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Abstract

In this article, we consider the problem of sampling from a probability measure
7 having a density on R% proportional to & — ¢~Y®), The Euler discretization
of the Langevin stochastic differential equation (SDE) is known to be unstable,
when the potential U is superlinear. Based on previous works on the taming of
superlinear drift coefficients for SDEs, we introduce the Tamed Unadjusted Langevin
Algorithm (TULA) and obtain non-asymptotic bounds in V-total variation norm
and Wasserstein distance of order 2 between the iterates of TULA and =, as well
as weak error bounds. Numerical experiments are presented which support our
findings.

1 Introduction

The Unadjusted Langevin Algorithm (ULA) first introduced in the physics literature
by [Par81] and popularized in the computational statistics community by [Gre83] and
[GM94] is a technique to sample complex and high-dimensional probability distributions.
This issue has far-reaching consequences in Bayesian statistics and machine learning
[And+03], [Cot+13], aggregation of estimators [DT12] and molecular dynamics [LS16].
More precisely, let 7 be a probability distribution on R? which has density (also denoted
by 7) with respect to the Lebesgue measure given for all 2 € R by,

m(x) = e*U(‘”)/ e*U(y)dy . with / e*U(y)dy < 400 .
R4 R4

Assuming that U : R? — R is continuously differentiable, the overdamped Langevin
stochastic differential equation (SDE) associated with 7 is given by

dY; = —VU(Y;)dt + vV2dB; , (1)
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where (B¢)¢>0 is a d-dimensional Brownian motion. The discrete time Markov chain
associated with the ULA algorithm is obtained by the Euler-Maruyama discretization
scheme of the Langevin SDE defined for k£ € N by,

Xi1 = X —yVU(Xg) + /27241, Xo = 20, (2)

where 2o € R?, v > 0 and (Zj)ren are i.i.d. standard d-dimensional Gaussian variables.
Under adequate assumptions on a globally Lipschitz VU, non-asymptotic bounds in
total variation and Wasserstein distances between the distribution of (Xj)keny and w
can be found in [Dall7], [DM17], [DM16]. However, the ULA algorithm is unstable if
VU is superlinear i.e. liminf), 4o [[VU(z)|| / ||z|| = 400, see [RT96, Theorem 3.2],
[MSHO2| and [HJK11]. This is illustrated with a particular example in [MSH02, Lemma
6.3] where, the SDE (1) is considered in one dimension with U(z) = 2*/4 along with the
associated Euler discretization (2) and it is shown that for all v > 0, if E [XZ] > 2/,
one obtains lim,_, E [X,%] = +o00. Moreover, the sample path (X,,),en diverges to
infinity with positive probability.

Until recently, either implicit numerical schemes, e.g. see [MSHO02] and [HMS02], or
adaptive stepsize schemes, e.g. see [LMS07], were used to address this problem. However,
in the last few years, a new generation of explicit numerical schemes, which are com-
putationally efficient, has been introduced by “taming” appropriately the superlinearly
growing drift, see [HJK12] and [Sab13] for more details.

Nonetheless, with the exception of [MSHO02], these works focus on the discretization
of SDEs with superlinear coefficients in finite time. We aim at extending these techniques
to sample from 7, the invariant measure of (1). To deal with the superlinear nature of
VU, we introduce a family of drift functions (G, )y>¢ with G : R? — R indexed by
the step size v which are close approximations of VU in a sense made precise below.
Consider then the following Markov chain (X )xen defined for all k£ € N by

Xpp1 = X — 76 (Xk) + /27Zk41 , Xo =20 - (3)

We suggest two different explicit choices for the family (G )-~0 based on previous studies
on the tamed Euler scheme [HJK12], [Sab13], [HJ15]. Define for all v > 0, Hy, H, . :
R? — R? for all z € RY by

VU (z)

@) = T No@)

(v
and H’y,C(x) - (1 + ’aZU($)|>Z€{1,,d} , (4)

where 0;U is the i*P-coordinate of VU. The Euler scheme (3) with G, = H., respec-
tively Gy = H, ¢, is referred to as the Tamed Unadjusted Langevin Algorithm (TULA),
respectively the coordinate-wise Tamed Unadjusted Langevin Algorithm (TULAc).
Another line of work has focused on the Metropolis Adjusted Langevin Algorithm
(MALA) that consists in adding a Metropolis-Hastings step to the ULA algorithm.
[BH13] provides a detailed analysis of MALA in the case where the drift coefficient is
superlinear. Note also that a normalization of the gradient was suggested in [RT96,



Section 1.4.3] calling it MALTA (Metropolis Adjusted Langevin Truncated Algorithm)
and analyzed in [Atc06] and [BV10].

The article is organized as follows. In Section 2, the Markov chain (Xj)gen defined
by (3) is shown to be V-geometrically ergodic w.r.t. an invariant measure m,. Non-
asymptotic bounds between the distribution of (Xj)ren and 7 in total variation and
Wasserstein distances are provided, as well as weak error bounds. In Section 3, the
methodology is illustrated through numerical examples. Finally, proofs of the main
results appear in Section 4.

Notations

Let B(R?) denote the Borel o-field of R?. Moreover, let L*(u1) be the set of u-integrable
functions for 41 a probability measure on (R, B(R?)). Further, pu(f) = [ga f(z)dp(z) for
an f € L(u). Given a Markov kernel R on RY, for all 2 € R? and f integrable under
R(z,-), denote by Rf(z) = [ga f(y)R(z,dy). Let V : R? — [1,00) be a measurable
function. The V-total variation distance between p and v is defined as ||p — vy =
supsi<v |#(f) —v(f)]. If V =1, then || - [\ is the total variation denoted by || - [Iv.
Let p and v be two probability measures on a state space {2 with a given o-algebra. If
1 < v, we denote by du/dv the Radon-Nikodym derivative of p w.r.t. v. In that case,
the Kullback-Leibler divergence of p w.r.t. to v is defined as

du du
KL = —1 — | dv.
) = | og<dy) y

We say that ¢ is a transference plan of p and v if it is a probability measure on
(R x R, B(R? x RY)) such that for any Borel set A of R% ((A x R?) = pu(A) and
C(R? x A) = v(A). We denote by II(u,v) the set of transference plans of u and v.
Furthermore, we say that a couple of R%random variables (X,Y) is a coupling of p and
v if there exists ¢ € II(u,v) such that (X,Y) are distributed according to ¢. For two
probability measures p and v, we define the Wasserstein distance of order p > 1 as

1/p
Wyt = (ot [ el dcten)

¢em(p,v)

By [Vil09, Theorem 4.1], for all u, v probability measure on R?, there exists a transfer-
ence plan ¢* € II(u,v) such that for any coupling (X,Y") distributed according to ¢*,
Wy(p,v) = E[| X = Y|"]'/P.

