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ABSTRACT. The problem of generating random samples of high-dimensional posterior distribu-
tions is considered. The main results consist of non-asymptotic computational guarantees for
Langevin-type MCMC algorithms which scale polynomially in key quantities such as the dimen-
sion of the model, the desired precision level, and the number of available statistical measurements.
As a direct consequence, it is shown that posterior mean vectors as well as optimisation based
maximum a posteriori (MAP) estimates are computable in polynomial time, with high probability
under the distribution of the data. These results are complemented by statistical guarantees for
recovery of the ground truth parameter generating the data.

Our results are derived in a general high-dimensional non-linear regression setting (with Gauss-
ian process priors) where posterior measures are not necessarily log-concave, employing a set of
local ‘geometric’ assumptions on the parameter space, and assuming that a good initialiser of the
algorithm is available. The theory is applied to a representative non-linear example from PDEs
involving a steady-state Schrédinger equation.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Markov chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) type algorithms are a key methodology in computational
mathematics and statistics. The main idea is to generate a Markov chain (¥ : £ € N) whose
laws £(9),) on RP approximate its invariant measure. In Bayesian inference the relevant invariant
measure has a probability density of the form

(1) 7(01ZN)) o Y7 (6), 6 € RP.

Here 7 is a prior density function for a parameter § € RP and the map £y : RP? — R is the
‘data-log-likelihood’ based on N observations Z(N) from some statistical model, so that 7(-|Z(N))
is the density of the Bayesian posterior probability distribution on RP arising from the observations.

It can be challenging to give performance guarantees for MCMC algorithms in the increasingly
complex and high-dimensional statistical models relevant in contemporary data science. By ‘high-
dimensional’ we mean that the model dimension D may be large (e.g., proportional to a power
of N). Without any further assumptions accurate sampling from 7(-|Z(")) in high dimensions
can then be expected to be intractable (see below for more discussion). For MCMC methods the
computational hardness typically manifests itself in an ezponential (or worse) dependence in D or
N of the ‘mixing time’ of the Markov chain (9 : k € N) towards its equilibrium measure ().

In this work we develop mathematical techniques which allow to overcome such computational
hardness barriers. We consider diffusion-based MCMC algorithms targeting the Gibbs-type mea-
sure with density 7(-|Z™)) from (D) in a non-linear and high-dimensional setting. The prior 7 will
be assumed to be Gaussian — the main challenge thus arises from the non-convexity of —fy. We
will show how local geometric properties of the statistical model can be combined with recent devel-
opments in Bayesian nonparametric statistics |73, [76] and the non-asymptotic theory of Langevin
algorithms [31), 135, 136] to justify the ‘polynomial time’ feasibility of such sampling methods.

While the approach is general, it crucially takes advantage of the particular geometric structure
of the statistical model at hand. In a large class of high-dimensional non-linear inference problems
arising throughout applied mathematics, such structure is described by partial differential equations
(PDEs). Examples that come to mind are inverse and data assimilation problems, and in particular
since influential work by A. Stuart [92], MCMC-based Bayesian methodology is frequently used in
such settings, especially for the task of uncertainty quantification. We refer the reader to [3, 8, [L3,
22,123, 12830, 133, 146, 147, 155, 156, 162, [71), 187, 189, 192] and the references therein. A main contribution
of this paper is to demonstrate the feasibility of our proof strategy in a (for such PDE problems)
prototypical non-linear example where the parameter § models the potential in a steady-state
Schrodinger equation. This PDE arises in various applications such as photo-acoustics, e.g., |6, [7],
and provides a suitable framework to lay out the main mathematical ideas underpinning our proofs.
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1.1. Basic setting and contributions. To summarise our key results we now introduce a more
concrete setting. For O a bounded subset of R% d € N, and © some parameter space, consider a
family of real-valued bounded ‘regression’ functions {G(#) : € ©} defined on O. If L?(O) denotes
the usual space of square Lebesgue-integrable functions, this induces a ‘forward map’

(2) G:0 = L*0),
and we suppose that N observations Z(N) = (V;,X; :i=1,...N) arising via
(3) Yl:g(H)(Xl)—i—al, i=1,...,N,

are given, where ¢; ~ N(0,1) are independent noise variables, and design variables X; are drawn
uniformly at random from the domain O (independently of €;). While natural parameter spaces ©
can be infinite-dimensional, in numerical practice a D-dimensional discretisation of © is employed,
where D can possibly be large. The log-likelihood function of the data (Y;, X;) then equals, up to
additive constants, the usual least squares criterion

1 N

(4) InB) = 5> [Yi-G0)(X:)])°, 6€RP.
24

The aim is to recover 6 from Z(¥). A wide-spread practice in statistical science is to employ Gaussian
(process) priors IT with multivariate normal probability densities 7 on RP; from a numerical point
of view the Bayesian approach to inference in such problems is then precisely concerned with
(approximate) evaluation of the posterior measure ().

As discussed above, in important physical applications the forward map G is described by a
partial differential equation. For example suppose that G(#) = uy, arises as the solution v = uy, to
the following elliptic boundary value problem for a Schrodinger equation (with A the Laplacian)

{%Au—fgu:OOH O,

)
5) u = g on 00,

with a suitable parameterisation 6 — f > 0, § € RP (see ([T) below for details). In such
cases, the map G is non-linear and —¢n(#) is not convex. The probability measure with density
w(-|Z v )) given in () may then be highly complex to evaluate in a high-dimensional setting, with
computational cost scaling exponentially as D — oco. For instance, complexity theory for high-
dimensional numerical integration (see [81, 182] for general references) implies that computing the
integral of a D-dimensional real-valued Lipschitz function — such as the normalising factor implicit
in (I) - by a deterministic algorithm has worst case cost scaling as DP/® |51, 93]. Relaxing a
worst case analysis, Monte Carlo methods can in principle obtain dimension-free guarantees (with
high probability under the randomisation scheme). However, a curse of dimensionality may persist
as one typically is only able to sample approzimately from the target measure, and since the
approximation error incurred, e.g., by the mixing time of a Markov chain, could scale exponentially
in dimension. The references [9-12, 114, [70, 186, [L05] discuss this issue in a variety of contexts. In
addition, since the distribution becomes increasingly ‘spiked’ as the statistical information increases
(i.e., N — o0), commonly used iterative algorithms can take an exponential in N time to exit
neighbourhoods of local optima of the posterior surface m(-|Z(\)) (e.g., [37], Example 4).

In light of the preceding discussion one may ask whether the approximate calculation of
basic aspects of 7(-|Z(¥)) — such as its mean vector (expected value), real-valued functionals
Jep H(O)T(0|Z (N)Ydf, or mode — is feasible at a computational cost which grows at most poly-
nomially in D, N and the desired (inverse) precision level. While answering this question in the
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affirmative may not directly identify a practical algorithm, it clarifies a fundamental aspect of the
computational complexity of the problem at hand. Very few rigorous results providing even just
partial such guarantees appear to be available. The notable exception Hairer, Stuart and Vollmer
[49] along with some other important references will be discussed below.

Let us describe the scope of the methods to be developed in this article in the problem of
approximate computation of the high-dimensional posterior mean vector in the PDE model (B
with the Schrodinger equation. We will require mild regularity assumptions on D, II and on the
ground truth 6y generating the data (@) — full details can be found in Section If II is a D-
dimensional Gaussian process prior with covariance equal to a rescaled inverse Laplacian raised to
some large enough power o € N, if the model dimension grows at most as D < N%/(e+d) and if
6 is sufficiently well-approximated by its ‘discretisation’ in R (see (28)), we obtain the following
main result.

Theorem 1.1. Suppose that data ZW™N) = (Y;, X; : i = 1,..., N) arise through (3) in the Schrédinger
model (3) and let P > 0. Then, for any precision level ¢ > N~F there exists a (randomised)

algorithm whose output 6. € RP can be computed with computational cost

(6) O(N"* D%¢7%) (b, ba, bg > 0),

and such that with high probability (under the joint law of ZN) and the randomisation mechanism,),
6= — E01 20| <,

where EM[O|ZMN)] = [, 07(0|Z™))d0 denotes the mean vector of the posterior distribution
I(-| 20N with density ().

We further show in Theorem that 6. also recovers the ground truth 6y, within precision
€. The method underlying Theorem [[T] consists of an initialisation step which requires solving a
standard convex optimisation problem, followed by iterations (J;) of a discretised gradient based
Langevin-type MCMC algorithm, at each step requiring a single evaluation of V{y (which itself
amounts to solving a standard linear elliptic boundary value problem). In particular our results
will imply that the posterior mean can be computed by ergodic averages (1/J) >, ; Ui along the
MCMC chain (after some burn-in time), see Theorem (which implies Theorem [[T)). The laws
L(VY,) of the iterates (Jx) in fact provide a global approximation

W2(£(0k)7n(|Z(N))) <eg, k> kmimu

of the high-dimensional posterior measure on R, in Wasserstein-distance Ws. Our explicit conver-
gence guarantees will ensure that both the ‘mixing time’ k,,;» and the number of required iterations
J to reach precision level € scales polynomially in D, N,e~!. Similar statements hold true for the
computation of real-valued functionals [, H(0)w(0|Z")df for Lipschitz maps H : R’ — R and
of maximum a posteriori (MAP) estimates. See Theorems [2.7] as well as Proposition [24] for
precise statements.

The main ideas of this article can be summarised as follows. We first demonstrate that, with
high probability under the law generating the data Z(™), the target measure II(-|Z(M)) from (I
is locally log-concave on a region in R” where most of its mass concentrates. Then we show that
a ‘localised’ Langevin-type algorithm, when initialised into the region of log-concavity, possesses
polynomial time convergence guarantees in ‘moderately’ high-dimensional models. That sufficiently
precise initialisation is possible has to be shown in each problem individually (for the Schrédinger
model, see Section [B3). Our proofs provide a template (outlined in Section B]) that can be used
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in principle also in general settings as long as the linearisation VgG(y) of G at the ground truth
parameter y satisfies a suitable stability estimate (i.e., a quantitative injectivity property related to
the ‘information’ operator of the statistical model). We note that this ‘gradient stability’ hypothesis
remains entirely ‘local’ and is hence weaker than the ‘Polyak-Lojasiewicz’ gradient condition used
in non-convex optimisation [66, 85], see also [58]. We verify our local stability property for the
Schrodinger equation using elliptic PDE techniques (see Lemma[£.7]) but our approach may succeed
in a variety of other non-linear forward models arising in inverse problems [59, (75,92, 98], integral
X-ray geometry [53,/73,183,184], and also in the context of data assimilation and filtering |29, |71, 187].
In fact, the very recent reference [16] achieves this for the non-linear inverse problem considered
in |73, 183]. Further advancing our understanding of the computational complexity of such PDE-
constrained high-dimensional inference problems poses a formidable challenge for future research.

1.2. Discussion of related literature. Both the statistical and computational aspects of high-
dimensional Bayes procedures have been subject of great interest in recent years. Frequentist
convergence properties of high- and infinite-dimensional Bayes procedures were intensely studied
in the last two decades. For ‘direct’ statistical models we refer to the recent monograph [41] (and
references therein), and in the non-linear (PDE) setting relevant here to [1, 12, [15, [16, [18, 144, 160,
73, 74, 176, [78-80, 191].

We now discuss a variety of mixing time results of MCMC algorithms in high-dimensional set-
tings, and refer to the references cited in these articles for further important results.

1.2.1. Mizing times for pCN-type algorithms. The important contribution [49] by Hairer, Stuart
and Vollmer derives dimension-independent convergence guarantees for the preconditioned Crank-
Nicolson (pCN) algorithm, using ergodicity results for infinite-dimensional Markov chains from
Hairer, Mattingly and Scheutzow [48]. The task of sampling from a general measure arising from
a Gaussian process prior and a general likelihood function exp(—®(0)) is considered there. Their
results are hence naturally compatible with the setting considered in this paper, where ® is given
by @), i.e. ® = dy = —Ly and it is natural to ask (a) whether the bounds from [49] apply to this
class of problems and (b) if they apply, how they quantitatively depend on N and model dimension.

The key Assumptions 2.10, 2.11, and 2.13 made in |49] can be summarised as (A) a global
lower bound on the acceptance probability of the pCN as well as (B) a (local) Lipschitz continuity
requirement on ®. In non-linear PDE problems, part (B) can usually be verified (e.g., [80]), while
part (A) is more challenging: due to the global nature of the assumption, it seems that verification
of (A) will typically require bounds for likelihood ratios exp(®(f) — ®()) with 6,0 arbitrarily
far apart. Of course, in some specific problems an initial bound may be obtained by invoking
inequalities like (I8). However the resulting lower bounds on the acceptance probabilities in the
pCN scheme will decrease exponentially in N. We also note that though dimension-independent, the
main Theorems 2.12 and 2.14 from [49] remain implicit (non-quantitative) in the relevant quantities
from Assumptions (A) and (B); this seems to stem both from the utilised proof techniques, such as
considerations regarding level sets of Lyapunov functions (cf. [49], p.2474), as well as the qualitative
nature of the key underlying probabilistic weak Harris theorem proved by [48]. Summarising, while
it would be very exciting to see the results [49] be extended to yield quantitative bounds which are
polynomial in both N, D, serious technical and conceptual innovations seem to be required. These
remarks apply as well to recent dimension-free mixing time bounds on Hamiltonian Monte Carlo
(HMC) methods in |19, 120, [45], which scale exponentially in N via the Lipschitz constant of £y.
In our context, when exploiting local average curvature of the likelihood surface arising from PDE
structure, it is more promising to investigate gradient based MCMC schemes.
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1.2.2. Computational guarantees for Langevin-type algorithms. For the important gradient-based
class of Langevin Monte Carlo (LMC) algorithms, nonasymptotic convergence guarantees which
are suited for high-dimensional settings were obtained by Dalalyan [31] for log-concave densities,
shortly after to be extended by Durmus and Moulines [35, 36] to closely related cases. Our proofs
rely substantially on these convergence results for the strongly log-concave case (see Appendix [A]
for a review). We emphasize that the fundamental ideas underpinning the fast mixing of ‘hyper-
contractive’ Langevin diffusions in high dimensions go back to earlier seminal work [4, [54], see also
the monograph [5].

Very recently further extensions have emerged, notably [70], [69,/103] and also [90], which estabish
convergence guarantees assuming that either the density to be sampled from is convex outside of
some region, or that the target measure satisfies functional inequalities of log-Sobolev and Poincaré
type. However, it appears that both of these results, when applied to ) without any further
substantial work, yield bounds that scale exponentially in N. Indeed, the bound in Theorem 1
of [70] evidently depends exponentially on the Lipschitz constant of the gradient V{y; and ad
hoc verification of assumptions from [103] would utilise the Holley-Stroock perturbation principle
[52] (and (IR)), exhibiting the same exponential dependence. Alternative, more elaborate ways
of verifying functional inequalities in this context would be highly interesting, but this is not the
approach we take here.

1.2.3. Relationship to Bernstein-von Mises theorems. A key idea in our proofs is to use approxi-
mate curvature of £y () ‘near’ the ground truth fy. On a deeper level this idea is related to the
possibility of a Bernstein-von Mises theorem which would establish precise Gaussian (‘Laplace’)
approximations to posterior distributions, see |61, |63, [101] for the classical versions of such results
in ‘low-dimensional’ statistical models, and [24-26, 40] for high- or infinite-dimensional versions.

Such an approach is taken by [9] who attempt to exploit the asymptotic ‘normality’ of the pos-
terior measure to establish bounds on the computation time of MCMC-based posterior sampling,
building on seminal work by Lovasz, Simonovits and Vempala [67, 68] on the complexity of general
Metropolis-Hastings schemes. While [9] allow potentially for moderately high-dimensional situa-
tions (by appealing to high-dimensional Bernstein-von Mises theorems from [40]), their sampling
guarantees hold for rescaled posterior measures arising as laws of v N (9—§)|Z (N) where 6 = é(Z (N
is an initial ‘semi-parametrically efficient centring’ of the posterior draws 6|Z("). In our setting
such a centring is not generally available (in fact to show that one can compute such centrings, such
as the posterior mode or mean, in polynomial time, is a main aim of our analysis). The setting
in [9] thus appears somewhat unnatural for the problems studied here, also because the conditions
there do not appear to permit Gaussian priors.

For the Schrodinger equation example considered in the present paper, Bernstein-von Mises
theorems were obtained in [76] — see also the more recent [74]. While we follow [76] in using elliptic
PDE theory to quantify the amount of curvature expressed in the ‘limiting information operator’
arising from the Schrodinger model, our proofs are in fact not based on an asymptotic Gaussian
approximation of the posterior distribution (via Le Cam theory, as in [74, [76]). Rather we use
tools from high-dimensional probability to deduce local curvature bounds directly for the likelihood
surface, and then show that the posterior measure is approximated, in Wasserstein distance, by
a globally log-concave measure that concentrates around the posterior mode (see Theorem [L.14]).
While one can think of this as a ‘non-asymptotic’ version of a Bernstein-von Mises theorem, the
underlying techniques do not require the full inversion of the information operator (as in [76] or
also in [72,174,179]), but solely rely on a ‘stability estimate’ for the local linearisation of the forward
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map, and hence are likely to apply to a larger class of PDEs (a PDE model where this difference
matters is discussed in [77]). A further key advantage of our approach is that we do not require
the initialiser for the algorithm to be a ‘semi-parametrically efficient’ estimator (as [9] do), instead
only a sufficiently fast ‘nonparametric’ convergence rate is required, which substantially increases
the class of admissible initialisation strategies.

1.2.4. Regularisation/optimisation literature. Regularisation-driven optimisation methods have
been studied for a long time in applied mathematics, see for instance the monographs [38, |57].
In the setting of non-linear operator equations in Hilbert spaces and with deterministic noise, ‘lo-
cal’ convergence guarantees for iterative (gradient or ‘Landweber’) methods have been obtained
in 50, 57], assuming that optimisation is performed over a (sufficiently small) neighbourhood of
a maximum. The proof techniques underlying our main results allow as well to derive guarantees
for gradient descent algorithms targeting, for instance, maximum a posteriori (MAP) estimates,
see Section Specifically, in Theorem 2.8 global convergence guarantees for the computation
of MAP estimates over a high-dimensional discretisation space are given, in our genuine statistical
framework, paralleling our main results for Langevin sampling methods, which can be regarded as
randomised versions of classical gradient methods. A main attraction of studying such randomised
algorithms, and more generally of solving the problem of Bayesian computation, is of course that one
can access entire posterior distributions, which is required for quantifying the statistical uncertainty
in the reconstruction provided by point estimates such as posterior mean or mode.

1.3. Notations and conventions. Throughout, N will denote the number of observations in (3]
and D will denote the dimension of the model from (@). For a real-valued function f : R? — R,
its gradient and Hessian are denoted by Vf and V2f, respectively, while A = V7V denotes the
Laplace operator. For any matrix A € RPXP we denote the operator norm by

[Allop := sup [|A9|[go.
i llln <1

If A is positive definite and symmetric, then we denote the minimal and maximal eigenvalues of
A by Apin(A) and A\paq(A) respectively, with condition number x(A) := Apaz(A)/Amin(A). The
Euclidean norm on R” will be denoted by || - ||[gp. The space ¢£2(N) denotes the usual sequence
space of square-summable sequence (a,, : n € N), normed by || - ||¢2. For any a € R, we write
a+ = min{a, 0}. Throughout, <, >, ~ will denote (in-)equalities up to multiplicative constants.

For a Borel subset O C R%, d € N, let LP = LP(O) be the usual spaces of functions endowed with
the norm || - ||}, = [, |h(z)[Pdz, where dx is Lebesgue measure. The usual L?(O) inner product
is denoted by (-, -)2(0y. If O is a smooth domain in R?, then C(O) denotes the space of bounded
continuous functions h : @ — R equipped with the supremum norm || || and C*(O), a € N, denote
the usual spaces of a-times continuously differentiable functions on O with bounded derivatives.
Likewise we denote by H*(O) the usual order-a Sobolev spaces of weakly differentiable functions
with square integrable partial derivatives up to order o € N, and this definition extends to positive
a ¢ N by interpolation [95]. We also define (HZ(0))* as the topological dual space of

(H5(0) = {h € H*(0) : tr(h) = 0}, || - [|a2(0)).
where tr(-) denotes the usual trace operator on O. We will repeatedly use the inequalities

(7) lghllme < (e, O)llgllmellbllme,  a>d/2,

8) 1Al s < e(B, a, ORI\ |Rl|5, 0< B <a
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for g,h € H?®, see, e.g., |65]. For Borel probability measures 1,2 on RP with finite second
moments we define the Wasserstein distance

) Wo) = _int [ - a0,

vel(p1,p2) JRD xRD
where T'(p1, pi2) is the set of all ‘couplings’ of 11 and psa (see, e.g., [104]). Finally we say that a map
H :RP — R is Lipschitz if it has finite Lipschitz norm

H(x) — H(y
(10) by = sup EEZHGI
z#y,r,y€RP lz —yllro

2. MAIN RESULTS FOR THE SCHRODINGER MODEL

Our object of study in this section is a nonlinear forward model arising with a (steady state)
Schrédinger equation. Throughout, let O C R? be a bounded domain with smooth boundary 9O.
For convenience, we restrict throughout to d < 3, dimensions d > 4 could be considered as well at
the expense of further technicalities. Moreover, without loss of generality we assume vol(O) = 1.

