o Y d . - d-
g_{<t’[w(y,t)DEHXR cy eR },

which obviously satisfies (t,y) € G = (s,¢(s,t,y)) € G for each s € L.

These invariant manifolds are described by the following proposition, which is a straightfor-
ward application of [40, Th. A.1] (see also [31, Th. 6.3 p. 106, Rem. 6.6 p. 111]). It is useful to
note that under the conditions provided in the statement of this proposition, the existence of
the general solution ¢ of the ODE (62) is ensured by Picard’s theorem.

Proposition 7.1. Let I = [g, o) for some tp > 0. Assume that the function e(y, t) is such that
£(0,-) = 0 on I, the function &(+,¢) is continuously differentiable for each ¢ € I, and furthermore,
the Jacobian matrix d1e(y,t) satisfies

at —a”
el = sup [dre(y, t)] < —7=—

63
(y,£)eRE xI 4K (63)

with K = K-+ KT+ K"KT (K~ v K*) and a~,a" chosen as in Eq. (61). Then, for each
d € (2Kle|1, (™ —a™)/2) and each vy € (™ + 6, — §), the set

G~ { ) e Tx R s suplos.tap)expla(e — 9) < 0}

is nonempty, and does not depend on . Moreover, this set is a global invariant manifold for
the ODE (62) that is defined by a continuously differentiable mapping w : RY x I — R In
addition, if the partial derivatives dfe : R? x I exist and are continuous for k € {1,...,m} with
globally bounded partial derivatives

lelx =  sup H&’fa(y,t)H < 0, (64)
(y,t)eRI I
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under the gap condition
ma~ < at, meN*, (65)

the partial derivatives 0¥w : R?” x I exist and are continuous with

sup |¥w(y=,t)| <o forall ke{l,...,m}. (66)
(y—,t)eRI™ xI

Finally, if 030%¢ exist and are continuous for 0 < n < m and 0 < k +n < m, then w is m-times
continuously differentiable.

Let us partition the function h(y,t) as

A t)| ATy e (y,0)
o0 =[] = [ L5l o

where h* : R% x I — Rdi, yt e R% and e* : R? x T — R?". With these notations, the previous
proposition leads to the following lemma.

Lemma 7.2. In the setting of Prop. 7.1, for each t in the interior of I and each vector y =
(y~,y ") such that y* e R? and y* = w(y~,t), it holds that

h* (y7 t) = alw(y77 t)hi (y7 t) + aZU}(y77 t) : (68)

Assume that o~ is small enough so that Ineq. (65) and Eq. (64) hold true with m = 2. Assume
in addition that o5 %e exists and is continuous for 0 < n < 2 and 0 < k+n < 2, and furthermore,
that there exists a bounded neighborhood V < R? of zero such that

sup ||G2e(y, )| < +o0. (69)
(y,t)eV xI

Then, there exists a neighborhood V= < R? of zero such that

sup H&lﬁgw(y_,t)H < 400, (70)
(y= eV xI

sup H@%w(y*,t)H < +00. (71)
(y—,t)eV—xI

Proof. By Prop. 7.1, the general solution ¢(s,t,y) of the ODE (62) can be written as ¢(s,t,y) =

(0~ (s,t,y), o1 (s, t,y)) with ¢t (s,t,y) = w(p~ (s,t,y), s) for each s € I. Equating the derivatives

with respect to s of the two members of this equation and taking s = ¢, we get the first equation.
Writing g : R¥™ x T — R?, (y~,t) = (y~,w(y~,t)), Eq. (68) can be rewritten as

daw(y ™, t) =h"(g(y~,1),t) — drw(y A~ (9(y 1), ). (72)
By Prop. 7.1, the function w is twice differentiable, and we can write
O3w(y~,t) = 1h* 029 + Ooh™ — (O103w)h™ — (Qrw)(d1h ™ dag + 2k ™), (73)

where, e.g., b is a shorthand notation for A (g(y~,t),t). It holds from Eq. (67) and the
assumptions of Prop. 7.1 that for each (y,t) € R? x I,