For u,v € R? define the scalar product (u,v) = Zf-l:l u;v; and the Euclidian norm
lul| = (u,u)'/%. Denote by S = {ueR?: ||u| =1}. For k € N, m,m’ € N* and
Q,Q two open sets of R™, R™ respectively, denote by CF(Q,€), the set of k-times
continuously differentiable functions. For f € C2(R? R), denote by Vf the gradient of
f, 0; f the i**-coordinate of V f, Af the Laplacian of f and V2f the Hessian of f. Define
then for € RY, ||V2f(as)H = SUp,cgi-1 HVQf(x)uH For k € N and f € CF(R? R),



distance order of the upper bound assumptions

Héng — 7rHV1/2 YAV (x) + /7 Al, A2, Hl and H2

W3 (8, R, ) YAV (z) + v Al, A2 H1, H2 and H3

W3 (8. R, ) ny BNV () + 418 | A1, A2, H2, H3 and H4

Table 1: Summary of the upper bounds on the distances between the distribution of
the n'h iteration of the Markov chain defined by (3) and 7.

denote by D f the i-th derivative of f for i € {0,...,k}, i.e. D' f is a symmetric 4-
linear map defined for all x € R? and ji,...,5; € {1,...,d} by D' f(2)[ej,,---,e;,] =
0j,..j. f(z) where eq,...,eq is the canonical basis of RY. For z € R% and i € {1,...,k},
define |D? f(z)|| = |f(2)], [|[D* f(z)| = SUDy,, | yesd-1 D’ f(x)[u,...,u;]. Note that
HD1 f(x)H = [|[Vf(x)| and HD2 f(x)H = HVQf(ac)H For m,m’ € N*, define

Cpoty (R, R™) = {f € C(R™,R™)|3C,, q > 0,z € R™,
1 @)l < Cy(1+ ) } -

For all x € R? and M > 0, we denote by B(x, M) (respectively B(x, M)), the open
(respectively close) ball centered at x of radius M. In the sequel, we take the convention
that for n,p € N, n < p then > = 0 and [[} = 1.

2 Ergodicity and convergence analysis

In this Section, under appropriate assumptions on VU and G, we show that the diffusion
process (Y;)i>0 defined by (1) and its discretization (Xj)ren defined by (3) satisfy a
Foster-Lyapunov drift condition and are V-geometrically ergodic, see Proposition 1 and
Proposition 3. Second, for all £ € N*, non-asymptotic bounds in V-norm between the
distribution of X} and 7 are established. Our next results give non-asymptotic bounds
in Wasserstein distance of order 2, under the additional assumption that U is strongly
convex. A summary of our main contributions is given in Table 1, where A € [0,1).
We conclude this part by non-asymptotic bounds on the bias and the variance of the
ergodic average n~! Zz;g) f(X1), n € N*, used as an estimator of w(f), for f: R? — R
sufficiently smooth.

Henceforth, it is assumed that U is continuously differentiable. Consider the following
assumptions on U.

H1. There exist {,L € Ry such that for all z,y € R,
¢ ’
IVU(@) = VU@ < L {1+ el + 9l } lle = il -



Sy Te VU (x)
ZZ) hmlnf”xH—)—i—oo <H§7”, W> > 0.
Note that under H2, lim inf| ;o U(2) = 400, U has a minimum z* and VU (2*) =
0. Without loss of generality, it is assumed that x* = 0. It implies under H1 that for
all z € RY,

IVU@)) < 2L {1+ 2]l } . (5)

Besides, under H2-ii), there exists C' € R such that for all z € R?, (-VU(z),2) < C. By
[MT93, Theorem 2.1], [IW89, Chapter IV, Theorems 2.3, 3.1] and [RT96, Theorem 2.1],
(1) has a unique strong solution denoted (¥;):>o. By [KS91, Section 5.4.C, Theorem
4.20], one constructs the associated strongly Markovian semigroup (F;)¢>o given for all
t >0,z € RYand A € B(RY) by Pi(x,A) = E[1a(Y;)|Yo = z]. Consider the infinitesimal
generator o7 associated with (1) defined for all A € C2(R?) and = € R? by

dh(z) = — (VU(z), Vh(z)) + Ah(z) (6)

and for any a € R* | define the Lyapunov function V, : RY — [1, 4+oc0) for all z € R? by

Va(w) = exp (a(1 + o]*)/?) . (7)

Foster-Lyapunov conditions enable to control the moments of the diffusion process
(Y:)e>0, see e.g. [MT93, Section 6] or [RT96, Theorem 2.2].

Proposition 1. Assume H1, H2 and let a € R*.. There exists b, € Ry (given explicitly
in the proof) such that for all x € R?

GVa(x) < —aVy(x) + ab, (8)

and

sup P,Vy(x) < Vy(z) + by .

t>0
Moreover, there exist C, € Ry and p, € [0,1) such that for all t € Ry and probability
measures o, vy on (R, B(R?)) satisfying po(Vy) + vo(Vy) < +oo0,

0P, ~ 0Pk, < Capl o~ wlly,  luoPs — 7l < Capluin(Va) . (9)
Proof. The proof is postponed to Section 4.1. O

The Markov chain (Xj)ren defined in (3) is a discrete-time approximation of the dif-
fusion (Y;):>0. To control the total variation and Wasserstein distances of the marginal
distributions of (Xj)reny and (Yi)i>o0, it is necessary to assume that for 4 > 0 small
enough, Gy and VU are close. This is formalized by Al. Under the additional assump-
tion A2, we obtain the stability and ergodicity of (Xj)ren.

A1l. For all v > 0, G, is continuous. There exist a > 0, C < +00 such that for all
v >0 and x € R,
1GH(z) = VU (2)|| < 7Ca (1 + [I2]]%)



Note that under H1, A1 and by (5), we have for all 2 € R?
1G @) < 2L {1+ |12l } +2Ca (14 |l2]|*) - (10)

A2. For all vy >0, liminf 5400 <ﬁ, G,y(x)> - ﬁ |G, (z)||* > 0.

Lemma 2. Assume H1 and H2. Let v > 0 and G be equal to H, or H, . defined in
(4). Then A1 and A2 are satisfied.

Proof. The proof is postponed to Section 4.2. O
The Markov kernel R, associated with (3) is given for all v > 0, € R? and
A € B(R?) by

R, (z,A) = (21)~%/2 /R 1a (m — G (z) + \/ﬂz) e lzI7/2q, . (11)

We then obtain the counterpart of Proposition 1 for the Markov chain (Xj)gen-

Proposition 3. Assume H1, A1, A2 and let v € RY.. There exist M,e,b € R (given
explicitly in the proof) satisfying for all x € R?

2

R\Ve(x) <e® WVe(x) + VoL o,an) (x) . (12)

In addition, R, has a unique invariant measure ., R, is Vy-geometrically ergodic
w.r.t. Ty

Proof. The proof is postponed to Section 4.3. O

Note that a straightforward induction of (12) gives for all n € N and x € R?,
n —TL%Q —'fLo’EQ —&2
RIVe(z) < e MWe(z) + {(by)(1 —e™™ ")}/ (1 —e* 7).
Using 1 — @ = f07 a2e~ @t > 'yaege_aez”, we get for all n € N
mn —x2n 2 2
RIVe(z) <™ " V() + (b/ae)e™ 7 . (13)

In the following result, we compare the discrete and continuous time processes (Xi)ren
and (Y%)¢>0 using Girsanov’s theorem and Pinsker’s inequality, see [Dall7] and [DM17,
Theorem 10] for similar arguments.

Theorem 4. Assume H1, H2, A1 and A 2. Let vy > 0. There exist C > 0 and
A € (0,1) such that for all v € (0,7], * € R? and n € N,

6B — 172 < C (A Vi) + ) | (14)
where @ is defined in Proposition 3 and for all v € (0, o],

Iy = 7l < OV - (15)

6



Proof. The proof is postponed to Section 4.4. ]

By adding strong convexity for the potential, one obtains the corresponding bounds
for the Wasserstein distance of order 2.

H3. U is strongly convez, i.e. there exists m > 0 such that for all z,y € RY,
(VU(z) = VU(y),z —y) > m |z —y||* .

By coupling (Y;):>0 and the linear interpolation of (Xj)xen with the same Brownian
motion, the following result is obtained.

Theorem 5. Assume A1, A2, Hi, H2 and H3. Let vy > 0. There exist C > 0 and
A € (0,1) such that for all z € R, v € (0,7] and n € N,

W3 (0. RE, ) < C (ny A" V() +7) (16)

where & is defined in Proposition 3 and for all v € (0, 7],
W(m,m) < C (17)
Proof. The proof is postponed to Section 4.5. ]

If U € C2(R% R) and under the following assumption on V2U, the bound can be
improved.