Suppose that g € C*°(90O) is a given function prescribing boundary values g > gmin > 0 on 90.
For an ‘attenuation potential’ f € H*(O), consider solutions u = uy of the PDE

l _ =
(11) sAu— fu=0 onO,
u=g¢g on 00.

If &« > d/2 and f > 0 then standard theory for elliptic PDEs (see Chapter 6 of [42] or Chapter 4 in
[27]) implies that a unique classical solution uy € C2(0) N C(O) to the Schrédinger equation (I
exists. The non-linearity of the map f — wuy becomes apparent from the classical Feynman-Kac
formula (e.g., Theorem 4.7 in [27])

(12) up (@) = up(@) = B |g(Xpq)e™ 07T e 0,

where (X5 : s > 0) is a d-dimensional Brownian motion started at z with exit time 7o from
0. This PDE appears in various settings in applied mathematics; for example an application to
photo-acoustics is discussed in Section 3 in [7].

2.1. Bayesian inference with Gaussian process priors.

2.1.1. The Dirichlet-Laplacian and Gaussian random fields. In Bayesian statistics popular choices
of prior probability measures arise from Gaussian random fields whose covariance kernels are related
to the Laplace operator A, see, e.g., Section 2.4 in [92] and also Example 11.8 in |41] (where the
closely related ‘Whittle-Matérn’ processes are considered).

For ¢ € L%*(0), let v = V[¢)] denote the (unique) solution in HZ to the Poisson equation
Av/2 = 1 on O. By standard results (Section 5.A in [95]) the compact (-,-)r2(0)-self-adjoint
operator V has eigenfunctions (e : k € N) forming an orthonormal basis of L?(0) such that
VIl = Yooey ikler, V) L2(oyer, with (negative) eigenvalues py, satisfying the Weyl asymptotics
(e.g., Corollary 8.3.5 in [96])

1

(13) )\k:m:k2/d ask — 00, 0< X\ < Apy1, keN.
k
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The ‘spectrally defined’” Sobolev-type spaces H® = {F € L?(O) : Y po | \Y(F, €k>%2(@) < oo} are
isomorphic to corresponding Hilbert sequence spaces

he = {e € (N : 0]3. = D" Ap63 < oo}, R0 =: (2(N).
k=1
One shows that H® is a closed subspace of H*(O) and that the sequence norm || - ||p« is equivalent
to || - || ge (o) on H*. For a even, this follows from the usual isomorphism theorems for the a,/2-fold

application of the inverse Dirichlet-Laplacian, and extends to general a by interpolation, see Section
5.A in [95]. One also shows that any F € H*(O) supported strictly inside of O belongs to H*.

A centred Gaussian random field M, on O can be defined by the infinite random series
(14) Ma(z) = Z)\;aﬂgkek(fc% z€0, gp~"""N(©0,1).
k=1

For o« > d/2 one shows that M, defines a Gaussian Borel random variable in C(O) N
{h uniformly continuous : h = 0 on dO} with reproducing kernel Hilbert space equal to H® (see
Example 2.6.15 in [43]), thus providing natural priors for a-regular functions vanishing at 0. Such
Dirichlet boundary conditions could be replaced by Neumann conditions at the expense of minor
changes (see p.473 in [95]). Our techniques in principle may extend to other classes of priors such
as exponential Besov-type priors considered in [2, 62], but we focus our development here on the
most commonly used class of a-regular Gaussian process priors.

2.1.2. Re-parameterisation, reqular link functions, and forward map. To use Gaussian random fields
such as M, to model a potential f > 0 featuring in the Schrédinger equation (1), we need to
enforce positivity by use of a ‘link function’ ®. While ® = exp is common, for technical convenience
(following [80]) we choose a function that is globally Lipschitz.

Definition 2.1 (Regular link function). Let Kpin € [0,00). We say that ® : R — (Kpin, 00) s a
reqular link function if it is bijective, smooth, strictly increasing (i.e. ® > 0 on R) and if for any
k > 1, the k-th derivative of ® satisfies sup,cp ’@(k) (x)‘ < oo.

For a simple example of a regular link function ®, see e.g. Example 3.2 of [80]. We denote the
composition operator associated to ® by
(15) o*: L*(0) = L*(0), F~ ®oF =d*(F).

Now to describe a natural parameter space for f, we will first expand functions F' € L?(0O) in the
orthonormal basis from Section [2.1.1],

(16) F=Fy=>Y ber, (0x:k=1,2,...)€(N),
k=1

and denote by ¥(0) = Fp the map ¥ : (?(N) — L?(O) that associates to the vector 6 the ‘Fourier’
series of Fy. We then apply a regular link function ® to Fy and set fy := ® o Fp. For a > d/2,
one shows (see (IT7) below) that Fy € H*(O) implies fy € H*(O) and hence solutions of the
Schrodinger equation (II)) exist for such f. If we denote the solution map f — u; from (Il by G,
then the overall forward map describing our parametrisation is given by

(17) G:h* = L*(0), G(0) = uy, = [G o ®* o ¥](h).

We shall frequently regard G as a map on the closed linear subspace R” of h consisting of the first
D coefficients (61,...,0p) of 8 € h*, and suppress the dependence of G on ® in the notation. We
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also note that the solutions of ([l are uniformly bounded by a constant independent of 6§ € h®,
specifically

(18) 1G(O)lloo = Ity lloo < [lglloc,

as follows from ([I2) and fp > 0. This ‘bounded range’ property of G is relative to the norm
employed; for instance the ||uy, || go-norms are not uniformly bounded in 6 € h® for general a.

2.1.3. Measurement model, prior, likelihood and posterior. For the forward map G from (I7), we
now consider the measurement model

(19) Y, =GO)(X:) +e, i=1,...,N, g ~"*% N(0,1), X; ~"*% Uniform(O).
The i.i.d. random vectors
(20) ZWN) = (Zi)iil = (Y;in)g\Ll

are drawn from a product measure on (R x O)" that we denote by P)¥ = @ | Py. The coordinate
(Lebesgue) densities py of the joint probability density p) = sz\il py of P are of the form
1 1
,T) i = —— exp{ — = —gon}, eR,x €0,
poly,a) = = exp { — 3 ly = GO} v

(recalling vol(OQ) = 1) and we can define the log-likelihood function as

N
3 (v - 6(0)(x))”
=1

When using Gaussian process prior models in Bayesian statistics, a common discretisation ap-
proach is to truncate the (‘Karhunen-Loéve’ type) expansion of the prior in a suitable basis, cf.
132,149,162, 192]. In our context this will mean that we truncate the series defining the random field
M,, in ([[d) at some finite dimension D to be specified. For integer o to be chosen, and recalling
the eigenvalues (A : k € N) of the Dirichlet Laplacian from (I3]), we thus consider priors

(23) 0~ =1y~ N(0,N VTN A, =diag(\,..., D),

(21)

(22) In(0) = logpy + NlogV2r = —

N~

supported in the subspace RP of h® consisting of its first D coordinates. The Lebesgue density dII
of IT on R” will be denoted by 7. The posterior measure II(-|Z(")) on R” then arises from data
ZW) in ([[3) via Bayes’ formula, with probability density function

(24) 7(01ZMN)) o N7 (0)

N

1 9 Nd/(2a+d)

«exp{—52<n—g<9><xi>> SN ez b e R,
=1

2.2. Polynomial time guarantees for Bayesian posterior computation.

2.2.1. Description of the algorithm. We now describe the Langevin-type algorithm targeting the
posterior measure II(:| Z(Y)). Tt requires the choice of an initialiser 6;,;; and of constants ¢, K, . Our
goal is merely to exhibit its polynomial runtime and we do not attempt to optimize the constants
involved.

Throughout, we use the initialiser 6,4 = 0;nit(Z (N )) € RP constructed in Theorem [B.6] in
Section [B.3] (computable in O(N®) polynomially many steps, for some by > 0). For € > 0 to be
chosen we define the high-dimensional region

(25) B={0eRP:||0 —binit|gp < D)2},
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We then construct a proxy function Iy : RP — R which agrees on B with the log-likelihood function
{n from (22)). Specifically, take the cut-off function o = o, from (G3)) and the convex function g = g,
from (52) with choice n = eD™%< and |- |; = | - |gp. Note that a is compactly supported and
identically one on B and that g vanishes on B. Then for K to be chosen, /y takes the form

(26) In(9) :=a(B)in(0) — Kg(h), 6cRP.

This induces a proxy probability measure, correspondingly denoted by II(-|Z(M), with log-density

(27) log #(0|ZMN)) = Iy (0) — N72%7|0||2.. /2 + const., § € RP.

Note that 7(-|Z(N)) coincides with the posterior density m(-|Z(™)) on the set B up to a (random)
normalising constant. The MCMC scheme we consider is then given in Algorithm [ and the law of
the resulting Markov chain () € RP will be denoted by Py

init

Algorithm 1

Input: Initialiser 0;,; € R”, convexification parameters €, K > 0, step size v > 0, i.i.d.
sequence & ~ N(0,Ipxp).
Output: Markov chain 91,...,9, - € RP.
1: initialise Y9 = 0,
2: for k=0,... do
3: V41 = Vi +vVlog ﬁ(§k|Z(N)) + V2711
4: return (W : k=1,...)

While the algorithm is related to stochastic optimisation methods based on gradient descent, the
diffusivity term is of constant order in k, allowing (Jx) to explore the entire support of the target
measure. It coincides with the unadjusted Langevin algom'thm (see Appendix [A]) targeting (- |Z (N ))
as long as the iterates (Vy) stay within the region B c RP we have initialised to. When (V) exits
B, the Markov chain is forced by the ‘proxy’ function ¢ to eventually return to B. This procedure
is justified since most of the posterior mass will be shown to concentrate on B with high probability
under the law of Z(™). [In fact a key step of our proofs is to control the Wasserstein-distance
between the measures induced by the densities 7(-|Z™)), 7(-|Z(N)), cf. Theorem ET4l] Note that
while the ball in (23] shrinks as dimension D — oo, relative to the step-sizes v permitted below,
B has asymptotically growing diameter. The results that follow show that the Markov chain ()
mixes sufficiently fast to reconstruct the posterior surface on B with arbitrary precision after a
polynomial runtime.

To demonstrate the performance of Algorithm [ in a large N, D scenario, we now make the
following specific choices of the key algorithm parameters €, K, .

Condition 2.2. Let 0;,;; be the initialiser from Theorem [B.0 and suppose that

1
~ log N

K := ND%%(log N)3 < -
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2.2.2. Conditions involving 6y. The convergence guarantees obtained below hold for high-
dimensional models where D is permitted to grow polynomially in N, and under the frequentist
assumption that the data Z(™) from (J) is generated from a fixed ground truth 6, inducing the
law P(,JX . Note that we do not assume that 6, € R”, but rather that 6y € h® is sufficiently well
approximated by its ¢2(N)-projection 6y p onto RP. The precise condition, which is discussed in
more detail in Remark below, reads as follows.

Condition 2.3. For integersd < 3 and o > 6, suppose data ZN) from (20) arise in the Schrodinger
model [I3) for some fized 6y € h®. Moreover, suppose that D € N is such that for some constants
co>0,0< 06 < 1/2, and 9011) = ((90)1, ey (90)[)),

(28) D < CONd/(2a+d), ”g(gO)D) _ g(90)||L2(0) < CBNfa/(zaer)'

Though it will be left implicit, the results we obtain in this section depend on 6y only through
¢, and an upper bound S > ||6p]|pe

2.2.3. Computational guarantees for ergodic MCMC averages. We first present a concentration in-
equality for ergodic averages along the Markov chain (Jx). Proposition [2.4] is non-asymptotic in
nature; hence its statement necessarily involves various constants whose dependence on D and N
is tracked. Theorems and then demonstrate how the desired polynomial time computation
guarantees, including Theorem [[.1] can be deduced from it.

For ‘burn-in’ time J;;, € N and MCMC samples (9 : k = Jip + 1, ..., Jin + J) from Algorithm [I]
define

| Jmtd
77 (H) = 5 H(9), H:RP SR
k=Jin+1
We also set, for ¢; > 0 to be chosen,
,7 (d+24)/d 6 2 (d+44)/d 12 -5l
=C1 .
(29) B(y) :=c [7D (log N)® + 42N D (log N)'2| + 2exp(~N~=%7)

The quantity B(7) is an upper bound for the error incurred by the discretisation of the Langevin
dynamics (see (IG3J) below) and by the ‘proxy’ construction (27)).

Proposition 2.4. Assume Condition [2.3 is satisfied and consider iterates ¥y of the Markov
chain from Algorithm [ with 0., ¢, K,y satisfying Condition 222 Then there exist constants
c1,Ca,...,c5 > 0 such that for all N € N, any Lipschitz function H : RP — R, any burn-in period

log N

(30) Jin 2 SND-4/d

x log (D + B(7)™),

any J € N, any t > 2|H||Lip\/B(y) and on events Ex (measurable subsets of (R x O)N) of
probability PQJZ (En)>1—co exp(—cgNd/(Qaer))’

Peinit (

7 —EH(H|Z(N))’ > t) <C5exp(—04 PNy )
T T DS/ H|[, (1 + DY/ (NJv)) /-
The next result concerns computation of the posterior mean vector

EM9|zN)) = / om(0|Z2N))db
RD
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by ergodic averages

B 1 Jin+J
Gjm = j Z 19k, JznaJ € Nv
k=Jin+1

within prescribed precision level e. For convenience we assume ¢ > N~ for some P > 0, which
is natural in view of the statistical error to be considered in Theorem below. To this end, we
make an explicit choice for the step size parameter

82 9

. 1 .
(31) v =" zmln(D(d+24)/d, \/ND(22+d/2)/d’ND8/d) x (log N)

Theorem 2.5. Assume Condition [Z.3 is satisfied. Fix P > 0 and let ¢ > N=F. Consider iterates
9y, of the Markov chain from Algorithm 1 with 0,4, €, K satisfying Condition [2.2 and with v = .
as in (Z1). Then there exist cg,c7,cs > 0 and at most polynomially growing constants

(32) gD, N,e = O(D"* N%&7%) by, by, by > 0,

such that for all N € N, Ji, > gpnNe, J € N, and on events Ex of probability PQZZ(EN) >
1 — c7 exp(—cg N4/ (ot d),

(33) mn(H@‘] — E"[g| 2] o = 5) < cﬁDexp( J )
9D ,N,e

Theorem implies that for Ji, A J > gp v x log D, one can compute the posterior mean
vector within precision € > 0 with probability as close to one as desired. Using this and Theorem
0 (whose hypotheses are implied by those of Theorem [2.5]), we have in particular also proven
Theorem LIl Similar bounds for computation of E™(H|Z™)) can be obtained as long as ||H|| 1y
grows at most polynomially in D.

We conclude this subsection with a result concerning recovery of the actual target of statistical
inference, that is, the ground truth 8y. It combines Theorem 5l with a statistical rate of convergence
of EM[9]ZN] to 6, obtained by adapting recent results from |73] to the present situation.

Theorem 2.6. Consider the setting of Theorem [Z.8 with P = o?/((2a + d)(a + 2)) There exist
further constants cg, c19,c11,c12 > 0 such that for all N € N, all € > c;1 N~ P a+2 with gp, N e
Jrom ([33) and on events En of probability Py (Ex) > 1 — cg exp(— c1g N4/ (etd)y

(34) o (187, — 0]} 2 > ) < exsexp ( 4g;N,€)'

While the statistical minimax-optimal rate towards 6y € h® in this problem can be expected to
be faster than N~=F (see |76]), it appears unclear how to obtain this rate when Fy is discretised
by means of the (for the purposes of the present paper essential) spectral decomposition of the
Dirichlet-Laplacian from Section 2.I.1l The difficulty arises with the approximation theory of the
space H2(O) (equal to the completion of C°(0) in H*(O)) and is not discussed further here.

2.2.4. Global bounds for posterior approximation in Wasserstein distance. The previous theorems
concern the computation of specific posterior characteristics; one may also be interested in global
mixing properties of the laws £(v¥;) induced by the Markov chain (J : k € N) towards the target
II(-| ZMN), for instance in the Wasserstein distance from (@).
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Theorem 2.7. Assume Condition 2.3 is satisfied, let L(V)) denote the law of the k-th iterate ¥y
of the Markov chain from Algorithm [ with O;nit, €, K,~ satisfying Condition [22, and let B(y),c1
be as in (29). For any P > 0 there exist constants c1,c13, C14, C15,C16 > 0 such that on events En
of probability PGJZ(EN) > 1 — cizexp(—cia N¥ Pt and for all N € N, the following holds.

i) For any k > 1,
(35) W3 (L), T[ZM]) < e15D**/ (1 — 1 ND~ Y4k + B(y).

i1) For any ‘precision level’ ¢ > N~F and for v = v from (1)), there exists
(36) kmiz = O(NP'DP2e78) by By, by > 0,

such that for any k > kmiz,
Wa (L(0y), [ Z2MN)]) <.
The first term on the right hand side of (B3 characterises the rate of geometric convergence

towards equilibrium of (9, ); the factor N D~%/%y can be thought of as a spectral gap of the Markov
chain (related to the ‘average local curvature’ of ¢y (+) near 0y in the Schrédinger model). Choosing

v = 7. as in BI), part ii) further establishes ‘polynomial-time’ mixing of the MCMC scheme
towards the posterior measure.

2.2.5. Computation of the MAP estimate. Our techniques also imply the following guarantees for
the computation of maximum a posteriori (MAP) estimates

Orrap € arg max 7(0|ZV))
0eRP
by a classical gradient (ascent) method applied to the ‘proxy’ posterior surface (27)).
Theorem 2.8. Assume Condition[2.3 is satisfied and let 6;,;; denote the initialiser from Theorem
[Bd Fork=0,1,2,..., consider the gradient algorithm
1
ND8/d(log N)*"

There exist constants c17, 18, C19, C20, 21 > 0 such that for all N € N and on events En of probability
at least PéX(EN) >1—cy7 exp(—clgNd/(%“"d)) we have the following:

Do = Oinit, Vg1 = I +yViog 7 (0| 2N, ~ =

i) A unique mazimiser Oprap of (0)ZMN)) over RP eists.
i) For all k > 1, we have the geometric convergence

k
_d 2 a/d(q _ L)
0% — Orrapllgp < c19D (1 D(log N)i ) 1

iii) Finally, we can choose k = O(D'?/?(log N)°) such that
||’l9k — 90”@2 S CQlNiﬁD‘LH.

Remark 2.9 (About Condition 2.3)). In principle the upper bound for D required in Condition 2.3
could be replaced by general conditions on D (alike those from Lemma B.4]) which do not become
more stringent as « increases. From a statistical point of view, however, a choice D < ¢q N/ (2a+d)
is natural as it corresponds to the optimal ‘bias-variance’ tradeoff underpinning the convergence
rate towards 6y € h* from Theorem [In fact, the second requirement in (28] can be checked
for §p € h* and D ~ N¥atd) gince G is £2(N) — L?(O) Lipschitz.] Moreover, combined with
a > 6, such a choice of D provides a convenient sufficient condition throughout our proofs: It
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is used critically when showing (in Theorem EI4) that the proxy posterior measure II(-|Z(M)
contracts about a || - ||gp-neighbourhood of 6y of radius D~*¢ on which the information in the
Schrodinger model has a stable behaviour (see (II6])). It is also required for our initialiser 0;,;; to
lie in this neighbourhood (Theorem [B.6). While it is conceivable that the condition on a could
be weakened (as discussed, e.g., in the next remark), it would come at the expense of considerable
further technicalities that we wish to avoid here.

3. GENERAL THEORY FOR RANDOM DESIGN REGRESSION

In proving the results from Section 2] we will first develop some theory which applies to general
nonlinear regression models. We thus consider in this section the measurement model @) for a
general forward model G that satisfies a set of analytic conditions to be detailed below. Let © be a
(measurable) linear subspace of £2(N) which itself admits a subspace RP C © for some D € N. Let
O be a Borel subset of R? d > 1, and consider a model of regression functions {G(f) : § € O} via
a Borel-measurable forward map G : © — C(O). While we regard each G(#) as a continuous real-
valued function, the results of this section readily extend to vector or matrix fields over manifolds
0, see Remark BT1l Our data is given by Z; = (V;, X;) arising from

(37) Yl:g(H)(Xl)—i—al, i=1,...,N,

where X; ~""4- PX_ PX 3 Borel probability measure on O, and where &; ~**4 N(0, 1), indepen-
dently of the X;’s. We write Z(NV) = (Z1, ..., Zy) for the full data vector with joint distribution
Py = @Y Py on (R x O)N, with expectation operator E)Y = @Y, Ey. Then the log-likelihood
functions of the data Z(¥) and of a single observation Z = (Y, X) ~ Py are given by

(38) ZN(G)EZN(Q,Z(N)):_

N | =

Y- GO)XR,  €0) = 00.2) = —5[Y —GOX)P,

respectively. If we regard these maps as being defined on RP C O, and if IT is a Gaussian prior II
supported in R”, then we obtain the posterior measure I1(-| Z(N)) with probability density 7 (-|ZN))
on RY as in (24)).

