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Abstract

We study the convergence in total variation and V-norm of discretization schemes of the underdamped
Langevin dynamics. Such algorithms are very popular and commonly used in molecular dynamics and
computational statistics to approximatively sample from a target distribution of interest. We show
first that, for a very large class of schemes, a minorization condition uniform in the stepsize holds.
This class encompasses popular methods such as the Euler-Maruyama scheme and the schemes based
on splitting strategies. Second, we provide mild conditions ensuring that the class of schemes that we
consider satisfies a geometric Foster—Lyapunov drift condition, again uniform in the stepsize. This allows
us to derive geometric convergence bounds, with a convergence rate scaling linearly with the stepsize.
This kind of result is of prime interest to obtain estimates on norms of solutions to Poisson equations
associated with a given numerical method.

1 Introduction

Langevin dynamics are nowadays one of the default dynamics to sample configurations of molecular systems
in computational statistical physics; see for instance [31, 56, 2] for reference textbooks on molecular dynamics,
as well as the more mathematically oriented works [47, 39, 42]. They are also gaining increasing popularity
in Bayesian statistics and machine learning [54, 7] to obtain approximate samples from the a posteriori
distribution of a statistical model [15, 18]. In this paper, we are interested in the Langevin dynamics,
sometimes coined underdamped or kinetic, which describes the evolution of the position (X;);>o and the
velocity (Vi)i>o of a system by the 2d-dimensional stochastic differential equation (SDE):

dX, = V, dt,

th == [b(Xt) - K,Vt] dt + O'dBt . (1)
Here, k,0 > 0 are some friction and diffusion coefficients respectively, and (By):>0 is a standard d-dimensional
Brownian motion defined on the filtered probability space (€2, F, P, (F:)i>0) satisfying the usual conditions.
Note that, for notational simplicity, the mass matrix of the system is set to be the identity matrix and
the friction coefficient is a scalar, independent of the position. It would nonetheless be possible to consider
symmetric definite positive mass matrices, and position dependent friction matrices. A typical choice for
the vector field b € C*(R4,R?) is b = —VU for some potential energy U, in which case the unique invariant
probability measure of (1) is the Boltzmann—Gibbs probability measure, whose density with respect to the
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Lebesgue measure is proportional to (z,v) — exp(—«[2U (z) + ||[v]|*]/02). However, we are also interested
in situations where the drift does not arise from a gradient, as in nonequilibrium molecular dynamics
simulations [17, 30] (see for instance [42, Section 5] for a mathematical introduction to this field).

There are various techniques to prove the convergence of the continuous dynamics (1), for instance
hypocoercivity [55, 57], Lyapunov estimates [59, 45, 53] and coupling methods [27]. Moreover, although
the dynamics is degenerate, i.e. the covariance matrix associated with (1) is not invertible, it can be shown
using a combination of controllability arguments and hypoellipticity [53], that, for any ¢y > 0 and initial
condition (Xo,Vp) = (20,v0) € R??, the random variable (X;,,V;,) has a distribution with a positive
density (zt,,v4,) = Pto ((T0,v0), (T4,, V4, )) With respect to the Lebesgue measure on R?¢, implying that the
Markov semigroup associated with (1) is irreducible. Finally, quantitative bounds on p;, for any ¢ty > 0
can be established by various techniques, such as Malliavin calculus [5], representation formulas for pinned
diffusions together with comparison principles [49, 50], or through Gaussians bounds obtained with the
so-called parametrix method [36, 41].

Obtaining quantitative convergence rates at the discrete level for discretization scheme associated with (1)
is more difficult. In particular, it is of prime concern to establish convergence rates p, for discretization
schemes with timestep v > 0 which are similar to their continuous counterpart, i.e. such that log(p-) scales
linearly in the timestep. More precisely, if we denote by R, the Markov kernel associated with a given
discretization scheme, it is sensible to expect that, under appropriate conditions and for any ~ > 0 small
enough, this kernel admits an invariant distribution 7. and d(uORfj, m,) < Cp"* for an initial distribution
o, where C > 0 and p € [0,1), while d is some distance on the set of probability measures on R2?.
Currently, one of the main options to obtain such a convergence result is to prove Lyapunov estimates and
minorization conditions which are uniform in the timestep, i.e. that such conditions holds for RLtO/ " for
some tg > 0 for constants which do not depend on . This strategy was used for overdamped Langevin
dynamics in [9] and [19]. While Lyapunov conditions are based on direct algebraic computations, and may
require to consider implicit schemes [45, 37], showing a minorization condition uniform in the timestep is
the main bootleneck of this approach. For non-degenerate stochastic dynamics, this type of results can
be established relying on Malliavin calculus [6], but the resulting proof is rather involved. It may also be
possible to write a direct proof as in [9] from the Girsanov theorem, although this is however possible only
for dynamics with additive noise. Finally, the coupling approach developed in [26, 19, 28] cannot be applied
to discretizations of the degenerate SDE (1).

In this paper, we consider another approach to obtaining minorization conditions uniform in the timestep:
the idea is to consider the numerical scheme over small physical times as a perturbation of a given Gaussian
process. This approach was first advocated by one of the authors to easily present the main results and
rationale from [26, 19] for discretization schemes of the overdamped Langevin dynamics; see Section 3. It
turns out that this approach can be extended to various discretization schemes for the underdamped Langevin
dynamics, in particular the splittings schemes proposed in [10, 38], which are becoming increasingly popular
in molecular dynamics (see [2, Section 12.2]). This contribution allows to amend and correct the proof of [40,
Lemma 2.8] and extend this result to unbounded spaces.

Outline of the work. The present document is organized as follows. We present the main results we
obtain in Section 2; see in particular Theorem 3 for the minorization condition, and Theorem 5 for the
Lyapunov condition. Both results are stated so that the dependence on the timestep is explicit. The general
structure of the numerical schemes we consider is motivated in Section 4, where we present various algorithms
to discretize Langevin dynamics. The remaining sections are devoted to the proofs of these results. The
proof of the minorization condition is written in Section 5, with, for pedagogical purposes, a sketch of the
proof for nondegenerate dynamics in Section 3; while the proof of the Lyapunov condition can be read in
Section 6. For completeness, some proofs and derivations are deferred to the appendix.

Notation. In order to present more concisely our results, we use the following notation throughout this
work. For m,n,p,q € N*, the Kronecker product A ® B of a m x n matrix A = (a; ;) j)e{1,....m}x{1,...n}
and a p X ¢ matrix B = (bi,j)(i,j)G{l,...,p}X{l,...,q} is the pm x gn dimensional matrix with entries

V(i,j) € {1,...,pm} x {1,...,qn} , (A ®@B)ij = ari/p1,1j/q1bi-(i-1)/p)p.i—G~1)/a)a -



Equivalently, and more explicitly,

a11B alnB
ARB= :

amiB - @B

For two symmetric matrices A and B, we say that A > B if A — B is positive semi-definite. We denote by
04 and 1,4 the d-dimensional vectors with all components equal to 0 and 1 respectively.