H4. U is twice continuously differentiable and there exist v, Ly € Ry and B € [0,1]
such that for all z,y € RY,

VU (z) = VU @W)|| < La {1+ [l=[” + Iyll"} 1z = yll” -
It is shown in Section 4.5 that H4 implies H1.

Theorem 6. Assume A1, A2, H2, H3 and H/. Let vy > 0. There exist C > 0 and
A € (0,1) such that for all z € R, v € (0,7] and n € N,

W38,y m) < C (" A V() +4177) (18)

where & is defined in Proposition 3 and for all v € (0, o],
W3 (my,m) < Oy (19)
Proof. The proof is postponed to Section 4.5. O

The exponent of v in (16) is improved from 1 to 1 + 3. In particular, if V2U is
Lipschitz, v =0, 8 = 1, and [DM16, Theorem 8] is recovered.

Let (Xj)ren be the Markov chain defined in (3). To study the empirical average
(1/n) Zz;é{f(Xk) —n(f)} for n € N*, we follow a method introduced in [MST10] and

7



based on the Poisson equation. For f a w-integrable function, the Poisson equation
associated with the generator < defined in (6) is given for all z € RY by

A (x) = = (f(z) = =(f)) , (20)

where ¢, if it exists, is a solution of the Poisson equation. This equation has proved to be
a useful tool to analyze additive functionals of diffusion processes, see e.g. [CCG12] and
references therein. The existence and regularity of a solution of the Poisson equation has
been investigated in [GM96], [PV01], [Kopl5], [Gor+16]. In that purpose, the following
additional assumption on U is necessary.

H5. U € CY(R%,R) and |[D'U|| € Cpory(R%, Ry fori € {1,...,4}.

Theorem 7. Assume H2, H5, A1 and A2. Let f € C3(R% R) be such that HD’fH €
Cpoly(R%,RL) fori € {0,...,3}. Letyo > 0 and (Xg)ren be the Markov chain defined by
(3) and starting at Xo = 0. There exists C > 0 such that for all v € (0,v] and n € N*,

n—1

MRl R (R (21)
and
1 ’ , 1
E <nk2:0f<Xk)—7T(f)> SC(’Y +”’Y) : (22)
Proof. The proof is postponed to Section 4.6. 0

Note that the standard rates of convergence are recovered, see [MST10, Theorems
5.1, 5.2].

3 Numerical examples

We illustrate our theoretical results using three numerical examples.

Multivariate Gaussian variable in high dimension We first consider a mul-
tivariate Gaussian variable in dimension d € {100,1000} of mean 0 and covariance
matrix ¥ = diag(1,...,d). The potential U : RY — R defined for all z € R? by
U(z) = (1/2)2TStx is d!-strongly convex and 1-gradient Lipschitz. The assumptions
H1, H2, H3, H4 with 8 = 1 and H5 are thus satisfied. Note that in this case, ULA
is stable and the analysis of [Dall7], [DM17], [DM16] valid. Nevertheless, implementing
TULA and TULAc on this example is still of interest. Indeed, some Bayesian posterior
distributions have intricate expressions and identifying the superlinear part in the gradi-
ent VU may be a difficult task. Within this context, we check the robustness of TULA
and TULAc with respect to (globally) Lipschitz VU.

We also consider in Appendix F a badly conditioned multivariate Gaussian variable
in dimension d = 100 of mean 0 and covariance matrix ¥ = diag(107°,1,...,1). In



this example, ULA requires a step size of order 10~ to be stable which implies a large
number of iterations to obtain relevant results. On the other side, TULA and TULAc
are applicable with a step size of order 1072 and within a relatively small number of
iterations, valid results for the axes 2 to 100 are obtained.

Double well The potential is defined for all z € R% by U(z) = (1/4) ||lz||*— (1/2) ||=||*.
We have VU (z) = (||z||* = 1)z and V2U (z) = (||z||* — 1) Id +2z2™. We get |V2U (2)|| =
3l* = 1, (2, VU (x)) = |l|| [VU(2)|| for ||z]| > 1 and

IV2U (2) = VU ()| < 3 (l=]| + lyl) = = wll

so that H1, H2, H4 with 8 =1 and H5 are satisfied.

Ginzburg-Landau model This model of phase transitions in physics [LFR17, Section
6.2] is defined on a three-dimensional d = p? lattice for p € N* and the potential is given

u 1—-7, T || = 2 TA
U(z) = Z {2$ijk T Vﬂﬂijk” + 4xijk} ;
i k=1

where o, A, 7 > 0 and @:c,;jk = (Tipjk—Tijks Tijo k—Tijk»> Tijk, —Tijk) With L = i+1 mod p
and similarly for ji, k.. In the simulations, p is equal to 10. We have

VU(z) = yTa (62ijk — Tiyjk — Tij b — Tijky — Ti_jk — Tij_k — Tijh_
+ + +
3
4+ (1 —7)xim + TAX; }
( ) ZJ ljk i7j7k€{17“"p} ’

and

VU (z) = diag <(1 — 7+ 67a + 3T 2 + M,

Z]k)l7.77k€{177p})

where M € R%*4 ig a constant matrix. H1, H4 with = 1 and H5 are thus satisfied.
- 2

Using that z — Zf k=1 HVmiij is convex by composition of convex functions and its

gradient evaluated in 0 is 0, we have for all z € R9,

P

(@, VU(@) > Y {(1—r)ady +mAaly} .
i,5,k=1

2
By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, {Zf k=1 xfjk} <dy? b=l xfjk, and for all z € R?,

|z)|® > (211 — 7| d)/(T)), we get (z, VU(z)) > {(TA)/2} ij b1 xfjk. Besides, we have

IVU @)l < (11 = 7]+ 1270) 2] + 7A||[(2350)i ke 1, ] -



Let a,b,c € {1,...,p} be such that .| = max |z;;,|. We get

p
||| H(Jfgjk)i,j,ke{l,...,p}H < dxibc <d Z x?jk .
ij,k=1

Finally, for |lz||* > max{1, (2|1 — 7| d)/(7)A)}, we obtain

2d |1 — 24ad
el 90 @) < { 2T 2000 o voay

and H2 is satisfied.

We benchmark TULA and TULAc against ULA given by (2), MALA and a Random
Walk Metropolis-Hastings with a Gaussian proposal (RWM). TMALA (Tamed Metropo-
lis Adjusted Langevin Algorithm) and TMALAc (coordinate-wise Tamed Metropolis
Adjusted Langevin Algorithm), the Metropolized versions of TULA and TULAc, are
also included in the numerical tests. Their theoretical analysis is similar to the one of
MALTA [Atc06, Proposition 2.1].

Since double well and Ginzburg-Landau models are coordinate-wise exchangeable,
the results are provided only for their first coordinate. The Markov chains associated
with these models are started at Xo = 0, (10,02(@=1D) (100,02@=1)  (1000,02@=1)
and for the multivariate Gaussian at a random vector of norm 0,10,100,1000. For
the Gaussian and double well examples, for each initial condition, algorithm, step size
v E {10*3, 1072, 10*1}, we run 100 independent Markov chains started at Xy of 10°
samples (respectively 10%) in dimension d = 100 (respectively d = 1000). For the
Ginzburg-Landau model, we run 100 independent Markov chains started at Xg of 10°
samples. For each run, we estimate the 1st and 2nd moment for the first and last
coordinate, i.e. [pqxim(x)dx for ¢ € {1,d}, by the empirical average and we compute
the boxplots of the errors. For ULA, if the norm of X} for k € N exceeds 10°, the
chain is stopped and for this step size v the trajectory of ULA is not taken into account.
For MALA, RWM, TMALA and TMALAc, if the acceptance ratio is below 0.05, we
similarly do not take into account the corresponding trajectories.