The main results of this section are Theorems B and B8 providing convergence guarantees
for a Langevin sampling method for the posterior distribution that depend polynomially on model
dimension D and number N of measurements, and which hold on an event (i.e., a measurable
subset £ of the sample space (R x Q)N supporting the data Z(¥)) of the form

£ = 5conv N ginit N 5‘wass-

On E.ony the negative log-likelihood —¢x(6) will be strongly convex in some region B C R”, while
Einit 1s the event that allows one to initialise the method at some (data-driven) 0;,,;: = 0;nit(Z W )) in
that set B. Finally, intersection with £y4ss further guarantees that the posterior measure I1(-|Z o ))
is close in Wasserstein distance to a globally log-concave surrogate probability measure l:I(|Z v ))
which locally coincides with TI(-|Z (v )) up to proportionality factors. In applying the results of
this section to a concrete sampling problem, one needs to show that all the events Econy, Einity, Ewass
have sufficiently high frequentist P(,JX -probability, where 6 is the ground truth parameter generating
data (B7)). For the event E.ony we provide a generic method in Lemma B4 based on a stability
estimate for the linearisation of the map G combined with high-dimensional concentration of measure
techniques. Techniques for controlling the respective probabilities of &+ and &, 455 are discussed
in Remark
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We will assume the set B C R of local convexity to be of ellipsoidal form.

Definition 3.1. A norm |-| on RP is called ellipsoidal if there exists a positive definite, symmetric
matriz M € RP*P such that |0)*> = 6T M6 for any 0 € RP.

Throughout this section, for some centring 8* € RP, scalar n > 0 and ellipsoidal norm |- |; with
associated matrix M, let B denote the open subset of R” given by

(39) B:={0eRP:|0—0" <n}.
One may think of 8* as the projection of 8y onto RP, but at this stage this is not necessary. While
for the Schrédinger model with d < 3 we can choose |- |1 = ||+ ||gp, in general (e.g., when d > 4 or in

other non-linear problems) it may be convenient to consider other (ellipsoidal) localisation regions.

3.1. Local curvature bounds for the likelihood function. In what follows, 6§ € © is an
arbitrary ‘ground truth’ and the gradient operator V = Vy will always act on G, ¢, {5 viewed as maps
on the subspace R” C ©. Specifically we shall write (VG(0)(x) : x € O) and (V2G(0)(z) : z € O)
for the following vector and matrix fields

VG(©H): 0 =RP,  V3G(0): O - RP*P,
respectively. The following condition summarises some quantitative regularity conditions on the
map G. These have to hold locally on the set B (and are satisfied, for instance, for any smooth
G). To formulate them we equip RP and RP*P with the Euclidean norm || - |gp and the operator
norm || - [lop = || - ||lrprp (for linear maps from RP — RP) respectively, and the functional norms
of RP- or RP*P _valued fields are understood relative to these norms. [So for instance, in (@0}, one
requires a bound ks for sup,ce [|V2G(0)(2)||gpp rp that is uniform in 6 € B.]
Assumption 3.2 (Local regularity). Let B be given in (39).

i) For any x € O, the map 0 — G(0)(x) is twice continuously differentiable on B.
i) For some ko, k1,ke > 0,

sup [|[G(0) = G(00)loc < Ko,
6cB
sup |[VG(0)| L= < ky,
(40) GEEH (0l L=(0 rP) 1
sup [[V2G(0)| L= (0.rpx0) < ka.
6eB

ii4) For some mg, m1,ms > 0 and any 6,0 € B, we have
1G(0) — G(0)]lco <m0l — 01,
[VG(6) — VG(0)| p~(orp)y < m1]d — 01,
IV2G(8) — V2G()|| = (0 k0 <0y < mal6 — Ol1.

We now turn to the central condition underlying the results in this section in terms of a local
curvature bound on Eg [-V?2((6, Z)], with £(6) : RP — R from (38]). To motivate it, notice that

(41) = V200, 2) = [VG(O)(X)[VG(O)(X)]T +[G(0)(X) = YIV[G(0)(X)].

If the design distribution PX is uniform on a bounded domain O (say, of unit volume) then at
0 = 0y, the Eé\g -expectation of the last expression can be represented as

(42) ! Bgy [=V2U(00, Z)]v = | VG(00)" vl[720), v ERP.
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Therefore, if a suitable ‘L?(O)-stability estimate’ for the linearisation VG of G at 6y is available,
the key condition [@3]) below holds at 6y; by regularity of G this should extend to 6 sufficiently close
to 6p. In the example with the Schrodinger equation studied in Section 2 such a stability estimate
indeed follows from elliptic PDE theory, see Lemma L7, and the recent reference [16] verifies this
condition for the non-Abelian X-ray transform considered in |73].

Note that the Hessian Eg,[—V?4(0, Z)] is symmetric (by (@) and Assumption B.21)), and recall
that Apin(A) denotes the smallest eigenvalue of a symmetric matrix A.

Assumption 3.3 (Local curvature). Let B be given in (39) and let £ : RP — R be as in (33).

i) For some ¢min > 0, we have
. . _ 2 > .
(43) inf Avuin (Ego[ v24(0, Z)]) > Cmin.

i) For some Cmay > Cmin > 0, we have

(44) sup | Eoy 00, Z)| + | Eoy [V (0, Z)]|rp + || Eoo[V24(0, Z)]l|op| < Cmaa-
€

The following lemma, which is based on concentration of measure arguments, shows that the local
‘average’ curvature bound in ([43)) carries over to the ‘observed’ log-likelihood function, with high
frequentist PQZZ -probability, and whenever D < Ry, where the dimension constraint is explicitly
quantified in terms of the constants featuring in the previous hypotheses. The expression for Ry
substantially simplifies in concrete settings but, in this general form, reflects the various non-
asymptotic stochastic regimes of the log-likelihood function and its derivatives.

Lemma 3.4. Suppose that data arises from (37) with ¢y : RP — R given by (33). Suppose
Assumptions[TZ, are satisfied. There exists a universal constant C' > 0 such that if

2 2 2 2

C_ Cmi C . Cmyi C C C C
45 R = CN min min , mzn, mzn, mzn7 max , maw7 7naz7 max ,
1) " {05n2 Can’ CZ~ ks " CPn2’ Cln’ CY? ko +
where
(46) Cg = koma + kimy + komg +ma,  C§ := ki + koka + k2,

cl .= komy + kymg + mq1 + kgmg + mo, C/gll = kok1 + k1 + kg + ko,
then for any D, N > 1 satisfying D < Ry, we have
1
N( . 2 N -R
(47) Py (306 A [ = V20n (0, 20)] < SNepan ) < 8677,
as well as
(48)
Py (sup [1en (0, 20)] + 1Vex (8, 2N [z + 92058, Z™) op| > N(56mas +1))
0eB

< 24e RN 4 o= N/B,

Inspection of the proof (given in Section [34]) shows that for the first inequality (47), the terms in-
volving ¢p,qz can be removed from the definition of Ry. In the sequel we will restrict considerations
to the event

gconv = { Ollelg )\min [ - v2£N (9)] > Ncmzn/2}

(49)
0 {sup [1ex (0)] + 1VEn (O)1ep + V208 O] < N(Gemas + 1)},
oecB
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whose P(,JX -probability is controlled by Lemma [3.4]

3.2. Construction of the likelihood surrogate function. For Bayesian computation via
Langevin-type algorithms one needs to ensure recurrence of the underlying diffusion process, a suf-
ficient condition for which is global log-concavity (on RP) of the target measure to be sampled from,
see Appendix [Al To this end we now construct a ‘surrogate log-likelihood function’ Iy :RP 5 R
for the log-likelihood £ such that £y = £x identically on the subset {§ € R” : |0 — 6*|; < 31/8}
of B from (39), and which will be shown to be globally log-concave on the event £ from (G0) below.

In order to perform the convexification of —¢p, one needs to identify the region B up to sufficient
precision. In what follows, we denote by 0;nit = 0init(Z (v )) € RP a (data-driven) point estimator
where the sampling algorithm is initialised; and we define the event &;,;; (measurable subset of

(R x O)Y) by

(50) Einit = {|init — 0*[1 < n/8},

where 6;,,;; belongs to the region . That such initialisation is possible (i.e., that £, has sufficiently
high ngg -probability for appropriate > 0) is proved for the Schrodinger model in Theorem [B.Gl

We require two auxiliary functions, g, (globally convex) and «,, (cut-off function): For some
smooth and symmetric (about 0) function ¢ : R — [0,00) satisfying supp(y¢) C [-1,1] and
Jre(x)dz = 1, let us define the mollifiers ¢y (x) := h~'¢(z/h),h > 0. Then, we define the
functions 7,, v, : R — R by

. 0 if t<5n/8,
'Vn(t) = 2 .

(t —5n/8) if ¢t>5n/8,
Y(t) = [9077/8 * %} (1),
where * denotes convolution, and
(52) 9n - R” — [0, 00), 9n(0) := (|0 — Oinit|1)-

Finally, for some smooth « : [0, 00) — [0, 1] which satisfies a(t) = 1 for ¢ € [0,3/4] and «(t) = 0 for
t € [7/8,00), we define the ‘cut-off” function

(53) ap : RP — [0, 1], a,(0) = a(|9 - Gmith/n).

Definition 3.5. For the auziliary functions gy, oy from (&2), (23) and K > 0, we define the
surrogate likelihood function £y by

(51)

(54) In:RP R, In(0) == ay(0)in(0) — Kg,(6).

When the choice of the constant K > 0 is large enough relative to ¢4, from Assumption B2
the following global convexity property can be proved for ¢ (see Appendix [Bl for a proof).

Proposition 3.6. On the event Econy N Einir (¢f (), (20)), when In from (54) is defined with
any constant K satisfying

1+ Apaa (M)/WQ
)\min (M) ,
(C > 1 depending only on the function « above), we have

In(0) =0In(0) for all § € RP s.t. |0 —6*|; < 3n/8.

(55) K > CN(cmas +1) -
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Moreover, £y € C*(RP) and it holds that

56 inf Apin(— V2N () > Nemin/2,

(56) A Amin N(0)) = Nemin/

as well as

(57) Vin(0) — Vin(0)||gp < TK Amaz(M)||0 — 0||gp, 0,0 € R.

3.3. Non-asymptotic bounds for Bayesian posterior computation. We now consider the
problem of generating random samples from the posterior measure

Jp e @20 ar(g)
Jop 5@ ZdII(0)"

arising from data (B7) with log-likelihood (B8] and Gaussian N(0,X) prior II of density 7 on R,
with positive definite covariance matrix ¥ € RP*P,

We use the stochastic gradient method obtained from an Euler discretisation of the D-
dimensional Langevin diffusion (see Appendix [A) with drift vector field V(¢ + logm) based
on the surrogate likelihood function. More precisely, for stepsize v > 0 and auxiliary variables
&k ~irted. N(0,Ipxp), define a Markov chain as

Vo = Oinit,
Op1 = U5+ y[VINk) — 5710 + /29641, k=0,1,...
Probabilities and expectations with respect to the law of this Markov chain (random only through
the &, conditional on the data Z)) will be denoted by Py, .,,Eq,, ., respectively. The invari-

ant measure of the underlying continuous time Langevin diffusion equals the surrogate posterior
distribution given by

[B|ZzM)] = C R” measurable,

(58)

P ()

_ , BC RP measurable.
S € @200 a1 (9)

NASUE

In the following results we assume that the Wasserstein distance Wz between 1:I(|Z (M) and
II(-|Z(N)) can be controlled, specifically, for any p > 0, let us define the event

(59) Ewass(p) = {W5 ([ - |2V 1I[ - 12D]) < p/2}.

For the Schrodinger model this is achieved in Theorem [£14] for p decaying exponentially in N,
using that most of the posterior mass (and its mode) concentrate on the set B from (39), and the
ideas underlying this proof extend to general settings, see Remark B.10

Our first result consists of a global Wasserstein-approximation of II(-|Z(N)) by the law £(d)) on
RP of the k-th iterate ¥}, arising from (58]).

Theorem 3.7 (Non-asymptotic Wasserstein mixing). Suppose that the model given by (57)-(38)
fulfills the Assumptions [3.2, [Z3 for some 0 < n < 1, that D,N € N are such that D < Ry with
Ry from [f3)) and let K be as in ([55). Further define the constants

m = Nemin/2 + Amin (7, A= TK A pae(M) + Anae(Z71).

Then for any 0 < v < 1/A and any p > 0 the algorithm (U, : k > 0) from (28) satisfies, on the
event (i.e., measurable subset of (R x O)N)

(60) E = Econv N Einit N Ewass (P),
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(with Econv, Einit, Ewass(p) defined in {9, (30), (59), respectively), and all k > 0,

D k
(61) W3 (L), THZM)) < p+b(7) +4(r(S, M. R) + =) (1= T2,
where, for some universal constants ci,c2 > 0, any R > ||0*||gp and £(X) = Mz (B)/ Amin (2),
_1yDA*  4*DA* _ n? >
(62) b(v) = cl[ 15 } (S, M, R) = cor() {1 Sxoan R }

From the previous theorem we can obtain the following bound on the computation of posterior
functionals by ergodic averages of ¥j, collected after some burn-in time J;,, € N. Specifically, if we
define, for any H : RP — R integrable with respect to I1(-|Z(N)), the random variable

Jin+J
1

(63) ﬁin(H)Zj > H),

k=Jin+1

we obtain the following non-asymptotic concentration bound.

Theorem 3.8 (Lipschitz functionals). In the setting of the previous theorem, there exist further
constants cs, cq > 0 such that for any p > 0, any burn-in period

c3 1 D
(64) T o log (1+m+T(E,M,R)+E>,
any J € N, any Lipschitz function H : RP? — R, any
(65) t > VB||Hl|Lip/p + b(7)
and on the event £ from (60), we have
2m2Jy
IH 1|75, (1 + 1/(mJ”Y)))'

(66) Po....

7, (H) = EMH|Z™] 2 ) < 2exp (= 4

From the last theorem one can obtain as a direct consequence the following guarantee for com-
putation of the posterior mean E[0|Z (v )] by the ergodic average accrued along the Markov chain.

Corollary 3.9. In the setting of Theorem [3.8, if we define
Jin+J

_ 1
k=Jin+1

then on the event & and for t > \/8\/p + b(7), we have for some constant cs > 0 that
2m2J~y )

77 Il (N) S il
(67) P (HeJm E7[612 ]HRD = t) < 2Dexp ( CSD(I +1/(mJv)

The two previous results imply that one can compute the posterior mean (or EU[H|Z®™)] with
| H||Lip < 1) within precision € > 0 as long as € 2 /p: For instance if  is chosen as

e2m?  em?/?

= mm{ DAZ’ D122 }
then the overall number of required MCMC iterations J;, +J depends polynomially on the quantities
N,D,m~' A, e~1. When the latter three constants exhibit at most polynomial growth in N, D (as
is the case for the Schrodinger equation treated in Section 2]), we can deduce that polynomial-time
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computation of such posterior characteristics is feasible, on the event £ from (60) at computational
cost Ji, + J = O(NP* DP2e73) by by, bs > 0, with Py, ,,-probability as close to 1 as desired.

init

Remark 3.10 (About the events E;pit, Ewass). Controlling the probability of the events Einit, Ewass
(featuring in the definition of £ in (60])) on which the preceding bounds hold may pose a formidable
challenge in its own right when considering a concrete ‘forward map’ G. For our prototypical
example of the Schrodinger equation from Section (2] this is achieved in Sections and [B.3l The
proofs there give some guidance for how to proceed in other settings, too. In essence one can
expect that in bounding the PHJX -probability of the events &nit, Ewass, global ‘stability’ and ‘range’
properties of the map G will play a role. In contrast, Assumptions 3.2 [3.3] employed in this section
are ‘local’ in the sense that they concern properties of G on B from (B3] only. Discerning local from
global requirements on G in this way appears helpful both in the proofs and in the exposition of
the main ideas of this paper. Following the ideas in Section below, the recent contribution [16]
provides a set of conditions on G under which a log-concave approximation of the posterior measure
similar to Theorem E.14] holds true.

Remark 3.11 (Extensions to vector-valued data). The key results of this section apply to other
settings (e.g. in [73,[84]) where the ‘forward’ map G(#) defines an element of the space of continuous
maps C(M — V) from a d-dimensional compact manifold M (possibly with boundary) into a finite-
dimensional inner product space V' of fixed finite dimension dim (V) < oo. If we assume that the
statistical errors (g; : i = 1,..., N) in equation [B7) are i.i.d. N(0,Idy ) in V, then the log-likelihood
function of the model is not given by (B8] but instead of the form

N
6) = _% Z 1Y — GO)(X)|3, 40) = —%IIY =GO XY,

where the X;, X are drawn i.i.d. from a Borel measure PX on M. Imposing Assumption with
the obvious modification of the norms there for V-valued maps, and if Assumption holds for
the preceding definition of ¢(6), then the conclusion of Lemma B4 remains valid as stated (see also
the proof of Lemma 5.6 in [16]).

3.4. Proof of Lemma [3.4l Tt suffices to prove the assertion for Ry > 1. We first need some more
notation: For any = € O, we denote the point evaluation map by

G°: =R, 60— GH)(x).

For Z = (Y, X) ~ Py,, we will frequently use the following identities in the proofs below (where we
recall that V and V? act on the f-variable).

~£(6,2) = 5[ - G¥ O] = 3 [6%(00) + = - 6¥(6))”,
. —VU6,2) = [ *(0) = G(6o) — €] VG (0),
—V2(0,2) =VGX(O)VGX ()" + [G¥(0) — G(6o) — €] VZG¥(0),
By [t 9,Z]:1+1EX[QX( fo) — GX(O)12,

2

where we note that by Assumption 3.2} the Hessian V2/(6, Z) is a symmetric D x D matrix field.
When no confusion can arise, we will suppress the second argument Z and write £(0) for ¢(6, Z).
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Throughout, Py := N~! Zfil 0z, denotes the empirical measure induced by Z (V). which acts
on measurable functions b : R x O — R via

1 N
P (h) =/R othN = NZh(Z)
X i=1

3.4.1. Proof of 7). Let us write £y := £ /N. Then, by a standard inequality due to Weyl as well
as Assumption [3.3] we have for any 6 € B that

Amin [ - VQEN(H)] > Amin (E90 [ - V2f(9)]) - HVQZN(H) — By, [V2£(9)} H
2 Crmin — HV2ZN(0) - E90 [v2£(9)} Hop

op

(69)

Hence we deduce

( inf Ain [V20 (0, 2)] < Newin/2)
<py (HVQEN — Ep, [V2((0)] Hop > Cmin/2 for some 6 € B)
(70) < By ( sup[o (V20w (6) ~ B, [V34(0)] ) )
GB'U [lv]lgp <1
PG (Sup sup ’PN(Q'U,G)’ 2 Cmin/2>7
0B v:||lv|lpp <1
where

Goo(:) =07 (v?z(e, ) — B, [V2€(9)]>v, v eRP.

The next step is to reduce the supremum over {v : ||v||gp < 1} to a suitable finite maximum
over grid points v; by a contraction argument (commonly used in high-dimensional probability).
For p > 0, let N(p) denote the minimal number of balls of || - |gp —radius p required to cover
{v:|lv|lgp < 1}, and let vy, ||Jv;||lgp < 1, be the centre points of a minimal covering. Thus for any
v € RP there exists an index i such that ||v — v;||[gp < p. Hence, writing shorthand

My = V?Un(0) — Eq,[VE(0)], 6 € B,
we have by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the symmetry of the matrix My,

v Mgy = v;‘FMgvi + (v — Ui)TMgl} + ’U;TMQ(’U — ;)
< v} Mgv; + ||[v — villgo [|Mgv|lgo + [0 — villzo | Movi[ro
< U;rMe’Ui +2p sup vTMgv.
vif|vllpp <1

Choosing p = % and taking suprema it follows that for any 6 € B,

71 sup o' Mpv <2  max v} Mgv;.
™ vif|vllpp <1 i=1,....N(1/4)
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Since the covering (v;) is independent of 6, we can further estimate the right hand side of () by
a union bound to the effect that

Pég(sup sup "UTMQ’U‘ > cmm/Q)
0eB v:||lv|lpp <1

(12) SN/ s PY(

v:||vHRD <1

< N(1/4)- sup {Pég(gug ‘PN(QU,G — Gv,0%)
€

vil[v]lgp <1

T Myv

> Cmin / 4)

0eB

> Cmin/S):|7

> cmm/8> + PQJX(‘PN(gv,O*)

where we recall that 6* is the centrepoint of the set B from ([B9). For the rest of the proof, we fix
any v € RP with [|v||gp = 1. Next, we use (68) to decompose the ‘uncentred’ part of g, ¢ as

—oTV2(0, Z)v = o7 [ng(e)ng 0)T + [6¥(0) — G (00)] v?gX(e)} v — e V2GX (O)
= gi,e(X) + 595,19()()7
such that
Gu,0(2) = 95,9(35) + 591{,10(517),
where we have defined the centred version of ggﬂe as
91{,0(55) = 571{,0(95) — Ey, [gi,e(X)]a r€O.

We can therefore bound the right hand side of (72]) by

1 al Cmi 1 & Cmi

I mn N I min

N(z) sup [Peo (SUP ’— Z 91; 0 gv,G*)(Xi)‘ > 16 ) + Peo (‘N ng,e*(Xi)’ > 16 )

’U:”’U”RD <1

1 c o
N II II min min
+P90 (316118) ’N ;51'(91;,0 - gv,@*)(XZ)‘ > 16 ) + PGO (’_ Zslgv 0* X)‘ 2 16 ):|
=:N(1/4) - (i + i1 + iii + v).
We now use empirical process techniques (Lemma B.12 and also Hoeffding’s inequality) to bound
the preceding probabilities.

