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Abstract

We consider a diffusion given by a small noise perturbation of a dynamical system
driven by a potential function with a finite number of local minima. The classical
results of Freidlin and Wentzell show that the time this diffusion spends in the domain
of attraction of one of these local minima is approximately exponentially distributed
and hence the diffusion should behave approximately like a Markov chain on the local
minima. By the work of Bovier and collaborators, the local minima can be associated
with the small eigenvalues of the diffusion generator. In Part I of this work [I0], by
applying a Markov mapping theorem, we used the eigenfunctions of the generator to
couple this diffusion to a Markov chain whose generator has eigenvalues equal to the
eigenvalues of the diffusion generator that are associated with the local minima and
established explicit formulas for conditional probabilities associated with this coupling.
The fundamental question now becomes to relate the coupled Markov chain to the
approximate Markov chain suggested by the results of Freidlin and Wentzel. In this
paper, we take up this question and provide a complete analysis of this relationship in
the special case of a double-well potential in one dimension.

AMS subject classifications: Primary 60J60; secondary 60H10, 60F10, 60J27,
60J28, 34110

Keywords and phrases: conditional distributions, coupling, eigenfunctions, Freidlin
and Wentzell, Markov mapping theorem, Markov processes, metastability

1 Introduction

In the interest of self-containment, we will first recap the essential definitions from Part I of
this work [I0]. Fix ¢ > 0 and consider the stochastic process,

X_(t) = X.(0) — f; VE(X.(s))ds + V2 W (2), (1.1)
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where F' € C3(RY) and W is a standard d-dimensional Brownian motion. Let ¢ be the
solution to the differential equation ¢’ = —VF(¢). We will use ¢, to denote the solution
with ¢, (0) = . The process X. is a small-noise perturbation of the deterministic process ¢.

Suppose F € C3*(R?) and lim|,_o, F(z) = o0, and that M = {zg,...,z,,} is the set of
local minima of the F', with m > 1. The points x; are stable points for the process ¢. For
X., however, they are not stable. The process X, will initially gravitate toward one of the x;
and move about randomly in a small neighborhood of this point. But after an exponential
amount of time, a large fluctuation of the noise term will move the process X. out of the
domain of attraction of x; and into the domain of attraction of one of the other minima. We
say that each point z; is a point of metastability for the process X..

If X is a cadlag process in a complete, separable metric space S adapted to a right
continuous filtration (assumptions that are immediately satisfied for all processes considered
here) and H is either open or closed, then 755 = inf{t > 0: X (¢) or X(t—) € H} is a stopping
time (see, for example, [6, Proposition 1.5]). If z € S, let 7.¥ = 7%, We may sometimes also
write 7% (H ), and if the process is understood, we may omit the superscript.

Let

Dj ={reR?: tlirroé 0 (t) = z;} (1.2)

be the domains of attraction of the local minima. It is well-known (see, for example, [7], [T,
Theorem 3.2], [2 Theorems 1.2 and 1.4], and [4]) that as ¢ — 0, TXE(D]C-) is asymptotically
exponentially distributed under P%i. It is therefore common to approximate the process X,

by a continuous time Markov chain on the set M (or equivalently on {0,...,m}).
In this project, for each ¢ > 0, we wish to capture this approximate Markov chain
behavior by coupling X, to a continuous time Markov chain, Yz, on {0, ..., m}. We refer to

the indexed collection of coupled processes, {(X.,Y:) : € > 0} as a coupling sequence.

In [10], we developed a general coupling procedure that goes beyond the specific case
of interest here. It is a construction that builds a coupling between a Markov process
on a complete and separable metric space and a continuous-time Markov chain where the
generators of the two processes have common eigenvalues. The coupling is done in such
a way that observations of the chain yield quantifiable conditional probabilities about the
process.

We then applied this construction to the special case of a reversible diffusion on R? driven
by a potential function and a small white noise perturbation. We summarize here the results
in this special case. Assume there exist constants a; > 0 and ¢; > 0 such that ay < 2a; — 2,
and

IVF(z)* < cslz]™ + cq, (1.3)
(|VF(z)| — 2AF (2))? < c3|2|™ + ¢4 (1.4)

alz|™ = e
Cl|I|al — Co

NN

Let ~
A={(f,—eH[f): [ e CZ(R))}

be the generator for (ILT]), and let (=X, 7o), - - -, (—Am, M) be the first m + 1 eigenvalues and
eigenfunctions of A. By [10, Proposition 3.7|, the functions 7, are continuous and bounded.
We may therefore choose a matrix, Q € R(»*Dx(m+1) “and vectors, €1, ..., €™ such that



(i) @ is the generator of a continuous-time Markov chain with state space E, =
{0,1,...,m},

(ii) ¢® is a right eigenvector of ) with eigenvalue —\;, and

(iii) for 0 < i < m, the functions,
O (k
ai(w) =1+ Y & (),
k=1

are strictly positive.

We then choose a probability measure, p = (pog,...,pm), on Ey, define the measure v on
Rd X E() by

v(I' x {i}) = pja(i,T), T e B(RY), (1.5)
and let (X.,Y.) be the cadlag Markov process on RY x E, with initial distribution v and

generator,
a; ()

Bf(.ﬁlf,l) = Af(l‘, 7’) + ZQU OZJEZE') (I)(f(xuj) - f(xv 7’)) (16)
J#i !
Note that all of these objects (A, A\, Mk, @, €®, p, and so on) depend on ¢, though this
dependence is suppressed in the notation for readability.

By [10l Theorem 3.8], the process X, solves (ILI]), the process Y. has generator ), and

POX® T V() =) = | (o) wlde), (17)
r
forallt >0,all 0 <j <m, and all ' e B(F).
In this way, for each £ > 0, we create a coupling, (X, Y.). We referred to the indexed
collection of coupled processes, {(X.,Y:) : € > 0}, as a coupling sequence. Our objective is
to investigate the possibility of constructing a coupling sequence which satisfies both

P(X(t)e D; | Ye(t) = j) — 1 (1.8)

and '
E'[7}] ~ "5 ,)] (1.9)

as € — 0, for all i and j, where B,(x) is the ball of radius p centered at .

In the current paper, we consider this question in the case of a double-well potential
in one dimension. That is, suppose d = 1 and M = {xg,x1}, where oy < 0 < 7. Let
F be decreasing on (—o0,xg) and (0,x;), and increasing on (zg,0) and (x1,00), and satisfy
F(z0) < F(z1). Then the domains of attraction are Dy = (—0,0) and Dy = (0,00). There
are many possible coupling sequences, so for each such sequence, we can ask if it satisfies
any of the following:

P(X.(t) < 0| Yo(t) = 0) > 1, (1.10)
P(X.(t)> 0] Ye(t) = 1) > 1, (1.11)
B ] ~ E™ [0 ) (1.12)
E°[r] ~ E™[r5 ), (1.13)



as € — 0, where 0 < p < |xo| A 2.
Let —A. be the second eigenvalue of the generator of X.. It is known (see, for example,

Ma m or I!IL |2ﬂ)> that in (M) and m, we have

2 1
w1 [ Xe ~ (F0)=F(z1))/e  —
E 1[TB,J(:co)] |F”(0)F”(1’1)|1/26 ' )\6’
2
zo7.Xe - (F(0)=F(x0))/e
E O[TBp(xl)] |F”(0)F”(1’0)|1/26 R

Thus, (LI2)) and (LI3) are equivalent to ([A2) and ([A3)), respectively. Moreover, Theorem
shows that, in our coupling construction, (L.I0]) is equivalent to the assertion that, given
Y (t) = 0, the distribution of X (¢) is asymptotically equivalent to the stationary distribution,
conditioned to be on (—0o0,0). Theorem gives the analogous equivalency for (ILI).