For the three examples and for i € {1,...,d}, [pa m(x)dz = 0. By symmetry, for
the double well, we have for i € {1,...,d} and r € Ry,

E [Xf] = d_l/R T2l/(r)dr//R v(rydr, v(r)= rd-1 exp {(7‘2/2) — (7"4/4)} )

A Random Walk Metropolis run of 107 samples gives Jga z?m(x)dz ~ 0.104 £ 0.001 for
d =100 and [, 2?7 (x)dz ~ 0.032 £ 0.001 for d = 1000.

Because of lack of space, we only display some boxplots in Figures 1 to 4. The
Python code and all the figures are available at https://github.com/nbrosse/TULA.
We remark that TULA, TULAc and to a lesser extent, TMALA and TMALAc, have
a stable behavior even with large step sizes and starting far from the origin. This is
particularly visible in Figures 2 and 4 where ULA diverges (i.e. liminfy_, o E[|| X%||] =

10


https://github.com/nbrosse/TULA

+0o0) and MALA does not move even for small step sizes v = 1073, Note however the
existence of a bias for ULA, TULA and TULAc in Figure 3. Finally, comparison of the
results shows that TULAc is preferable to TULA.

Note that other choices are possible for G, depending on the model under study.
For example, in the case of the double well, we could ”"tame” only the superlinear part
of VU, i.e. consider for all v > 0 and z € R,
|=]* =

Gy(z) =

S L (23)
147 [l2lP

A1 is satisfied and we have
T v 2 e v =)
G = s lG @I = e fy - e
<||£E|| 7 2|z "7 1+v||33|!2{ 21+7le|2}
=z {1+ (v/2)} ,

L. T y Y =7
lin inf <2,G7(x)> — LGP =152
el 2a]

[[]| =00

A2 is satisfied if and only if v € (0,1). It is striking to see that this theoretical threshold
is clearly visible on the simulations. The algorithm (3) with G., defined by (23) obtains
similar results as TULAc for v < 1 but for v = 1, the algorithm diverges.

Given the results of the numerical experiments, TULAc should be chosen over ULA
to sample from general probability distributions. Indeed, TULAc has similar results as
ULA when the step size is small and is more stable when using larger step sizes.

4 Proofs
4.1 Proof of Proposition 1
We have for all z € R¢,

A V() < z > a||z|? d
= —(VU(x), + +
aVa(z) ) L+ 22/ 1+l (1 [f]f*)1/?

2
(1 + fJ=[I7)3/2
By H2-ii) and using s > s/(1+s2)'/2 is non-decreasing for s > 0, there exist My, s € RY.
such that for all z € RY, ||z|| > Mj, <VU(9:),93(1 n Hx||2)_1/2> >k |VU(2)|. By H2-),
there exists My > My such that for all z € RY, ||z|| > Moa, |VU (z)|| > k{1 +a+d(1+
M?)~1/2}. We then have for all z € RY, ||z|| > My, &/ V,(z) < —aV,(x). Define
by = exp(a(l + M2)V){2L(1 + MY +a+d} .

Combining (5) and (24) gives (8). By [MT93, Theorem 1.1], we get PV, (z) < e”V, (x)+
ba(1—e~%). The second statement is a consequence of [RT96, Theorem 2.2] and [MT93,
Theorem 6.1].
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Figure 1: Boxplots of the error on the first moment for the multivariate Gaussian (first
coordinate) in dimension 1000 starting at 0 for different step sizes.
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4.2 Proof of Lemma 2
Let v > 0. We have for all z € RY, ||H,(z) — VU (z)| < ~||[VU(z)|* and

d 1/2
[Hye(z) = VU()|| <~ {Z (3iU(x))4} <A [VU(@)|?

i=1

By (5), Al is satisfied. Define for all z € RY, 2 # 0,

(X z)) — il 2% .
Afa) = (o)) = il @l

By H2-ii), there exist M, > 0 such that for all z € R?, ||z|| > My, (x,VU(z)) >
K ||z|| |VU(z)||. We get then for all x € RY, ||z| > Mj,

1
2|lz)[ {1+~ VU ()]} {2 (2, VU(2)) = IVU ()|
IVU ()| 2% |f=|| -1
T 1A VU@ 2]

Al JhGT

L+~ [IVU()]

By H2-i), there exist My, C' > 0 such that for all z € R?, ||z|| > Mo, |VU(z)| > C.
Using that s + s(1 + vs)~! is non-decreasing for s > 0, we get for all z € R?, |jz| >
max (kL My, M), Ay(z) > (kC)/{2(1 +~C)}.

Define for all z € RY, z # 0,

g N iy e
B ) = (o Hrel) ) = 51 ()]

We have for all x € RY, v ||H, (x)|| < V/d and for all z € RY, ||z| > M,

. ( U (x) > > k2| VU (2)]
L +710U@) ) jeqa, oy L+ ymax;eqq,. gy [0:U (2)]

and

< VU (z)|| '
T 1+ ymaxieqr gy [0:U ()]

H 1 + v |8 U )|>i€{1,...,d}

Combining these inequalities, we get for all 2 € R?, ||z > max(x~'Vd, M),

IVU@)] 1 VU@«
B (x) > 2% ||z|| — Vd >
@) 2 T @ 2 (20 VA 2 T e

and for all z € R, ||z > max(k~'Vd, My, My), we get B, (x) > (kC)/{2(1 +~0)}.
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4.3 Proof of Proposition 3

Let v,a € R%.. Note that the function = — (1 + ||[|?)!/2 is Lipschitz continuous with
Lipschitz constant equal to 1. By the log-Sobolev inequality [BGL14, Proposition 5.5.1],
and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have for all € R¢ and a > 0

R, Va(a) < e exp { [a- \yn?)l/QRw(x,dy)}
Rd

1/2
< ¢ exp {a (1 + ||z — yGo(2)]* + 2fyd) } . (25)
We now bound the term inside the exponential in the right hand side. For all z € R¢,
& = 2G @ = l12l? - 25 ((Gy(a), 2) — (1/D) G @) - (26)

By A2, there exist My, x € R% such that for all z € RY, [|z| > My, (z,G(x)) —
(7/2) |G~ (x)||> > & ||z||. Denote by M = max(M;,2dx~"). For all z € RY, ||z|| > M,
we have

lz = Gy (@)]* +27d < [|2]|* = ]| -

Using for all t € [0,1], (1 —#)/2 <1 —1t/2 and s — s/(1 + s?)'/2 is non-decreasing for
5 >0, we have for all x € R?, ||z|| > M,

1/2 1/2 el \ 12
) MY (R R (B

9\ 1/2 vk M
< (1+ HmH ) - 2(1 +M2)1/2 .

Plugging this result in (25) shows that for all x € R?, ||z| > M,

kM

pa o
Rryv%(x> S € ’YV%<$) fOI‘ X = W .

By (10), we have

G <or i1+ || M|ttt Co (L+|IM|%) .
“gﬁgﬁll H(@)| < {HI | }+7 (1 + M%)

Combining it with (25), (26), s +— s/(1 + s%)/? is non-decreasing for s > 0 and (1 +1; +
t2)/2 < (14 41)'2 4 2/2 for t1 = ||z]]%, t2 = 72 (|G, (@) + 27 |l2[| |G ()| + 2vd, we
have for all z € R?, ||z| < M,

R\ Vyg(x) < e7Vig(x) , (28)

where

o= oM {20 {1+ M|} +Ca (14 1M}

2 on{r I} aca o ) ).
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Then, using that for all t > 0, 1 —e™* < t, we get for all z € R?, ||z|| < M,
R\ Vye(x) — e_ae%Vae(:I:) <e’(1-— e_V(ae2+C))Vae(x) < ve¥(@? + ) Vi () | (29)

which combined with (27) gives (12) with b = €7¢(a? + ¢)e"*M/4, Finally, using Jensen’s
inequality and (s +1%)° < s*+1t° for ¢ € (0,1), s,¢ > 0 in (12), by [RT96, Section 3.1], for
all v > 0, R, has a unique invariant probability measure 7, and R, is Vg-geometrically
ergodic w.r.t. m,.