Terms ¢ and i:. In order to apply Lemma[3.12] to term ¢, we require some preparations. By the
definition of g{w and of the operator norm | - ||,p, using the elementary identity v7 (aa” — bbT)v =

vT(a +b)(a —b)Tv for any v,a,b € RP and Assumption 3.2 we have that for any 6,6 € B,
1380 = 35 gll < ||[FGOVIO)] + [90) - G(60)] V25 (6)]
- [VGO)VG(®)" + [6(6) ~ 6(00)] 76 (8)]

LOO(OJRDXD)

<|[va®) - vo@)][ve®) + ve@)"|, . .o
(73) + H [6(6) — G(0)] v?g(e)H

L (O,RP*D)

+|190) - 9(60)] [v29(0) - v26(0)]|
< 2mak1|0 — 0|y + moka|0 — 0]y + mako|0 — 6]y
< 2Cg|0 — 01

LOO(OJRDXD)
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In particular, by ([B9) we obtain the uniform bound

(74) sup |95, — 9.0+ lloc < 25U [135,6(X) = G+ loc < 4Cg|0 — 6%|1 < 4Cgn).
oenB 0B
We introduce the rescaled function class
91 0 91 0
hg == H = {h}:0€BY,
= M {nh:0€ B}

which has envelope and variance proxy bounded as
(75) sup ||hgllc < 1/4=U, sup (Ego[hé(X)ﬂ)% <l/4=o.
0eB 0eB
Next, if
d3(0,0) = Eo, [(hj(X) — hy(X))*], dec(0,0) = [Ih§ — hllos, 0,0 € B,

then using ([3)) we have that

d2(0,0) < doo(0,0) < |0 —0|1/n, 6,0 €B.
Thus for any p € (0,1), using Proposition 4.3.34 in |43], we obtain that
(76) N(H',d2,p) < N(H',dwo,p) < N(B,|-11/n,p) < (3/p)".
For any A > 2 we have

1
/ log(A/z)dx = log(A) + 1, / V0og(A/z)dx < 210iA N log(A),
0

[see p.190 of |43] for the latter inequality], and hence, using this for A = 3, we can respectively
bound the L> and L? metric entropy integrals of #! by

4U
@ﬁw=/ log N(H' duc, p)dp < D,
0

4o
bmﬂ=/ Jlog N(HI dy, p)dp < V/D.
0

Now, an application of Lemma [3.12] below implies that for any = > 1 and some universal constant
L’ > 0, we have that

(77) Py ( sup ‘ Z hh(x

0eB

[\/——I—\/_—I—(D—FI)/\/_})S%_:”

We also have by the definition of gv o~ that

Hg'u 9*”00 S 2”91} 0* S 2(k%+k0k2)7
and hence by Hoeffding’s inequality (Theorem 3.1.2 in [43]) that

OINE Neé .
78 i <2 (_ min )<2 (— mm).
(78) = 2P 956 A + koko)?/ = TP\ T 1202

Now if we define

C2 ; Cmin 62 ;
(79) REL .= CON min{ mn. , },
N Cgn*’ Cgn’ Cg
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then for any D < R?\}I and choosing = = 473?\}1 we have

cmm\/N N2,
U[VD+Va+ (D+0)/VN] < 256Cgn e

whenever C' > 0 is small enough. Therefore, combining (7)) and (78)), and using the definitions of
the term ¢ and of hé, we obtain

) min N — ’
(80) ii+i < 2e RN 4 pY (Sup ’ Z hl(x 67) < 4o~ 1RY
oeB

Terms 7i7 and iv. Let us now treat the empirical process indexed by the functions {gilg : 0 € B}.
Since ||v||gp < 1, we have for any 6,0 € B,

llgaly — 91{,](;”00 < [V2G(0) — V2G(0)|| = (o,roxpy < m2|0 — 61,

which also yields the envelope bound

sup Hgi,le - 911;,[9* o Smasup |0 — 071 < man.
veB 9cB

Now the rescaled function class
II II
_ gv,@ - gv,@*

nil
o 4man

, HIT ={nl.0€e B},
admits envelopes

1
sup |}y llee < 1/4=U,  sup (B, [h)y(X)?])? <1/4=0.
oeB oeB

Thus defining
d5(0,0) := Eg, [(h}o(X) = hL5(X))?],  doo(0,0) = [1lly — Bl lgllce, 0,0 € B
we have
d2(959_)§d00(050_)§ |0_§|1/777 959_63-

Therefore, just as with the bounds obtained for term i, we have N(’H,H, da, p) < N(’H,H, oo, p) <
(3/p)P and thus, by Lemma .12 below,

(81) Py (sup\/_’ZEZhH [\/_—F\/_—F(D—I—x)/\/_])SQe*m, x> 1.

0eB

Moreover, by the hypotheses, ||gv79*
with U = o = k5, we obtain that

oo < ko2, and hence, invoking the Bernstein inequality (36)

k
V2 + 2x)§2e—w, x> 0.

(82) Py, (’ \/— Z Ezgv o+ ( 3N

We can now set

2 2
2,11 . Cmin Cmin Cmin Cmin
Ry ._CNrmn{ 75 2k ,
masn man b 2
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and choosing x = 47%?(,” in the preceding displays, we obtain that for C' > 0 small enough and any
D < R
> N
(83)

N N

1 Cmin 1 Cmin
i+ iv < P (sup | S eong )| = 22V (| L Sm gt (x| » G/
[ N £ 0 (Xi) 64man 0o N £ 9.0 (Xi)

0eB - 16

2,11
< 4e RN,

Combining the terms. By combining the bounds (), (72), BQ), [®3) and using that
N(1/4) < 9P < e3P (cf. Proposition 4.3.34 in [43]) we obtain that since D < Ry <
min(R?\’,I, Ri’,”) from (45),

ng(ggg Amin (= V2n (0, 2)) < Ncmm/2) < N(1/4) - (i + ii + idi + iv)
< 4e3D—ARY! +463D74Rf\;” < 8 R~

completing the proof of ({@7]). O

3.4.2. Proof of (48). We derive probability bounds for each of the three terms in (48] separately.
The general scheme of proof for each of the three bounds is similar to the proof of (47)), and we
condense some of the steps to follow.

Second order term. Using that ¢z > Cmin, we can replace ([{0) by

Pejg(sup M [ — V2 (0, Z)} > 3Ncmaz/2) < P(,Jg(sup sup ‘PN(gU79)| > cmm/2).
0eB 0eB v:||v|lpp <1

From here onwards, this term can be treated exactly as in the proof of ({@1) and thus, for D < R,
from (45]), we deduce

(84) Py (sup Amaz| = V2N (0, 2)] > 3Ncmm/2) < 8 Rw.
0eB

First order term. First, let us denote
foo(z) =07 (W(e, %) — B, [VL(0, Z)]), |vllgo < 1,60 € B,

and let (v; :4=1,..., N(1/2)) be the centre points of a || - |gp-covering with balls of radius 1/2, of
the unit ball {6 : ||||gp < 1}. Then for any v there exists v; such that ||v — v;||gp < 1/2 so that by
the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

|PN (fu,0)l < PN (fo,0 = foi0)| + PN (foi0)l
[0 = villgo || VN (0) — Egy [VEO)] || zo + PN (for.0)]

%Hw@v(e) — Eg, [VUO)] || o + PN (for0)]-

IN

IN

Therefore, since [[ul[gp = sup,.y)_, <1 [vTu| for any u € RP, we deduce for any 6 € B,

85 su Pn(fve)] <2 max |Pn(fv.0)l
Y v:HvIIRI;gl wfuo)l 1Si§N(1/2)| N (for,0)l
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We can hence estimate
(86)

Pég(zug | VEn (0)||rp > 3cmam/2) < Pég(sup sup "UT [VE_N(H) — Fy, [Vf(@)m > cmaI/Q)
€

0eB v:||v|lpp <1

< N(1/2)- sup Pg(gug’PN(fmg)’zcmw/él).
E

vi[v]lgp <1
We fix v € RP with ||v||gp < 1. Using (68), by decomposing the ‘uncentred’ part of f, ¢ into
vIVU0, Z) = v VG (9)[G(0) — G(00)] — evT VG (8) =: [ o(X) — ef, 5(X),
we can then write
Foo(2) = fu0(x) +efy (),
where we have further defined f],(z) := Z)e(:t) - EOo[:JI,e(X)] (and still write Py(f),) =

N1 Zi\il 1{79(Xi) to expedite notation). We then estimate the probability on the right hand
side of (BB) as follows,

(87)
PQZZ(SUP ‘PN(fv,G)’ Zcmam/4) < Pég(sup ’PN(fJ,O - f’l{,G*)
oeB oeB
+ Py (sup | Py (f3 — fu6+)
0eB

=:1 411 + 292 + v.

> Cmae/16) + P (| Py (fL42)

> Cmaz/16)

> Cmaw/16) + PQJ?)[(‘PN( 1{>{9*)

> Cmam/16)

We first treat the terms 7 and ii. By the definition of J;vl,e and Assumption 3.2] we have that for
any 6,0 € B,

1750 = Fralle < 11[VGO) = VG(B)][G(6) — G(60)] +VG(O)[G(0) = GOl (020
< (k0m1 + k1m0)|6‘ - é|1

Again using Assumption 3.2, we also have

sup Lo = Floell . < (koma + kymo)n.

Moreover, using that || fie* oo < 2kok:, Hoeffding’s inequality yields that

<o ( Nctaw )
it e — e ),
= 2O\ B1akgk?
Therefore, by using Lemma 312 in the same manner as in (7)), we obtain that the rescaled process
h10:: f'L{,G_f'L{,G*
v 8(/€0m1 + klmo)n
satisfies
1 X
(88) ng(sup —N‘ > hi(Xi)| =L [\/5+ vz + (D + a:)/\/ND <27 r>1.
0eB =
Thus, setting
2 2
RV —. ON min{ maz , Cmaz , Cmaz },
N (koml + k1m0)2n2 (koml + klmo)n kgk%
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and choosing x = 37%}\}] in (88)), we obtain that for C' > 0 small enough and any D < R}\’,I,

(89) 141 < 26737%}\}1 + PN(’—l ih]l (X) > C’mam\/N ) < 467371}\}1.
= 6o \/N P v,0 T - 128(k0m1 + klmo)’l’] =

We now treat the terms i3 and iv. As |Jv||gp < 1, we have that for any 0,0 € B,

1756 = foglloo < mal0 =01, |f5% — fube

17255

oogmln; oogkl

Therefore, by utilising the Lemma 312 below as well as Bernstein’s inequality ([06) in precisely the
same manner as in the derivations of ([8I) and (82) respectively, we obtain the two inequalities

‘ ZN:@ S (X)) = fH5-(X9)

4man

ZL’[\/5+\/E+(D+I)/\/ND <27, z>1,

k1$ _
> kiV2x + )§26 x> 0.
! 3VN

N
Py (‘ \/LN ; Eiff,le* (Xi)

Thus, if we set

2

2
1,11 : Cmaxz Cmaz Cmag Cmaz
Ry~ = Clen{ 5og) TR ,
min min 1 1

then for C' > 0 small enough, for any D < 3R}\’,H and choosing z = 37%}(,” in the preceding displays,
we obtain

(90) iii + iv < de RN
By combining [&6), 7)), (89), (@0), using that N(1/2) < e2P (cf. Proposition 4.3.34 in [43]) and

since D <Ry < min(R}\}I, R}\’,H), we conclude that

ng(sup MO 3cmaz/2) < N(1/2) - (i + i + idi + i)
(91) 0eB
< 4e2D—3Ry" +462D73R}\;” < 8¢ RN,

Order zero term. As with the previous terms, we introduce a decomposition

—0(0,7) = %[gx(oo) —GX(O)]" <95 (0) - G¥(0)] + 6—22
= (X)) +elf! (X) + ?

and therefore, defining
lé(x) =: ié(l‘) — By, [ié(X)]v z €0,
we have that

—0(0,Z) + Eg, [£(0)] = 15(X) 4 ell(X) +
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Then, using Assumption B3] we can estimate

Py (sup |En (6, 2)] > 2¢maz + 1)
oeB

< P (sup[En (0, Z) = g [0, 2)]| > cmax +1)
oeB

< P (sup [P (1] = 14.)] > Z222) + P (sup [ P (1.)] > Z22)
0eB 4 0eB
Cmaw Cmaw
+ By (sup | P 047 = 151)| = =) + P (sup | Py (D] = =52)

N
1
+ P (5 doed = 1) =i i+ v+ o
i=1

To bound the preceding terms, we use Assumption to deduce that for all 6,0 € B,
1t — tlloe < 2115 — Gl = || = 2G(80) [G(8) — G(B)] +G(8)° — G(0)°||
= [ [(G(6) ~ G(80)) + (G(8) — G(¥u))] [G(8) — G(O)] |
S 2k0m0|9 — 9_|1,

oo

as well as
oo < 2komon,  ||lg«lloe < K.

sup 1§ — 1.
oeB
Moreover, again by Assumption we have that for all 6,0 € B,

1157 = 15" o < 2mol@ — 81, Zugl\lél — gt llos < 2mon,  [I1g*loo < 2ko.
€
Next, similarly as for the second and first order terms, in order to control the terms ¢ and ii: we
now apply Lemma [3.12] to the rescaled empirical processes
-1k o =it

hl = 0

8komon’ 8mon

and in order to control the terms i and iv, we respectively apply Hoeffding’s inequality and Bern-
stein’s inequality (@0]) in the same manner as before. Overall, if we set

RO»I :— C'N min { C?naz Cmax c%nam }
(92) ! Rymii komon” kg

2 2
0,11 . Cmaz  Cmaz Cmaz Cmasx
Ry = Clen{ 52> TR ,
mgn?’ mon 5 0

then for C' > 0 small enough, we obtain that for any D < Ry < min(R?\’,I, R?\’,H),

N
1 CmazVIN N¢?
i+ i+ i + v < PY (sup —=| S RL(X;)| > SresVITy 4oy (— m“)
00(962 /_N‘; 9( )| 32k0m0n) p Ské
N
1 C \/N 0,11
+ PN (sup — RT(X,)| > 22222 ) 4 9~ RN
00(962 \/N’; o )’ 32mgn )

0,1 0,11
<d4e RN 4+4e RN < 8RN,
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Finally, we estimate the term v by a standard tail inequality (see Theorem 3.1.9 in [43]),

N
v = PGJZ(Z(EZZ -1)> N) < e N/B
i=1

and thus obtain

(93) Pég(zug 1IN (0, Z)| > 2¢mq0 + 1) < i+ ii +idii + v +v < 8e RN 4 e N/E,
€
Conclusion. By combining (&4)), [@1) and (@3]), the proof of @S] is completed. O

3.5. A chaining lemma for empirical processes. The following key technical lemma is based
on a chaining argument for stochastic processes with a mixed tail (cf. Theorem 2.2.28 in Talagrand
[94] and Theorem 3.5 in Dirksen [34]). For us it will be sufficient to control the ‘generic chaining’
functionals employed in these references by suitable metric entropy integrals. For any (semi-)metric
d on a metric space T, we denote by N = N(T,d, p) the minimal cardinality of a covering of T' by
balls with centres (¢; : ¢ = 1,...,N) C T such that for all ¢ € T there exists i such that d(¢,t;) < p.
Below we require the index set © to be countable (to avoid measurability issues). Whenever we
apply Lemma [312]in this article with an uncountable set ©, one can show that the supremum can
be realised as one over a countable subset of it.

Lemma 3.12. Let © be a countable set. Suppose a class of real-valued measurable functions
H={hg: X >R, 0 €0}

defined on a probability space (X, A, P*) is uniformly bounded by U > sup, ||hg||ec and has variance
envelope 0 > sup, Eth (X) where X ~ PX. Define metric entropy integrals

) = [ Jog N dap)dp, da(6,8) — VEXho(X) — he (X)P2,

0

aU
Joo(H) =/ log N(H,doo, p)dp, doo(0,0") := ||hg — hor||oo-
0

For X1,..., Xy drawn i.i.d. from PX and e; ~"¢ N(0,1) independent of all the X;’s, consider
empirical processes arising either as

&

1
Zn(0) = N Zh(-)(Xi>5ia 0co,
i=1

N
Zn(6) = = 3 (ho(X) — Bho(X). 0 <.
=1

We then have for some universal constant L > 0 and all x > 1,

0€0

Pr (sup |Zn(0)] > L|:J2(H) +ovr + (Joo(H) + U:C)/W}) < 27"

Proof. We only prove the case where Zn (0) = >, ho(X;)e;/V/N, the simpler case without Gaussian
multipliers is proved in the same way. We will apply Theorem 3.5 in [34], whose condition (3.8) we



LANGEVIN ALGORITHMS 31

need to verify. First notice that for |\| < 1/||hg — he/||co, and E° denoting the expectation with
respect to €,

2 MFE|e|FEX |hg — ho [F(X
EGXP{AE(hg—hel)(X)}§1+Z| | |5| ]€|'9 9| ( )

a|k k-2

<1+ N EX[hg(X) — he (X QZ (IM[lho = horllo)
k=2
\2d3(6,6) }
)

(94) < oxp { 1— [Ndo (0,0

where we have used the basic fact E¢|e|*/k! < 1. By the i.i.d. hypothesis we then also have

A2d2(0,6") }
1~ [Ndwo(8,6)/VN |

An application of the exponential Chebyshev inequality (and optimisation in A, as in the proof of
Proposition 3.1.8 in [43]) then implies that condition (3.8) in [34] holds for the stochastic process
Zn(0) with metrics dy = 2dy and d; = doo/\/]v. In particular, the do-diameter Ag(H) of H is at
most 40 and the dj-diameter A;(H) of H is bounded by 4U/v/N. [These bounds are chosen so
that they remain valid for the process without Gaussian multipliers as well.] Theorem 3.5 in [34]
now gives, for some universal constant M, and any 0 € © that

Besp { MZx(0) - Zx(9)} < exp{

Pr <sup |Zn(0) — Zn(04)] > M (v2(H) + 11(H) + ov/x + (U/\/N)x)) <e®

0€O

where the ‘generic chaining’ functionals 71, 72 are upper bounded by the respective metric entropy
integrals of the metric spaces (H,d;),i = 1,2, up to universal constants (see (2.3) in [34]). For vq
also notice that a simple substitution p’ = pv/ N implies that

4U/VN B 1 4U
log N (H,du, p)dp = —/ log N(H, doo, p')dp',
/0 VN Jo
and we hence deduce that

@) Pr(sup Zx(0) - Zw(6)] > L[2(00) + ovE+ (U (00) + UnVE] ) < e

[ASC]

for some universal constant L.
The preceding argument also implies the classical Bernstein inequality

Ux
96 Pr(Z i 20\/2x+—)§2e_m, z>0,
for any fixed 0 € ©,U > ||hy|lc and 02 > EXh2(X), proved as (3.24) in [43], using (@4). Applying
this with 6; and using ([@5)), the final result follows now from

Pr (21618 |Zn(0)] > 27(x)) < Pr (21618 |Zn(0) — Zn(63)] > 7(x)) + Pr(|Zn(61)] > 7(2))) < 2e77,

for any > 1, where 7(z) = L[Jo(H) + 0y/Z + (Joo(H) + Uz)/VN| and L > 2L > 0 is large
enough. 0
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3.6. Proofs for Section 3.3l We apply the results from Appendix [Al to p = II(-|Z(M).
Proof of Theorem [B.7. For any #,0 € R”, we have for the log-prior density that
IV log(8) — Viegn(0)[[er = [IZ7'(0 = 0) [z < Aas(E7H)[10 — 0o,
Amin (—=V21og 7(0)) > Anin (271,

and for the likelihood surrogate ¢y, by Proposition 3.6 and on the event &£ from @0), that

IVIn(0) = VN g < TE Amac(M)]|0 — 0o,

Amin(=V2In(0)) > Negmin /2.
Combining the last two displays, and on the event &£, we can verify Assumption [A] below for
—logdII(-|ZN)) with constants
m = Nemin/2+ Amin(B71), A =TKAnaa(M) + Amaa(571).
We may thus apply Proposition [A.4] below to obtain,
W3 (L(W01), T1(-|2N)) < 2W3(T(-| 20, 11(-| Z20)) + 2W5 (L(03), T1(-| 27))

< p+b(3) + 40 = m7/2)" [ [0init = Omas B0 + % ,

where 6,4, denotes the unique maximiser of log dIl(-|Z(")) over RP (which exists on the event
Econw, Dy virtue of strong concavity).
We conclude by an estimate for ||0nit — Omaz||rp. To start, notice that for any 6 € RP we have

(97) 0 — Oinie|; = (0 — Oiniit) T M (0 — Oinit) > Apin (M)||60 — 91‘m‘t||]12@-
Thus, for any § € RP with |6 — HithD?w > 4%/ Amin(M), we have that |0 — ;[ > 27, and

therefore also that g, (0) > (|0 — Oinit|1 — 17)2 > 110 — 0init|3. Thus, for C from (B5) and any 6 € RP
satisfying
20 drp?
0 — Oinit|lip > = + ———,
|| t”]RD = C + )\mzn(M)
using (@), (B5) as well as the upper bound for |¢x(#)| in the definition of E.oney, We obtain

_ L+ Xnaz (M) /1?10 — Oinit |3
~In(0) = Kgy(0) = ON (emar + 1) = ((M))/n | ' el

C
2 ZN(Cmaw + 1)”9 - einitHDzQD

> 5N (Cmaz + 1) > —In (Binit).
This implies that necessarily the unique maximiser 6; of the (on Econy) strongly concave map In

over R satisfies 167 — 9mz‘t||ﬂ2@ < 20/C + 402 /Apin(M). Moreover, in view of the definition of B
and the hypotheses on 8* we have that

|Oinit — 0|1 n
Oini < |@init — 0" ||gp + [|0” < —F—+R<——=+R,
[0initllrp < ||0init lep + 110%||rp N7 7
which also allows us to deduce
3
1071z < 116; = Binitllz> + |0imirllze < /20/C + ———— + R.
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We further have that 07 | 3710, < 9;2_192 (otherwise 0,4, would not maximise log dII(-| Z()))
and thus, for x(3) the condition number of ¥,

1
||9mam||]12QD < 79T E_lemam <

= gTvy-1 < _112
Anin (51 70 A5 V= K

Combining the preceding displays, the proof is now completed as follows:

Hema;ﬂ - einitHzD S ||9ma;ﬂ||2D + HeinitHzD
R R R

772

2

gm(z)[uﬁw)uﬂ.