The set B(RY) denotes the Borel o-field of R?. The Euclidean scalar product of vectors z and y in R?
is denoted by (z,y) = Ty, the Euclidean norm of x being ||z|. For any n € N* and for any matrix A of
size n X n, the notation [|Al|,, stands for the induced norm defined by [|A[|,, = sup{[|Az| : z € R" with
|z]| = 1}. For k,n,m € N*, the set of k-times continuously differentiable functions f : R™ — R™ is denoted
by C*(R™,R™). For f € CY(R? R), Vf is the gradient of f, and for f € C2(R? R) we denote by Af the
Laplacian of f. When f € C(R24 R), V,f is the gradient of f restricted to the first d components and
V.f the gradient of f restricted to the last d components. When f € C2(R?? R), A, f is the Laplacian of
f restricted to the first d components and A, f the Laplacian of f restricted to the last d components. The
closed ball centered at & € R? (with d > 1) with radius M > 0 is By(zo, M) = {z € R? : ||z — x| < M }.
Finally, the d-dimensional standard normal distribution is denoted ¢ and by abuse of notation its density
with respect to the Lebesgue measure is also denoted by z — ¢(z). For some measurable functions ¥ :
R™ — [1,00) and g : R" — R, we define ||g|lv = sup,er-{lg(z)|/¥(z)} < co. The ¥-norm of a signed
measure & on (R, B(R")) is defined as [|{[ly = [p. V(z)d[&] (z), where || is the absolute value of £. In
the case ¥ = 1, the V-norm is the total variation norm and it is denoted by || - ||ryv. Equivalently (see [22,
Theorem D.3.2] for details), ||£]|¢ can be defined as ||£]|y = sup{&(g) : ||gllv < 1}.

2 Setting and main results

We first discuss in Section 2.1 the general structure of the discretization schemes we consider (the relevance
of the structural assumptions we make is illustrated later on by various examples in Section 4). We then
state the main results of this work in Section 2.2, namely minoration and drift conditions uniform in the
discretization timestep, from which we immediately deduce a geometric convergence with a rate uniform in
the timestep as well.

2.1 Structural assumptions on the numerical schemes

Discretization schemes for (1) are obtained in practice by introducing a positive timestep v > 0. They
correspond to a Markov chain {(Xg, Vi) }ren, where (X, Vi) approximates (Xiy, Viy), the solution of (1)
at time kvy. More precisely, we consider the following general structure on the induction defining the
numerical schemes: for k € N,

X1 = X 7V + 7Sy (XkﬁéVkWHI/ZUvZkH, Wk-i-l) +7° 20D Zyg (2)
2
Vier =7, Ve 995 (X067 Vier 17205 Ziot, Wi ) + V70 Zisa

where § > 0 is a positive parameter (equal to 1 in all the examples we consider), the family (Wj41)ken is a
sequence of independent and identically distributed (i.i.d.) random variables with common distribution p, on
a measurable space (W, W), independent of the family (Zxt1)ken of i.i.d. d-dimensional standard Gaussian
random variables. In many cases of interest (see Section 4 below), (Wi41)ken is a family of i.i.d. standard
Gaussian random variables.

The actual numerical schemes under consideration are encoded by the measurable functions f., g, :
R3¢ x W — R? as well as by o,,7, > 0 and D, € R?4. We illustrate the choice of the form for the
recursion (2) by several discretization schemes for (1) in Section 4. One formally expects in the limit v — 0
that

7, =1 —ry+ O(y?), oy = 0,



and for any z,v € R*, w € W,
912,70,z w) = b)), fy (2,900, 2 w) = 0. (3)

These limits are in fact equalities for simple numerical schemes such as the Euler-Maruyama method
(see (4) below). However, we need to consider a general framework, and introduce additional noise vari-
ables (Wi41)ken and drift functions such as f in order to analyze more complicated numerical schemes,
as (31) below for instance. Let us also emphasize that for (3) to hold, the arguments in the functions f, g,
need to be scaled by powers of v. In addition, these rescaled versions of f,, g, are Lipschitz with constants
independent of the timestep in all our examples in Section 4, which motivates Assumption A2 below.

We counsider the following assumptions on the coefficients and functions entering (2). We always assume
that v € (0,7], for some fixed ¥ > 0. Typically, ¥ represents a threshold which ensures that the scheme
under consideration is stable. Here, for ease of presentation, we assume in A1l below that 7 is even smaller
than a specific constant.

The first assumption Al expresses some form of consistency of the coefficients 0., 7, in (2), which are
related to the coefficients o,k in (1). In addition, we also impose some upper bound on 7 to simplify the
derivation of our main results but it could be easily relaxed.

A1. 1) There exists C; > 0 such thaty < (k+2Cyx/k)™Y, and for any v € (0,7, it holds |7, — e 7| < Cyy?
and 7, € (0,1).
2) There exist 5,9 € Ry such that sup o, <0 and sup [D,|,, < 2. Finally, limo, =o.

7€(0.4) ¥€(0,7] O

The conditions in A2 express some form of Lipschitz stability with respect to scaled variables, and
quantifies the fact that perturbations arising from f,, g, can be of order v with respect to positions, while
they are restricted to be of order 419 with respect to momenta.

A2. For allw € W, the functions (z,v,2) — (fy(z,v,z,w), g(z,v,2,w)) are C. In addition, there exists
L > 0 such that, for any v € (0,7], w € W and (z,v, 2), (2',v', 2") € R3¢,

L{Ii(z,v) = @) + = = Zll] ,

L[z, v) — @)+ )z — 2]

||f7(z,v,z,w) - f’Y(zlvv/azlaw)

I <
||g’Y(:C7U7 va) - g'Y(z/?’U/a Z/a ’U_))H <

In fact, we could assume that A2 only holds for uy-almost all w € W, but strenghten this condition for
ease of presentation.

For concreteness of the discussion and results to follow, we illustrate our choice of the framework specified
by (2) by two simple examples. In order not to distract the reader and to not further postpone our main
results, we show that most common discretization schemes of (1) fit into the framework (2) in Section 4.

Example 1 (Euler-Maruyama scheme). The Fuler—-Maruyama discretization of (1) reads
Xpp1=Xp +9Vi Virr = (1 = k7)Vi +90(Xk) + /70 Zk - (4)
This numerical scheme can be written in the form (2) upon taking
Ty =1—ry, oy =0, D,=0, fy(z,v,2z,w) =0, g~(z,v,2,w) = b(x) .
The parameter ¢ is irrelevant. Note that A1 and A2 hold under the condition that b is Lipschitz.

Example 2 (Simple Verlet scheme). The general recursion also includes the simplest Verlet-type scheme
(see Section 4.2) which reads

—K —K 1 —e 2m7
Xiy1 =X +9Vie + ’y2b(Xk) , Vigr = e Vi + e ’Yb(Xk) + 1/ TUZkJrl .

This corresponds to (2) with 7, = e %7, o0, = o+/(1—e2"7)/(2k), D, = 0 (§ is irrelevant), and
(@, v, 2,w) =4b(x), gy(x,v,2,w) = e "Tb(x).