4.4 Proof of Theorem 4

The proof is adapted from [DT12, Proposition 2] and [DM17, Theorem 10]. We first
state a lemma.

Lemma 8. Assume H1, H2, A1 and A2. Let v9 > 0, p € N* and vy be a probability
measure on (R4, B(RY)). There exists C > 0 such that for all v € (0,7o]

KL(RE |0 Ppy) < O /deg:{/w Vae(Z)Ri(y,dZ)} vo(dy) -

Proof. Let y € R? and v > 0. Denote by (Yz,Y¢)i>0 the unique strong solution of

Y, = -VU(Y,)dt +v2dB, , Yo=vy,

Y n " (30)
dYt - _G'Y (Yl_t/’YJ’Y) dt + \/idBt I YO = y ?

and by (F):>0 the filtration associated with (B;);>0. Denote by py and @y the marginal
distributions on C([0, py], R?) of (Yz,Y})i>0. By (5), (10) and Propositions 1 and 3, we
have

Y 9 )

([ IT000I + 6, (Yo P < 00) =1,
Py . 9 L )

g </0 IVOUF D+ [1Gy (Vg [I”dt < +00> =1.

By [LS13, Theorem 7.19], u and gy are equivalent and P-almost surely,

dpp , 1 [ — _ _
and (Ye)ieppy) = exp 2/ (-VU(Y )+ G, (YLS/'yj'y) ,dY)
P

1 [IRT@I = 6, (i) P} as)
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We get then
KL(fp|py) = E [— log {fh’ji((Yt)te[om)H
Py ’ . — 2
- (1/4)/0 E|[VUY) = Gy (Vajps) || s
P—1(i41)y _ _
—amY [ RV - 67|
i=0 VY

For i € {0,...,p—1} and s € [iv, (i + 1)7), we have |[VU(Y) — GW(YM)HQ < 2(A; +
Ag) where

A = |VUT,) = VUT )P, A =||[VUTs) - G (V)| -
By A1, Ay <~%2C? (1 + H?mHa)Q and by H1,
— _ 2 _
A< 22 (L4 [T Pall) I~ T 1)

On the other hand for s € [iv, (i + 1)7),

Vs = Vi |* = (s = 2 |G (Vi)|” + 211Bs = By
_23/2(3_Z’Y> <Bs _BZ%G“/(?W» ) (32)
V5| < |V irl| + 7 [|GA(Yir)|| + V21 Bs = Bl - (33)

Define Py 1 : Ry — Ry for all t € Ry by
—d/272 2 0+1 ay |2
Poa(t) = (20212 | |22 + 4 {2L(1 + 41 +4Ca(1 + 1) |
R4

X [1+t‘] {t+v(2L(1+t”1)+vC 1+t“)+f|| ||}} e IHIP/2q, . (34)

By (10), (31), (32) and (33), we have for i € {0,...,p — 1}

(i4+1) L
[ R s < 7PV )
iy
and we get
(i+1)y . _ — 9 ) _ _
[ E [NV - 6T ] ds <7 (Poal([ i )+ 29Pa[Vi )}
iy

where Py : Ry — Ry is defined for all ¢ € Ry by

Py(t) = C2 (1 4+t%)? . (35)
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By [Kul97, Theorem 4.1, Chapter 2|, we obtain

p—1

KL(6,R5|6,Ppy) < KL(l1s) < (72/4) Y E [Pra(|[Yiy[) +29P2(|V3 )] -
=0

By (34) and (35), there exists C' > 0 such that for all v € (0,7] and z € R
P,1(llz]]) + 29P2(||z]]) < 4CVx(x). Combining it with the chain rule for the Kullback-
Leibler divergence concludes the proof. O

Proof of Theorem j. Let v € (0,v0]. By Proposition 1, we have for all n € N and z € R?,

6. — 0 < CopobVE20a) + (30 — 80P
Denote by ky = H_q and by g, 7, the quotient and the remainder of the Euclidian
division of n by ky. We have ||0; R} — 03 Pny[(,1/2 < A+ B where

q n
A= P, — R

T’Y'Y

VL2

1)k ik
" Pl (i— 1)k _5$R77P(”—ikv)ﬁ‘

VL2

’(;'fl)kv Py — 5xR;k”

< Z C'ae/QIOgL/QZkAY

For i e {1,...,q,} we have by [DM17, Lemma 24],

(36)

AT

(z l)kWPk - 5y RZk’Y

<2 {5IR$*”’“WP,M(V ) + 3, R (V, )}

1/2 =
x KL(6,RY |6, RV P ). (37)

1

By Proposition 3, Lemma 8 and ky <1+, we have for all i € {1,...,¢,}

KL(8, Ry (5, R VM Py ) < Oy Z / )5, R VE ()

< C’yQ(l + ’y_l) {e_ae 7k”(i_l)Vge(ac) + ;ew%} . (38)

where C' is the constant defined in Lemma 8. By Proposition 1, we have for z € R%,
Py V() < Vip(x) + bee and by Proposition 3, we get for all i € {1,...,¢,}

i i _ i b
5. RY M P (Vi) + 6, RE (Vi) < 2{6 %y (i 1>vae(x)+ae2e%2ubae} . (39)
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By (36), (37), (38) and (39), we obtain

B < 2033/201/2 }/(1+ Y 1)1/2
kal (qy—i)vk 2 b 2
i i—1)vkyae e
><§1pq72 Wv{e( )7k Vae(x)—i-(bae—i-Qe 7)}

and we get

-1 b 1
B pae/?

+ Vo (2) gy max(pg gy 6% ) D7k

Bounding A along the same lines and using kv > 1, we get (14). By Proposition 3 and
taking the limit n — +o00, we obtain (15). O

4.5 Proofs of Theorems 5 and 6

We first state preliminary technical lemmas on the diffusion (Y;);>0. The proofs are
postponed to the Appendix. Define for all p € N* and k € {0, - , p},

P
ary =m" P [ {id+26i-10))i-k)~"}. (40)
i=k+1
Lemma 9. Assume H3. Let p € N*, z € R? and (Y;);>0 be the solution of (1) started
at x. For allt > 0,
P
E %] < any (1 =) 4 37 appe ™ af
k=1
where for k € {0,---,p}, agp is given in (40).
Proof. The proof is postponed to Appendix A. O
Lemma 10. Assume H3 and let p € N*. We have [gq Iyl 7(dy) < ag,p-
Proof. The proof is postponed to Appendix B. O
Let v > 0 and under H1 set
N=[(l+1)/2] . (41)

Consider P, 3 : Ry — Ry defined for all s € Ry by
N 2
P, 3(s) = 2d +8L*(1 + s1) {g (2 + Z ak7N52k> + Nmao,Nf;} . (42)
k=1
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Lemma 11. Assume H1 and H3. Let z € RY, v > 0 and (Y:)e>0 be the solution of (1)
started at x. For allt € [0,7], we have E [HY} — x\ﬂ < tP,3(||z|]), where P, 3 is defined
in (42).

Proof. The proof is postponed to Appendix C. O

For p € N and v > 0, define Q, : Ry — Ry for all s € Ry by,

. - VP .
Q,p(s) = {EQz(d—H’n 2)} [2d(p+1)! + 8L (1 + 51

N p+1 p+2
X {(2 + Z ak,stk) 7 + 2Nma07N i }
k=1

(p+2)! (p+3)!
o , L2(1+ s"1)?
+2;{ik+l2z(d+3z—2)} {d+4+m(k+1) }

k —k p+1—k
2 7P Y
i —— + 2k —_ 43
x{(;a,ks )(p+1—k)!+ mao,k(p+2_k)!} (43)

where N is defined in (41).