S s(E)10lIEs + +R?

Proof of Theorem [3.8. For any ¢ > 0 and any Lipschitz function H : R” — R we have

S A E B
< Poi ( 7, (H) = B, [77, (H)]| 2t — |Eo,,,[77, (H)] - E"[H] Z<N>”),

init

To further estimate the right side, note that for ¢z large enough and any k > J;,, by (64) and
Theorem B.7, we have

W3 (L(0k), (- ZN)) < 2(p + b(v)).-

Noting that ([I66) below in fact holds for any probability measure p and thus in particular for
p=TI(:|Z0), it follows that for any Lipschitz function H : RP — R,

(Eo,,.. [7, (H)] — EMH|ZM))* < 2| H|2,, (0 + b()).

Thus if ¢ > 0 satisfies (6], then applying Proposition [A.3] to both H and —H yields that the
r.h.s. in ([@8) is further bounded by

t2m?2Jy )

) = B 5, (0] 214/2) < 2050 (= e 7y

Peinit (

Proof of Corollary We first estimate the probability to be bounded by

P (18, ~ B0, ] 2 1~ [ [8,) — B2 )
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Next, for any k > 1, let v denote an optimal coupling between £(¢J;) and II[-|Z(N)] (cf. Theorem
4.1 in [104]). Then by Jensen’s inequality and the definition of W5 from (@),

H Jin+J

> / (0 — 0")dvy (6, 9)
RD xRP

k= Jin+1
2
/ (0; — 0%)du (0, 9’))
RD xRD
Jl7l+J

1 Jin+J
—Z(y
0; —6" 2d 99
S Z /RDXR Z Vk )

|Eo.....[67.] — E"[0|2M]||2, =
j=1 k=Jin+1
k Jin+1

Jin+J

=5 D WELW),I[ZM)).

k Jin+1
Thus we obtain from (61), (@) (as after ([@8)) that

1 Eo. [07,,] = EM01ZM][|go < V20 + ().

Now for any j = 1,...,d, let us write H; : RP — R,  ~ 6;, for the j-the coordinate projection
map, of Lipschitz constant 1. Then in the notation (G3]) we can write

07 1; =47 (Hy), j=1,..,D.

For t > /8(p+ b(7)) and applying Proposition [A.3] as in the proof of Theorem [3.8 as well as a
union bound gives

e (107, = EMO1 2| > ¢) < Py, (1107, = Bov 07, ] |0 > 1/2)

D 2 42
_ P, (Z (%1, (Hy) = Bo,,., [75,, ()] = Z)

t2

D 2
j=1

< 2Dexp ( —c t2m2J7 )} )

D[1+1/(mJy

4. PROOFS FOR THE SCHRODINGER MODEL

In this section, we will show how the results from Section ] can be applied to the nonlinear
problem for the Schrédinger equation (IT). Recalling the notation of Sections Pl and Bl we will set
0* = 0y.p, the norm |-|; := || - |[gp as well as 77 := eD~4/? (for € to be chosen), such that the region
B from [B9) equals the Euclidean ball

(99) Boi= {0 €RP: 16— b0plnn <D™},

The first key observation is the following result on the local log-concavity of the likelihood
function on B, which will be proved by a combination of the concentration result Lemma [3.4] with
the PDE estimates below, notably the ‘average curvature’ bound from Lemma (.7
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Proposition 4.1. Let 6y € h? satisfy ||0ollnz < S for some S > 0 and consider {xn from (22)
with forward map G : RP? — R from (7). Then there exist constants 0 < es = €5(0,g,®) < 1

and c1,co,c3,¢4 > 0 such that for any € < es and all D, N satisfying D < CQNﬁdl? as well as
1G(00) — G(00,0)llz2(0) < c1D~4 the event

Eeomu(€) = {eienlg Amin (V2N (0)) > csND™4/4 sup [MN(@)|+||va(9)||RD+||v2eN(9)||0p} < C4N}

0B,
satisfies

_d__
(100) Py (Econo(€)) > 1 —33e~ 2N,

Proof. For any 0 € R Fy as in ([f]), by a Sobolev embedding and (3], we have || Fy|loo < [|0]nz <
D?/?|0||gp. This and the Lemmas @4} {5, verify Assumption in the present setting, with
constants
ko~ ki ~ const., ko ~mg~my~ D¥?  my~ DV
whence the constants from ([@G]) satisfy
Cg ~ D*?, Cg ~ D2/, Cg ~ D24, Cg' ~ const..
Moreover, using (28] and (I08]), Lemmas [£7] and .8 verify Assumption B3] for our choice of 1 with
(101) Cmin ~ D44 ¢, .. ~ const.
Then the minimum [@H]) is dominated by the third term, yielding that
RN = RN,D =~ 2 /CE =~ ND12/4,
Therefore, we can choose ¢ > 0 small enough such that for any D, N € N satisfying D < ¢N%/(d+12)
we also have D < Ry p. Lemma [34] then implies that for all such D, N, we have
_d__
(102) PR () <327 RN e N/B < 33e7eN T
|

Next, if ;¢ is the estimator from Theorem [B.6] then in the present setting with ¢ = 1/log N,
the event (B0)) equals

1
gi’n,i = Gini — 6 S Py — i g
t {” t 07D||RD 8(10gN)D4/d}

Proposition 4.2. Assuming Condition[2.3, there exist constants cs,cg > 0 such that for all N € N,
PQJX (Eimt) >1-— C5echNd/(2a+d).
Proof. Using Theorem [B.6l and o > 6, we obtain that with sufficiently high probability,
16ini — Bo.pllzo < N-(@72/E+D = o((log N) =1 D=1,

Next, denoting by TI(-|Z(N)) the ‘surrogate’ posterior measure with density [27), and if
Ewass = {Wf(ﬁ(~|Z(N)),H(.|Z(N))) < exp(_Nd/(Qaer))}’

is given by (59) with p = 2 exp(—N®¥2a+d) then Theorem @ Idlimplies the following approximation
result in Wasserstein distance.
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Proposition 4.3. Assume Conditions[2.2 and[2.3. Then there exist constants cy,cg > 0 such that
for all N € N,

N g N4/ (2a+d)
Py, (Ewass) >1—cre™ 8 .

The preceding propositions imply that the events

(103) EN = Econv N Einit N Ewass

satisfy the probability bound PQJZ (En) > 1- e=¢" NV 1 what follows, the events Ex will

be tacitly further intersected with events which have probability 1 for all NV large enough, ensuring
that the non-asymptotic conditions required in the results of Section Bl are eventually verified.

Proof of Theorem 2.7l We will prove Theorem 2.7 by applying Theorem 3.7 with the choices
B = B, from @), ¢ = 1/log N and K from Condition 22 p = 2exp(—N¥ 2t} and M = Ipxp
generating the ellipsoidal norm || - ||gp. Using ([3]), the prior covariance 3 from (23)) satisfies

Amin(E7Y) = N, Ao (271) = N=ra p2e/d,
Then using Condition 2.2] we first have that
K > ND¥%log N)? =~ Nemas - (1+172),
verifying the lower bound (BH]), and then also that m, A > 0 from Theorem B.7] satisfy
m~ ND ¥4 Nw%¥a, A~ NDY%logN)?+ N=FiD.

The dimension condition (28) and the condition on « further imply

ND %4> N=%a,  N=raD% <N,
whence we further obtain
(104) m~ ND™ Y4 A~ ND8?log N)>.

Noting that also v = o(A~!) with our choices, Theorem [3.7] yields that on the event Ex from (03],
the Markov chain (¢ ) satisfies the Wasserstein bound (G1I) with

~vDA?  ~42DA?4

(105) b(V) S — + < D2/ d(1og N6 4 A2 N Dl /d (190 N)12,
m

m3

as well as
(3, M, ||60.p|lrr) < k() ~ D2/,

Using also that D/m < const., the first part of Theorem 2.7 follows.

For the choice of v = 7. from BI]), straightforward calculation yields that (for N large enough)
(106) B(ye) = o(e? + N72P),
which proves the second part of Theorem 2.7

Proof of Proposition [2.4] and of Theorems [2.5], The proof of Proposition 2.4l now
follows directly from Theorem B8 and the preceding computations. Noting that for all N large
enough we have B(y) < N~F, Theorem follows from Corollary 3.9 (I06) as well as (67]), for
Jin > (log N)?/(v.ND~*4). Finally, intersecting further with the event

Emean = {||EMO1ZM)] — 6|2 < LN~ Zevasiz}, L >0,

Theorem now follows from the triangle inequality and (I52).
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Proof of Theorem [2.8l In the proof we intersect Ex from ([I03) further with the event on
which the conclusion of Theorem holds. Part iii) then follows from part ii) and straightfor-
ward calculations. Part i) follows from the arguments following (I58) below, where it is proved in
particular that Orrap is the unique maximiser of the proxy posterior density 7(-|Z v )) over RP.
We can now apply Proposition [A.2] with m, A from ([[04), using also that

|log 7 (0init| Z™N)) — log 7@(Oarap|Z2™N))]

< sup o n(O)] + NYCHD Dyl + NVCFD G5 e
0€B1 /8105 N

5 N+Nd/(20r‘rd)(1 +D2a/d) 5 N,
in view of £y =y on B1/810g N> the definition of &;pit, ([@3) and since 6y € h*.

4.1. Analytical properties of the Schrédinger forward map. This section is devoted to
proving the four auxiliary Lemmas used in the proof of Proposition Il Throughout we
consider forward map G : RP? — L2(0), G = G o ®* o ¥ given by (I7) and assume the hypotheses
of Proposition I} where the set B, was defined in ([@Q9)).

For any f € C(O) with f > 0, by standard theory for elliptic PDEs (see e.g. Chapter 6.3 of
[39]) there exists a linear, continuous operator V; : L?(0) — HZ(O) describing (weak) solutions
Vi[1] = w € HE of the (inhomogeneous) Schrodinger equation

{%w—fwsz on O,

(107)
w=0 ond0.

Lemma 4.4. For any x € O, the map 0 — G(0)(x) is twice continuously differentiable on RP. The
vector field VGy : O — RP is given by

vIVGy(x) =V, [uy, (¥ 0 Fy)¥(v)](z), z€0, veRP.
Moreover, for any vy,vs € RP and x € O, the matriz field V?Gy : O — RP*P s given by
v V2Go(x)va =V, [ug, U (v1)¥(v2) (" 0 Fy)] ()
+ Vi, [(2 0 Fp) ¥ (v1)Vy, [ug, (2 0 Fp) ¥ (v2)]] ()
+ V5, [(®" 0 Fp) W (v2)Vy, [ug, (B 0 Fp)W(v1)]] ().

Proof. In the notation from (I7), the map 6 — G(#)(x) can be represented as the composition
dz0Go®* oW, where d, : w+— w(z) denotes point evaluation. We first show that each of these four
operators is twice differentiable. The continuous linear maps ¥ : R? — C(0) and 4, : C(0) = R
are infinitely differentiable (in the Frechét sense). Moreover, the maps G : C(O)N{f > 0} — C(O)
and ®* : C(0) — C(O)N {f > 0} are twice Fre¢het differentiable with derivatives DG, DG? and
D®*, D?®* given by Lemma [B.2] and (I76) respectively. We deduce overall by the chain rule for
Fréchet derivatives (cf. Lemma [B.3)), that z — G(6)(x) is twice differentiable, with the desired
expressions for the vector and matrix fields. The continuity of the second partial derivatives follows
from inspection of the expression for the matrix field, and by applying the regularity results for
Vi, G and ®* from Appendix [Bl O

Now since ||fg]|n2 < S and by the definition (@) of the set By, we have from (I3]) that

2
sup [|0][p2 < [[6o,pl|n2 + sup [0 = bo,plln2 S S+ D7 sup [|6 — o, pllrr < S+ 1.
0eB; 0eB; 0eB;
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It follows further from the Sobolev embedding and regularity of the link function ® (Appendix
[B.1.1)) that there exists a constant B = B(S, ®,0) < oo, such that

(108) sup [ Folloe 411l + 1 foll = + 1 foll] < B.
€by

In particular, this estimate implies that the constants appearing in the inequalities from Lemma
B3l can be chosen independently of § € B, which we use frequently below.

For notational convenience we also introduce spaces
(109) Ep :=span(ey,...,ep) C L*(0), D €N,
spanned by the first D eigenfunctions of A on O (cf. Section 21.T]).

We first verify the boundedness property required in Assumption B2 ii).

Lemma 4.5. There exists a constant C > 0 such that

sup |G(0)|[z= < C,  sup [[VG(O)|~orp) <C,  sup [|[V?G(0)| =0 roxn) < CD¥1.
0eBy 0eBy 0eBy

Proof. The estimate for ||G(0)[|o follows immediately from (I8). To estimate |VG(0)| 1~ 0,rP)
we first note that by Lemma [4.4]

IVGO)l=o ey = sup  [[vTVG(O)]r= < sup Vi [1g, (@ 0 Fo)H|| .

vi|lvflpp <1 HEEp:|H| 2<1 >
Thus by the Sobolev embedding || - |oc < || - || 2, Lemma [BJl and boundedness of @', we have that
for any € € B; and any H € Ep,
|V, [ug, (@ 0 Fo)HI||_ < ||V, g, (7 0 Fo)H||
< g, (@ 0 Fo)H||
< |lugllscl| @ 0 Follol Hll 2 S 1H | 2.

Again using Lemma 4] we can similarly estimate |[V2G(0)|| 1o rp) by

IV*G(O)l 1~ rry < sup [[v" VZG(O)v] L=

villollgp <1
(110) < sup 2Her [H((I)/OFG)er [H((I)/OFG)ufeHHOO+ ||Vf9 [HQ((I)NOFG)Ufe”|
HEED?HHHL2§1

=: sup I+ 11.
HEED:||H||L2S1

oo

Arguing as in the estimate for ||[VG(0)|| o (orp), we have that for any 6 € By and H € Ep,
IS |[H(®' o Fy)V, [H(® 0 Fy)ug, ]|
SIH| L2197 0 Flloo| [V [H(®" 0 Fug]lloo
SH| 2| H(@ 0 Fyug|re < [H]Zs,
as well as
11 S| HY(@" 0 Fp)ug, |2 S lugllool®” o Folloc H 2| Hlloo S I HI 2| H sz S D | H| 7,

where we used the basic norm estimate on Ep C L?*(O) from Lemma [0 By combining the last
three displays, the proof is completed. 0

Next, we verify the increment bound needed in Assumption [3.2]iii).
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Lemma 4.6. There erists a constant C' > 0 such that for any D € N and any 6,60’ € R,
(111) 1G(0) = G(O)lle < ClIFs — Fglloo,  1G(6) = G(O)lI 2 < ClIFy — Fyll 2.

as well as, for any 60,6 € By,

(112) IVG(0) = VG(0)|| <o rr) < ClIFs — Fylloc,

(113) IV2G(8) = V*G(0) || L (0 moxpy < CD* | Fy — Fylloo.

Proof. The estimate (I1II) follows immediately from (I72) and ([I78). Now fix any 9_,9_ € B;. To
ease notation, in what follows we write F = U(0), F = ¥ (), f =P o F and f = ®o F. For (I12),
arguing as in the proof of Lemma [£.5] we first have

IVG(0) = VGOl (0 0y
< s |[l"(VG(0) - VGO

vi||v]lgp <1
< sup ||Vy[H(® o F)uy] = VE[H(®' o Fug|
HeEp:||H| 2<1 ’
= sup |(Vy = VOLH(®" o F)ug]|| , + [|VFH(® o F — @ o Flug|

HEED?HHHL2§1
+ HVf[H(q)’ o F)(uy — u]z)]Hoo

sup I, +1, + 1.
HEEp:||H| ,2<1

Now, we fix H € Ep for the rest of the proof. The term I, can further be estimated by repeatedly
using the Sobolev embedding || - ||oo < || - |72, Lemma [Bl as well as (I08) and ([I78):

Lo = V5 [(f = F)Vi[up(2" o F)H]]||oo
S V(S = HVilup(®' o F)H]J|| 2
(114) SIS = NVilup(® o F)H]| 12
SIS = Flloollug(® 0 F)H| 2
SNF = Flloo|lH || 2

Similarly, I, is estimated as follows:
Iy S|H(® o F — @ o Fugllp2 S [|®" 0 F — @ o Fllo|lugllocl Hl L2 S |F = Flloc| H]l 2.
Finally, we can similarly estimate
Lo S (up —ug)(® 0 F)H| 2 S [lup — ugllocl|®” 0 Flloc|[Hl L2 S I1F = Flloc | H]| 12,

where we have also used ([II). By combining the estimates for I,, I, and I., we have completed
the proof of (I12l).

It remains to prove (II3). In analogy to (II0), we may fix any v € RP and it suffices to derive
a bound for v*(V2G(6) — V2G(0))v. To ease notation, let us write H = Wv € Ep = R, as well as
h=H(® oF)and h = H(®' o F). Then by Lemma B4, we have the following decomposition into
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eight terms:
T (V2G(0) — V2G(0))v
= 2Vy[hVilhug]] — 2Vy [hVi[hug]] + VilupH?(@" 0 F)] = Vi [us H* (2" o F)]
= 2(Vy = Vi) [WVilhug]] + 2Vi [(h — h)Vi[hug]]
+ 2V [1(Vy = Vi) [hug]] + 2V [V [(h = R)ug]] + 2Vi [WVi[A(ug — uy)]]
+ (Vi = Vp)lupH*(@" 0 F)] + Vi [(ug — up) H*(®" 0 F)] + Vi[us H*(®" 0 F — @ o F)]
= I, + Iy + I, + [Ty + I1, + 11y + 11, + I1,.

(115)

To estimate these terms, we will again repeatedly use (I08]), the regularity estimates from Lem-
mas [B.1} B2 below, the estimates ||h||zz, ||l < [|H] 22 as well as ||f — flloo < ||F — F|loo, which
all hold uniformly in 6 € B;.

Using Lemma BT, including the estimate (IZ0) with ¢ = AVj[huf], we obtain

1 Talloo SI1f = FllscIBVElhugllicz S I = Flloollhll L2 [VE[Rug |l
S = FllsclHllzzllhugllze S 1F = Fllool HlZzlluflloo
SIF = Fllool HII7-
Similarly, we have
1 T]loo S 11(7 = h)Vilhug]| L2 S |H(® 0 F = @ o F)| 12| Vi[hug]l|
S luglloo[H 2l F" = Flloo |l ull L2
SIH[ZNF = Fllo,
and, again using (70,
M Lelloe S 10V = V)Thugle S 1Al (Vs = V)lhugllloo S NEz2lF = FllollRuglle
< NHIZF = Floo.
For 11,4, by following similar steps as for I1,, we see that
1 Talloo S IH|22lIVE[(h = R)ugllco S IHIZ=lIF ~ Flloc,
and similarly, using also ([T1]), we obtain
1 Ielloo S N H Iz Vilh(us = up)llloo S NHIZollup = uslloo S NHIZ2NF = Fllc.
For the term 11y, we note that by the Sobolev embedding,
lwll(z)- < sup |/ wi| Sllwllpr sup ¢llos S llwllzr, w e LYO),
YillYllg2<1 JO Vi[9l 2 <1
and consequently by Lemma Bl
[ Iflloo = VF(f = F)VilupH?* (2" 0 F)]]lloo

SIf = FllsclVlupH? (@ 0 F)]|| 2

SIF = FlocllugH?(@" 0 ) 12y~

SIf = FllscllugH?(@" 0 F)| 12

SIF = Fllsc| H]Z--
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For terms II, and II,, by similar steps and additionally using that by Lemma L9 ||H|c <
|H| = < D¥?| H|| 12 for any H € Ep, we obtain

11 Tglloe < Nl = wglloo|H?|[ 2|9 0 Flloo SN = flloollHll2 [ Hlloo S D¥|F = Flloc|| H| 72,
as well as

HInlloe < llugH*(@" 0 F = @" 0 F)| 12 S |H| 2| ||| F = Flloe $ D*4|IF ~ Flloc || H]|7-

~

By combining (II5) with the estimates for the terms I, — I, the proof of (IT3]) is complete. O

We now turn to the key ‘geometric’ bound from the first part of Assumption 3.3 which quantifies
the average curvature of the likelihood function ¢y near 6y p in a high-dimensional setting (when PX
is uniform on ©). The curvature deteriorates with rate D=%/? as D — oo, which is in line with the
(local) ill-posedness of the Schrodinger model, and the related fact that the associated ‘information
operator’ is of the form I2, with I being the inverse of a second order (elliptic Schrédinger-type)
operator (cf. also Section 4 in |76]).