2.2 Minorization, drift and convergence uniform in the timestep

To state our results, we introduce the Markov kernel R, associated with (2), i.e., for any (z,v) € R
and B € B(R%),

Ry((.0)8) = [ e (I (o0, (002) 22, 0)) (2) o () )
Rd+m
where ¢(z) is the density of the d-dimensional standard normal distribution, and

Ly (z,v,2,w) = (z + 0+ fy (2,7°0,9°2,w) + 4 Dyz, T + gy (2,790,972, 0) + Z) : (6)

We present in the following our main results which allow us to conclude to the uniform %-geometric
ergodicity for R, of the form HS(LU)R,’j — 7y |ly < CV(x,v)p"* for any k € N, v € (0,7] small enough,
and where C' > 0 and p € [0,1) are independent of 4. The proof of this result standardly follows from
quantitative minorization and Lyapunov conditions.

Minorization condition uniform in the timestep. Our first main result shows that RL“’/ 1 satisfies

a minorization condition with a constant which depends only on the physical time t3 > 0 (considered
sufficiently small) and not on ~.

Theorem 3. Assume that Al and A2 hold. Then there exists to > 0 such that, for any ty € (0,1?0} and
M >0, there are ey a1 > 0 and 3, > 0 for which, for any v € (0,7,] and (z,v), (2/,v") € Baa(024, M),

HRyo/le((x’v)’ ) = RUo/+1((@ o), )H <2(1— erynr).- (7)

X
TV

In words, Theorem 3 ensures that for any compact set K C R2¢, there exists tg,v,, > 0 for which, for

any v € (0,%,], K is 1-small for Rff‘)/ﬂ. The proof of this result can be read in Section 5. The main steps
are sketched out in the simple case of nondegenerate Langevin dynamics in Section 3.

Lyapunov condition uniform in the timestep. To ensure the existence of a unique stationary distribu-
tion p, for R, and obtain a rate of convergence to stationarity, we need to consider additional assumptions.
We focus on conditions which allow to ensure the uniform %-geometric ergodicity of R, with a Lyapunov
function built upon a function U : R? — R satisfying the following condition.

D1. The function U : R* — R is C1, U(x) > 0 for any v € R%, and U(0) = 0, VU(0) = 0. In addition,
there exists L > 0 such that for any z,y € RY, |VU(x) — VU(y)|| < L |z — v

In the sequel, we call this assumption D1(U) in order to highlight that it is related to the existence of an
appropriate function U. The condition infga U > 0 is not restrictive since any function bounded from below
can be shifted to be nonnegative. The conditions U(0) = 0 and VU (0) = 0 could be relaxed but allow to
simplify some computations and are therefore considered for ease of presentation. When b comes from the
gradient of a potential (up to some perturbation) function, as discussed around (13), then this potential is
a natural candidate for the function U. In this case, D1(U) is necessary to ensure the stability of most of
the schemes.

The Lyapunov function W%w : R?? — R we consider is parametrized by a constant @ > 0, and is of the
following exponential form for any v € (0,7] and z,v € R%:

W ala0) =0 (T4 m,(00)) )

where #, : R?¢ — R, defined as

K2 (14 +°0,)
Wy (z,v) = 7||$H2+HU||2+TV<€E,U>+204UU($) ; (9)

~



is the sum of U(x) and a positive definite quadratic form in (z,v). The parameters 9., ay are introduced
in D2 below. As in previous studies on discretization of Langevin dynamics such as [45, Equation (8.3)],
the Lyapunov function W%w depends on the stepsize v through % (in fact, ), converges as v — 0 to a
Lyapunov function for the continuous dynamics (1), similarly to the family of Lyapunov functions considered
in [45]; see [45, Equation (3.6)]).

By the estimates in Section 6 (see Lemma 24 and (94)), the design of W, ensures that there exist ¢, Gy €
Ry and 74 > 0 such that, for any v € (0,74],

eV <MWy <V,  V(z,v) =]+ |lv]] + U(z) .

Therefore, there exist @y, ws > 0 such that for any @ > 0, v € (0,74 and z,v € R%,

Ww(sc,v)} g W w(2,0) < (Ve (2, v)]wZ , where Vg, (z,v) = exp (w\/l + V(x, v)) . (10)

In particular, convergence bounds on [[8, ) RE — “’Y”W%w for @ > 0 (where p., is the unique invariant
probability measure associated with R,) thus imply convergence bounds on HE(IW)R,’j — iy ||
In view of the minorization condition provided by Theorem 3 and using for example [22, Theorem 19.4.1],

it is sufficient to establish a Lyapunov condition for RLtO/ 7! uniform in the stepsize v > 0 in order to obtain
exponential convergence bounds for R,. To this end, we first establish a Lyapunov condition for R, under
additional technical conditions on the family of functions f,, g for v € (0,7], in relation with the potential U
considered in D1(U). To state these conditions, we introduce the function # : R3¢ x R™ — R, defined for
x,v,z € R and w € R™ as

IVU ()]

F(x,v,z,w) = 7

A oll” + 12 + llool® + Il - (11)

Note that the position z appears through the two terms ||VU (z)||* and ||z|| (mind the fact that the latter
norm is not squared).

D2. W=R™, W = B(R™) and there exist ay,({y > 0, dy € (0,1] and Cy = 0 for which, for any v € (0,7],
there is V., € R with
sup |0y| <9
v€(0,7]

such that the following estimates hold: for any x,v,z € R% and for p-almost every w € R™,

Hf,, (x,fy‘sv,’y‘er /20 z w)H + Hg»Y ( z,7%v 'y‘s+1/20,yz,w) + aUVU(:c)H2
< Cy [1 +A0v g (z,v,’yl/zo,yz,w)} ,
and
(2.1 (970,420, 2,0) ) <400, (@,0) +9% Cu o] wrl] + Co [1 49 F (w,0,9"20,2,0)] |

VU ()|

<SC7g'y (:c Vv, oy w)><*§ 72— Tl

+ Cyr?v [1 + F (z,v,’yl/zavz,w)} .

As for D1(U), we refer to this assumption as D2(U) in the sequel. The condition (12) means that, at first
order in vy, g is some bounded perturbation of oy VU, which holds in many applications. The parameter 9,
is the prefactor of the term linear in v in the expression of f, (see the expressions of the functions f, for
the examples presented in Section 4). This explains why an unsigned term 761% (x,v) appears on the right
hand side of the third inequality above. Since f, and g, + oy VU corresponds to some form of second order
expansion in the timestep v for the schemes we consider, the fact that 6y > 0 in D2(U) is relatively easy
to verify. Finally, note that if D2(U) is satisfied for éyy > 1, we can replace this parameter by 1 A §y upon
modifying the constants appearing in this assumption.



Note that D2(U) is satisfied by the Euler-Maruyama scheme (4) and the ones described in Section 4 in
the case b = —VU with U satisfying D1(U) and

(VU(z), )
lell oo |la]| + || VU ()]

(13)

The latter condition is satisfied by potentials which are convex (see [3, Lemma 2.2]) or behave at infinity
as ||z]|* with 1 < @ < 2. In order to illustrate that D2(U) is a natural assumption, we check in the ap-
pendix Appendix A.7 the following result for the splitting scheme leading to (31) (the other cases considered
in Section 4 being easier).

Proposition 4. Assume that b = —VU with U : R? — R satisfying D1(U) and (13). Then the condi-
tion D2(U) holds for the second order splitting scheme leading to (31).