In Section [l we will show that, in our coupling construction, (LIl implies (LI12), which
implies (LI0), and (CI3) implies (LI2). We also show by example that there are no other
implications among these conditions. For example, we can couple X, and Y; so that ([LI0),
(CI2), and (LI3) are satisfied, but (I.I1]) is not. In other words, it is possible to build the
Markov chain with asymptotically the same transition rates as the process, but the two do
not remain synchronized, in the sense that (LI fails. Or, as another example, we can
couple the processes so that ([LI0)-(TI2]) are satisfied, but (LI3) is not. In other words,
we can have a coupling where the Markov chain accurately tracks the diffusion, but the
transition rates of the two processes are not the same.

In the case of the double-well potential, for fixed ¢ > 0, the dynamics of the coupling
(X.,Y.) are uniquely determined by two parameters, & . and & (see Lemma [AT]). If we
identify coupling sequences whose parameters are asymptotically equivalent as ¢ — 0, then
there is a unique coupling sequence satisfying ([I0)-(I3)). Heuristically, we build this
sequence by choosing the ¢’s so that a; ~ ¢;.1p,. More specifically, we choose them so that
ag = —m/m(0) + 1 and a; = n;/|m(—0)| + 1. We then prove sharp enough bounds on the
behavior of 7; to show that the approximation o; ~ ¢;.1p, is sufficiently accurate.

The outline of the paper is as follows. In Section Bl we address the issue of how the
minima should be ordered so that they correspond to the eigenvalues of the generator of the
diffusion. This is a necessary prerequisite for attaining the asymptotic behavior in (L) and
(L9). In Section [ we specialize to the case of the double-well potential in d = 1. We begin
there with the study the structure of the second eigenfunction. In particular, we narrow
down the location of the nodal point, show that the eigenfunction is asymptotically flat near
the minima, and establish key estimates on the behavior of the eigenfunction near the saddle
point. Then, in Section M we use these results to give a complete analysis of our coupling
sequences for the double-well potential.

2 Ordering the local minima

Heretofore, no mention has been made of the order in which the local minima, M =
{xg,..., 2y}, are listed. No particular order is necessary in order to construct a coupling
sequence. But if that sequence is to exhibit the behavior in (IL8) and (CJ), then the minima
should be ordered so that they correspond with the eigenvalues of A.

4



To describe this ordering, we first establish some notation and terminology. For any two
sets A, B — R?, define the set of paths from A to B as

P*(A,B) = {we C([0,1];R%) : w(0) € A, w(1) € B}.

Given F : R? — R, the height of the saddle, or communication height, between A and B is
defined as

F(A.B)= inf F(w(t)).
(A, B) et ABHEEE] (w(t))

The set of minimal paths from A to B is

P(A, B) = {we P*(A,B) : sup F(w(t)) = F(A, B)}.

A gate, G(A, B), is a minimal subset of {z € R? : F(z) = F(A, B)} such that all minimal
paths intersect G(A, B). In general, G(A, B) is not unique. The set of saddle points, S(A, B),
is the union of all gates.

Assumption 2.1. (i) For x,y € M, G(x,y) is unique and consists of a finite set of
isolated points {zf(x,y)}.

(i) The Hessian matriz of F' is non-degenerate at each x € M and at each saddle point
7 (z,y).

(i4i) The minima M = {xo,...,z,} can be labeled in such a way that, with M, =
{xo,...,x}, each saddle point z*(xy, My_1) is unique, the Hessian matriz of F at
2*(xg, My_1) is non-degenerate, and

F(xy, Mi\zy) — F(zg) < F(a;, Mi\z;) — F(x;), (2.1)
for all0 <i <k <m.

We shall assume our potential function F satisfies Assumption 2., and that the minima
are ordered as in (iii).

3 Structure of the second eigenfunction

3.1 Tools and preliminary results

From this point forward, we take d = 1. Note that en, — F'n, = — gy, for all integers &k > 0.
We will make use of the fact that the eigenfunctions satisfy the integral equations in the
following lemma.

Lemma 3.1. For any k € N,

() = me(on) — 2 F f exp (M) k() do du (3.1)
= Ng(—0) — % Jxoo J: exp <M) i (w) dv du. (3.2)
5
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Proof. Fix k € N. Since n; is bounded by Proposition [I0, Proposition 3.7], we may choose
C1 > 0 such that |nx(z)| < C for all z € R. Now fix 2 € R. Since a; > 2, we may choose
a € (1,a1/2). By [10, Lemma 3.3], assumptions (3] and (4] imply that

51|$|al — 52 < |F(.§L’)| < E3|.§L’|a2 + 54, (33)

where @; = a;/2 + 1. It follows that lim,_., u=*e" ™/ = co. Also by (3], for u sufficiently
large, |u™*F'(u)| = C|u|*/?>~* for some C' > 0. Hence, by L'Hoptal’s rule,

o (YefWE gy , 1
P @~ A T e Flu) 0

and so we may choose Cy > 0 such that SZ eFW/e dy < Cou=ef /e for all u > x. Therefore,

[ (225

€
and so the right-hand side of ([B.]) is well-defined.

o0

dvdu < C’ngJ u Ydu < 0,

xT

Let
e [ F(v)— F(u
y(z) = ni(0) — ?kf f exp (%) e (u) dv du.
o N (7 (Flz) - F)
/ x)— F(u
y'(z) = —kf exp (—) i (w) du,

e Jy £

and \ " - -
y'(z) = —?kﬁk(x) + F/(x)g—gf exp <M) me(u) du.

Thus, ey” — F'y' = =M\ = eny, — F'ny,, so that y — n; is an eigenfunction corresponding to

Xo- That is, y and 7 differ by a constant. But y(o0) = nx(o0), so y = n and this proves

B.I).
By replacing F' with z +— F(—z), equation (B3.]) gives

i) = () =2 [ [T (PRI v

£

which gives

() = (=) = —

proving ([B.2]). ]

We now assume that for some fixed 7o < 0 < 77:

(i) F is strictly decreasing on (—o0, 7o) and (0,7;), and strictly increasing on (Zy,0) and
(%1, OO)



(ii) F"(Zy) > 0, F"(0) <0, F"(z,) > 0.
(ili) F(2o) # F(21).
Then M = {Zy, 71} and m = 1. If F'(Zy) < F(Z;), then

F(Z1,{%o}) — F(Z1) = F(0) = F(Z1) < F(0) — F(%0) = F (%, {Z1}) — F(%0),
which would imply zy = %y, and x; = ;. On the other hand, if F(Z,) < F(Z), then zy = 7,
and x; = To. For now, we will not assume either ordering of the local minima, so that our
assumptions are symmetric under the reflection x — —x. Because of this, results that are
stated in terms of Ty can be applied to Z; by replacing F'(z) with F(—xz).
Let n = m and A = A;. By Courant’s nodal domain theorem [3, Section VI.6, p.454],
replacing n by —n if necessary, there exists r = r. € R such that

<0 ifx<r,,
nz)s =0 ifx=r.,
>0 ifx>r.