Lemma 12. Assume H1 and H3. Letp € N, v > 0, x € R? and (Y;)1>0 be the solution
of (1) started at x. For allt € [0,7], we have E [HYtH% I|Y: — az\ﬂ <tQyp(llz]), where
Q,,p is defined in (43).

Proof. The proof is postponed to Appendix D. O
Lemma 13. Assume H/.
a) For all x € R, |V2U(z)|| < Cg{l + ||z||"*?} where Cyg = max(2Ly, |V2U0)|)-
b) For all z,y € RY,

2Ly

[VU@) - VU - VU@ -y < 5

1
{L+llz)” + Iyl } e = gl

Proof. a) By H4, we get for all 2 € R?

|V2U(2)| < ||[V?U(z) — V2U(0)|| + ||V2U (0)]
< L {1+ [} llz)” + | VU 0)]] -

The proof then follows from the upper bound for all z € R, [|z]|® < 1 + ||||*™*.
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b) Let z,y € R?. By H4,
VU (@) = VU(y) = VU (y)(= - y)|

1
= / VU (tz + (1 — t)y) — VU (y)|| dt ||z — y||
0

1
<Lu /0 (14 gl + it + (1= Dy)”} 1t — )| dt e — ]| |

and the proof follows from ||tz + (1 — t)y||” < ||=||” + [ly]|”-
O

For all n € N, we now bound the Wasserstein distance W5 between 7w and the
distribution of the n' iterate of X, defined by (3). The strategy consists given two
initial conditions (x,y), in coupling X,, and Y, solution of (1) at time ~yn, using the
same Brownian motion. Similarly to (30), for v > 0, consider the unique strong solution
(YL Yt)tZO of

dY, = -VU(Y)dt +V2dB; , Yo=y,

Vo= VU, & (44)
Ay = =Gy (Yiy/p)y) dt +V2dB, . Yo=uz,

where (Bt)t>0 is a d-dimensional Brownian motion. Note that for n € N, Y, = X,, and
let (Fi)¢>0 be the filtration associated with (By)>o.

Lemma 14. Assume A1, A2, HI1 and H3. Let 9 > 0. Define (Yi)i>0, (Yi)i>0 by
(44). Then there exists C > 0 such that for all n € N and v € (0,7], almost surely,

B [V = V| < €7 [V = Voo + 01Vl (Vo)

Proof. Using the Markov property, we only need to show the result for n = 0. Define
for t € [0,7), ©; = Y; — Y. By Itd’s formula, we have for all ¢ € [0,7),

t
10:)* = lly —«|* - 2/0 (05, VU(Y) = Gy (z)) ds .

By (5) and Lemma 9, the family of random variables ((©5, VU (Y;) — GW(x»)se[Oy
uniformly integrable. Pathwise continuity implies then for s € [0,7) the continuity
of s = E[(0,, VU(Ys) — G,(z))]. Taking the expectation and deriving, we have for
t€10,7),

)is

d

~F 164]°] = —2E[(61, VU (V3) - G (x))]

= —2E [(©, VU(Y;) — VU(Y))] — 241 — 24,
< —2mE [”@tﬂ —2A; — 24, , (45)
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where
A =E[(6:,VU(Yy) - VU(x))| , Ay =E[(©,VU(z) - G,(2))] . (46)
Using that |(a,b)| < (m/4) ||a||* + m~1|b]* for all a,b € R?,
41| < (m/DE [0 +m™'E [||VU(T:) - VU @] -

Similarly to the proof of Lemma 8, we have E [HVU(?t) —VU(x) HQ} < tP4.1(||z|]) where
P, 1 is defined in (34). For Ag, we have

5] < (m/A)E [[€4]2] +m ™" VU (@) - VG, (@) (a7)
and ||VU(z) — G, (z)||> < v?P2(||z||) where Py is defined in (35). We get for ¢ € [0, ),

d _
ZE |164] < —mE [[0] +2m~ {tPy.1(llzl)) +7?Pa(llal)} -
Using Gronwall’s lemma and 1 — e™® < s for all s > 0, we obtain
= 112 —m _
E (¥, V4[] < ey — 2l + m~'5? Pyl + 24Pl -
Finally, by (34) and (35), there exists C' > 0 such that for all z € R, P (||z||) +
29Pa(f|z]]) < CmVig(z). O
Lemma 15. Assume A1, A2, H3 and H/J. Let o > 0. Define (Yi)i>0, (Yi)i>0 by
(44). Then there exists C > 0 such that for alln € N and v € (0,70], almost surely,
= 2 “m = 2
7| [Yiasayy = Vit |] <™ Yy = V|
+ 0'72+5Vae (?nw) + C'stae(?n’y) .

Remark 16. The calculations in the proof show that the dependence w.r.t. ?n'y and
Y,y is in fact polynomial but their exact expressions are very involved. For the sake
of simplicity, we bound these polynomials by Vy. The same remark applies equally to
Lemma 14.

Proof. Note first that by Lemma 13-a), H4 implies H1 with L = Cy and ¢ = v + .
By the Markov property, we only need to show the result for n = 0. The proof is a

refinement of Lemma 14 and we use the same notations. We have to improve the bound
on A; defined in (46). We decompose A; = Ay + Ajo where

A =E[(0,VU(Y,) - VU(z) - VU(2) (Y —2))] ,
A12 =E [<@t7 VQU(a:)(Vt — .’IJ)>] .
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Using |(a,b)| < (m/6) ||a||* + {3/(2m)} ||b]|* for all a,b € R?,
] < T [J04F] + 5 E[[VUT) - VU@ - VU@T -] . (48)
By Lemma 13-b),

|VU(Y) = VU (2) - VU (2) (Vi — )|

ALY % 2(1+8)
< 1+ +||Y Yi— .
< g (U el + V) [V - 2]
Following the proof of Lemma 8, using (32) and (33), we have
_ — 2
E [|[VU(¥) - VU(@) - VU@)(T, - )] < 049P, () (19)
where P, 4 : Ry — R, is defined for all s € Ry by,
ALy 041 112048
Pra(s) = s [ [VE I+ v {20+ 55 40 Cu1+57))

x[l—l—s"—i—{s+fy<2L( + 5 40 (1 + s )+\f||z}renz)llli//;d . (50)

We decompose Ajo in Ajg = Aq91 + Aj22 where
Ar21 =E [(8, —tV2U (2)G4(2))] , A122 = V2E [(0, VU (2)B,)] .
Define P 5 : Ry — Ry for s € Ry by,
P, s(s) = Ck (1 - s”+5)2 {2L(1 + s 40 (1 4+ s‘“)}2 : (51)
By Lemma 13-a) and (10),
[Awz1] < (/O [I64]°] + {3/(2m)}2P 5]l - (52)

By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Lemma 13-a),

sl = V2 [e [{ [ (w0 - voas VU )|
< VEICH(1 + o) ] S

By H1, Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and using (1+ [|y||*+||Ys[9)? < 3(2+ ||y[|** + HK;HQW)
for s € [0,7), we have

H / YUY - VU )} ds

t

2
] <+ o) [ B[ o] as

t
var? B[V Y - o] ds
0

/O (VU(Y) - VU(y)} ds
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By Lemmas 11 and 12, we get

E

| tvue) - o)y ds {(2+191P) Pyl + Qua(lyl } -
0

2] 33,2
<

where P, 3,Q, /] € Cpoly (R4, Ry) are defined in (42) and (43). Plugging this result in
(53), we obtain

1/2
[Asza] < #V3CHL (14 21" ) { (2+ 1w*) PraClyl) + Qua(lwl} - (54)

Combining (48), (49), (52) and (54), we get
1] < (m/3)E [[0417] + {3/(2m)} {£ 7P, a(all) + 2P 5(2l]) }