[oth(y, ) < Al + 016y, )] < € (74)
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where the constant C' > 0 is independent of (y,t) and can change from an inequality to another
in the remainder of the proof. By the mean value inequality and Prop. 7.1, we also get that

lwly™, D) = lwly™,t) = w(0,8)] < sup [drw(u, s)| |y~ | < Cly~],

Uu,s

thus, |g(y~,t)| < C|y~|. By the mean value inequality again,

|h(g(y™, 1), 0)|| = ||(g(y,t),t) — h(0, )| < ?UI;Hal w, )| |9y~ 1)

<Cllgly™ )| < Cly~ |-
By Eq. (72) and Prop. 7.1, this implies that
H@gg - H = H@gw H = Hh+ (O1w)h™ H and (75)
(| 6102w (y~ H = ||o1h*d1g — (FFw)h™ — (drw)(G1h~drg)|| < C(|ly~ || + 1. (76)

Let V= < R? be a small enough neighborhood of zero so that g(y~,t) € V for each y~ € V™,
which is possible by the inequality |g(y—,t)|| < C|y~|. By the assumption on |d2e(y,t)| in the
statement of Lem. 7.2, we have

vy~ eV, |0h(g(y 1), )] = [|eac(g(y 1), )| < C. (77)

The bound (70) is an immediate consequence of Eq. (76). Getting back to Eq. (73), the
bound (71) follows from the inequalities (74)—(77). O

Prop. 7.1 deals with the case where the function ¢ is globally Lipschitz continuous. In
practical cases, such a strong assumption is not necessarily verified. In particular, for the ODEs
we consider for our application, it is not satisfied (see the function e defined in Subsec. 7.3.1
below). Nonetheless, recall that we only need the existence of a local non-autonomous invariant
manifold, i.e. defined in the vicinity of an arbitrary solution such as the trivial zero solution
(since we suppose here £(0,-) = 0) whereas the aforementioned strong assumption provides
a global non-autonomous invariant manifold. Indeed, as for the avoidance of traps result we
intend to show, we will only need to look at the behavior of our ODE in the neighborhood
of a trap z.. Therefore, in prevision of the proof of Th. 4.1, we localize the ODE (62) in the
neighborhood of zero. This is the purpose of the next proposition.

Proposition 7.3. Let I = [tg, +00) for some ¢y > 0 and let h : R? x T — R? be defined as in
Eq. (62). Assume that £(0,-) = 0 on I, that the function e(-,¢) is continuously differentiable for
every t € I and that
ol [01(y, )] = 0. (78)
Then, there exist ¢ > 0,t; > 0, a function € : R x I; — R? where I; = [t1,+00) and a function
h Rd x I — RY defined for every y € R% ¢ € I; by h(y,t) = Ay + &(y,t) s.t. h and & verify
the assumptions of Prop. 7.1 and for every (y,t) € B(0,0) x I;, we have that B(y,t) = h(y,t)
and £(y,t) = e(y,t). Moreover, for any § > 0, we can choose o,t; respectively small and large
enough s.t. the mapping w : RY x I; — R%" obtained from Prop. 7.1 (applied to h and £)
satisfies
jwh = sup  [drw(y,t)] < 4. (79)
(y,t)eRI™ xTy
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Furthermore, Eq. (68) holds for i and w for all (y,t) € B(0,0) x I,. If, additionally, Eq. (69)
holds for ¢, then there exists o1 < o such that

sup H&lﬁgw(y_,t)H < 400, (80)
(y—,t)eB(0,01) xI1
sup 05wy, t)|| < +o0. (81)