It therefore follows from Lemma [3.T] that 7 is strictly increasing.
By [2, Theorem 1.2],

|F”(0)F”(ZL’1) |1/2
2

A\ =

e~ (FO-F@le(1 4 02| loge|)). (3.4)
By [1, (3.3)], we have

2
o[ X R (P(O)~F(z;)/e
E [TBp(-'El—j)] |F”(O)F”(l’j)|1/2 e ) (35)

for 0 < p < |Zo| A |Z1|. And the following special case of [2, Proposition 3.3] gives us a way
to estimate the shape of the eigenfunction.

Theorem 3.2. Let h(y) = PY(1%

Coeanre) < Tre) and ¢(y) = m(y)l/In(xo + €)|. Then there
exists C, o, g9 > 0 such that

hiy) < é(y) < h(y)(L + Ce*?),
for ally <r. and all € € (0,&p).

To apply this result, we will use the following two lemmas, which formulate the Freidlin
and Wentzell results in our specific case.

Lemma 3.3. Leta <a < Ty < b<b<0 and fix 0 > 0. Then there exists g > 0 such that

14+46
19

exp (1 . O (F(a) A F(b) — F@o))) < B[r,.] < exp (

(F(a) n F(5) - F@o») |

foralla <z < band all c e (0,20). The analogous result also holds when 0 < a <a <7 <
b <b.



Proof. By Theorem [AT], elog E*[7(; .| — L = F(a) A F(b) — F() as ¢ — 0, uniformly

~

in x on [a,b]. Thus, there exists o such that € € (0,¢0) implies ¢ log E%[T(qp)] < (1 + )L,
which gives the upper bound. The lower bound is deduced similarly. O

Lemma 3.4. Let a < Ty <b <0 o0r0 < a < 2 <b and define G = (a,b). Assume
F(a) # F(b) and choose y € {a,b} such that F(y) = F(a) v F(b). Then, for all compact
K < G and all v > 0, there exists g > 0 such that

Y @LGELUIES.

9 9

> < PH(X(76:) = y) < exp <_ |F(a) = F(b)] - 7) |

for all x € K and all € € (0, &g).

Proof. We prove only the case where a < Ty < b and F'(a) > F(b), so that y = a. The proofs
of the other cases are similar. We use Theorem [A.3] Proposition[A.4] and Lemma[A.5l Note
that, according to the discussion preceding Theorem [A.3] we have Vg(z,y) = V(z,y) for all
x,y € |a,b].

Fix x € K. In this case,

Mg = Ve({Zo}, {a,b}) = V(Zo, a) A Va(Zo, b) = 2(F(b) — F (o)),
and

Mg (z,a) = min{Vg(Zo, x) + Va(z,a), Va(Zo, {a,b}) + Va(x,a), Val(z, To) + Va(Z,a)}
= min{2(F(z) — F(%)) + Va(z, a),2(F(b) — F(Zo)) + Va(z, a), 2(F(a) — F(Zo))}

If a <z < %y, then Vg(x,a) = 2(F(a) — F(x)), so that
Me(z,a) = 2min{F(a) — F(Zo), F'(b) — F(Zo) + F(a) — F(Z), F(a) — F(Zo)}
= 2(F(a) = F(Zo)).
If Zp < o < b, then Vg(x,a) = 2(F(a) — F(Zy)), so that
Mg (z,a) = 2min{F(z) + F(a) — 2F(Zy), F(b) + F(a) — 2F (%), F(a) — F(To)}
= 2(F(a) = F(Zo)).

Thus, Mg(x,a) — Mg = 2(F(a) — F(b)), and the result follows from Theorem [A.3l O

3.2 Location of the nodal point

Our first order of business is to identify an interval in which the nodal point (that is, the zero
of the second eigenfunction) is asymptotically located. The essential feature of the interval
is that it is bounded away from the minima as ¢ — 0.

The statement of this result is Corollary To prove this result, we need four lemmas,
all concerning stopping times of X.

Lemma 3.5. There exists R > 0 such that sup{E*[15]| : x € R% e € (0,1)} < oo, where

K = Bg(0).



Proof. In this proof, for r > 0, let o, = T(Ii(j;)r] =inf{t >0: F(X(t)) <r}.
Choose C4,Cs, L > 0 such that
(i) V() = Cifz|™,
(ii) Cilz|™ < |VF(z)]* < Cy|x]®, and
(iii) Cylz]| < F(x) < Colz|%,
for all |z| > L, where @; are as in ([B.3). Choose R > L such that

I:=(1v sup F(z),CiR"]nN # &,
|z|<L
and choose b e I.

Suppose w € {7 > t}. Then, for all s < ¢, we have that |X(s)| > R > L, and so it
follows that F(X(s)) = C1]|X(s)|® > C1R% > b. Thus, w € {0}, > t}, and we have shown
that 74 < o3, a.s. It therefore suffices to show that E*[o,] is bounded above by a constant
that does not depend on x or €.

Fix e € (0,1). Let r = a;/dy and C3 = C,C,". We will first prove that if x € R? n e N,
and b <n < F(x) <n+1, then

E*[o,] <2C5'n". (3.6)

Let x and n satisfy the assumptions. Using I[t0’s rule, we can write
F(X(t)) = F(x) +V2e M(t) —25J¢ ))ds, P*-a.s.

where M (t So VE(X(s))dW(s)and ¢ = eV + |VF|2 (4¢). Let W(s) = M(T(s)), where
the stopplng time T( ) is defined by T'(s) = inf{t : [M]; > s}. By [9, Theorem 3.4.6],
W is a standard Brownian motion, and M (¢ (t) = ([ ]t) Moreover, by [9, Problem 3.4.5],
s < [M]; if and only if T'(s) < t, and [M]p() = s for all s > 0.

Let

and define 7, = Tﬁfzﬂxﬂ = inf{t > 0 : W(t) < (n — F(x))/+/2e}. We will prove that
[M],, <7, a.s. Note that

(5, < [M],,} = Lé <{S < Med o {W(S) - %})

U ({T(s) <ou}n {W([M]T<s>> < %}) '

seQ

On the event {T'(s) < 0, }, we have, for all u < T'(s),

F(X(u)) >n=>0b> sup F(x), (3.7)

lz|<L



where the first inequality comes from the definition of o,,. It follows that | X (u)| > L. Thus,
by (i), we have V(X (u)) > 0, and so (X (u)) > |VF (X (u))|?/(4¢€). Hence,

T(s)
n < F(X(T(s))) < F(x) +V2eM(T(s)) — %L VE(X (u))]*du
= Fa) + VEWB([Mlr) — 5[Mlreo
= Fa) + V2e W([M]rs).
Therefore, W([M]T(s)) > (n — F(z))/v/2¢ a.s. on the event {T(s) < o,}, which shows that

P(5, < [M],,) =0.
Note that for all |z| > L, we have

VE(@)? = Cilz|™ = Ci(|z[*)"/% = Ci(Cy ' F(x))™/* = C3F (x)".

Thus, as in ([3.7), we obtain

o On

n \VE(X (u))|*du > C’gJO F(X(u))" du = Csn"o,,.