The condition D2(U) also holds when b is an appropriate perturbation of —VU. Let us emphasize that
we consider a weaker assumption than in [45] even when b derives from a potential. More precisely, in the
case b = —VU, the condition (13) is strengthened in [45, Corollary 7.4] to lim inf . 4o (VU (), z) J(l=)?+
IVU(@)]%) > 0.

To ease the presentation of the main results, we consider the following simple assumption on the additional
noise (WkJrl)keN.

D? The random variables (Wy41)ken are i.i.d. d-dimensional standard Gaussian random variables, and
there exists L > 0 such that for any x,v, z, 2, w,w’ € R?,
15 (2, 0, 2,w) = fy (2,0, 2", 0) | + [l g4 (2,0, 2, 0) — g (2,0, 2", w") | ST |(2,w) — (2, 0")] -

In fact, we consider the more general condition D3 on (Wjt1)ken in Section 4.4, which includes Sec-
tion 2.2 as a special instance. We postpone its presentation since it is mainly motivated by the use of
stochastic gradients in discretization schemes for (1), described in Section 4.3. Therefore, D3 will be more
transparent once this family of discretization schemes is introduced. Nevertheless, we state and prove our
next result under this general assumption.

Theorem 5. Consider a potential U satisfying D1(U), D2(U), and assume that A1 and D3 (or D’) hold.
Then there exist @,y > 0, A € (0,1) and K,b > 0 (which all depend on U) such that, for any v € (0,7],

Va,v € R?, vamw(x,v) < X’W%w(x,v) + 0110,k (] + [lv]])

where W., o is defined in (8).

The proof of this result is postponed to Section 6.

Exponential convergence uniform in the timestep. When the statement of Theorem 5 holds, [25,
Lemma 1] implies that, for any k£ € N* and v € (0, 7],

1

d Koy kv qy
v.’I],U c R , RW‘W%w(x,U) < A 'YW'y,w(:E;'U) +bm .

Therefore, in view of [22, Theorem 19.4.1] applied to Rs with k& = [to/7] (where ¢y is such that the
conclusions of Theorem 3 hold), we obtain the following result.

Theorem 6. Consider a potential U satisfying D1(U) and D2(U), and assume that A1, A2 and D3 hold.
Then there exists 7 > 0 such that, for any v € (0,7], R, admits a unique invariant probability measure p.,.
Moreover, there exist w >0, A > 0 and p € (0,1) such that, for any v € (0,7%],

Vz,v € Rda ||5(1,U)R,]§ - MVHW%W < Ap’”W%w(x,v) . (14)



Then, combining this result and (10) we get that there exist w1, w2 > 0 such that, for any v € (0,7],

Vz,v € RY, ||5(x,v)R§ - l‘v”;:l < Aplmaz2 (x,v) ,

where V, is defined in (10).
Another corollary of (14) is the following: there exists > 0 (which can be computed explictly in terms
of A, p) such that, for any measurable function ¢ : R?¢ — R with Jga ¢ dmy =0 and ;. < +oo, and
v,

for any v € (0,%], the function
+oo
by =7) R
k=0

is well-defined, satisfies
s, < Klldl, .

and is the unique solution to the following Poisson equation associated with R, and ¢ in the Banach space

of measurable functions with finite || - ||-; -norm and average 0 with respect to 7:
-

Id—R,
B!

ll—"y:d)-

3 Strategy of proof of Theorem 3 in a simple case

We present in this section the main ideas behind the proof of Theorem 3. We illustrate the strategy in the
simplest case, namely (overdamped) Langevin dynamics

dX; = b(X;)dt + By,
discretized by a Euler—-Maruyama scheme
Xit1 = Xy +90(Xk) + V7Y Zk+1 (15)

where b : R? — R4 and (Zk+1)ken is a sequence of i.i.d. standard d-dimensional Gaussian random variables.
Denoting by @ the transition kernel of (15) (defined analogously to (5)), the counterpart of Theorem 3
reads as follows.

Theorem 7. Assume that b € C1(R? R?) is globally Lipschitz. Then there exists to > 0 such that, for any
to € (0, fo] and M > 0, there are e, pr > 0 and g, > 0 for which, for any v € (0,%,] and z, 2" € By(04, M),

@@, = Qi@ || <20 =iy a0). (16)

To prove this result, we need to study the distribution of X}, defined by (15) for k of order ¢y/v for some
to > 0. The main idea is that the recursion (15) can be seen as a perturbation of the evolution with b =0
provided tq is sufficiently small. To this end, we first notice that a straightforward induction gives, for any
k eN,

k ket 1
Xpp1 = Xo+G*HV 43 0(xy), @MY =) 7 (17)
i=0 i=1

If ty > 0 is fixed, the variance of G 11 is of order t for k ~ to/7, from which the proof of Theorem 7 easily
follows when b = 0. To treat the case b # 0, we rewrite (17) as

Xig1 = GEHD 4 @0 (GO, (18)
for some application @%H_l) : R? — R?, where Z stands for (Eflﬁ_l), ceey Z,gk'ﬂ)), which are some i.i.d. Gaus-
sian random variables constructed from (Z1, ..., Zj) (see the precise definition (19) below) and independent



of G+ We show in addition that g (I)%C +1)(g) is Lipschitz with Lipschitz constant strictly smaller

than 1 for ¢( sufficiently small. As a result, the mapping g — g+ @gﬁl) (g) is a C! diffeomorphism, so that,
by a change a variable, the random variable X admits a density with respect to the Lebesgue measure,
and this density can even be bounded from below.

In order to rigorously formalize the above discussion, we first need to provide expressions for the random

variables (kaﬂ), ey Zékﬂ)). Relying on Cochran’s theorem, natural candidates are obtained by a linear
combination of the first k original Gaussian increments (71, ..., Z;) and G+ | ag
~ 1
ARy A—— L I S - S T 1 (19)
VA(k+1)
The random vector (kaﬂ), /A kH G(’H‘l)) is still a Gaussian vector, with (Z(kH) ...,ngﬂ)) inde-

pendent of G*+1) by constructlon This allows to express the iterated transition kernel as follows, upon
introducing ng = to/7v (assuming for simplicity that to/y € N and to/v > 1):

Q@B = [ 1a{g+ 80" ()} Nogy1a,(9) Nos, (2) dady (20)
R™0

where we denote by Ny 5, the density of Gaussian random variables with mean 0 and covariance matrix X,
(n0) Z("O) ).

and X, is the covariance matrix of (Z; o1
positive definite.

Now that the output of the Markov chain has been rewritten as a perturbation of the output obtained
with b = 0, we can proceed with a quantitative analysis to obtain lower bounds on (20). By a reasoning

similar to the one leading to Proposition 20 below, there exists £y > 0 (sufficiently small) such that the

We can show similarly to Lemma 16 that %, is

function g — @;"")(g) is Lipschitz with Lipschitz constant strictly smaller than 1 for any to € (0,
(provided v > 0 is sufficiently small). Therefore, Id +<I>;"°) is a perturbation of the identity and hence a
C!(R?, R?)-diffeomorphism. Denoting by T( ") g inverse, we obtain, by a change of variable,

Qm(x,B) = / L) Nog1a, (T4 (w)) I5") () Nos,, (d2) dz du (21)
R"™0

where J3 (n 0)( ) is the absolute value of the determinant of the Jacobian matrix associated with Té"o).