Lemma 4.7. Let (() be as in [38) with G : RP — R from ([17), and let B, be as in (99). Let
0o € h? satisfy ||0o||p2 < S for some S > 0. Then there exist constants 0 < eg < 1,¢1,co > 0 such
that if also [|G(6o) — G(0o,p)llL2(0) < 1D~ then for all D € N and all € < eg,

(116) Jnf Amin (Eo, [ — V*(8)]) > coD~4/,

Proof. We begin by noting that for any Z = (Y, X) € R x O, we have
200, 2) = VGX (0)VGX ()T — (v — G¥(0) V3G (6).
Using this and Lemma 4] we obtain that for any v € R”, with the previous notation H = ¥(v)
and h = (®' o Fy)H,
vT gy [=V20(0, Z)v = ||Vy, [ug, (9" 0 Fy) H|[Z2(0) — (usy, — tsys 2V, [BVE, [hig,]]) L2(0)
(117) - <uf90 —ufy, Vi, [ufeHz((I)NOFQ)DLZ(O)
=I+4+I1I+1II

We next derive a lower bound on the term I and upper bounds for the terms I1 and I11, for any
fixed v € RP.

Lower bound for I. Writing ag := uy, (9’ o Fp), using the elliptic L2-(Hg)* coercivity estimate
[I69) from Lemma [B] below as well as (I08)), we have
laoH || (z2)-

1+ foll

The next step is to lower bound ag. By Theorem 1.17 in [27], the expected exit time 7o featuring in
the Feynman-Kac formula (I2)) satisfies the uniform estimate sup,co E*70 < K(vol(0),d) < oo.
Therefore, using also Jensen’s inequality and g > gmin > 0, we have that, with B from (I08]),

. . > . —BK(vol(0),d) — . .
(119) elengl xlg(fg Us, (T) > Gmine Umnin > 0

(118) VI = |[Vi,lagH] | r20) Z Z laoH||(zz)-, 0 € B

Also, since ® is a regular link function, for some k = k(B) > 0 we have

inf inf [®' o F, > inf ®'(t 0
91381;20[ ° 9](x)_t€[1£lk,k] ) >0,
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and therefore for some amin = @min(®, B, O, gmin) > 0,

12 inf inf > Umin .
(120) uf inf ag(x) > amin >0

We thus obtain, by definition of (H3)* and the multiplication inequality () that for some ¢ =
c(@min) > 0,

(121) 1H gy = llasag Hll(mz)- < llag I llao H | szy- < e(1+ llaolF=)llao H || sz

where in the last inequality we used (I77) for the function x +— 1/x. Using again (08, regularity
of @', the chain rule as well as the elliptic regularity estimate (4], we obtain that

(122) sup |lag|l g2 < sup |lug, ||z sup |® o Fyllg2 < C(g,S,0,®) < .
0By 0€By 0€EB:
Therefore, combining the displays (II8), (I2I), (I22)), we have proved that, uniformly in 6 € By,
(123) 12 |lagH |2y 2 G- > DY H|},
~ (Ho) ~ 62 Sup9661(1+|a9”§{2)2 ~ L2

where we have used Lemma below in the last inequality.

Upper bound for II and I1I. Using the self-adjointness of Vy, on L?(0), a Sobolev embedding,
Lemma [B.I] (I08)), the Lipschitz estimate (I72) as well as (I8, we have uniformly in 6 € By,

1] < ‘/O(ufeo - ufe)vfe [hvfe [hufe]] = ‘/vae [ufeo - ufe][hvfe [hufe]]

(124) S Viso[wgay = wsolllool Vg, [P g, ]| 1
S Mgy = wpollz Bl Vi, [hug, )] 22

S Nugay = upllc2 | HII 7.
Similarly, for the term IT1, using also |9 ||~ < 00, we estimate
[IT| = |(ugy, — gy, Viylug, H(®" 0 Fy)])12(0)]
(125) = [V gy, — tg,) up, H*(®" 0 Fy)) L2(0) |
< Vo lugay — tgsllloolltwsyllocl| 2" © Folloo| [ || 1
S oy = up, 2| HIIZ2

Combining the displays (I17), (I23), (I24) and (I25), we have proved that for any 6 € By, any
v € RP and some constants ¢/, ¢’ > 0,

VT By [=V20(0, Z)Jo > (¢! D™ — " ug,) —ug, | L2) | Hl[72-
Using (III) and the hypotheses, we obtain that for some ¢4 > 0,
[wfey = ussllze < 1G(00) = G(60,0) ]l L2 + 4llf0,0 = Ollpp < (c1+ cges) D™/,

Thus for all ¢1,e5 > 0 small enough and taking the infimum over v € R with ||v||gp = ||¥(v)| 2 =
|H||L2 = 1, we obtain that for any 6 € B, and some ¢/ > 0,

Amin (Eoy[—=V?0(0, 2)]) > " D~4/4,
which completes the proof. |

Finally, we prove the upper bound required for Assumption ii).
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Lemma 4.8 (Upper bound). For every S > 0, there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that for ||0p]|pz < S
and all D € N, we have

sup {10, [0, Z)] + 1| Eau VA0, 2o -+ |1 Eoo[V20, Z)lep] < e

Proof. For the first term, using Lemma 5 we have that for some Ky > 0 and any 0 € By,
| Boo L] = 1/2+ 1/2]|G(0) = G(00) 122 S 1+ 1G(O)]15 + llug, 1% < Ko.
For the first derivative, similarly by Lemma [£.5] there exists some K > 0 such that for any 6 € By,
1Eos [ = VEO)] |20 < (G 0),VG(0))12(0) o 5 [1G(0) = GO VIO L0 ey < K-
For the second derivative, we recall the decomposition
Amaz (Eoo [ — V20(0)]) =  sup o' Eg [—V(0)|v=sup [I+II+1II],

v:HvHRDSl v:HvHRDSl

where the terms I — ITT were defined in (IT7)). Suitable uniform upper bounds for the terms IT and
11T have already been shown in (I24) and ([I28) respectively, whence it suffices to upper bound the
term I. We do this by using ([08) and Lemma B} for any 6 € By and any H = ¥(v), v € RP,

VI = ||V, lug, (@ 0 Fo)H]|| 12 S llugy (¥ 0 Fp)Hl12 S llug, ool ®” 0 Folloc | H 12 S [[v]|zo-
|

We conclude with the following basic comparison lemma for Sobolev norms on the subspaces
Ep C L*(O) from (I09).
Lemma 4.9. There exists C > 0 such that for any D € N and any H € Ep,
(126) |H |2 < CD*||H|l 2, ||H|lz2 < CD*||H]|(p3)--

Proof. Fix D € N. By the isomorphism property of A between the spaces HZ and L? (see e.g.
Theorem I1.5.4 in [65]), we first have the norm equivalence

[AH| 2 S |H gz S AH| L2, H € Ep.
It follows by Weyl’s law (I3) that

D
2
1E 12 < S |(H, ex)ps A < DY H] s,

k=1
Thus, combining the above display with the following duality argument completes the proof:
|Hl2 = sup  [(H¢)p2| SD¥?  sup  [(H,9)p2| < DY H| pp2)--
YEED:||Y]l2<1 YEED: (¥l 2 <1

O

4.2. Wasserstein approximation of the posterior measure. The main purpose of this section
is to prove Theorem .14l which provides a bound on the Wasserstein distance between the posterior
measure I1(-|ZY) from (Z4) and the surrogate posterior II(-|Z)) from (27) in the Schrodinger
model. The idea behind the proof of this theorem is to show that both II(-|ZN)) and II(-|Z(M))
concentrate most of their mass on the region ([@9) where the log-likelihood function ¢ is strongly
concave (with high P(,JX -probability, cf. Proposition [L1]). We achieve this by a careful study of the
mode (maximiser) of the posterior density, given in Theorem -T2l Our derivations reveal that both
7(-|ZMN)) and 7(-|ZMV)) possess a unique mode, with high frequentist probability (see after (I58)).
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4.2.1. Convergence rate of MAP estimates. For (Y;, X;)N , arising from () with G : RP — R from
(@@, we now study maximisers

N 2
2 6 _ _a
(127) Orap € arg max | — oo ; X)) - 7N|6‘||,21a] , Oy =N 2afd,

of the posterior density (24). For A, from 23) we will write I(6) :=

||,2I = 19TAa9 for € RP.

§||
19

We denote the empirical measure on R x O induced by the Z; = (V;, X;)’s
1N N
(128) Py =+ ;5(,@,&), so that /thN = Zh Yy, X;)

for any measurable map h : R x O — R. Recall also that pg : R x O — [0, 00) denotes the marginal
probability densities of P}V defined in (ZI]).

Lemma 4.10. Let Oy 4p be any mazimiser in (I27), and denote by 0y, p the projection of 6y onto
RP. We have (P -a.s.)

1 A 1
S1G(Orrap)— G(00)172+0%1(Orrap) < /10g ;OMAP d(Py—Pay)+0%1(60,0)+ 511G (60,0) =G (60) |72
0,D

Proof. By the definitions
tn(Orrap) — En(00,p0) — No&I(Orrap) > —N6%1(00.p)
which is the same as
(129) N / log L0mar g(Py — Py) + N6&%1(60.p) > N631(Orrap) / log Pmar gp,
Poo. b Poo. b
The last term can be decomposed as

/log Domar gp, = /log Douar gp, +/1 Poo.n 4p,,
0o, D Pog Pog

1 A 1
= §||g(9MAP) —G(60)[1 720y — §||g(90,D) —G(00)l172(0)

where we have used a standard computation of likelihood ratios (see also Lemma 23 in [44]). The
result follows from the last two displays after dividing by N. O

The following result can be proved by adapting techniques from M-estimation [99] (see also |100],
[80]) to the present situation. We will make crucial use of the concentration Lemma

Proposition 4.11. Let a > d. Suppose ||0o||ne < co and that D is such that ||G(60) —G(0o.p)| 12 <
c10n for some co,c1 > 0. Then, for any ¢ > 1 we can choose C = C(c,cg,c1) large enough so that

every O ap mazimising (I27) satisfies,

1 - .
(130) P (5190s100) ~ GO + B l(Basar) > OB} ) S e,
Proof. We define functionals

1
7(0,6") = 516(6) — G(6")17= + 0% 1(60), 6 € R7.¢' € h,
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and empirical processes

Wy (0) = /log 5" d(Py — Py,), Wi.o(0) = /log ]%"d(PN —Py,), 0 €RP,
0,D 0

so that
WN(H) = WN70(9) — WN,O(HO,D)7 0 € RD.
Using the previous lemma it suffices to bound
PR (r@riar,00) > O3, Wiy (Brrap) = m(Brrap.bo) — 031(60,0) ~ [G(60.0) ~ G(60) 3 /2)
Since
I(60,p) = [10,pll7 /2 < [160l} /2 < c§/2 and [|G(00,0) — G(00) |72 < 6%
by hypothesis, we can choose C large enough so that the last probability is bounded by

Py (T(éMAPa 00) > C83%, |Wn (Barap)| > T(Orrap, 90)/2>

<> Py ( sup W o(0)] > 28(?6%/8) + Py ([Wn,0(00,0)| > C63/4)
— OERD:2:=1 (5%, <7(0,00)<25C62%,
(131)
<2) Py (sup [Wa.o(0)] > 250512\,/8) ,
s—1 0cO

where, for s € N,
(132) O, :={0 € R” : 7(0,06p) < 2°C6% } = {6 € RP : ||G() — G(00)||72 + 63 [10]|7e < 2°T'C6% },
and where we have used that 6y p € O for C large enough by the hypotheses. To proceed, notice
that

NWy,0(0) = {n(0) — £n(0o) — Eg, [(n(0) — En(6o)]
and that, for (Y;, X;) ~"*4 Py |

1
In(0) = En(00) = =5 ) [(G(60)(Xi) — G(O)(Xi) + &) — 7]
i=1
N 1
(133) ==Y (9(60)(Xi) — G(0)(X:))ei — B > (G(80)(X3) — G(0)(X:))?,
i=1 i=1
so that we have to deal with two empirical processes separately. We first bound
(134) > Py (sup | Zn(0)] > \/N2505§V/16>
s=1 [ASICH
where

N
1
In = \/—N;hg(Xi)si, ho = G(0y) —G(A), €O =0,5¢€N,

is as in Lemma We will apply that lemma with bounds (recalling vol(O) = 1)
(135)  EYhE(X) =1G(0) = G(00)|7> < 2" OO} =: 07, |[hollss < 25up|G(0) ]l < U < 00
0
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uniformly in all § € ©,, for some fixed constant U = U(g,O) (cf. (I8)). For the entropy bounds,
we use that on each slice supgee, || Follge < v202%/2, which for o > d implies (using (4.184) in
[43] and standard extension properties of Sobolev norms)

log N ({Fp: 0 € O}, || - [loorp) < K(

C25/2\ d/o
\Fp )L e,

for some constant K = K («,d). Since the map Fy — G(0) is Lipschitz for the || - ||co-norm (Lemma
[46]) we deduce that also

s/ «
(136)  logN({ho = G(0) = G(60) : 0 € O}, |- o p) < K'(Lj z)d/

, p>0,

and as a consequence, for a > d and J3(H), Joo (H) defined in Lemma B12]

dos s/2\ d/2c
GRS / (\@ ) ™ dp g ctangafiagl =

0 P

4U s/2\d/a

To(H) < / (\/62 ) / dp < Cd/209sd/2a1— 4

0 P
The sum in ([I34) can now be bounded by Lemma BI2 with x = ¢2N2%%; and the choices of o5, U
in (I35) for C' > 0 large enough,

(138) ZPQJX (sup |Zn(0)] > \/_02/32) < 2267C 2° N2, < - NG,
s=1

seN

(137)

since then, by definition of §y, for @ > d and C' large enough, the quantities

(139) ) S ORI T S VNG ouE < Va2

and

1 Cd/2a2sd/2a 1
—Jx(H) S N -
\/N \/N Cd/2a—1

are all of the correct order of magnitude compared to v No2.
We now turn to the process corresponding to the second term in ([I33)), which is bounded by

(141) > opy <esup | Z (0)] > \/stcafv/m)

seN

2 €z ¢ 2
\/NO'S, —F = %\/NUS

(140) =

where Z7}; is now the centred empirical process

N
Zh(0) = \/% Z(hg — E¥hg(X)), with H = {hg = (G(0) — G(0o))* : 0 € O}

to which we will again apply Lemma 312 Just as in (I35]) the envelopes of this process are
uniformly bounded by a fixed constant, again denoted by U, which implies in particular that the
bounds (I37) also apply to H as then, for some constant ¢y > 0,

1ho = horlloe < cullG(0) = G(0') |-
Moreover on each slice ©4 the weak variances are bounded by

EXh3(X) < cpllg(0) — G(00)|1Z- < ciyo?
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with o, as in (I3H) and some ¢j; > 0. We see that all bounds required to obtain (I34) apply to the
process Z as well, and hence the series in (I31]) is indeed bounded as required in the proposition,
completing the proof. O

From a stability estimate for # — G(6) we now obtain the following convergence rate for ||y p —
o||¢2 which in turn also bounds ||0prap — 0o.p||rp-

Theorem 4.12. Let Z\N) ~ PN be as in (20) where 6y € h®, a > d,d < 3. Define

o« Q
T 2a+da+2

Suppose ||o|[ne < co and that D is such that ||G(6o) — G(6o,p)|lL2 < c1dn, for some constants

co,c1 > 0. Then given ¢ > 1 we can choose C,¢ large enough (depending on c,co,c1,a,O) so that

on = N7 where r(a)

for all N and any mazimiser Oy ap satisfying (IZ7), one has
(142) Py (”éMAP —Oollee < Con, [0arapllne < C) >1—ce NN,
Proof. By Proposition [T1] we can restrict to events

A T i— i 2 2 A e
= g —_ g 2 5 19 a = e
(1 3) N - {” (GMAP) (90)||L < 2(76N || j H ||9MAP||h < 20}

sar

of sufficiently high P(,JX -probability. If we write f = ®o Fy ., for @ from (I7) then by (IT7), on the
events Ty we also have ||f||ge < € and || f||oe < €, for some €’ > 0. We write up = G(Orrap) for

the unique solution of the Schrodinger equation ([l corresponding to f . We then necessarily have
f = Auys/(2uy) both for f = f and f = fo, where we also use that denominator u; is bounded
away from zero by a constant C”" > 0 depending only on ||f|ec, O, g, see (I19). Then using the
multiplication and interpolation inequalities (@), (), the regularity estimate from (I75) and (T1),
we have for t = a/(a + 2),

1f = follze S llug — gl
SNGOmar) = GO lluf — upy Ity
(144) S S (Il + [ folla) S 0y
on the event Ty. From a Sobolev imbedding (for some k > 0) and applying (8) again we further

deduce || f — folloo < 8507427/ 5 0 ag N — o0, hence using inf, fo(z) > Kpnin we also have

~

inf,, f(a;) > Kpin + k for some k > 0 (on Ty, for all N large enough). We deduce

— Fpyllrz =12 o f =@ o follz SIIf — follze S 0%

on the events Ty, where in the last inequality we have used regularity of the inverse link function
&1 [Kppin + k,00) and (I78). This completes the proof. |

10rap — Oollez < ||F5,, .

4.2.2. Posterior contraction rates. We now study the full posterior distribution (24]) arising from
the Gaussian prior II for 6 from (23)). The result we shall prove parallels Theorem but holds
for most of the ‘mass’ of the posterior measure instead of just for its ‘mode’ Oprap. This requires
very different techniques and we rely on ideas from Bayesian nonparametrics |41, 1102], specifically
recent progress |73] that allows one to deal with non-linear settings (see also [44]).
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In the proof of Theorem .14 to follow we will require control of the posterior ‘normalising
factors’, expressed via sets

(145) Cn =Cng = { /R i e!NO=En(90) qT1(9) > TI(B(0n)) exp{—(1 + K)Nafv}} ,

for some K > 0, where dy = N—%/(2a+d) and

B((SN) = {9 S RP : ||g(9) — g(90)||L2(O) < 5N}
This is achieved in the course of the proof of our next result. We denote by ¢, the global Lipschitz
constant of the map 6 — G(6) from ¢?(N) — L%(0), see ([TI).

Theorem 4.13. Let ZWM) 6y, a,d,dn be as in Theorem[{.13 and let I(-|Z™N)) denote the posterior
distribution from (24). Suppose ||0o|lne < co and that D < coN%; is such that

(146) 1G(60) — G(6o,p)ll12(0) < 10N

for some finite constants co,ca > 0,0 < ¢ < 1/2. Then for any a > 0 there exist ¢’,¢” such that
for K,L = L(a,co, c2, cg,t, O) large enough,

(147) PN ({110 : |0 — 6o, pller < Lén, [0]lne < LIZMN) > 1 — e oNN) Oy ) > 1 — e Nk,

Proof. We initially establish some auxiliary results that will allow us to apply a standard contraction
theorem from Bayesian non-parametrics, specifically in a form given in Theorem 13 in [44]. By
Lemma 23 in [44] and ([I8) we can lower bound I (By) in (A5) in [44] by our Iy (B(dn)) (after
adjusting the choice of dx in [44] by a multiplicative constant). Then using (48], Corollary 2.6.18 in
[43], and ultimately Theorem 1.2 in [64] combined with (4.184) in [43], we have for 8’ ~ N(0,A;1),

In(1G(0) — G(00)l L2 (0) < on) > TIn(|G(0) — G(Po,0) |l L2(0) < On/2)
> TIn(]|0 — Oo,pllrp < dn/2¢q)
(148) > e NIl 2P|/ ro < VNS /265) > N

for some d > 0. From this we deduce further from Borell’s Gaussian iso-perimetric inequality [17] (in
the form of Theorem 2.6.12 in [43]), arguing just as in Lemma 17 in [44] (and invoking the remark
after that lemma with x = 0 there), that given B > 0 we can find M large enough (depending on
d, B) such that

HN(9 =601+05 € RP : ||91||RD < My, ||92||ha < M) >1-— 267BN612V.

Next the eigenvalue growth Af < k2a/d from (@3) and the hypothesis on D imply that for L large
enough we have

(149) 161]lne S D61 |rp < (c2NO%)*/ My < L/2

and then also

(150) Ty (AS) < 2¢ BNV where Ay = {6 € RP ¢ ||0]/pe < L}.