5> [M],, — J

0

Hence, using [9, Exercise 3.5.10], which gives the Laplace transform of &,, we have
E*[0,] < C3'n""E*[F,] = 2C5'n " (F(x) — n) < 205 'n™",

which proves ([B.0). It now follows by induction and the Markov property that

n

Eloy] <2051 Y157,

j=b
whenever b <n < F(x) <n+ 1. Since
~ ag 2&1 -2
=—-+1< +1=a,
%) 5 5 ax

it follows that r > 1. Hence, C, := Z;o:bj*" < 0. Since g, = 0, P%-a.s., whenever F(z) < b,
we have that E*[o}] < 205 'Cy for all z € R%. O

Lemma 3.6. Let © < Zy. Then there exists £y > 0 such that
sup{EY[7X] 1y < 2, € (0,20)} < 0.

Proof. Choose R > |x| as in Lemma 33 so that there exists C} > 0 such that EY[7%;] < C
forally < —R and all € € (0,1).

Suppose —R <z < Ty and € € (0,1). Let J = (—R —1,x). Since 7% < 75 P f-as., the
strong Markov property gives

E- Y] = BRr) + ERENCR[N)] = BV + p BT[],

x x
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where p. = P"R(X(7X) = —R — 1). Also by the strong Markov property and Lemma [3.5],
E RN X = B + BT R [Y < O+ BRI

Thus,
E_R[T:])g] + peCl
1- Pe .
By Theorem [A.2] there exists Co > 0, T > 0, and &g € (0, 1) such that for all € € (0, &),

E_R[TX] <

o0 0 9
E- 5] = L P(75¢ > t)dt < T + L e U g < T 4 é—(; —: Cy.

Choose 0 < r < |Zo| such that F(Zo+7) < F(—R—1), and choose v < F(—R—1)— F(Zo+7).
By Lemma [B.4] making ¢y smaller, if necessary, we have
F(—R—l)—F(:?0+r)—fy)
8 )

Pe < P_R(X(T({R_L;CO”)C) =—R—-1)<exp (—

for all € € (0,0). By making gy even smaller, if necessary, we have p. < 1/2 for all € € (0, g9).
Thus,
E_R[T;CX] < 2C3 + Cl = 04,

for all € € (0, &).
Now, if y < —R < x < xg, then

EY[r}] = B[R] + BR[N] < O+ Gy,
for all € € (0,¢¢), and if —R <y < z < ¢, then

Cy=E P[] = E_R[TZ;X] + EY[rX] = EY[rX],

for all € € (0, ). (]

Lemma 3.7. For all 2o < x <0 and all § > 0, there exists C' > 0 and €y > 0 such that for
all 0 < e <eg and all y < x, we have

14+6
g

EY[r¥] < Cexp ( (F(x) — F(ZEO))> .

Proof. Suppose 7o < x < 0 and fix § > 0. Choose R > |Zy| as in Lemma B.5] so that there
exists 1 > 0 such that EY[7%,] < C| for all y < —R and all € € (0,1). By making R larger,
if necessary, we may assume F(x) < F(—=R —1). Let J := (=R — 1,z). As in the proof of
Lemma [3.6,

E_R[T:])g] + peCl
1- De
where p. = P~%(X(73%) = —R — 1). Using Lemma B4, we may choose g5 > 0 such that

pe < 1/2 for all € € (0,&9), giving

E_R[TX] <

xT

Y

E*R[TX] < 2E7R[Tj£] + (.

xT

11



As in the proof of Lemma 3.6 if y < —R, then
EY[tX] = BY[r%;] + B[} < E7E[X] + Oy,
and if —R <y, then

E'[r ] < E7R Y]+ BV} ] = BTN [nX ] < BTN + Ch.

T x

Thus,
EY[TX] < 2B F[rt] + 20,

xT

for all y < z and all € € (0,¢p).
By Lemma B.3] making ¢y smaller if necessary, we have

1
B < e (2P - F)).
for all € € (0, &p), which proves the lemma with C' = 2 + 2. ]

Lemma 3.8. Let w,(dz) = |n(z)|1(—w,(z)@(dz) and & = w,((—0,r.)) 'w,. It then
follows that P¥ (7. > t) = e for allt > 0.

Proof. Let I = (—o0,7.). Let X! denote X killed upon leaving I. Note that X7 with X7(0) =
x solves the martingale problem for (A’,d,), where AT = {(f, Af) : f € CX(R), f(r) = 0}.
Choose ¢, € CP(R) such that 0 < ¢, < 1, p,(r) = 0, and ¢, — 1; pointwise. Then

PR(r, > 1) = PR(X(1) € 1) = E*[1L,(X' ()] = lim by (2.

where h,(t) = E%[p,(X1(t))]. Let P/ f(x) = E*[f(X'(t))]. Fix t = 0 and let v, = Plo,.

o hn(t) = f (2 dw = _L f VY1 dw
I @, (1) Jr ’
so that
1 1
! - _ Al Indow = ———— " Ynd
i) =~ | (e = —— | (el - Pl
1 A
- — n(en” — F'n/ = wndoo = —\h, (1).
wn([)f[w (en” — F'n) dw wn([)ﬁtbn w (t)

Thus, hy(t) = he(0)e . Note that h,(0) = §, ¢ d@ — @(I) = 1 as n — co. It therefore
follows that P¥ (7, > t) = e, O

Theorem 3.9. Let x € (Ty,0) satisfy F'(z)— F(ZTo) < F(0)— F(z1). Then there exists g > 0
such that for all 0 < & < &g, we have x < r..

Proof. Choose § > 0 such that (1+0)(F(z) — F(Zo)) < F(0) — F(z1). By LemmaB.7 there
exists g > 0 and C; > 0 such that

EY[rX] < Oy exp (%”(F(g;) _ F(b‘:’o))) ,

12



for all € € (0,g0) and all y < x. By (B4), there exists a constant Cy > 0, not depending on
g, such that A < Cye~(FO-F@))/2 By making &, smaller if necessary, we may assume

elog(C1Cs) < F(0) = F(z1) — (1 +0)(F(z) — F(%)),
for all € € (0, &9).
Fix & < 9. Suppose 7. < z. By Lemma B.8]
Citen (LFO - Fe)) <4 = 91 = [ Pl

—00

< J E Ey[T;CX]&(dy) < sup Ey[T;CX] < sup Ey[T;CX] < Chexp <1%5(F(x) — F(%o))) ,

o0 Y<re y<zx

which implies

a contradiction. ]

Corollary 3.10. Suppose F(Zy) < F(Z1), so that xo = Ty and x; = T,. Choose & € (x,0)
such that F(§) — F(xg) = F(0) — F(x1). Then for all § > 0, there exists £g > 0 such that
re € (£ —16,0) for all0 < e < g.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume £ —¢§ > x¢ and 0 < ;. Taking x = £ —9 in
Theorem B9 we may choose 1 such that £ — 9 < r. for all € < e;. For the upper bound on
r., we apply Theorem to x — F'(—z). In this case, the theorem says that if z € (—z1,0)
satisfies F'(—x) — F(z1) < F(0) — F(x0), then there exists €5 > 0 such that = < 7. for all
€ < g9, where 7. is the nodal point of z — —n(—=z), that is, 7. = —r.. Taking z = —¢ and
€9 = €1 A &9 finishes the proof. ]

3.3 Behavior near the minima

Corollary divides the domain of the second eigenfunction, 7, into three intervals: two
infinite half-lines that each contain one of the two minima, and a bounded interval separating
the half-lines that contains the nodal point. Our next order of business is to show that 7
is asymptotically flat on the infinite half-lines. Theorem gives this result for the half-
line containing Ty. Applying Theorem to x — F(—x) gives the result for the half-line
containing 7.