The next step is to construct some minorization probability measure to provide a lower bound on

Q5°(z,B) based on (21). We need to this end to explicitly indicate the dependence of T( "0) on the ini-
tial condition x, as the point x = 04 will serve as a reference initial condition. We then con51der

_ 9, o) -
o (B) = /Rnod Ig {E + Po,% (\/§> } No,to14,(9) No,x,, () dZdg ,

where the subscript 04 in <I>( o) > indicates that this corresponds to (18) starting from X = 04. This expression

is similar to (20), except that the initial condition is set to 04 and g is replaced by g/v/2 (in order to make
use of the inequality (22) below). Similarly to (21), a change of variable leads to

po (8) =277 [

Rnod

s (u) Noy 10, (V2TG3 (1)) I60(0) Nos,, (2) dzdu
From this expression and (21), we get

Qe8> 22 [ Tolu)_inf | {Arau)} ()

ZeR(no—1)d

where A, 5(u) = A;{;(U)Ag;(u) with

W T)5 (u) 2) Nodyta, (173 ()
z,i(u) = (o) ) z,i(u) (o) :
) Noao1a, (V2TG W)



When A, ; is lower bounded by a positive quantity as, s for * € Bg(04, M), we obtain QL (z,B) >
aty. 24?11, (B), which immediately implies (16). The lower bound on A, z(u) is proved in two steps:

(a) by obtaining upper and lower bounds on the Jacobians J;n; )(u) to lower bound A;l)ﬁ (u), leveraging

the fact that the mapping g — T;"O) (g9) and its inverse are Lipschitz (as in Proposition 20 below) and
making use of Hadamard’s inequality (see Proposition 22);

(b) by making use of the following inequality, which motivates the factor /2 in the argument of the
denominator of Agfd)j(u) and the definition of p,:
04,2

2
D T T et

2

Here we have used the expression of the density of the Gaussian random variable G(") defined in (17)
and the Young inequality on (a,b) for a,b € R? which implies that

lla = blI* > flall*/2 — [[B]}* . (22)

When z — T;"%’)(u) is Lipschitz on By (04, M) with a constant K;,, uniformly in v € (0,7;,] (as in
Proposition 21 below), one finds Agf; (u) > e~ KigM?*/to g0 a1l o € Ba(04, M).

4 Examples of admissible numerical schemes

We show in this section that most popular discretization schemes associated to (1) can be cast into the
framework considered in (2), and that they satisfy A1 and A2. All these numerical schemes can be obtained
by decomposing the generator .Z of (1) as

L =d +B+GC, (23)

where, for any g € C?(R29) and (z,v) € R??, the elementary operators .27, %, % act as

2

(24)

Note that the dynamics associated with o7 and % simply correspond to the deterministic flows ¢t — (x+uvt, v)
and t — (z,v+ b(z)t), while the dynamics associated with ¢ is the Ornstein—Uhlenbeck process (z,e™""v +
afot e *(=9)dB,)>0, where, for any ¢ > 0, the random variable e™"v + afot e "(t=9)dB, is Gaussian with

mean e~ "ty and covariance matrix t57 I, with

—2kt
~y  ol—e

= 25

We consider three classes of schemes: stochastic exponential Euler schemes in Section 4.1, splitting schemes
in Section 4.2, and numerical discretizations relying on stochastic gradients in Section 4.3.

4.1 Stochastic exponential Euler scheme

The elementary stochastic dynamics with generator &7 + % is also analytically integrable and corresponds
to an Ornstein—Uhlenbeck process (see Lemma 29). One obtains the following numerical scheme by this
analytic integration, upon fixing the drift to the current value b(X}):

1—e™"7 Ky +e "7 —1
Xir1 = Xi + - Vi + > b(Xk) + Mkt1

. (26)

e
e Tb(Xk) + &kt

10



with
Y1 —er(y—s9)

Y
§k+1 — O'/ ein(’yis)dBk’rFS N Nk+1 = O'/ dek'y+s . (27)
0 0

The scheme (26) corresponds to a stochastic exponential Euler integrator, see [16, 35] and references therein
in a general framework. It has also been recently considered and studied in the machine learning community,
starting with [15]. Similar schemes were in fact developed in the molecular dynamics communities in the
late 70s based on the analytical solution of Langevin dynamics for b = 0 provided in [12], see for instance [29].

Note that the random variable (ng41,&k+1)ken, given in (27), is a family of i.i.d. Gaussian random

vectors with covariance matrix
) 25’7) 2&7)
X RI; = ®Iq, 28
O SIS O R (28)

where 37 has entries

T/ — e*“(’Y*S) 0.2 3 4o R 4 e*Q"é’Y
we 02/0 <#> =52 [27 - " ] ’ (29)
() _ ;2 /7 o—r(1=9) 1 — e r(y=9) 4 — 02(1 — e=r)2
’ 0 K 242 )
v 2 1— —2K7y
0 — g2 [ emtnima gy - T (30)
’ 0 2K

Note that 2{ /v = a2 (recall (25)). Introduce also Zy 1 = &ri1/ 20, and Wiy, satisfying

Nes1 = /Zg’y) (a»yszrl +4/1— Oé,2ka+1) R Qy = Egﬂ /, /2%7)253) .

It can be verified (see Lemma 28) that > is invertible and o, < 1. Then, an easy computation shows
that (Zg+1)ken and (Wiy1)ken are independent families of i.i.d. Gaussian random vectors with identity
covariance matrix. With this notation, the numerical scheme (26) can be rewritten as

1—e "7 Ky+e ™ —1 ~
Kt = Xp + ————Vie + i > b(Xk) + /ST (1~ a2)Wiis +4%/%6,D, Zis1

- 1—e™™ ~
Vipr =e Vi + Tb(Xk) + VY0 L1 s

where D, = B / [57\/7329)] . This fits into the framework (2) upon setting § = 1, 7., = e~ "7, 0, = 7,

1—e FY 1— _ aA—RY 1
gy (z, v, 2,w) = Te,yb(x) . [z, zw) = % (’U - %b(x)) + 5 257)(1 —a)w .
The conditions in A1 are easily seen to be satisfied since o, /0 — 1 as v — 0, while D, — 1/2. Finally, the
conditions in A2 hold true when b is Lipschitz.

4.2 Splitting schemes

A systematic way of constructing numerical schemes for Langevin dynamics is to rely on splitting procedures
based on the decomposition (23), as systematically studied in [38, 39, 40] for kinetic Langevin dynamics.
The interest of these schemes is that they reduce to symplectic integrators of the Hamiltonian dynamics
as £ — 0 when 02 = O(k). We consider here first and second order numerical discretizations based on
Lie-Trotter or Strang splittings built upon the operators o, 2, % introduced in (23). These operators are
the generators of elementary SDEs which can be analytically integrated, as discussed after (24).