The || - ||o-covering numbers of the implied set of regression functions G(6) satisfy the bounds

log N({G(0): 0 € AN}, || - lloos On) Slog N({Fy: 0 € An}, || - oo, €ON)
Slog N({F : | F|lgao) < L}, || - loos c6n) S N6%,

for some ¢ > 0, using that the map Fy — G(0) is globally Lipschitz for the || - ||coc-norm (Lemma
[4.6) and also the bound (4.184) in [43]. By (I8) and Lemma 22 in [44] the previous metric entropy
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inequality also holds for the Hellinger distance replacing || - ||oo-distance on the Lh.s. in the last
display. Theorem 13 and again Lemma 22 in [44] now imply that for any a > 0 there exists L large
enough,

(151) Py (n({e 1G(0) — G(00)|| 2 > Lon} U AS |2 < e—aNé?v) =0

as N — oo. The convergence in probability to zero obtained in the proof of Theorem 13 in [44]
is in fact exponentially fast, as required in (I47)): This is true by virtue of the bound to follow
in the next display (which forms part of the proof in [44] as well), and since the type-one testing
errors in (39) in [44] are controlled at the required exponential rate (via Theorem 7.1.4 in [43]).
The inequality

Py ( /B . )eéN(e)_éN(‘%)dH(ﬁ) > H(B(&N))exp{—(HK)N&%V}) < e Nk,
N

bounding Pezg (C{ k) as required in the theorem follows from Lemma below for large enough
K and C =1/2.

Now to conclude, we can define subsets of RP as
On ={0:[1G(0) = G(0o)llr2 < Lon} N Ax = {0 :[IG(0) — G(0ho)ll L2 < Lon, || Follze = [|0l|n < L}
paralleling the events Ty from (I43]) above. Then arguing as in and after (I44]), one shows that
On COn={0:]16 —fboller < LN, ||6]|ne < L},

increasing also the constant L if necessary, and hence the posterior probability of this event is
also lower bounded by II(Ox|Z(M) > 1 — e*aN‘;JZV, with the desired Pég—probability, proving the
theorem, since |6 — Oyll¢z < ||0 — bo,p||rD- O

Moreover, a quantitative uniform integrability argument from Section 5.4.5 in [73] (see the
proof of Theorem [14] term III, below) then also gives a convergence rate for the posterior mean
E"9|ZMN)] towards 6y, namely that for L large enough there exist ¢, &’ > 0 such that

(152) PN (IIEM[6]1 2] = 6|2 > L) < de="Now.

4.2.3. Globally log-concave approzimation of the posterior in Wasserstein distance. Recall the sur-
rogate posterior measure II(-|Z(M)) from 27) with log-density

NG,
2

(153) log 7n (0) = const + {n () — 16]2., 6 eRP

with 6;,,;; and parameters €, K chosen as in Condition [2.2] and with 6y = N—2/(2atd)  We now
prove the main result of this section.

Theorem 4.14. Assume Condition 23 and let TI(-|Z(N)) be the probability measure of density
given in ([27) with K,e > 0 chosen as in Condition[Z2 Then for some a1,a2 >0 and all N € N,

PGZZ(WQQ(IZI(.|Z(N)),H(.|Z(N))) > eszS?\,) < ale*azN(;JzV'

Proof. In the proof we will require a new sequence

(154) oy = N(-o+2)/2atd) | /log N
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describing the ‘rate of contraction’ of the surrogate posterior obtained below. We first notice that
the definitions of dx (from Theorem ET2) and of dy imply by straightforward calculations and
using D < Né%,« > 6, the asymptotic relations as N — oo,

< - ~ 1
(155) SnD*%\/log N = O(bn), On < on < oy < mpfé,
which we shall use in the proof. We will prove the bound for all IV large enough, which is sufficient
to prove the desired inequality after adjusting the constant in < (since probabilities are always
bounded by one).

Geometry of the surrogate posterior. To set things up, consider MAP estimates Orrap from
@27). In view of (I8)), the function gx to be maximised over R? in (I27) satisfies gn () < gn(0)
for all # such that ||0||n« exceeds some positive constant k. Then on the compact set M = {0 €
RP : ||0|lne < k} the function gy is continuous (as G is continuous from RP — L>°(0), Lemma
[£36), and hence attains its maximum at some O € M , which must be a global maximiser of qn
since qN(éM) > qn(0) > infpepre gn(0). Conclude that a maximiser Oprap exists (one shows that
it can be taken to be measurable, Exercise 7.2.3 in [43]).

In view of Proposition LT, Theorem 12l Theorem [B.6l (and the remark before it) and o > 6,
we may restrict ourselves in the rest of the proof to the following event

S = { Ifin — fo,pllzw < inf  Ain(=V2n(6)) = eND V)

1
soavp7i) 4
810g ND4/d} eeBl/logN

n{ s [v@1+ IV O)lzs + 9%x(6)|op| < <N}
0€B1 /105 N

5 . 5 . 1 ~c
N {any Orrap satisfies ||Oprap — 6o, pllrp < min {W, C&N}},

where B. was defined in (@9), where C is from (I42)) and where ¢ = c3, ¢ = ¢4 from Proposition
41 On Sy we have the following properties of £. First, from (26)),

] 3
(156) En(0) = En(0) for any 8 st 10 = bo.pller < gpr

Moreover, by Proposition B8, log 7(-|Z)) is strongly concave in view of
(157)
sup 9T [V2 log 7n (0)]9 < sup 9T [V (0)]9 < —eND~4/4,
0E€B) ) 10g N IERD |90 =1 0B ) 105 N IERD |90 =1

Finally, any éM Ap hecessarily satisfies
(158) 0= Viogm(Orap|Z™N)) = Viog#(Orrap),

from which we conclude that 6y 4p necessarily equals the unique global maximiser of the strongly
concave function log 7(-|Z(™)) over RP.

Decomposition of the Wasserstein distance. Now let us write

B(r) ={0 € R” : ||0 — Opyap|lpe <1},
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for the Euclidean ball of radius » > 0 centred at éM Ap. Then using Theorem 6.15 in [104] with
xo9 = Oprap, we obtain for any m > 0 that

Wg(ﬁ(-|Z(N))7H(-|Z(N))) < 2‘/]RD | _éMAPH]lQQDd'ﬁ('lZ(N)) —H(-|Z(N))|(9)
< 2/3( i) 16 — Orrap|2odTI(-| 2Ny —T1(-| 20| (6)

w2 o= uaplZedICZ) - TCZ) (6)
RO\B(méx)

< om?32, / dII(-|z™) — T(-| 2| ()
B(mdy)

+2/ ) 10 = OrpaplEpdIi(0]2))
[[0—=0rapllgp>moN
vz 16— Barap|Zodii(e] ™)
[[0—=0rrapllgp>min
=1+11+111,

and we now bound I, I, II] in separate steps.

Term II. We can write the surrogate posterior density as

eZN(Q)—ZN(éMAP)ﬂ—(g)

f]RD efN(G)—fN(éMAP)w(H)de

7(0|1Z2WN)) = , B cRP,

and will first lower bound the normalising factor. From (I5H) we have for any ¢ > 0 the set inclusion

3
By ={[|60 — 0o,p|lrp < cdn} C {W — bo,pllrr < m}
whenever N is large enough. Since £y (#) = ¢x(0) on the last set we have on an event of large

enough PQJZ -probability,

/ eZN(@)—EN(é]WAP)dH(@) > / eéN(G)—fzv(éMAP)dﬂ(@)
RD Bn

= / WO~ xOuar) gy (9) x T(By) > e N~
By

for some ¢ = &(d, c), where we have used Lemma for our choice of By (permitted for ap-
propriate choice of ¢ > 0 by ([@28) and since G : RP — L? is Lipschitz, see Appendix [B) with
v =11(-)/T(By),C = 1/2; as well as the small ball estimate for II in (I48).

Now recall the prior 23] and define scaling constants

Vi = (2m) P72, [det(N6Z Ay) x NN
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Then on the preceding events the term II can be bounded, using a second order Taylor expansion
of log 7 (| Z)) around its maximum s 4p combined with (I57), (I58), as

/ 10— Barapl|207(012)do
16—brrapllgp >mdn

< eENJ / ||9 9MAP||2 ZN(G)ffN(éMAP)ﬂ_(G)dG
0— 9MAP||RD >mdn

N2 -4 N2
1017 a 5

/ 10 — Orrap|Eoe 10rearlia g
0—0rrap|lzp>mén

x / 10— Barap|2oe
160—0rapllzp >mén

N X 16 — OrrarlZoe
[[o— 9MAP||RD>W6N

)P Pr (|1 Zgp > mdn)

log 7 (8)—log ﬁN(éMAp)de

|
=

—eND™0—brmarlZpn /24y

(cND 4/d

where we have used z2e=°"" < 2e=7"/2 for all x € R, ¢ > 1 (and N such that QND’4/d > 1) and
where

ZNN(O, IDXD)-

2
cD—4/dN
Now by D < ¢oNé&% and ([I5H),

Bl Z|lgp < \/E||Z||]§D < \/2D/(9D74/dN) < (2c0/0)"/?on D% < (m/2)0n
for m large enough, so that
Pr (| Z||gp > mdn) < Pr (| Z||gp — E||Z|go > (m/2)dy) < e~ m?eND~ 155 /16

by a concentration inequality for Lipschitz-functionals of D-dimensional Gaussian random vectors
(e.g., Theorem 2.5.7 in [43] applied to (cND~%%/2)'/2Z ~ N(0,Ipxp) and F = || - ||gp). By (@3)
and since D < N§%, we have for some ¢/ > 0

VN < ec’NziZQ\, log N

so that for m large enough and using (53], the last term in the displayed array above, and hence
I1/2 is bounded by

47 D/2 2 o —4/dArR2 o —4/dnR2 1 2
2VN><( ) /2 o g=meD N3 /16 < (—m?DTHINGL /32 o N&Y

cND—4/d =3¢

Term ITI: We first note that Theorem I3 and (I55]) imply that for every a > 0 we can find m
large enough such that
H(||9 — éMAPHRD > mSN|Z(N)) < H(||9 — GO)DHRD > mgN — ||éMAP — 907D||RD|Z(N))
< IL(|6 — bo,pllzp > mby /2|Z2N)) < em*No

on events Sy C Sy of sufficiently high probability. Moreover, again by Theorem 13| we can
further restrict the argument that follows to the event Cy i from (I45) for some K > 0. Now using
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the Cauchy-Schwarz and Markov inequalities as well as EQN0 etn(@)—tn(%) = 1 and the small ball
estimate for IT in (I48]), we have

ng?’[ (CN’K n SEV’/ 10— éMAP||]12ngH(6‘|Z(N)) > e—N5z2v/8)

10—6rrap|lzp >mdN

< PN (Cxn . NS, TI(||0 — Orrap|lgp > mén|ZONE[|0 — Oprap||in]| 2] > e 2V /64
) 5 N R

7 2
< PQZZ (8&76(1+K+d+27a)N6N/

16 — Barap |t ot~ =00 gy(g) > 1/64)
RD

/S 6(1+K+(2+27a)N6]2\, /RD(1+ ||9|‘§D)dn(9) < €7a2N612\,

whenever m and then a are large enough, since II has uniformly bounded fourth moments and since
[0arap|lrp is uniformly bounded by a constant depending only on |||,z on the events Sy .

Term I: On the events Sy we have from (I50) that for fixed m > 0 and all N large enough
B(mdn) C {6 : |0 — 6o.plro < 3/(8D*log N)}.

On the latter set, by (I56), the probability measures II(-|ZY)) and II(:|ZM)) coincide up to a
normalising factor, and thus we can represent their Lebesgue densities as

7012 = pam (0] 2N, 0 € B(mdy),

for some 0 < py < oo. Moreover, by the preceding estimates for terms IT and III (which hold just
as well without the integrating factors [|6 — 6rrap||35), We have both

pNTI(B(mdn)|ZM)) = TT(Bmdn)|ZM)) > 1 — e N0k /8 = 1— e N /8 < py,

L A 1
PR TIB(mdN)|ZM)) = (B(mn)|ZN)) > 1— e NN /8 = 1— e Ni/8 < o
on events of sufficiently high Pezg -probability. On these events necessarily
efNJZQV 1
pNe[l_ g efw%}

1 8

and so for N large enough
[ dmeiz) — ez 0) = -l [ w0200 < |1 p] < e N4
B(mdn) B(mdn)
which is obvious for pxy < 1 and follows from the mean value theorem applied to f(z) = (1 —x)~!
near x = 0 also for py > 1. Collecting the bounds for I, 11, 11 completes the proof. O
4.2.4. An ‘exponential’ small ball lemma.

Lemma 4.15. Let G be as in ({I7) and let v be a probability measure on some (¢*(N)-measurable)
set

(159) By C {0 €h™:|G(6) —G(0o)||7- < 2C3%}, for some C > 0.
Then for £n from (23) there exists b > 0 such that for every K > 0 large enough,

(160) PBJX (/ eéN(@)—fN(éMAP)dU(e) < e—(1+K)C2N5]2V> 5 e_bN512v_
Bn
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The same conclusion holds true with EN(éMAp) replaced by £y (6p).

Proof. We proceed as in Lemma 7.3.2 in [43] to deduce from Jensen’s inequality (applied to log and
J(-)dv) that, for Py the empirical measure from ([I28), the probability in question is bounded by

Y <// log —2° dy(@)d(PN—Peo)S—(1+K)C’25]2V—// log —22 du(@)dP90>.
BN BN

péMAp péZ\/IAP

Now just as in the proof of Lemma [£.10] we see that for all § € By,

—/log bo APy, = —/1og ﬁdP90 —/1og Pbo dPy,
Pe

péZ\/IAP 0 Orap

1 1 A _
= §Hg(9) —G(00)3- — §||g(9MAP) —G(6o)l7, < C?6%

so that using also Fubini’s theorem the last probability can be bounded by

Py (\/N / /B log %du(ﬁ)d(PN — Py,) > KC'Q\/N5]2V/2>

+ Py <\/N/log %d(m — Py,) > KCZ\/Nafvm) .
0o

For the first probability we decompose as in (I33) and consider Zx as in Lemma 312 for fixed hg
equal to either hy or ho, where

hy(z) = / (G(0)(x) — G(0o)(x))dv(0), and ha(x) = / (G(0)(z) — G(00)())*dv(B).
BN BN
To each of these we apply Bernstein’s inequality ([@6) with # = No? and K large enough to obtain
the desired exponential bound, using uniform boundedness ||G(0) — G(60p)]lco < 2U from (1K) and

Jensen’s inequality in the variance estimates EXh?(X) < 2C%6% = o2 in the first case and
EXh3(X) < 4U2/ 1G(6) — G(60)||22dv(0) < 8UCH3 = o
Bn

for the second case. [This already proves the case where Orrap is replaced by 6.
For the second probability, restricting to the event in the supremum below, which has sufficiently
high PHJX -probability in view of Proposition .11} it suffices to bound for some C' > 0,

PQJZ( sup \/N}/logg—ed(PN —Py,)| = KC'%/N(S?W?).
0o

lI8llne <2C,11G(0)~G(B0) 17, <2083

This term corresponds to the empirical process bounded in and after (I3I]) for s = 1. Choosing K
large enough the proof there now applies directly, giving the desired exponential bound. |

APPENDIX A. REVIEW OF CONVERGENCE GUARANTEES FOR ULA

In this section we collect some key results (that were used in our proofs) about convergence
guarantees for an Unadjusted Langevin Algorithm (ULA) for sampling from strongly log-concave
target measures, see [31, 135, 136] and also the classical reference |88]. Our presentation follows the
recent article [36].



LANGEVIN ALGORITHMS 55

Suppose that p is a Borel probability measure on R” which has a Lebesgue density proportional
to e~V for some potential U : RP — R, specifically

_Js e " dy
 Jap e U®dg’

Following [36] (cf. H1 and H2 there) we will assume that the potential U has a A-Lipschitz gradient
and is m-strongly convex.

(161) w(B) B C RP measurable.

Assumption A.1. 1. The function U : RP — R is continuously differentiable and there exists a
constant A > 0 such that for all 0,0 € RP,

IVU(0) = VU(B)||gp < Al|f —0]|go.
2. There exists a constant 0 < m < A such that for all 6,0 € RP, we have

U@) > U(0) + (VU(0),0 — 0)po + %Ho e

Under Assumption [AT] the potential U has a unique minimiser over R”, which we shall denote
by 0. For the computation of 8y via gradient descent methods, we have the following standard
result from convex optimisation (see Theorem 1 in [31] and (9.18) in [21]).

Proposition A.2. Suppose U : RP — R satisfies Assumption [A1 Then the gradient descent
algorithm given by

1
Dot =Yk = 5 VUW), k=0,1,2,...,

satisfies that

(1—%)’“, k=0,1,2,...

The results presented below establish corresponding geometric convergence bounds for stochastic
gradient methods which target the entire probability measure p (instead of just its mode 6y). Define
the continuous time Langevin diffusion process as the unique strong solution (L; : ¢ > 0) of the
stochastic differential equation

(162) dL; = —=VU(Ly)dt +V2dW;, t>0, L; € RP,

10k — |20 < 2T W) = U0))

where (W; : t > 0) is a D-dimensional standard Brownian motion. It is well known that the Markov
process (L : t > 0) has p from (IGI) as its invariant measure. The Euler-Maruyama discretisation
of the dynamics ([I62]) gives rise to the discrete-time Markov chain (J : k > 0),

(163) Y1 = O — VU (%) + V/27vEk+1, k>0,

where (& : k > 1) form an i.i.d. sequence of D-dimensional standard Gaussian N (0, Ipxp) vectors,
and v > 0 is some fixed step size. We will refer to (¥y) as the unadjusted Langevin algorithm
(ULA) in what follows. We denote by Py, .,, Eg,, ., the law and expectation operator, respectively,
of the Markov chain (Jy : £ > 1) when started at a deterministic point Jg = 0;,;:. We also write
L(Yy) for the (marginal) distribution of the k-th iterate V.

For any measurable function H : R” — R and any J;,,J > 0, let us define the average of H
along an ULA trajectory after ‘burn-in’ period J;,, by

init

Jin+J
1

fg, () == > H(%).

k=Jin+1
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Proposition A.3. Suppose that U satisfies Assumption[A 1 and suppose v < 2/(m+A). Then for
all J, Jiy, > 1,2 > 0 and any Lipschitz function H : RP — R, we have the concentration inequality

Jyxim? )
16]| H[|7,;,(1 + 2/(m.Jv)) /-
Proof. The statement follows directly from Theorem 17 of [36], noting that k = 2mA/(m + A) €
[m, 2m] and that the constant vn () from (28) of [36] can be upper bounded by
m=t+2/(m+A)
vJ

Po, (i3, () = Bo,,. liv},, (H)] = z) < exp

1+

<1+ 2/(myJ).
O

Proposition A.4. Suppose that U satisfies Assumption [A 1l and let v, Jin,J and H be as in
Proposition[A-3. Then we have for u as in ({I61) that

(164)  WELDR), ) <200~ m/2)* [[Oie — O30 + ] +()/2 k>0,
where
(165) b(y) = 3672122 + 127275?4,
as well as
2 1 Jin+J
(166) (Boclith,, (D) = B,H) < [HIE, = > WEL@), ).
k=Jin+1

Proof. The display (I66) is derived in (27) of [36]. The bound (I64)) follows from an application
of Theorem 5 in [36] with fixed step size v > 0, where in our case, noting again that x € [m, 2m],

the expression usll)(v) there is upper bounded by 2(1 —my/ 2)k and the expression ug)(v) there is

upper bounded by (using that v < min{2/A,1/m} < min{2/A,2/k})

B A2y AZ42 k .
A2D’72(I€ ! +7) (2+ - + 5 ) ;(1 — Ky /2)k

A? A%42\ 2
§A2D72(5*1+7)(2+—7+ i )—
m 6 K7y

<m0+ )

< A’Dym™2 (18 + 6/:;7),

which equals (I63]). O

APPENDIX B. AUXILIARY RESULTS

B.1. Analytical properties of Schrodinger operators and link functions. Recall the inverse
Schrodinger operators V; from (I07).

Lemma B.1. There exists a constant C > 0 such that for any f € C(O) with f > 0, the following
holds.
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i) We have the estimates

Ve < Cllllze, o € L*(O),
IVitlloo < Cll¢lloo, ¢ € C(O).

1) For any ¢ € L?(0), we have that

(167)

(168) IVellllmz < CA+ || flloo) Y]] L2,
as well as
1
(169) WHW(H@)* < Vellllze < CQA A+ | flloo) 19l (22)- -
i13) If also d < 3, then for any ¢ € L?>(O) and any f, f € C(O) with f, f >0, we have that
(170) Vi) = VElllloo S L+ [l #1211 f = Flloo-

Proof. Part i) is a direct consequence of the Feynman-Kac formula for Vy[¢] from [27] (see also
Lemma 25 in [80]). The upper bounds in part ii) likewise are proved by standard arguments for
elliptic PDEs (see, e.g., Lemma 26 in [80]). In order to prove the lower bound in ([I69)), let us denote
the Schrédinger operator by Sy[w] = $Aw — fw. Since Sy : HF — L? satisfies SpV;[y)] = 1, it
suffices to show that

ISrwliimzy- < 1+ flso)llwllze, w e H.
Using the divergence theorem we have that for such w,

ISpollgry = sw | [ usyul

YEHF: ¥l 2 <1

= s | [uspf<lele sw Sl
veHglil <1 /o VEHZ ] 2 <1

and the term on the right hand side is further estimated by
1Ss¢llee S NAYIL> + [fPllze ST+ I flloolldllLz <141 lloc,
which proves (I69). Finally, (I70) is proved by using a Sobolev embedding as well as (I&7), ([I68):
IV [] = Villloo SNVAI(F = AV S (4 1 flloo) I = Vi1 2

S A+ Ao = Flloollp ] 2-
O

For any normed vector spaces (V. ||-||v) and (W, || -|lw) let L(V, W), denote the space of bounded
linear operators V' — W, equipped with the operator norm. For g € C*°(90) and any f € C(O)
with f > 0, there exists a unique (weak) solution G(f) € C(O) of (), see Theorem 4.7 in [27].
We define the operators DGy € L(C(0),C(0)) and D*Gy € L(C(0), L(C(0),C(0))) as

(171) DGylha] = Vilhauyl, (D*Gylhal)[ha] = Vi [l DG lhal] + Vi[ha DG y[h]], ha,ha € C(O).