(y7 7t)€B(0701 ) x Iy

Proof. The idea of the proof is to localize the function h(y,t) to a neighborhood of zero in the
variable y for the purpose of applying Prop. 7.1. This cut-off technique is known in the non-
autonomous ODE literature, see, e.g., [31, Th. 6.10]. Let 1 : R? — [0,1] be a smooth function
such that ¢(y) = 1 if |y| < 1, and ¥(y) = 0if |y| = 2. Let C' = max, |V (y)| where V4 is
the Jacobian matrix of 1. Thanks to the convergence (78), we can choose ¢; > 0 large enough
and o > 0 small enough so that

— a_

sup ore(y,t)| < —/——,
(t)elt1,0) x B(0,20) 510y, 4K (1 +2C)

and we set I = [ty,0). Writing &(y,t) = ¥(y/0)e(y, t), it holds that for each (,y) € I; x RY,
[01(y, 1)l < 07 Cyp<a0lle(ys )] + Ljyj <20 1012y, 1)
< ( max 818(:[/,15)) (aflCHyH + 1) ]ll\yl\S%
lyll<20
at —a”

X

4K

where we used the mean value inequality along with £(0,¢) = 0 to obtain the second inequality.
Thus, the function h(y,t) = Ay + &(y, t) satisfies all the assumptions of Prop. 7.1. In addition,
the function & coincides with the function € on B(0,01) x Iy, and so it is for the functions i and
h. Finally, it follows from [31, Th. 6.3] that

2K
ay —a_ —4K|Eh

lwl < €l

(note that L in [31, Th. 6.3] corresponds to |&|; with our notations). Using Eq. (78), we can
make |£]; as small as needed by choosing o, ¢; respectively small and large enough, which gives
us Eq. (79). The proof of the last two equations follows from the application of Lemma 7.2 to
h and w. The result is immediate after noticing that for (y,t) € R? x Iy, we have ||2é(y, t)|| <
1026y, 1)]l- 0

7.2 Proof of Th. 4.1

We shall rely on the following result of Brandiére and Duflo. Recall that (2,.%#,P) is a proba-
bility space equipped with a filtration (%, )nen.

Proposition 7.4. ([13, Prop. 4]) Given a sequence (7,) of deterministic nonnegative stepsizes
such that Y, v = 400 and Y., 72 < +00, consider the R% valued stochastic process (zp)nen
given by

Zn+l = (I + 7n+1Hn)Zn + Yn+1Mn+1 + Yn+1Pn+1-

Assume that zg is .#p—measurable and that the sequences (7,,), (pn) together with the sequence
of random matrices (H,) are (%,)-adapted. Moreover, on a given event A € .7, assume the
following facts:
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i) X lon]? < 0.

i) lim sup E[|| 1,413 | %] < o for some a > 0, and E[n, 41| %] = 0.
i) iminf E[||n,41]% | %n] > 0

Let H € R%*? be a deterministic matrix such that the real parts of its eigenvalues are all positive.
Then,
P(An [z, > 0] n[H,— H]) =0.

We now enter the proof of Th. 4.1. Recall the development (11) of b(z,t) near z, and the
spectral factorization (12) of the matrix D. To begin with, it will be convenient to make the
variable change y = Q7 !(z — 2,), and set

h(y,t) = Qb(Qy + 2., t) = Ay + E(y, t),

with &(y,t) = Q@ 'e(Qy + 24, 1), in such a way that our stochastic algorithm is rewritten as

Yn+1l = Yn + 7n+1h<yn77n) + Ynt1Mn+1 + Ynt1Pn+1

where 7, is as in the statement of the theorem and j, = Q~'p,. Observe that the assumptions
on the function e in the statement of the theorem remain true for é with z, replaced by zero.

If the matrix A has only eigenvalues with (strictly) positive real parts, i.e., d~ = 0, then we
can apply Prop. 7.4 to the sequence (z,). Henceforth, we deal with the more complicated case
where d~ > 0.

Apply Prop. 7.3 to h to obtain h and o, respectively small and large enough and w :
R? x I} — R%" where I} := [t;,+00). By Assumption ) of Th. 4.1 and Prop. 7.3 we can
choose 01 < o such that Eq. (80) and Eq. (81) hold. Now, given p € N, let us define the event

E,=[Vn=p, |y| <01, €hi].