We begin with a lemma. Recall a;,a; and ¢;, ¢; from (L3)), (L4), and (B.3). In applying

this lemma, note that
62 . ao + 2 2@1 aq

= < < —,
ap ap + 2 a; + 2 2
where the first inequality comes from as < 2a; — 2 and the second from a; > 2.

Lemma 3.11. Let z € (2¢,0). Suppose p satisfies



Then there exists ug < —1 and C > 0 such that

o~ F)/e f POV gy < Celul P72,

u

for all uw < ug and all ¢ > 0.

Proof. Choose t < Ty such that F(t) = F(z). Using (L3]), we may choose uy < —1 and
C'" > 0 such that

(i) —|uol? <t,

(i) F(0) > 0 and |F'(9)] = C'|9]/2, for all § < —|ug|?, and

(i) CglufPi2~0 < 0—21 and ¢; — Gy < Czl|u|5”, for all u < uy.

Let G(u) = §7 "™/ dv and H(u) = e"™/°. Fix u < ug and let v = —|u[’ < —|u,|’. Note
that u < v.
By Cauchy’s generalized law of the mean,
Gu) —G) _ G'(0)
H(u)—H(v) H'6)

Gw) G)  GO) (. H)
H(u) ~ H(w) = H(0) <1 H<u>)
_ G(v) 5 H(v)
" H(w) | [F0) (1 H<u>>
_ G(v) ¢
S Hw TTEO)]
By (ﬁj]), 13 13 19 g

< < = .
|F7(0)] ~ C"|0]m/2 ~ C'o|n/z O |ulpar/?
It therefore suffices to show that

G(v)

< " —pai/2 ]
H) Clelul P77, (3.8)

for some constant C” that does not depend on u or e.

By B.3),
F(U) — F(u) < 53|U|62 + 54 — 51|U|a1 — 52

= (53|u|p52751 — 51)|U|al + 54 - 52 < —Z|U|al,
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where the last inequality comes from (). By (i), we have v < ¢, so that F'(v) > F(w) for
all w € (v, x). Hence,

Gl) _ f " P -F@E gy < [pleF@-F@)/e

H(u)
< |uf exp (—j—yuﬁl)

—par/2\ Ly i “
- (€|u| p 1/2) g|u|p Lexp <_4_€|u| 1) )

Since z — zPe~“%/* is bounded on [0, o), this proves (B.5). O

Theorem 3.12. Let x € (Zy,0) satisfy F(x) — F(Zy) < F(0) — F(x1). Then there exists
C >0 and gy > 0 such that for all 0 < & < &,

'1 - nZ’E‘Z )‘ < gexp (—%(F(O) () - Fz) + F(:%’o))) | (3.9)

Proof. Again by (B.4]), there exists a constant C; > 0, not depending on &, such that
A\ < Cre” FO)=F(z1))/e,

Let e be as in Theorem B9 and let € € (0,¢p). Choose t < T such that F'(t) = F(x).
By Theorem B9 = < r.. Since 7 is increasing, n(u) < 0 for all uw < z. Therefore, by ([B.2]),

0 < n(z) - f f ~F /%] )| do du

)] f f SFO=F)/e gy ds.
—o0 Ju
J J F)/e dy du

o~ (FO-F (1)) J J ~F@)/2 dy du, (3.10)

Choose p as in Lemma [3. 11l Then there exist ug < 0 and Cy > 0 such that

J Je(F /e dv du < < Cse,

where Cs = Cy|uo|*?%/2/(pa;/2 — 1). By the proof of Lemma B.IT], we have uo < ¢, and so

t o ¢
f f e F@=FW)/e i, dy < f (x —u)du < |“0|2-
ug Jyu o

Thus,

Lastly,

J : J " F@-F@)E gy du < J : J " F@-FGONE gy gy < g |26 F@-F @0z
t u t

u

15



Thus,

J : J " PO-FO/E gy iy < Oy + Jugl? + [ug 2P -F@)/e
—o0 Ju

< el F@-F@o)/e

Y

where Cy = (Cseg + |ug|?)eF@—F@))/20 1 |992. Finally, combining this with @I0), we
obtain (B.9]), where C' = C,C}. O

3.4 Behavior near the nodal point

From this point forward, for definiteness, we assume F(Zy) < F(Z;), so that xy = Ty and
T = %1.

Having shown that 7 is asymptotically flat near the minima, we would now like to
show that it behaves, weakly, like a simple function that is constant on the domains of
attraction defined in ([2). That is, we want to show that SDOndw ~ n(zg)w(Dy) and
SDI ndw ~ n(r1)w(Dy). (Note that we cannot use Theorem [A.G] since 1 depends on ¢.)
Combined with {7 dw = 0, this would give us the relative magnitudes of n(zo) and n(z;).
By Theorem BI2] this is equivalent to understanding the relative magnitudes of n(—o0) and
n(c0), respectively.

Lemma 3.13. Choose ¢ € (0,z1) such that £ — § € (x¢,0). Let k be a positive integer and
let g : R — R be bounded. If g is continuous at x¢ and x1, then

&0 ko —F(z)e k| 2TE p(ag)e
g(z)n(z)["e dz ~ g(xo)[n(—0)| e (3.11)
—0 F (xo)
and
” k_—F(x)/e k 2TE p(ay)e
g(@)n(z)["e dz ~ g(z1)[n(0) "y [, ——~e %, (3.12)
5 F"(z1)
as € — 0.

Proof. By writing ¢ = ¢ — ¢g~, ¢* and ¢~ nonnegative, we may assume without loss of
generality that g is nonnegative. By Corollary B.I0 and the fact that 7 is increasing, we have
that, for e sufficiently small, |n(z)| < |n(—o0)| for all x € (=0, & — §). Thus,

=0 -
J 9(@)ln(a)[*e” " do < |77(—OO)|kJ g(x)e T qg,
. .
Similarly,
§—6 £s
f g(@)n(a)["e™"DE dw = [n(& - 5)|kf g(x)e F@/E dg.
. »
Hence, by Theorem B.12]
=0 -
| stem@te e o~y [ gla)e " da
o .

By Theorem [A[6, this proves (BII). Replacing F' with 2 — F(—x), Theorem shows
that 7(0) ~ n(o0). Thus, the same argument can be used to obtain ([B.12). 0
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Lemma 3.14. There exists &g > 0 such that for all 6 € (0, dy),

5 =) @
J n(x)e F@/Ede = o <J In(z)|e F@/E dx + J

In(a)]eP@e das) |
£ ~ g

as e — 0.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume F'(xy) = 0. Let v = (F'(0) — F(z))/4 > 0.
By the continuity of F'; we may choose &y > 0 such that F'(—dy) > F'(x1) and

F(—6/2) — F(wg — 6) — F(ay) > 27, (3.13)

for all ¢ € (0, dp).
Let § € (0,d0) be arbitrary. By Theorem applied to = — F(—x), there exists ¢’ > 0
and 0 < g9 < x1 such that

(@) < (1+ &) nzs — )P (7, . < 77),

Tr1—€

forall z € (§—0,—d) N (re,00) and all € € (0,&p). For any such x and ¢, since X is continuous
and
Tg—0<r.<x<-0/2<z—¢,