The next lemma establishes that these operators are suitable Fréchet derivatives of G on the open
subset {f € C(O), f > 0} of C(O).
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Lemma B.2. i) For any f € C(O) with f >0, we have G(f) € C(O). Moreover there exists
C > 0 such that for any f, f € C(O) with f, f > 0,

(172) IG() = G(Nlleo < CIF = Flloos
as well as

IG(f) = G(f) = DG[f = fllleo < CIIf = fliZ,
|DG ;- DGy — D*Gylf — flllLicioy.con < CIf = fliZ-

i) For any integer o > d/2 there exists a constant C > 0 such that for all f € H® with
infzeo f(z) > 0, we have

(174) IG(H) 2 < CUI N2 + lgllc200)),
(175) IG() [ etz < CA+ 11529l 0ar200)-

Proof. The estimate ([72) follows from the identity G(f) —G(f) = V;[(f — f)G(f)], (I67) and ([IJ).
Arguing similarly and using (I72]), we further obtain

(173)

IG(f) = G(f) = DGy[f = flloo = Vs I(f = IIUG(F) = G(f))]lloo
SN = DG =Gl S IF = FliZ
which proves the first part of (I'73). For the second part of (I73), we have for any h € C(O) that
DGf[h] - DGf [h] = Vf[hu]?] - Vf [huf]
= Vilh(ug —up)] + (V5 = Vi) [huy]
= Vi[hDG[f = fl] + Ri + V5 [(f = f)Vy[hug]] + Ry
= (D*Gy[f — f[h] + R + Ro,
with remainder terms R, Ro given by
Ry = [Vi = Vil[h(ug = up)l + Vilh(uf — uy — DGIA])],
Ry = (V5 = Vi](huy) = Vi [(f = [)Vi[huy]]-
Using the identity (V7 — Vy)y = V[(f — f)V[¢]] with ¢ = h(uj — us), Lemma [B1] as well as the
first part of (I73]), we have
1Rille 17 = Flloclltlug = uplloo + Wollcliug o — g — DGRl S I1F = £1 Il

and arguing similarly,

[R2llos = 1VF(f = N)(Vs = VR lhuglllloe S IIF = Fllooll (V7 = V) hug]lloo S I1F = Fll3llhlloo.
This completes the proof of (I73).

To prove (I74), we use that (A, tr) : H2(0) — L? x H3/?(00O) [where tr denotes the boundary
trace operator for the domain O] is a topological isomorphism, see Theorem I1.5.4 in @], such that
in particular

NG a2 S N fupllze + lgllezo) < N1fllzz + llgllcz00)-
where we also used (I§). Finally, (I75) is proved in Lemma 27 in [80]. O
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B.1.1. Properties of the map ®*. We summarise some properties of ‘regular’ link functions from
Definition [ZT1 We recall the notation ®* for the associated composition operator from (). For
any F' € C(0O), define the operators D&% € L(C(0),C(0)), D*®% € L(C(0), L(C(0),C(0))) by

(176) DOL[H]| = H® o F, (D*®%[H))[J]=HJ®" oF, H,J¢cC(O).

Then for any F, H,J € C(O) and x € O, a Taylor expansion immediately implies that, with (., (,
denoting intermediate points between F(x) and (F + H)(x),

(@ (F + H) = ®*(F) = DOp[H])(x)| = [H*(2)®"(C.)/2| < IIHllioig]g 27 (2)],
[(DO} g — D® — DO [H])[J)(x)| = |J (@) H? ()2 () /2] < ||J||OO||H||goig]g 2" ()],

whence D®*, D?®* are the Fréchet derivatives of ®* : C(O) — C(O).

We also need the basic fact that for any integer o > d/2 there exists C' > 0 such that for all
F e H*(0),

(177) [® 0 Fllze < C(1+[|® o Fl/a),

see Lemma 29 in [80]. Finally, note that by the definition of ®, there exists " > 0 such that for
any F,F € C(0),

(178) |®6F — @0 Flla < C|F — Flla, [B0F —®0F|2<C|[F—Fl.

B.1.2. Chain rule for Fréchet derivatives. Let U,V be normed vector spaces and D C U an open
subset. For a map T': D — V we denote by DTy € L(U,V) and D*Ty € L(U, L(U,V)) the first and

second order Fréchet derivatives at 6 € D, respectively, whenever they exist. The following basic
lemma then follows directly from the chain rule.

Lemma B.3. Suppose U,V,W are (open subsets of) normed vector spaces, and suppose that A :
U—V and B:V — W are both twice differentiable in the Fréchet sense. Then for any 8 € U and
Hy, Hy € U, we have that D(Bo A)g = DBagy o DAg and

(179)  (D*(Bo A)g[H1])[Ha] = (D?Bag)[DAg[H1]]) [DAg[Ha]] + DB [(D? Ag[H1))[Ho]].
B.2. Proof of Proposition We first record the following basic lemma without proof.

Lemma B.4. Let |- | be an ellipsoidal norm on RP with associated matriz M, |0? = 67 M6 and
define the function n: 6 — |0|. Then for any 6 # 0, we have

M9 M MO(M)T
(150) va) = 40 g = M MOAIO)

10| 10| 6]

as well as the norm estimates

(181) IVn(0)[lzr < v Amaz(M),

(182) IV21(0)llop < 2Amaz(M)/10]1-
Using Lemma [B.4] we prove the following bounds on the cut-off function a,.

Lemma B.5. If | - |1 is an ellipsoidal norm with associated matriz M, 0|2 = 6T M0, then the
function a,, from ([53) satisfies that for all 6 € RP,

ledler v/ Amaz (M) el 2 Amax (M)
< ” ; IV ()| op < 2 :

IVay (0)|ro
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Proof. We may assume w.l.o.g. that 6;,;; = 0 and we write n(f) = |6]1. The gradient bound is
obtained by the chain rule and (I8T]):

IVay@)lo = |ln~ o’ (1611/7)Vn(0) || zo <07 alley v Amax (M)
For the Hessian, we similarly employ the chain rule, (I8I]), (I82) as well as the fact that o/(t) =0
when ¢ € (0,3/4):
19200 (0)lop < 1~2[|” (812 /0) V() V()" |, + 17" ||’ (1811 /n) V2n(0)|
2\ maz (M)
G

op
<07 [lelle= V@) |ze + 1~ lallo Lysi>an/ay -
< 477_2”0‘”02)‘maw(M)'

O

We now turn to the proof of Proposition Throughout, we work on the event E.ony N Einit
defined by [@J),([E0); moreover we assume without loss of generality that 6;,;; = 0.

Proof of Proposition[7.0. We divide the proof into five steps.
1. Local lower bound for «,~¢y. For the set

Vi={6:10[x < 3n/4},
by definition of £, we have that V' C B. Thus using the definitions of €., and of ), we obtain

(183) inf Amin (= VZ[antn](0)) = Nemin /2.
€

2. Upper bound for «,¢y. By the chain rule, Lemma [B.5 the definition of .on, and using
that ||a||cz > 1, we obtain that for any § € RP and some ¢ = ¢(),

IV [ ] (O)lop < 1N (O)I V() lop + 20V g (O) o [V En () o + [y OV (6)lop
< 2sup ([Ian(f))l + [Vay(@)llzp + V2 (0)]op] [[En ()] + [ VEn () [[rp + IIVQKN((?)IIop])
(184) < c(1+ Amaac(M)/7%) - N(Cmaz + 1).

3. Global lower bound for VZg,. First we note that g, is convex on all of R”: Indeed, this
follows from the the identity v, = 7, * ¢, /s, the convexity of the functions n : 6 + |01, 7, and the
fact that convolution with the positive function ¢, /s preserves convexity. As g, has C? regularity,
it follows that Vzgn > 0 on all of RP.

We next prove a quantitative lower bound for V2g, on the set V. By the chain rule and Lemma
B4 we have that for any § € RP, writing v = Vn(0),

V294(0) = 7,/ (101)V(O)Vi(0)" + 7, (16]1) V1 (6)
Y (10]1)

:%’7’(|9|1)va+ (M—’U’UT)
(185) o (1611)
v 1 . 1
_ e _'m T n M
(777(| |1) |9|1 )’UU + |9|1

=: A(|0]1)vv” + B(|6]:) M.
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To derive lower bounds for the functions B(-) and A(-), we first observe that by the symmetry of
©n/s around 0, it holds for any ¢ > 37/4 that

(156) W= [ pels) 2ty =50/ =2t —50/s).

Thus the function B(t) = v, (t)/t strictly increases on (31/4,00), and for any ¢ > 3n/4, we obtain

(187) B(t) > B(3n/4) = 7”5%4) LA ;—/i’”/ 2=3

For the term A(-), we note that for any ¢ > 3n/4, using that 4,/ (t) = 2 as well as (IZ6)), we have

(188) Alt) = 2— w > 0.

Combining the displays (I85), (I8T), (I8]), we have proved the lower bound

1 inf min 2 0 > Amin M )
(189) 0 Amin (V295(6)) 2 Amin (M) /3
4. Global upper bound for V2g,. We note that the functions A(-), B(-) from (I87) satisfy

sup |A(t)] < sup |y, 1)/t + ()] <4, sup [B()] < sup |y (t)/t < 2.
t€(0,00) te(0,00) te(0,00) t€(0,00)

Hence, by ([I85]) and Lemma [B.4] we obtain that
(190) ||v29n(9)||0p < 4||UUT||OP +2([M|lop < 6Amaa(M), 0 € R”.

5. Combining the bounds. Combining the estimates (I83]), (I84) and (I89), we obtain that

= N min
inf Ain (= V20n(6)) > 02 ,
S
(191) 3 K Amin (M)
nf Amin (= V2N (0)) > 7’”;)" — (14 Mnaz (M) /0*) N (Caw + 1).

In particular, there exists C' > 3 such that for any K satisfying (53l), we have

, _ (Nemin Kmin(M)
w2 > min min
GIGIIgD Amzn( \Y éN (0)) Z 1Inin { 2 ) 6

which completes the proof of (B6]). To prove (E7)), we use (I84), (I90) and (B3] to obtain that for
all@ #60 € RP,

} - Ncmin/2a

[V7x(6) ~ Vin(0)]zo
16— o

< sup [[V2n(6)]lop
OeRD

< cllalle2 (14 Amaz (M) /0?) N (€maz + 1) + 6K Mgz (M)
< TK Amaxn(M).
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B.3. Initialisation. In this section we prove the existence of polynomial time ‘initialiser’ 6;,;; =
Oinit(ZM)) € RP (that lies in the region By 1o x from ([@J) of strong log-concavity of the posterior
measure with high PHJX -probability, when « > 6), in the Schrédinger model.

Theorem B.6. Suppose 6y € h*(O) for some o > 2+ d/2,d < 3. Then there exists a measurable
function i € RP of the data Z\N) from (20) and large enough M’ > 0 such that for all N,D € N
and some ¢ > 0,

N4/ (2a+d)

PHJX(Heim't - 6‘07DH]RD > M’N—(a—2)/(2a+d)) <e

~

Moreover ;i1 is the output of a polynomial time algorithm involving O(N®), by > 0, iterations of
gradient descent (each requiring a multiplication with a fired D' x D' matriz, D' < N4/ (2atd) ),

Proof. Step I. To start, consider the wavelet frame
{6101 <7 < NiLEN}, N S 2,
of L?(0) constructed in Theorem 5.51 in [97]. Then for data arising from (), choosing
9) o NV/Catd) _ (Ng2 YV g N/ Qatd) ZNI < 9Jd
1<J
and for multiscale vectors () € R™/, define

N

1 2 o
(192) A = arg min NZ (Vi — Z At (Xi)) ™+ 6% A Ge |5 AR = Z22l AL

AER™I
i=1 I<Jr

o =u(ZzM) Z Ner @, Ufod Z 0,1, r Pl
I<Jr 1<Jr
where the Ao, € h*T? are frame coefficients of us, = G(6p) € H**? furnished by Theorem 5.51 in
[97] and the elliptic regularity estimate (I75). In particular by the Sobolev embedding h**2 C b2,
(d < 4) and again Theorem 5.51 in [97] we can prove

Next we set

(193) Hufo - uf07JHL2 S ”ufo - ufoJHOO S 277« S ON-

We now apply a standard result from M estimation [99, [100], with empirical norms

N
1
lulity) = 5 S uA(X0)
i=1
conditional on the design X7, ..., X,, to obtain the following bound.

Proposition B.7. We have for a > d/2, all N and some constant ¢ > 0,
(194) Py (Il — ugolIny + SR > llugy — wgo,sllEny + S lPRo s rllfe | (X)Ny) < eeNoy,

Proof. We apply Theorem 2.1 in [100]. We can bound the || - ||« and then also [ - || x)-metric
entropy of the class of functions

{uiu="3" Mwbiri AR <m}, m >0,
1<Jr

by the metric entropy of a ball of radius m in a H*Sobolev space, which by (4.184) in [43] is
of order H(1) < (m/7)¥* for every m > 0. Then arguing as in Section 3.1.1 in [100] (the only
notational difference being that here d > 1), the result follows. O
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This implies in particular, using ||lull(n) < [|ullos, @I3), Ao,,r € A>T and Theorem 5.51 in [97],
that for some C,C’ > 0,

(195) P (il > C) < PR (1A > ') < expf{—cNo%}.
as well as
(196) B (i~ gy sy > O0%) < exp{—eNo%}.

In Step IV below we establish the following restricted isometry type bound

I =g, sl Eny
(197) PéN A;O(év_l‘ >1 I/ —cNtsN
C\I e =g liza

for some constants ¢/, ¢” > 0 so that in particular

~ ) 2
pr (L Mmmnslin (3Y o) ewsy
0 2_|W ugellze ~2) 7

On the event Ay in the last probability we can write, using again (I33) and ([I94), for M large
enough,

Py (6= upol72 > M%) < Py (lla —ugy,g72 > (M/2)8%)

o —uy, g2
<R <—|”A 0l o g, 12 > <M/2>6%V,AN> bl VR

|4 — ufo,JH(N)
< Pej(\)] (”,& o ufo,JH%N) > (M/4)5]2V> + c//e—c/N512v S e_CN6]2\[ +e—c/N5z2v_

Overall what precedes implies that we can find M large enough such that for some constants
¢, >0,

(198) Peo (Il = wg, 7> < M6% and [|f|Fe < M) >1-7¢ e oNON

Step II. By definition of the || - ||po-norm, the objective function minimised in (I92)) over R™” is
m-strongly convex with convexity bound m > §3;. Moreover, noting that the sum-of-squares term

QN appearing in ([I92) satisfies
N

aQN 2
XN (\) = E B (X)), U< J 1<r <Ny,
a)w)r, ()\) 2 l<]r>\l (bl gf)l ( ) =~ J ST s 1

we can deduce that the gradient of the objective function is globally Lipschitz with constant at
most of order O(279) = O(N§%,), using standard properties of the wavelet frame from Definition
5.25 in |97]. Using (), [@6) and a standard tail inequality for y2-random variables (Theorem 3.1.9
in [43]), one shows further that for some C' > 0 and on events of sufficiently high Pe -probability,

N
QN (0) = = 3 (£ + 2evug, (X0) + 3, (X)) < C.

=1

By Proposition and using the standard sequence norm inequality

B
[ollne < 278)0)lp2 S N7=F2 0]z, vER™, B2>0,
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we deduce that on preceding events and for any fixed p > 0 there exists by > 0 such that the output
Ainit € R™ from O(N®) iterations of gradient descent satisfies || Ainit — Al|ne < N7P. In particular
we can choose p such that, denoting

Uinit 1= Z Ninit,lr Pl
<Jr
we have that ||i — i || ge < ||JA = Ainit||ne = 0(6x); hence by virtue of ([38), we may restrict the
rest of the proof to an event of sufficiently large probability where u;,;+ satisfies
(199) [winie = wpollZ2 + 0% [ winic|Fe < (2M +1)8%.
Step III. From the interpolation inequality for Sobolev norms from Section and (I99) we
now obtain, with sufficiently high P(,JX -probability,

(200) [init — wpy || g2 < MN (072 (2atd)

and the Sobolev imbedding (d < 4) further implies ||[uini — Ufyloc — 0 as N — oo so that we
deduce from (II9) & > uy,/2 > ¢ > 0 with sufficiently high PQIZ -probability. So on these events we
can define a new estimator

Al A
(201) Fomit = —tnit Yo

, noting that fy = .
2uim-t 2’u,f0

For Fj,;; = ® ! o fini, using also the regularity of the inverse link function ([I78)), we then see
| Finit — Foollzz S | finit — follee S lwinit — vyl 2,
and hence for some M’ > 0,
PN (| Finit — Fay |2 < M/N~(@=2/CGatd)y > q _ g meNOy,
We finally define 6;,,;; as
Oinit = ((Finitsex)r2 1 k< D) e RP, DeN,

the vector of the first D ‘Fourier coefficients’ of Fj,;;. Then we obtain from Parseval’s identity that
[[0init — Oo.Dllrp < || Finit — Fo, || 2, which combined with the last probability inequality establishes
convergence rate desired in Theorem

Step IV. Proof of (II@) Let us introduce the symmetric ny x ny,ny < 27¢, matrices

f‘(l,r),(l’,r’)_ Z(blr $)ov 1 (Xi), F(z,r),(z/,rf)=/0<Z5l,r($)¢w,w(w)dpx($),

and vectors (A = A1), (Ao = Aosr) € R™. Then we can write
i —wgo s Ity = l1d =g, llE2(0) = (A = 20)T (I = T)(A = Ao)

and hence (one minus the) probability relevant in (I97)) can be bounded as
A\ — r-r .
Pr ’(A AAO) ( CSY ’> 1/2) <Pr sup [oT(D—T)o| >1/2].
()\ — )\Q)TF()\ — )\0 veR™J:wTTv<1
We also note that by the frame property of the {¢; .}, specifically from (5.252) in |97] with s =

0,p=q =2, for any u, = Y, ;, vi,r$1,» we have the norm equivalence

(202) IollEns = luollZz = D" vrgvr L, e = v To = vl

LU<Jdrr
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with the constants implied by ~ independent of J. Next for any « > 0 let
{vm,m = 15 sty MJ,Ii}a MJ,K 5 (3/53)”‘]

denote the centres of balls of || - |p-radius & covering the unit ball Vr of (R™/,| - |Ir) (e.g., as in
Prop. 4.3.34 in [43] and using (202)). Then using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality

[wT(D = T)o| = |(v = vm + )T (T = T)(0 — Uy 4 )|
< v —vml? sup [T (I' = T)o| + 2|lv — vl | (T = T)v|I0 + |05 (T = T)vn,|
veVr
< (82 +25) sup [v7 (I = T)v| + [v] (I' — T)vm|
veVr

so choosing x small enough so that 2 + 2k < 1/4 we obtain

(203) sup [07(I' = D)v| < (4/3) max_ [v] (T = T)vn|, M;= M,
veVr m=1,..., My

In particular, using also that M; < o2’ < eC1N512V, the last probability is thus bounded by

(204) Pr ( max_ oI (' = D)om| > 1/4) < VX max Pr (|v3,;(f — )| > 1/4).

=1,....,M,

Each of the last probabilities can be bounded by Bernstein’s inequality (Prop. 3.1.7 in [43]) applied
to

N
- 1
T
I —Dow ==Y Z - EZ,
V(L = D)om = ;
with i.i.d. variables Z; = Z, ,, given by
(205) Z’L - Z vm,l,rvm,l/,r/¢l,r(Xi)¢l’,r/(Xi) == Z Um,l,r¢l,r(Xi) Z Um,l/,r/¢l/,r/(Xi)7
LU <Jrr! I<Jr U<

wit vectors v, all satisfying ||vy,||r < 1. For these variables we have from the Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality
2
Z0<| Y vmirtir O] < lomlides 3 (Ga()? <2’ =U
I<Jr 1<Jr

where the constant ¢ depends only on the wavelet frame (cf. (202) and also Definition 5.25 in [97]).
Similarly, using the previous estimate, we can bound

022 = B[ Y vmitr(X0)] <V [ [ 3 v, @) da = Uit <.

<Jr <Jr

Now Proposition 3.1.7 in [43] implies for some constant ¢g > 0

Pr(N|v (T —TD)w |>N/4)<2ex {— N*/16 }<2€_CO/612V

m m =SEPAUToNT ¥ (2/12)NT S =

since U = ¢27¢ ~ N§%. Now since a > d/2 we have 6% = o(1/v/N) and thus (1/6%) > N&%,
which means that the r.h.s in (204) is bounded by a constant multiple of =< V% for some ¢/ > 0,

completing the proof.
|
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