On E,, it holds that h(yy, 7n) = h(yn, ) and

Vn=p, Yni1=Ynt %+1h(yn, Tn) + Ynt1Tn+1 + Ynt+1Pn+1
Yn b~ (Yn, Tn)] [nnJrl] [Pnﬂ}
+ 1 + 1 + 82
{yn ] Yn+ [th (ym Tn) Tn+ nn+1 In+ pn+1 ( )

where h is partitioned as in (67), and where 7%, 5% € R%". Note that, by Prop. 7.3 and
Assumptions vi) and vii) on the sequence (7, ), we can choose o, t; respectively small and large
enough such that

2
lim inf B[||75[|* [ 0] L, (n) — 21imsup E[||drw(yy 7)1 || [Za] L, (40) > % (83)

This inequality will be important in the end of our proof. Let ¢ be in the interior of I, and let
y = (y~,y") be in a neighborhood of 0. Make the variable change (y~,y") — (v~ ,u™) with

ut =yt —w(y ),
=y,
where w is the function defined in the statement of Prop. 7.3, and let
W(u™,u™,t) = h'(y,t) — drw(y ™, )h ™ (y,t) — w(y ™, 1)
=hT((u",u +wu ,t)),t)
—ow(u ", t)h ((u”,u™ +w(u,t)),t) — dow(u,t).
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By Prop. 7.3 and Lem. 7.2, it holds that W (u~,0,t) = 0. Moreover, W (u~,-,t) € C' by the
assumptions on h. Therefore, writing y(r) = (u=,rut + w(u™,t)) for r € [0,1], and using the
decomposition (67), we get that

1
W(u,ut,t) = f W (u™,rut, t)ut dr
0

_ Ayt
+ Ll <618+(y(r),t) [I;] — d1w(u™,t)d1e (y(r), 1) [I;D utdr.

We can also write y(r) = (y~,ry™ + (1 — r)w(y—,t)). Recalling that w(0,¢) = 0 and that
lorw(y,t)| is bounded on RY™ x I, we get by the mean value inequality that ||w(y™,t)|| <
C|ly~|| where C > 0 is a constant. Thus, ||y(r)|| < (1+C) ||y||. Moreover, e(y,t) = Q~te(Qy,t)
for |y| < o. Thus, we get by (13) that ||d1e(y(r),t)]] — 0 as (y,t) — (0,00) uniformly in
r € [0,1]. Using again the boundedness of |dw(:,-)|, we eventually obtain that

W ,ut,t) = (AT + Ay, t)) u™, with lim Ay, t) =0.
( ) = ( (y,1)) i (y.1)

On the event E),, assume that n > p, and write

+
n

Uy = y: - w(y;77-n)7 Uy = Yp

(see Eq. (82)). Choosing a— > 0 small enough so that the gap condition (65) is satisfied with
m = 2, we have by Taylor’s expansion

w(y;er 7—nJrl) - w(y;aTn) = w(y;er 7—nJrl) - w(y;aTnJrl) + w(y;, TTLJrl) - w(y;, Tn)

= alw(y;, Tn+1)(y;+1 - y;) + 7n+la2w(y7:, Tn) + €pt1 + €Z+1 s

with [eprtll < sup [ Bwly™ mase )| vies — v I
Y E[Yn Y11l

and || || < sup  [|Bw(y, .7 A20
TGTn,Tn+1

Using this equation, we obtain

u1J1r+1 - ujz_ = 7n+1W(u;’ u;,Tn) + Yn+1 ("7/:+1 - alw(y;’ Tn+1)"7,:+1)