+ 230y (14 el ) { (2 IoIP) PrsClvl) + Qupa (Il }

and by (47), 42| < (m/6)E 04| + {3/(2m)}1?P(llz])), where Py € Cpory(Ry, Ry,)
is defined in (35). Combining these inequalities in (45), we get
g Tjeu?] < —mE [|0,7] + 3m~1 {12p ti+op 2P
G2 |10el7] < —mE [ [18¢]]7] + 3m™ 177 Pa(l2]]) + valllzl]) + 7Py s ()
5 1/2
+222V3dCy L (1+ 12l ) { (2 + 1™ PraCliyl) + Qqpa Iyl §
Using Gronwall’s lemma and 1 — e < s for all s > 0, we obtain

E [HY“/ _VWHQ] <e ™ Hy - 95H2
248 3

P, (2] + ”Pw,surxu)}

+3m {Pa(lel) + ] d

2+
1/2
+29°VaBCHL (14 Jall) { (2 I91*) PsClyl) + Qv } -

Finally, by (35), (42), (50), (51) and (43), there exists C' > 0 such that for all 2 € R?
and v E (0’70]>

-1 3 72+B ’Y3 248
3m~ v Pa(|lz]) + meA(HxH) + 5 Pyslllzll) p < Oy Va(2)
2\/d/3CKL (1 + ||33H”+6> < CY2, ()12

(2+ 121 PsClal) + Qu. pr (ll2ll) < CVan(e) -
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Proof of Theorem 5. Let v € (0,7]. Define (Y;)i>0, (Y¢)i>0 by (44) and X,, =Y, for
n € N. By Lemma 14 and Proposition 3, we have for all n € N,

n—1

E ¥ = Xall?] <™ |ly = 2] + €2 " e IR [V, (X))
k=0
Cyv? b i, )
—nm 2 g v 2 —my(n—1-k) ,— k
<e "y -2l + = o e&7+CvV()kZ_()e g ™=k (55)
Note that )
my(n—1—k) 7%2’)’]6 < n
kzoe ~ 1 — max(e—™, e~®*)7

and 1 — 57 > —ylog(s)e?°8() for s € (0,1). In eq. (55), integrating y with respect
to m, for all n € N, (Y, X,) is a coupling between 7 and §;R7. By Lemma 10,
we get (16). By Proposition 3 and [Vil09, Corollary 6.11], we have for all x € RY,
limy,—s oo Wa (0, RY, m) = Wa(my, m) and we obtain (17). O

Proof of Theorem 6. Let v € (0,70]. Define (Y;)i>0, (Y¢)i>0 by (44) and X,, = Yn,y for
n € N. By Lemma 15, we have for all n € N,

E Y = Xall?] < ™™ |ly = 2]* + An + Ba

where

n—1
= Cy*tP Z e MR [V (X))

n—cw?’ze IR [V (V)]

Analysis similar to the proof of Theorem 5 using Proposition 1 instead of Proposition 3
for B,, shows then the result. ]

4.6 Proof of Theorem 7

We first state a lemma on the existence and regularity of a solution of the Poisson
equation (20) which is adapted from [PV01, Theorem 1].

Lemma 17. Assume H2 and H5. Let f € C3(R?, R) be such that HD’ ]| € Cpoly (R, RY)
for i € {0,...,3}. Then, there exists a solution of the Poisson equation (20) ¢ €
CH(R4,R), such that |D'¢|| € Cpory (R%, Ry fori € {0, ..., 4}.

Proof. The proof is postponed to Appendix E. O
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Proof of Theorem 7. The proof is adapted from [MST10, Section 5.1] Let y € (0,7]. In
this Section, C' is a positive constant which can change from line to line but does not
depend on ~. For k € N, denote by

Okl = Xig1 — Xp = =G (X)) + V272141 -

By H2, H5 and Lemma 17, there exists a solution to the Poisson equation (20) ¢ €
C4(R?, R), such that for all z € R and i € {0,...,4},

dP(x) = = (f(x) —n(f)) and ||D'¢[| € Cpory(RY,Ry) . (56)
By Taylor’s formula, we have for k € N,

(Xpt1) = ¢(Xi) + D ¢(Xp) [6r41] + (1/2) D? (X ) [0pt1, O]
+ (1/6) D® ¢(Xk) [k-+1, Okt15 01 ] + 7

1
Tk = (1/6)/ (1= 5)> D* (Xk + 50k 11) [0k 11, Ok 1, 041, O 1]ds .
0

Using the expression of 0,41 and (6), we get

O(Xi1) = ¢(Xi) + 77 $(Xp) + /27D &(Xp) [ Zi41]
+ v {D? ¢(Xi)[Zis1, Zii1]) — AG(Xy) } + 7D ¢(Xi) [VU (X) — G (Xy)]
+ (v2/2) D? $(X1)[G (Xi), Gy (Xi)] — V29*2 D? $(X3) (G (Xi), Zita]
+(1/6) D* (X1) [0k41, Okt 1] + 7k -

Summing from k£ =0 to n — 1 for n € N*, dividing by n~y, we get

n—1 3 3
>0 - a(y) = AR (Z Myt Y 5> |
= 1=0 1=0

k=0 wy
where
Mo = ((V29%/?)/6) nz—:l {2D° ¢(Xi)[Zrs1, Zrr1s Zis)
- + 3y D? ¢(Xp)[G~(X1), G (Xk), Ziya]}
My, = 7:2_:1(132 O(Xi) [ Zk+1, Zk1] — Ap(Xk))
0

n—1
My = /27 D é(X3)[Zira]
k=0
n—1

M, = —V29%2 Y " D? ¢(X3)[Go(Xk), Zi1a]
k=0
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and

n—1
Som = —(72/6) > {6D? ¢(Xp)[G~(Xk), Zit1, Zrsal
k=0
+yD? ¢(X3)[G(Xi), G (Xi), G (X))}
n—1
Sin =7 Do(Xp)[VU(Xi) — Gy (X)),
k=0
n—1
Som = (77/2) Y D? ¢(Xp)[G(Xk), G (X)) ,
k=0

n—1
Sg}n = E Tk .
k=0

By A1, we calculate for n € N*, [S},,] < 72Cs 020 ID (X)) (1 + | Xk]*). By H5,
(10) and (56), there exist p,q¢ > 1 and C; > 0 such that the summands of (M;,)nen
and (S n)nen for i € {0,...,3} are dominated by Cy (1 + || X||?) (1 + || Zg41||") for k €
{0,...,n — 1}. Therefore, by Proposition 1, for i € {0,...,3}, (M; n)nen are martingales

and for n € N*, E [an} < Cn?y4,

E [Mg’n} <Cny®, E [Mﬁn] <Cny?, E [Mg’n] <Cnvy, E [M?in] < Cny?,
which yield the result. O
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A  Proof of Lemma 9

By H3, (1) has a unique strong solution (Y;);>¢ for any initial data Yy = 2 € R. Define
for p € N*, V,, : R = R, by V,(y) = [|y||* for y € R%. We have using H3,

A Vy(x) = =2p|lz|*P~D (VU (z),2) + 2p(d + 2(p — 1)) ||| *P~ (57)
< —2pm || * + 2p || **7D (d + 2(p - 1)) . (58)

oo

Applying [MT93, Theorem 1.1] with V(x,t) = V,(2)e?™, g_(t) = 0 and g4 (z,t)
2p(d+2(p—1))Vp_1(x)e®™ for x € R? and t > 0, we get denoting by v,(t, ) = P,V,(z),

t
vp(t, ) < e PV (x) + 2p(d + 2(p — 1)) / e~ 2mt=s)y (s, x)ds .
0

A straightforward induction concludes the proof.
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B Proof of Lemma 10

By Equation (58) and [RT96, Theorem 2.2], (Y;):>0 the solution of (1) is V)-geometrically
ergodic w.r.t. m. Taking the limit ¢ — +o00 in Lemma 9 concludes the proof.