11



First order schemes. Schemes of weak order 1 are obtained, up to cyclic permutations, by composing the
elementary dynamics associated with the operators in the order &7, %, %€ or o, ¢, %. There are therefore 6
possible first order splitting schemes, which can all be cast in the framework (2). Some general comments
can be formulated on the 6 splittings schemes.

o There is no dependence on w for the functions f, g, and no dependence on z for g,.

o Functions f, which genuinely depend on z are obtained when % appears before 7. This corresponds
for example to the scheme € .27 2.

o Functions g, which genuinely depend on v are obtained when &/ appears before 4. This corresponds
for example to the scheme € .27 2.

o The functions f,, g, are quite similar for schemes were consecutive applications of %, ¢ are exchanged
(as for the evolutions & A€ and /¢ %, or for BE€ o/ and € B ).

In view of these remarks, the simplest scheme, from a structural viewpoint, is associated with B« €
(although the schemes associated with &7 % and &/ € % are also quite simple), while the most complicated
is the one associated with ¥ .o 8. We therefore consider more precisely these two schemes, as paradigmatic
examples of first order splittings.

The numerical scheme associated with .47 € is the one presented in Example 2. The numerical scheme
associated with €./ Z reads

Xpy1 = X +79e Ve +9%%6, Zks1, Vi = e Vi +7b (Xk +ve "V + 73/25VZ1€+1) + VY0~ Zit1

which corresponds to (2) with 6 = 1, 7, = e™*7, 0, = 74, Dy = I, and f,(z,v, 2z,w) = vy~ (e — 1),
g(z,v,2,w) = b(x+e~"Tv+2). For both schemes, the conditions Al and A2 hold true when b is Lipschitz.

Second order schemes. Schemes of weak order 2 are obtained, up to cyclic permutations of the operators,
by a Strang splitting based on the operators &/, #,%. The scheme &/ B A</, for instance, corresponds
to integrating the elementary dynamics associated with o for a time 7/2, then the elementary dynamics
associated with Z for a time /2, then the elementary dynamics associated with % for a time ~, then again
the elementary dynamics associated with % for a time /2, and finally the elementary dynamics associated
with & for a time /2.

As for first order splitting schemes, there are 6 possible schemes, which can all be cast in the frame-
work (2). Some general comments can be formulated on the 6 splittings schemes.

o There is no dependence on w for the functions f.,g, when % is between instances of &/ (as for
the schemes BACA B, o BC B and o/ €H€</). This dependence is linear for f, when the
operator & is in the central place (as for the schemes € B BE€ and BE A C RB).

o The function g, does not depend on z,w for schemes with & at the first and last places (as for the

schemes & BEC B and oA CBEC ).

o The functions f,, g, are quite similar when consecutive operators %, % are exchanged (as for the
schemes &7 BEC B/ and o € BE o ; as well as for BEC A C R and € B BE).

In view of these remarks, the simplest scheme, from a structural viewpoint, is associated with o7 € B9/
(or with &/‘€ B€ AB), while the most complicated is the one associated with € .o/ B2/ €. We next write out
more precisely these two schemes, as paradigmatic examples of second order splittings.

The numerical scheme associated with o7 B€ B/ reads

3/2

b (Xk + %Vk) + L572k+1 ,

Xiy1 = Xg + 5

1+e ™ 21+e ™
Ay ke

_ 14e %7
Vk+1 —e KVVk"’%

b (Xk + %Vk) + \/'_Y&'yzk+1 3

12



where 0. is given by (25). It can indeed be written as (2) with 6 =1, 7y, =e™", 0, = 7, D, =13 /2, and

e =1 A(l+e )

1 1 —KY 1
fy(@v,2,w) = 2y v+ 1 b<x+§v>, gv(xvv,z,w):%b <x+§v>.

The numerical scheme associated with €.« B4 € reads

2 —Kky/2 3/2 3/2
Xep1 = X, RGATE VAN N [ T N, VA S > P!
k+1 K+ e K+ 9 kTt 5 kTt 2\/5%/2§k+1 + \/507/2§k+17

ey R~y ye=F/2 32 1 Y~ —k/2¢1 2
Vibr = eV + e b X+ 5 Vi + 2\/507/2&@“ 4/ 32 (e Skt +€k+1) ;

where (&} 1)k>0 and (&2, )r>0 are two independent families of ii.d. standard d-dimensional Gaussian ran-
dom variables. In order to write this scheme under the form (2), similarly to Section 4.1, we introduce the
sequence of random variables (Zj11)ken defined as

, 14e

Y _
\/;07/2 (e N7/2§i+1 +§1€+1) =0y Zit1 03 = UV/QT

By construction, (Zx41)k>0 are i.i.d. standard d-dimensional Gaussian random variables. We next consider
the family of i.i.d. standard d-dimensional Gaussian random variables (Wy1)r>0 independent of (Zx4+1)k>0
defined through the relation

efka'y/2
Vite ™

In terms of the random variables Z11, Wi41, the scheme €/ B4 can be reformulated as (2) with § = 1,
7, =e ", D, =e"/2/(1+e )1, and

fli—i—l = ayZg1 + /1 — a3 Wi, ay =E [‘Eli+1Zk+1} = €(0,1) .

e m1/2 1 ¥ e r/2 e r/2 7352/2 7352/2
I — —b Y Yy
Flv,2,w) T\t ey T s e TV 2 e
—K/2 —R/2 352
— 0 RY/2 ¢ © /2
gy(z,v,2,w) =e b|x+ 5 v+2(1+e_m)z+ 8(1+e_m)w

(31)
The conditions A1l and A2 are then easily seen to hold true for the two schemes €.« /¢ and € o B C
when b is Lipschitz.

4.3 Numerical schemes with stochastic gradients

We consider in this section discretizations of (1) using stochastic approximation strategies. Such a method-
ology is particularly appealing in statistics and machine learning where the field b can be very expensive
to evaluate or cannot even be accessed [23, 58]. In these contexts, the Langevin dynamics have been pri-
marily considered for either performing Bayesian inference [21, 1, 43] or optimizing an objective function
[48, 51, 8, 20]. In the first case, b = Vlognm where m : R — R, is the a posteriori distribution of a
statistical model, which can generally be written as —logm = Zszl Uk, with N the number of observations
and Uy, : R? — R. It has also been proposed to use Langevin dynamics to find an element of arg minga f for
some function f : R? — R by setting b = —V f and taking ¢ small. In particular, we are interested in the
situation where V f can only be estimated through estimators which can potentially be biased.

The use of stochastic approximation for b in these two settings can be formalized as follows. We suppose
that there exist a probability measure puy on a measurable space (Y,)), and a measurable function H :
R? x Y — R such that for any = € R?,

Ba) = / Ho(y) pv(dy),  suplfb—bl] < +oo.
Y Rd
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In addition, we suppose that we can generate i.i.d. samples (Yi41)gen from py. Then, a stochastic approx-
imation of the discretization of (1) essentially consists in replacing the evaluation of b at each iteration &
by Hx, (Yi+1). For example, following [14], the Euler-Maruyama discretization (4) can be generalized as

Xiv1 =X +9Vie Virr = (1 — ky)Vie + vHx, (Yiy1) + \/’_}/O'Zk . (32)
This numerical scheme fits into the framework (2) upon taking Wy, =Y}, for any k > 1,
Ty =1—Ky, oy =0, D,=0, fy(z,v,2,w) =0, g (z,v,2,w) = Hy(w) .