T Ynt1 (la:zrﬂ — d1w(y,, , Tn+1)/31:+1> —€nyl — GZH

+ Yn+1 (é’lw(y;, Tn) — Aw(Yy, » Tn+1)> ™ (YnsTn) 5
which leads to

+

Upy1 = Ul + Yt (A+ + A(yn,Tn)) U+ Y1741 + Vo1 Pnt1s (84)

with Mn+l = ﬁ:’L_+1 - alw(y;’ Tn)f/;Jrl and

v
€ + €
_ o+ — ~ n+1 n+1
pn+1 - pn-!,-l - alw(yn ?Tn)pn-‘,—l - ]]"Yn+1>0 ’Y 1

n+

+ (1w () — Aw(Yy s Tna1)) B (Yn ) - (85)
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To finish the proof, it remains to check that the noise sequence satisfies the assumptions of
Prop. 7.4 on the event A, = E, N [y, — 0]. In the remainder, C’ will indicate some positive
constant which can change from an inequality to another one.

First, we verify that ) ||pn|?> < o on A, by controlling each one of the terms of py,.
Combining the boundedness of djw(-,-) with the summability assumption Y, |fn+1]|*1s,em <
+0 a.s., we immediately obtain on A, that Y., |4, —d1w(y;, , Tn)py.q [* < 400 given our choice

of 0. Moreover, it holds that (HGZHH/%LH)Q < C"%%H by invoking Prop. 7.3. In addition, using
the boundedness of 02w(-, ), we can write

/

< 1%H4>0—§——Hyn+1‘*ynﬂ4
n+1

€n+t1

1
Yn+1>0
" TYn41

4 ~ 4 ~ 4
< Oy 1 (1, 7 I* + e[|+ [l Ansa 1) -

A coupling argument (see [13, p. 401]) shows that we can simplify the condition

limsup E[| 7,1 ]* | Znlls,emw < © to E[|nus1l* | Zn]ls,ew < C'. The latter condition implies
that E[14, >}, 72,1 lmmsl*] < >, C'v2. 1, and therefore >, 724 s |* La, < +0 as. As
a consequence, noticing also the boundedness of (h(yn, 7)) and (p,) on A,, we deduce that

2
€n+1
Zn ]]_’y"+1>0 Tn+1

value inequality, we obtain that

< 4o on A,. We now briefly control the last term of p,. By the mean

|(orw(yy ) = Q1w (Yy, s Tas1)) B~ (Yns ) |
< ’Yn-l—l(sulz) HaZalw(y_at)H Hh_ (yn7 Tn)” < C/’Yn+1 )
y77

where the last inequality stems from Prop. 7.3-Eq. (80) together with the boundedness of the se-
quence (h(yn, 7y)). In view of Eq. (85) and the above estimates, we deduce that Y., | pni1[?14, <
+00 a.s. on A,.

We verify the remaining conditions on the noise sequence (7,). We can easily remark that
E[fns1|Fn] = 0 and [|fns1]] < C'||9ns1ll on A, Hence, limsup E[|7,11]* | Fn]lz,ew < 0.
The last condition, meaning that the noise is exciting enough, stems from noting that

.. _ . ~ 2
2hm1nfE[Hnn+1H2 | Fn]la, = hmme[HnnHH EZ3Ive

— 2lim sup E[H@lw(y;, Tn)ﬁ;JrlHQ | Fn]la,
> =,

where we used our choice of o,¢; and Eq. (83).
Noticing that [y, — 0] < [A(yn, Tn) — 0], we can now apply Prop. 7.4 to the sequence (u;})
(see Eq. (84)) with A = A, to obtain

P (A, N [uf —0]) =P (A, A [u) — 0] 0 [A(yp, ) — 0]) = 0.

We now show that [y, — 0] < [u;} — 0], which amounts to prove that w(y,, ,7,,) — 0 given y,, —
0. To that end, upon noting that w(0,-) = 0 and that d;w(-,-) is bounded, it suffices to apply
the mean value inequality, writing :

|0y To)ll = |w(yy , 70) — w(0,7)| < (sup) lorw(y ™, Ol |y | < Klly,, |-
Yyt
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We have shown so far that P(A4,) = 0. Since y, = Q 2, and [y, — 0] UpeN E,, we finally
obtain that

Plzn — 0] = Ply, — 0] =P (U([yn — 0] n Ep)> =P (U Ap> — 0.
peN peN

Th. 4.1 is proven.