- b b X be @
it follows that on {r;]_. < 7.7}, we have 77, < 7.5, P*-a.s. Hence,

[n(@)] < 1+ 8)n(z — )| P (255 < 73 _s)-

By making gy smaller, if necessary, and using Theorem applied to x — F(—x), this
gives

()] < (1+8)2[n(0)| P (%2 < Top—s),
for all z € (£ —9,—0) N (re,00) and all € € (0,g¢). By (B13), we may apply Lemma B.4] so
that by making ¢, smaller, if necessary, we obtain

o)l < 1+ (e exp (~2(F62) - Fan=0)-21).) (314

forall x € ((—9,—0) N (re,00) and all € € (0,¢). By BI3)), for fixed z € ({—0, =) n (7, 0)
and ¢ € (0,g9), we may write

n()] < (1+ 0")2[n(o0)]eFEr/e,

For fixed x € (—o0,r.], by the monotonicity of 7, we have |n(z)| < |n(—o0)|. Therefore, for
all z € (€ —0,—0) and all € € (0,¢¢), we have

(@)l < (1 +8)?(In(=o0)[ + n(o0)|eFFF).

By Proposition [A7], after making e, smaller, if necessary, we have

f n(@)le™ @ da < (1+ 8)2(1n(—o0)| + [n(o0)|e %) f e F@e g
§—90 s
9

< (14 ) (In(==0)| + (@)l ) s

(3.15)
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Let m = min{F"({—0), F'(—0), |F"(0)|}. Choose ¢ € {—0d,d} such that F'(c) = F(—0d) A F(0).
By Proposition [A.7], by making ¢y smaller, if necessary, we also have

0 S

F(; In(x) e du < (In(—0)| + |n(0)|) (J

e F@E gy + J
-5

0

< (14 8) (=) + (o)) e T

! — Tr1)/€ 28
< (148 (In(=0)| + In(eo0)|e~ =) ) (3.16)
Combining (BI5) and (BI4]) gives
o 3e
f [n(@)]e™ " dr < (1+8")(In(—0)| + |?7(OO)|6_F(“)/€)E- (3.17)
=)

Using Lemma [B13] again making g, smaller, if necessary, we have

)
f n(@)le " da
-6

F”(SL’O) §—6 B
< (1 5/4 J F(:v)/sd
(1+2) (x/ S [ o)l o
F(zy) [* 3
A S [y dx) *
5 m

3 1/2 14+ 8N4/ Fr o E—6 0
< (L+ )/ F"(z0) v I (1) U In(:v)le‘F(“”)/deJrf In(I)Ie_F(x)/EdI),

m —0 )
which completes the proof. OJ

Remark 3.15. Although we have narrowed down the location of the nodal point, r., to the
interval (£ — 4,0), the work in [§] suggests that the nodal point actually converges to &.
Moreover, the caption to [8, Fig. 3], states that a step function with discontinuity at ¢ is a
candidate limit for n as ¢ — 0. However, (814) shows that n(z) = o(n(w)) for all z < 0.
In fact, together with Theorem applied to x — F(—x), it follows that 1/n(0) — 1(0.0),
pointwise on R\{0}.

Proposition 3.16. We have

n(@)  [F"(x) o(F(@1)~F(z0))/e
In(—o0)| F"(x0) 7

as e — 0.
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Proof. Choose ¢ such that Lemma and Lemma [3.14 hold. Let

£—6 £—6
e — f n(x)e F@E dg = f in(a)le " d,

—00 —00

0 o0
oo = | nfa)e O dn = | nta)le " d
1 é

5
K3e = J n(x)e F@/E dy.
=)

Since SR n(z)e F@/e dy = 0, we have that |K1e| = |Koe| + K3 By LemmaB.14] we also have
that k3. = o(|k1e| + |Kae|)-
Since k3. = o(|k1c| + |Kae|), there exists eg > 0 such that |k | + |k2.| > 0 and

_ Amsel <1,
|’f1,€| + |"<52,€|

for all € € (0,&¢). Hence, for any such e, we may write

2 R3,e >
[ficltlrael ) 2R3 K3
1— (L) [Krel + |Roel = Kae  |Hael
|k1,e|+]r2,el

which implies |ko | > 0 for all such €, and also shows that k3 ./|k2.| — 0 ase — 0. Therefore,
|K1el/|k2e] = 1+ Kge/|kos| — 1 as e — 0. That is, |k1 .| ~ |k2.|. Applying Lemma [3.13]
finishes the proof. O

In the following theorem, we improve the results of Lemma [3.13] in the case &k = 1, to
extend the intervals of integration to include the entire domains of attraction.

Theorem 3.17. If g€ L™ (R) is continuous at xy and xy, then

0 —F(x)/e 2me —F(xg)/e
J_Oog(x)n(x)e F@)/e qp ~ g(xo)n(—0) m o~ F(x0)/ ’ (3.18)
and
” —F(z)/e 2TE  _p(ay))e
) g(x)n(z)e dx ~ g(x1)n(0) Friay) ¢ : (3.19)

as € — 0, provided the integrals exist for sufficiently small €. Consequently,

f gndm ~ (g(z0) — gla1))n(—o0), (3.20)

as € — 0.
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Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume F'(xy) = 0. Choose ¢ so that Lemma 314
applies. By (BIT) and Proposition [3.16]

<kﬁa1+ﬁf<1+ §3g3>wx—wn%a

0
[ om0 do
-6

for ¢ sufficiently small, where m = min{F’(¢ —0), F'(=9), |F’'(§)|}. Thus, to prove BIJ), it
suffices to show that

= -
f_oo g(@)n(z)e " dy ~ g(xo)n(—oo)\/%.

But this follows from ([BI1)) with & = 1 and the fact that n < 0 on (—00,& — 0).
Using Proposition BI6], to prove (319, it suffices to show that

Loog(x)n(a:)e—m)/a dx ~ —g(z1)n(~0) F%zr;o)'

As above, by [BIT) and Proposition B0 it suffices to show that

” —F(x)/e 2me
| st e~ —gan(—on | .

But this follows from (BI2]), Proposition B0, and the fact that n > 0 on (d,00). Finally,
combining these results with Proposition and Theorem [A.6] we obtain

n(—o0)™! fgn dw — g(x0) — g(1),

as € — 0. ]

4 Asymptotic behavior of the coupled process

Recall that we are assuming F' is a double-well potential in one dimension, with zo < 0 < x4
and F'(xg) < F(x1). Here, the x;’s are the local minima and 0 is the local maximum.

Our construction of the coupling is dependent on our choice of @ € R>*? and & = ¢W)
in the coupling construction outlined in the introduction (see [10, Theorem 3.8] for more
details). We begin with a lemma that characterizes all the admissible choices for ) and €.

Lemma 4.1. Let &, & € R. Define a; = X;/(& — &1—). Then

—Q, Q,
o= ()

is the generator of a continuous-time Markov chain with state space Ey = {0, 1}, eigenvalues
{0, =}, and corresponding eigenvectors (1,1)T and & = (£1,&)7 satisfying o; = 1+ &m > 0
if and only if the following conditions hold:
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, 1
(i) —@

(i) €& < 0.