The parameter ¢§ is irrelevant. Note that A1l and A2 hold under the condition that for any y € Y, the
function = — H,(y) is Lipschitz with a Lipschitz constant independent of y. The stochastic exponential
Euler and splitting schemes presented in Sections 4.1 and 4.2 can also be adapted to take into account a
stochastic approximation of b, for instance by relying on the methodology developed in [13].

4.4 General assumptions on the noise

Now that we have presented numerical methods with stochastic gradients, we can specify the assumptions
we need for the additional noise variables to prove Theorem 5 and Theorem 6. The idea is that the random
variables W can be decomposed into two parts (W7, Ws). The first random variable W7 is a Gaussian noise
resulting from a higher order integration in time of the Brownian motion. Therefore, the random variables
W7 should be considered as Gaussian random variables. The second random variable W5 is related to the
use of stochastic gradients. For example, it corresponds to the sequence (Yi41)ken in (32).

D3. It holds W =R™ x R™2 and W = B(R™) @ B(R™2). The probability measure piy, can be decomposed
as [y = fywy @ vy, Where iy, and iy, are probability mesures on R™ and R™? respectively, such that the
following two conditions are satisfied.

1) (a) There exists Cs > 0 such that, for any Lipschitz continuous function h : R&t™1 — R, with Lipschitz
constant ||hl|y;,, and any s € R, it holds Jgasm, [ d(@ @ piw,) < 400 and

2
2 S
[ eplhdeom) <en(s [ hdeom)+Cslhl, 5 )
Rd+7n1 ]Rd+7n1 2
(b) There erists L > 0 such that for any x,v,z,2" € RY, wi,w) € R™ and wy € R™2,

||f’Y('r7v7 2, (w17w2)) - f'Y('rvvv Z/ﬂ (wllﬂ w2))” + ||g’7(1"ﬂ v, 2, (wlﬂ w2)) - g’Y(zﬂ v, Zlﬂ (wllﬂ w2))”
<L(z,w1) = (2wl -

2) There exists yw € (0,7] such that / e:’W”“’?IFMWQ (dws) < +o0.
R™2

Remark 8. If iy, admits a first moment and satisfies a log-Sobolev inequality with constant 6’; >0, i.e. for
any continuously differentiable function h : R™ — Ry such that [4,., h(w1)pw, (dwr) =1,

/ (1) log(h(wn)) pies (dy) < 2C / VA2 iy (duoy)
R™1 R

m1

then by [4, Propositions 5.5.1 and 5.2.7], the probability measure p® iy, satisfies a log-Sobolev inequality with

constant max(1,Cs), which is the case for all the examples we consider in Sections 4.1 and 4.2. Therefore
by Herbst’s argument (see [4, Proposition 5.4.1] or [11, Theorem 5.5]), condition D3-1)-(a) holds.

Note that D3-2) is not restrictive and covers the case where fiy, is (sub-)Gaussian, which is frequently
the case for the schemes presented in Section 4.3.
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5 Proof of the minorization condition

The proof is organized in several steps. We start by rewriting the end point of the Markov chain in terms
of the initial conditions and noise increments in Section 5.1, in a form amenable to perturbative treatments.
The dominant part of the evolution is given by the outcome of discretization schemes corresponding to (2)
in the case b = 0. We therefore carefully study this case in Section 5.2, where we condition solutions
by the sum of the random increments characterizing the endpoints, and write out a decomposition into
intermediate increments independent of the sum. We next quantify, by stability estimates, how numerical
solutions depend on the random increments used to generate them (see Section 5.3). This finally allows us to
prove Theorem 3 in Section 5.4 by considering the actual solutions of the numerical method as perturbations
of discretizations of (2) in the case b = 0, provided the physical time t, is sufficiently small.

5.1 Algebraic structure of the equations

It is convenient, in particular for the stability estimates of Section 5.3, to rewrite (Xj41, Vi+1) as a function
of (Xo, V) and the realizations of the random variables {(Z;41, W'H»l)} "o needed to define the (k + 1)-th
iterate. First, in view of (2) and (6), the iterates of the Markov chain can be written as (Xpt1, Vit1) =
Ly (Xk, Vi, /70y Zi41, Wig1). This allows to write

(Xtr Virr) = T8 (Xo, Vo, {vAo ZY 2 (W) (33)

where the applications I‘Sf ) R2 % RiXd x Wi — R2? are recursively defined as follows:
0) _
ng (ZL',U) - (SC,’U) )

. . . o o o ) (34)
O (2,0, {25} o {w i) =Ty (T8 (o0, {5 0h g o)) czinw) 021

The next result provides a more explicit and constructive expression for ngﬂ). It is stated for the sequence
(@1, Vb 11) = Ty (@k Vs 21, Whes1), with (25,07) = T (2,0, {25}y, {w; }Yizy) for i € {1,k +1} and
a given initial condition (z,v) € R4,

Lemma 9. Define, for k > 0, the vectors g(k+1) (gglffl), ce ggk,j_:i) and gékﬂ) = (gé’f{"l), ce ggk,j_:i)
with components
k—i+1
k+1 v(1— Ty ) k+1 i .
(= ?, gy = choL e 1 k1Y (35)
Then,
Tht (k+1)
Tyl =T +YV—/—V+ Z 81,i+1 'Yg'y zza'}/ v177 Zi41, wz+1) + Zz+1]
k k
+7 Z fy (@6,7°01,7° 21, wign) +9° Z D,zit1,
i=0 i=0
Uk+1 = k“” + Zggk;f ’Yg»y $z,75vi7752i+1,wi+1) + Zi+1] .
The proof is obtained by a simple induction and the equalities Tvgé, ]) = gék;rl) and gglfi) T vgg’fi) 1=
ggk:rll) for j € {0,...,k} and i € {0,...,k — 1}. Lemma 9 allows to rewrite (33) as
k
Xi+1) _ yprr1 (Xo @ (x. V. , , (k1) o (G
(VkJrl) - M'y ‘/0 +’7§® (Xl)m?ﬁUWZZ+IaWZ+1) +Uy G +'Y Od 5 (36)
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where the matrix which multiplies the initial condition reads

1 v —7h/(1 -
ket Y=y )/(1=1)
M = [(0 WT§+1 )@l (37)
the drift part of the dynamics is encoded by
_ (k+1) S, 8
9(1)(13,1),2,10) _ (g%iczi_ll)> ® gy ($,75U,752,w) + (f'y (CE,'Y(;%’Y z,w)) . ied{0,...,k},
82 i1 d

while the actual noise obtained at the end of the iterations is given by Gékﬂ) and

GO = (G, G, (38)

with

GU+D \/—Zglk:rll i Qg+ \/—Zgék:le“ , G = AD, ZZZH - (39)

=0

When A2 is satisfied, it holds, for any (z,v, 2), (#/,v',2") € R3¢, w € W and i € {0,...,k},
|09 @, v, 2,w) — O (@', o/, 2/, w)|| < @+ k)L (2 = /| + 7 o = v/l +7 2 = 2']) . (40)

This result easily follows from the bounds

(k+1) k+1
sup ‘gl i1 } < kv, sup ‘g§7i+1) <1. (41)
i€{0,..., i€{0,...,k}

These bounds are in turn a consequence of the fact that 7, € (0,1) and, for the first inequality, ggkfl)

k-1 5
723':0 5

5.2 Structure and properties of the noise

We study in this section the structure of the Gaussian noise (38) in (36). We present in Section 5.2.1 some
estimates on the covariance matrix () for o > 0 small enough, of the continuous process (1) with b= 0.
Then, we relate in Section 5.2.2 the statistics of the Gaussian noise G**1) in (36) to Z(0) for k ~ tq/7.
We finally provide a decomposition into a final effective Gaussian increment and independent intermediate
increments, by an orthogonal decomposition (see Section 5.2.3). More precisely, we explicitly write out a
linear transformation A such that (Z*+1, GH+D) = AZ®) with G*+D independent of Z*+1) and ZK*+1)
a Gaussian vector whose components are i.i.d. d-dimensional standard Gaussian random variables.