7.3 Proofs for Section 4.2.1
7.3.1 Proof of Lem. 4.2

The matrix D coincides with Vg (24), where the function g is defined in (20). As such, its
expression is immediate. Recalling that py,S(x4) — guovx = 0, we get

[ p(t)S(2) — q(t)v — peo VS(2:) (= 24) + oo (v — v4)
g(z,t) = D(z — 2z,) = h(t)VF(z) —r(t)m — hO?VQF(CC*)(CC - Ti) + Toom
—-m ((v +e)72 — (ve + 8)_5>

—q(t) + go 0 (P(t) = o) VS(24) | [v— v,
- 0 oo —r(t)  (h(t) = heo) V2 F (1) m
o 3 0 0 T — Tx
2(U*+6)§

pP(t)(S(x) = S(xs) = VS(z4) (2 — 24))

h(t)(VE(z) — V2F(z,)(z — 24)) p(t)S(zy) — q(t)vs

+ 0
_ 1 1 V—Vx
mo Vute  Vuste + 2(v*+5)% 0

2 e(z,t) + c(t).

Under the assumptions made, it is easy to see that the function e(z, t) has the properties required
in the statement of Th. 4.1.

7.3.2 Proof of Th. 4.3

Consider the matrix D defined in the statement of Lem. 4.2. A spectral analysis of this matrix
as regards its eigenvalues with positive real parts is done in the following lemma.

Lemma 7.5. Let D be the matrix provided in the statement of Lem. 4.2. Each eigenvalue ¢ of
the matrix D such that R¢ > 0 is real, and its algebraic and geometric multiplicities are equal.
Moreover, there is a one-to-one correspondence ¢ between these eigenvalues and the negative

eigenvalues of V%VQF(w*)V%. Let d* be the dimension of the eigenspace of V%V2F(1‘*)V%
that is associated with its negative eigenvalues, let

w1
W = . c Rd+ xd
W+
be a matrix which rows are independent eigenvectors of ViV2F (:c*)V% that generate this
eigenspace, and denote as [ < 0 the eigenvalue associated with wy. Then, the rows of the rank

dT-matrix

A = |04 ca, WV, —ding(re + o (B)WVE | e RT X

generate the left eigenspace of D, the row k being an eigenvector for the eigenvalue o =1(3).
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Proof. 1t is obvious that the block lower-triangular matrix D has d eigenvalues equal to —qq
and 2d eigenvalues which are those of the sub-matrix

_ {roold hOOVQF(x*)] ‘

b -V 0

Given A € C, we obtain by standard manipulations involving determinants that
det(D — X) = det(A(roo + A) + hoo VV2F(2,)) = det(Mreo + A) + hoo VEVEF (2,)V 7).

Denoting as {8 }¢_, the eigenvalues of hooV%V2F(x*)V% counting the multiplicities, we obtain
from the last equation that the eigenvalues of D are the solutions of the second order equations

MNArrod+6,=0, k=1,....d

The product of the roots of such an equation is 5, and their sum is —ry, < 0. Thus, denoting
as (Cx,1 and (j 2 these roots, it is easy to see that if 8, > 0, then R(j 1, R(; 2 < 0, while if 5, < 0,
then both (j; are real, and only one of them is positive. Thus, we have so far shown that the
eigenvalues of D which real parts are positive are themselves real, and there is a or}e—to—one map
¢ from the set of positive eigenvalues of D to the set of negative eigenvalues of V2V2F(z,)V 2.
Moreover, the algebraic multiplicity of the eigenvalue ¢ > 0 of D is equal to the multiplicity of