Proof. Note that the a; are defined precisely so that ) has the given eigenvalues and
eigenvectors. Also, a; = 1+ &mn > 0 if and only if (i). And the a; are both positive if
and only if (ii). O

<< , Jor j=0,1, and

L
[n(=o0)|

For any such choice of £ as in Lemma [L] we obtain a coupled process (X,Y) with
generator B given by (LO) and initial distribution v given by (LH)). This process is cadlag,
X satisfies the SDE given by (ILT), Y is a continuous-time Markov chain with generator @),

and, by (L1,
P(X() T | Y(t) = j) = f

() mlde) == (0) + 6 [ @) =), @)

r

for j = 0,1 and all Borel sets I' = R. Recall that @ = p(R) "'y and pu(dr) = e 7@/ gy,
For each fixed ¢ > 0, we may choose a different £. Hence, all of these objects, in fact,
depend on . We will, however, suppress that dependence in the notation.

Theorem 4.2. The following are equivalent to (LI0):

(a) & = o(|n(=0)[7") as e — 0.

(b) Elg(X(t))|Y(t)=0]—EZ[g(X(0)) ]| X(0) <0] -0 ase — 0, for each t =0 and each
bounded, measurable g : R — R that is continuous at xo and x;.

Proof. Note that
Elg(X(2)) | Y(t) = 0] = EZ[9(X(0)) | X(0) < 0]

- [ 9@)1+ @) (o) - (0,0 | gla) (o)

Since @w((—0,0))"! — 1 and | g dw| < | g»=((0,90)) — 0, in order to prove that (a) and
(b) are equivalent, it suffices to show that & = o(|n(—o0)|™!) if and only if & {gndw — 0
for all g satisfying the hypotheses. But this follows from (B.20).

That (b) implies (ILI0) is trivial. Assume ([LI0). Since

P(X(H) <0 Y () = 0) = w(~0.0) + 6 | (o) wldo),

and w((—0,0)) — 1, it follow that &, S(ioo n(z) w(dr) — 0. By B20) with g = 1), we
have S(ioo n(x) w(dx) ~ n(—o0), and (a) follows. n
Theorem 4.3. The following are equivalent to (LII)):

(a) & ~ [n(=0)| "
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(b) Elg(X(t)|Y(t)=1]—E%[g(X(0))| X(0) >0] -0 ase — 0, for eacht =0 and each
bounded, measurable g : R — R that is continuous at xo and x;.

Moreover, (LI implies (II0).
Proof. Note that

Elg(X(@®)) [ Y (t) = 1] = EZ[g(X(0)) | X(0) > 0]

0

- [ a1+ gonte) wl) - 0,00 [ (o) wlao

0

- | gdm - =000 |

(0,00)

To prove that (a) and (b) are equivalent, by (A, it suffices to show that & ~ |p(—o0)|t if
and only if & § gndw — —(g(xo) — g(x1)) for all g satisfying the hypotheses. But this follows

from ([B3.20).
That (b) implies (LIT]) is trivial. Assume (LIT)). Since

gdw+§1fgndw

o0

P(X(8)> 0] Y (t) = 1) = m((0,50)) + & f n(x) w(dz),

and @((0,90)) — 0, it follows that & §; n(z) w(dz) — 1. By B20) with g = 1(,s), we have
§o n(z) @(dz) ~ |n(—0)|, and (a) follows.

Finally, assume (LII). Then (a) holds. By Lemma E1l, we have —n(c0)™! < & < 0 for
sufficiently small . In particular, || < n(0)™!, so Theorem f2{(a) follows from Proposition
5. 10l L]

Theorem 4.4. Let 0 < p < |xo| A x1. Then & = o(&1) if and only if

27
1r..Y 1 [-X -1 F(0)—F(x e
FE [7-0 ] ~ F [TB,)(:C())] ~ )\ ~ |F”(O)F”(l»1)|l/2 e( (0) (x1))/ , (42)

ase — 0. And & /& ~ n(0)/n(—x) if and only if

27
or..Y x X F(0)—F(x £
EClm ]~ EP g, ] ~ |F”(0)F”(:Eo)|1/2e( o, (4.3)

as € — 0. Moreover, [{3)) implies ([£2)), which implies (LI0). Also, (LII) implies ([E2l).
Proof. By ([8.3]) and ([B8.4]), we need only determine the asymptotics of ay and a;. Recall that
a; = A§/(§ — &—j). Thus,

. . . 27T
B T—at—at (1-82) o (128 (FO-F@))e (44
il = ( 3 & ) IO F )2 S

J J

so the first biconditional follows immediately. The second biconditional then follows from
Proposition

By Proposition B.I6, we have (3] implies ({.2). By Lemma Al we have |§,/&| =
|€on(—0)], so that & = o(&;) implies & = o(|n(—o0)|~1). Hence, ([d2) implies that Theorem
1.2(a) holds, which is equivalent to ([LI0).

Finally, suppose (IL.II]) holds. By Theorems and E3, we have that & ~ |n(—o0)|™!
and & = o(|n(—0)|™1), so that & = o(&;), which is equivalent to (Z2]). 0
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Theorem 4.5. The Markov chain fully tracks the diffusion, in the sense that (LI0)-(TI3)
all hold, if and only if & ~ —n(o0)™t and & ~ |n(—o0)| L.

Proof. Suppose (LI0)-(TI3) hold. Then, by Theorem E3l we have & ~ |n(—o0)|7L. Since
(LI3) is equivalent to [3), we also have, by Theorem 4] that & /&y ~ n(o0)/n(—00). Thus,
€o ~ —n(0) "

Conversely, suppose & ~ —n(0)™t and & ~ |n(—o0)|~t. Theorem gives us ([LII))

and (LI0). Theorem F4 gives us (£3) and ([£2), which are equivalent to (LI3) and (LI2),
respectively. ]

In this section, we have established that (LTIl implies (LIZ) implies (TI0), and (CI3)
implies (LI2)). Example [.0lshows that it is possible to have all four conditions holding. The

remaining examples illustrate that there are no implications besides those already mentioned.

—1

Example 4.6. Let & = —f(e)n(o0)™! and & = g(e)|n(—o0)|™!, where 0 < f,g < 1 with
f.g — 1 as ¢ - 0. By Lemma [£]] and Theorem [£.5], this is the most general family of
choices such that the resulting coupling sequence satisfies (LI0)-(LI3)).

In the remaining examples, let

F”(xl) —(F(x1)—F(x9))/e
L(e) - me((n (@)e.

so that by Proposition B.I6, we have n(c0)/n(—w) ~ —L(g)™!. Choose 0 < f < land h > L,
and let g = L/h, so that 0 < g < 1. Let & = —f(e)n(0)™! and & = g(e)|n(—0)|~'. By
Lemma [£.]], these are admissible choices for £, and &;.

Note that & ~ —f(g)L(e)|n(—o0)| 7, so that by Theorem B2 we have (LI0) in all these
examples. Also note that by Theorem .3, we have (LII]) if and only if A ~ L. For applying
Theorem A4, note that & /& ~ —g/(fL) = —1/(fh). Thus, (LI2) holds if and only if
fh — 0 and (LI3) holds if and only fh ~ L.

Example 4.7. Let f = h = 1. Then none of (LII), (LI12), or (LI3) hold, so we see that
(LI0) does not imply any of the other conditions.

Example 4.8. Let f =1 and h = v/L. In this case, we have (I.12)), but neither (I_II)) nor
(LI3) hold. Hence, (II2) implies neither (LII) nor (LI3).