C Proof of Lemma 11

Define Vs iRd — Ry forally € R? by Vi(y) = |ly — IH2 By Lemma 9, the process
(Vo (Yy) — Vi(z) — fg IV (Y,)ds)i>0, is a (Ft)i>o-martingale. Denote for all ¢ > 0 and
y € R by o(t,z) = P,V,(x). Then we get,
ov(t ~
“(&;x) = Pa/V,(z) . (59)

By H3, we have for all y € RY,

AValy) = 2(= (VU(y),y — ) + ) <2 (~mValy) +d = (VU@),y =) . (60)

Using (59), this inequality and that V is nonnegative, we get

00(t, x)
ot

Using (5) and (1), we have

P T(z) < 2 (d _ /R (VU().y— ) Pl dy)> . (61)

Bz (VU (2),Y; — 2)]| < [VU(@)]| [Ee [Y; — 2]|

< o, | [ vumas

<o fi+ e} B VOGN (62

Using (5) again,

t t
| B ivoenas <o B 1+ vy as
0 0

§2L{2t+/0tIE[HYSHQN} ds} . (63)

Furthermore using that for all s >0, 1 —e™* < s, s+e~° —1 < s2/2, and Lemma 9 we
get

2Nm

N
< tQNmao,N + tzak,N ||$H2k :
k=1

! —2Nmt N -
2N7fm—|—e — 1 1 —_e
e 1] as < a0 + Y a ol e
’ k=1
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Plugging this inequality in (63) and (62), we get

N
E: [(VU(2),Y; — 2)]| < 4L%(1+ [|z|7) {2t + Nmagnt* +t ) apn IIwH%} - (64)
k=1

Using this bound in (61) and integrating the inequality gives

N
B(t, ) < 2dt +8L2(1 + 2]+ {t? + Nmaon(£/3) + (2/2) 3 an |m||2’f} . (65)
k=1

D Proof of Lemma 12

We show the result by induction on p. The case p = 0 follows from (65). Suppose p > 1.
Define for y € R%, W, : R — Ry by W, ,(y) = |lyl|* ly — z||>. We have
FWap(y) = =2y (VU ).y = 2) = 2p) |yIPP™ ly = [* (VU (1).)
+ 2 yl*® D {dllyl® + 4p .y — =) + p(d+ 20— 2) Iy — 2l } .

By H3, (5) and using |(a, b)| < n|lal|* + (4n)~ ||b||* for all n > 0, we have

Iyl IVU ()|
2m(p+1)
2L2(1 + [l
m(p+1)

AWy (y) < +2 g2 {(d+ 4) |yl* + p(d+ 3p — 2) |y — l*}

< |ly|I** {2<d+ 4) + } +2p(d+3p—2) |y — | *ly** Y . (66)

By Lemma 9, the process (Wm’p(n)—Wx,p(.ﬁ)—fg AWy p(Y,)ds)i>0 is a (F¢)i>0-martingale.
For z € R% and t > 0, denote by wy p(z,t) = PW, p(z) and vy(z,t) = E, [HYtHzp} Tak-
ing the expectation of (66) w.r.t. 6, P; and integrating w.r.t. ¢, we get

L2(1 0+1y2 t
Wy p(t,x) <2 {d +4+ A+ el ) / vp(s, z)ds
0

m(p+1)

¢
+2p(d+3p — 2) / Wy p—1(s, z)ds .
0

By Lemma 9, v,(¢,z) < 2pmagpt + > 1 Gk p |#||?". A straightforward induction con-
cludes the proof.

E Proof of Lemma 17

The proof is adapted from [PV01, Theorem 1] and follows the same steps. Define
f = f—n(f). Note that H5 implies H1. By H2, [SV07, Corollary 11.1.5], (P)>0
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is Feller continuous, which implies that for all ¢ > 0, if (x,)nen is a sequence in R?
converging to # € R%, then 6., P; weakly converges to d,P;. Therefore, for all t > 0
and K >0, x — P(fV (—K) A K)(x) is continuous. By Cauchy-Schwarz and Markov’s
inequalities, for all ¢, K > 0 and z € R?, we have

|B(fV (=K) NK)(z) — Pif(2)] < P(IfI 1{|f] = K})(x)
< Pf*(x)/K
By Proposition 1 and the polynomial growth of f, we get for all R > 0,

Gl sw [TV (SK) AR (@) = P =0

and therefore z + P, f(x) is continuous for all ¢ > 0.
By (57) and [DFGO09, Theorem 3.10, Section 4.1], there exist C,¢ > 0 and p € N
such that for all z € R? and N > 0,

+o0
[ IRd@]ar < ap) N

Therefore, we may define ¢(x) = 0+°° Pif(x)dt for all x € R% Denote by ¢n =

fON Pif(z)dt for all N > 0 and € RY We have limy_, 1o ¢n(2) = ¢(z) locally
uniformly in  and by continuity of ¢, for all N > 0, ¢ € Cpory (R%, R).
Let € R? and consider the Dirichlet problem,

ddy)=—f(y) for yeB(x,1) and é(y) =d(y) for yeIB(a,1),

where dB(z,1) = B(x,1) \ B(z,1). By [GT15, Lemma 6.10, Theorem 6.17], there exists
a solution ¢ € C*(B(z,1),R) N C(B(x,1),R). Let # € B(z,1/2). By H2, (1) has a
unique strong solution denoted (Yti)tzo starting at Yy = Z. Define the stopping time
T =inf {¢t>0:Y7 ¢ B(z,1)}. By [Fril2, Volume I, Chapter 6, Theorem 5.1], we have

@) = o) +E | [ Fod]
0
For all N > 0, we decompose ¢n(Z) = Ay + By where
N N
Ay = / E[f(YH)1{t<7}]dt , By= / E[f(YS)1{t>7}]dt.
0 0
Since E [7] < 400 by [Fril2, Volume I, Chapter 6, equation (5.11)],
+oo
E [/ |FY)|1{t < T}dt] < 400,
0

and bX Fubini’s theorem and the dominated convergence theorem, limy_, o Ay =
E[fy f(Y)dt]. We also have

(N=7)+ _ _
By =E [/0 f(YTert)dt =E [¢(N77)+ (YTI)] :
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Since E[r] < 400, we have imy_, 400 ¢(n_r), (Y) = ¢(Y;7) almost surely. Besides,
there exist C,p > 0 such that ¢5(Y,*) < C(1 + ||z||”) almost surely and for all N >0
because Y* € B(z,1) and ¢y converges locally uniformly to ¢. By the dominated
convergence theorem, we get limy 1o By = E [qﬁ(Yf)]. Taking the limit N — 400 of
¢n(Z) = Ax + By, we obtain ¢(z) = ¢(z).

Finally, by [GT15, Problem 6.1 (a)], we obtain [|[D'@| € Cpoy(R%,Ry) for i €
{0,...,4} which concludes the proof.

F Badly conditioned multivariate Gaussian variable

In this example, we consider a badly conditioned multivariate Gaussian variable in di-
mension d = 100, of mean 0 and covariance matrix diag(107°,1...,1). We run 100
independent simulations of ULA and TULAc, starting at 0, with a step size v €
{10_3, 1072, 10_1} and a number of iterations equal to 10°. ULA diverges for all step
sizes. We plot the boxplots of the errors for TULAc, for the first and second moment
of the first and last coordinate in Figure 5. Although the results for the first coordinate
are expectedly inaccurate, the results for the last coordinate are valid. In this context,
TULAc enables to obtain relevant results for the well-conditioned coordinates within a
relatively small number of iterations, which is not possible using ULA.
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