©(C)-

Let us now turn to the left (row) eigenvectors of D that correspond to these eigenvalues. To
that end, we shall solve the equation

uD = (u  with u = [0,uy,us], upe e R™? (86)
for a given eigenvalue ( > 0 of D. Developing this equation, we get
—reou; — usV = Cuq, hoou1V2F(x*) = Cus.
If we now write 41 = vy V_% and uy = UQV%, this system becomes
—ropliy — iy = Cn, ey VEVAF(2,)V2 = (i,
or, equivalently,

fy = —(re + O)in, @1 <<2 + ool + hooV%V2F(m*)V%> —0,

which shows that @7 is a left eigenvector of V%V2F(1‘*)V% associated with the eigenvalue ¢(().
What’s more, assume that r is the multiplicity of ¢((), and, without generality loss, that the
submatrix W, . made of the first r rows of W generates the left eigenspace of ¢((). Then, the
matrix

[Orxd WT.V% _(TOO+C)WT.V_%:|

is a r-rank matrix which rows are independent left eigenvectors that generate the left eigenspace
of D for the eigenvalue . In particular, the algebraic and geometric multiplicities of this
eigenvalue are equal. The same argument can be applied to the other positive eigenvalues
of D. O
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We now have all the elements to prove Th. 4.3. Recall Eq. (14):

Zn+1 = Zn T ’7n+1b(2na7'n) + Yn+1Mn+1 + Vn+1Pn+1,

where b(z,t) = g(z,t) — c(t) = D(z — z.) + e(2,t) and p, = ¢(Tn—1) + pn. With these same
notations, we check that Assumptions i)-vi) in the statement of Th. 4.1 are satisfied. The
function e(z,t) satisfies Assumptions i)—iv) by Lem. 4.2. We now verify that the sequence (py,)
fulfills Assumption v). First, observe that Y. |lc(7,,)|? < oo under Assumption 4.3-i). Then, we
control the second term (p,,). After straightforward derivations, one can show the existence of
a positive constant C' (depending only on ¢ and a neighborhood W of z,) such that

|n 11 Leew < Cllmn = Mt |* + [vn1 = val) Laemw - (87)

Using the boundedness of the sequences (h;,) and (r,) together with the update rule of m,, and
Assumption 4.3-iii), there exists a positive constant C’ independent of n (which may change
from an inequality to another) such that

E [Hmn - mn+1||2]lzn€W] < 7721+1C/E [(1 + E§ [”Vf(xm 5)“2])1%61/\7] < 0/772z+1 . (88)

A similar result holds for E [|lvy, — vp11/*1.,ew] following the same arguments. In view of
Eqs. (87)-(88) and the assumption >}, 72, < +00, it holds that E [Y, | gn+1]*Lz,ew]| < +o0.
Therefore, Y |pn+1]|*Ls,ev < +00 a.s., which completes our verification of condition v) of
Th. 4.1. Assumption vi) follows from condition 4.3-7ii). Finally, let us make Assumption vii)

of Th. 4.1 more explicit. Partitioning the matrix Q' as Q~! = {g +] where Bt has d*

rows, Lem. 7.5 shows that the row spaces of B and A" are the same, which implies that
Assumption vii) can be rewritten equivalently as E[||[A™nns1l]” | Znlls.emw > 1. . By
inspecting the form of n,, provided by Eq. (28) (written as a column vector), one can readily check
that Assumption 4.3-iv) implies Assumption vii) of Th. 4.1 for a small enough neighborhood W,
using the continuity of the covariance matrix V%Eg(Vf(CC, &) —VF(x)(Vf(z,&)— VF(x))TV%
when x is near z,.

7.4 Proof of Th. 4.4

As mentioned in Section 4.2.2, the proof of Th. 4.4 is almost identical to the one of Th. 4.3. We
0  heV2F(z4)

1, 0 and

set ¢(t) = 0. Then, in Lem. 7.5, replace the matrix VY2V2F(z,)V'/2 by the Hessian V2F(z,).

point out the main differences here. In Lem. 4.2, replace D by D = {
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