Example 4.9. Let f = h = L. In this case, (L.II]) and (IL.I2) hold, but (LI3) does not,
showing that (LII)) does not imply (LI3).

Example 4.10. Let f = h = v/L. Here we have (L12) and (LI3), but not (LII), showing
that (LI3)) does not imply (LII).
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A Appendix

A.1 Results of Freidlin and Wentzell

Let b : R — R? be Lipschitz and let ¢, be the unique solution to ¢, = b(gp,,) with
©u(0) = z. For e > 0, let X, be defined by

t

Xop(t) = X.4(0) + f b(Xep(s)) ds +V2eW (1),

0

where W is a standard d-dimensional Brownian motion. As in Section [, if F' : R — R is
given, then ¢, = ¢, vr and X, = X, _yp. For the F' we use later, =V I is not Lipschitz.
This will cause no difficulty, however, since it will be locally Lipschitz, and we will only apply
these theorems on compact sets.

This first theorem is [T, Theorem 2.40]. It describes the asymptotic mean time to leave
a domain of attraction.

Theorem A.1. Let F : R? — R have continuous and bounded derivatives up to second order.
Let D be a bounded open domain in R? with boundary 0D of class C* and (—V F(z),n(x)) < 0
for all x € 0D, where n(x) is the outward unit normal vector to 0D at x.
_ Let g € D. Assume that if G is a neighborhood of xo, then there exists a neighborhood
G of xg such that G < G and, for all z € G, we have p,([0,0)) € G and @.(t) — zo as
t — o0. Further assume that, for each x € D, we have 0, ((0,2)) c D.

Then for any x € D,

(i) }:E%ZC: log EX[7(D°)] = inf 2(F(y) — F(xg)) =: Vo, and

yedD
(ii) for all ¢ > 0, we have llir(l] Pr(eM0=0/2) < (D) < MoF0/2)) = 1,
Moreover, both convergences hold uniformly in x on each compact subset of D.

This next theorem is [I1, Lemma 2.34(b)]. It asserts that the diffusion cannot linger for
long inside the domain of attraction without quickly coming into a small neighborhood of
the associated minimum.

Theorem A.2. Assume the hypotheses of Theorem [A1. Fix 6 > 0. Then there exists
C>0,T>0, and ey > 0 such that

P*(1(D° U Bs(xg)) > t) < e C-1)/Ce),
for all x € D\Bs(xg), allt > T, and all € < &.

The last result we need gives the probability of leaving the domain of attraction through
a given point. To state this result, we need some preliminary notation and definitions. See
[TT], Section 5.3] for more details.

Let u : [0,T] — R?. If u is absolutely continuous, define

() = 5 | (s) = blu(o)P s,
2
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and define I(u) = oo otherwise.
Let G be a bounded domain in R* with dG of class C? and define

V(z,y) = inf{Ip(u) | T > 0,u: [0,T] - R* u(0) = z,u(T) = y}
Volz,y) = inf{Ip(u) | T > 0,u:[0,T] > G U dG,u(0) =x,u(T) = y}.

The functions V and Vg are continuous on R? x R? and (G U 0G) x (G U 0G), respectively.
We have Vg(z,y) = V(x,y) for all z,y € G U dG. Also, for all z,y € G, if Vg(z,y) <
min.coq V(z, 2), then Vig(z,y) = V(z,y).

Note that if ¢, ,(t) = y for some ¢ > 0 and ¢, 4([0,t]) € G U 0G, then Vg(z,y) = 0. An
equivalence relation on G U 0G is defined by = ~¢ y if and only if Vg (x,y) = Vg(y,z) = 0.
It can be shown that if the equivalence class of y is nontrivial, then ¢, (|0, c0)) is contained
in that equivalence class.

The w-limit set of a point y € R? is denoted by w(y) and defined as the set of accumulation
points of ¢, ,([0,00)). Assume that G contains a finite number of compact sets K, ..., Ky
such that each K; is an equivalence class of ~g. Assume further that, for all y € R?, if
w(y) € G U G, then w(y) < K; for some i.

The function Vi is constant on K; x K, so we let Vo (K, K;), Va(z, K;), and Ve (K, x)
denote this common value. Also, Vo(K;, 0G) = infcoq Vo (K, v).

Given a finite set £ and a nonempty, proper subset Q@ < L, let G(Q) denote the set of
directed graphs on £ with arrows i — j, i € L\Q, j € L, j # i, such that: (i) from each
i € L£\Q exactly one arrow is issued; (ii) for each i € £\Q there is a chain of arrows starting
at ¢ and finishing at some point in Q. If j is such a point we say that the graph leads 7 to
j. Forie £\Q and j € Q, the set of graphs in G(Q) leading i to j is denoted by G; ;(Q).

With £ = {K1, ..., K;, 0G}, let

= min Z Ve (a
9eG(0G)
(OHﬁ €g

If x € G and y € 0G, then with £ = {Ky,..., Ky, x,y,0G}, let

M, = V
a(z,y) gerr;lgaG} Z o

The following theorem is [I1, Theorem 5.19].

Theorem A.3. Under the above assumptions and notation, for any compact set K < G,
v >0, and § > 0, there exists £g > 0 and &y € (0,0) so that for any v € K, y € G, and
e € (0,g9), we have

<_ Me(x,y) —

exXp s

2e

) < P € Ba) < exp (- O M =2

where 7 = 70 (RN\G).

The next two results are auxiliary results which are needed to apply Theorem The
first is [11 Proposition 2.37].
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Proposition A.4. Under the assumptions of Theorem [A 1], we have
for ally e D.

Lemma A.5. Let b= —VF, where F is as in Theorem[A 1 If there exists Ty > 0 such that
02(To) =y, then V(z,y) = 0 and V(y,x) = 2(F(z) = F(y)).

Proof. Since ¢! = b(p,), we have Ig,(¢,) = 0, which implies V(z,y) = 0. Let 7" > 0 and let
¢ [0, T] — R? satisfy ¢(0) = y and o(T) = x. Then

Be) =5 | 1606 bt ds
=5 [ 16 s vptnras -2 [t
L[ i stptnras <2 [ (@), TRt as
JO 0
~5 | W) e s+ 2 @) - P,
This shows that V(y,z) = 2(F(x) — F(y)). Now let ¢(t) = @.(Tp — t). Then ¢(0) = vy,
U(T) =, and ¢/ = —b(). Hence, V(y,) < In(t) = 2(F(x) ~ F(y)). &

A.2 The Laplace method

Finally, we need two classical results of Laplace that allow us to estimate exponential
integrals. The following two results can be found in [5, pp. 36-37]. The notation a ~ b
means that a/b — 1.

Theorem A.6. Let I = R be a (possibly infinite) open interval, F € C*(I), and x¢ € I.
Suppose g is continuous at xo. If F(xzo) is the unique global minimum of F on I, and
F"(x) > 0, then

—F(x)/e 2me —F(x0)/e
[ atere o ~ gtan)y [ s e reor (A1)

as € — 0, provided the left-hand side exists for sufficiently small €.

Proposition A.7. Let —0 < a <19 <b < o and F € C'(a,b). Suppose g is continuous at
xo. If F(xo) is the unique global minimum of F' on [x¢,b) and F'(x¢) > 0, then

b
~F(2)/e 1. € —F(z0)/e A9
| atere @ o~ glag) e e F0 (42)

x0

as € — 0, provided the left-hand side exists for sufficiently small €.
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