5.2.1 Properties of the noise covariance of the continuous process

Recall the expression (28) of the covariance matrix () of the Gaussian process corresponding to (1) when
b= 0. Our first technical result provides some bounds on the covariance matrix (%) associated with the
underlying reference Gaussian process over times tg > 0.

Lemma 10. There exist ty > 0 and positive constants 0,50y, 04,01, 02,03 with 0,0, — 02 > 0, such that, for
any to € (0, o],

™M

gtg) Eét[)) Eét[))

g1<02t8<91, Q2<02t%<92, Q3<02t0<93-

The result is an immediate consequence of the limit limy, o th")to_ 302 /3 (which can be seen from (29)
by approximating the integrand in the integral appearing on the right hand side of the first equality), as

well as the limits limy, ;o 25152 = 62/2 and limy, ;0 25°'t;" = 02 which are obtained in a similar way. A
detailed version of the proof is provided in the appendix (see Appendix A.1).
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Lemma 11. Assume that A1 holds. Then there exist p.,to > 0 such that the following inequality holds in
the sense of 2 x 2 symmetric matrices: for any to € (0, o],

(2 0 _ (0
topc1<8 1)52(t°)jtopc<8 1).

Proof. Introduce, for tg, p. > 0,

E(tmpc) o t(Q) 0 B tho) tho) B(to,pc) _ Egto) tho) ., pfl t(?) 0
0Fc 0 1 tho) tho) ’ = Eéto) tho) 0F¢ 0 1 .

The aim is to choose g and p. such that B( 0:7c) and B?) are both positive for any t € (O,fo] By

Sylvester’s criterion [33, Theorem 7.2.5], the result of the lemma is implied by the following statement:
there exist p.,to > 0 such that, for any to € (0, to],

tope — 2 >0, = gt >0, det( B! pc)) >0,  det (B“vac)) > 0.

The first two conditions are satisfied for the value of #y > 0 given by Lemma 10 and p. > pgl) =

o? max@g,ggl). Moreover, by Lemma 10, there exist pg2) > 0 such that, for any to € (0, o],

(2) 2
det ( g (0Pt )) _ (t%pf) _ z:?“’) (topf) _ Eéto)) -~ (Egto))
> (862 - 0,0%8) (top® — 30%0) — Bo'th = 15 [ (o2 — 010%) (b2 — 230%) — BBo?] > 0.

Similar computations show that there exists pg ) > 0 for which det(B(tO’p (63))) > 0 for any to € (0,%0]. This

completes the proof upon setting p. = max(pgl), pg), p§3>). O

5.2.2 Properties of the final Gaussian noise G*+1

We specify in this section the limit of the covariance of the noise G**1 defined in (38) as v — 0 and
k7 = tg. The following result, whose proof can be read in appendix-Appendix A.2, gathers useful estimates
which allow to compare the covariance of G**1 to the covariance () of the underlying continuous process
with b =0 (see Lemma 13 below).

Lemma 12. Assume that A1 holds. Then, for any v € (0,7] and £ > 1, |75 — 7| < Cylr?. Moreover,
for any v € (0,7],
~ 1 2C,
-1 < Cy ——| < 1 . 42
e e M ) (42)

Lemma 13. The random variable G5tV defined in (38) is a 2d-dimensional Gaussian random variable
with mean zero and covariance matric

Y AN
et = i) (krn) | ©la, (43)
Ca C3
with
2(k+1
(D) _ Hg1k+1 H 2 (14 ey (24 7y) = 27 (1 + 7 )7k 4 5D
(1—-7)2147, (1—7,)/7
2
(k+1) (k+1) _(k+1)\ _ B Ty k 2k+1 44
Cy *'Y<g1 ) 82 >*mﬁ[1*(l+ﬂ)ﬂy+ﬂy }, (44)
D) H (k+1)H Y 1 (1 77_2(k+1))
3 1—7my 147 v ’
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where ggk-‘_l),ggﬁ_l) are defined in (35). In addition, when A1 holds, there exists for any to > 0 a con-
stant Cy, > 0 such that, for any i € {1,2,3} and v € (0,7],

¢
sup to/v]+1) _ Ez(';)
o

to€(0,to]

c! < Cq- (45)

Proof. Note that since (Z;);eq1,... k+1) arei.i.d. zero-mean Gaussian random variables and ngﬂ) and ngﬂ)

are linear combination of elements of this family, G(**1 is a 2d-dimensional zero-mean Gaussian random
variable with covariance matrix

Cov (G Cov (G, i)
Cov (GID, G+ Cov (GE)
By (39) and (35), straightforward computations give

3 k—1 3 1— Tk 1— 7.2k

C G(k+1) _ 77 1— k—i 21 _ /77 k—2 Y 2 Y I

OV( ! ) (1777)2;( ) (1—7)2 T71—77+T7177,3 4
2 k—1 2 1— k 1— 2k
(k+1) ~k+D Y k=i k—ily, Y A S
COV(G1 , Gg )—17’”_0[(1 T )Tv hd_lfﬁ, [TVIT,Y TwlT’%}Id,

k
Cov (GF) = 32 72001, = 2 (1- 7200
1=0 v

from which we obtain the expressions of the coefficients cz(-kﬂ) for 1 < i < 3 after some reorganization
allowing to compare the resulting expressions more easily with (29)-(30) (upon replacing v by kv in the
latter equations).

We finally show (45). By Lemma 12, we have, for any o > 0 and v € (0, 7],

sup | ryo/E e | < Culfo + 1)y sup [72Lo/YF _om2etol < 90, (f0 + 1)y .
to€(0,%o] to€(0,t0)

The inequality (45) is then a simple consequence of the definition (28) of () (44) and the estimates (42)
in Lemma 12. O

5.2.3 Decomposition into final noise and independent increments

After analyzing the covariance of G(**1) defined by (38) in the limit v — 0 and ky ~ ty, we aim at
providing the conditional distribution of (Xgi1, Viy1) given G+, This will be a crucial step to use a
perturbation argument similar to the one presented for overdamped Langevin dynamics in Section 3. To this
end, we introduce in this section the linear transformation Z**1 of Z(*) which plays the same role as (19),
i.e., Z(+D) g independent of G**+1) and its components are i.i.d. standard Gaussian random variables.
For underdamped Langevin dynamics, we introduce for £ > 2 and v € (0,7] the vectors a(k + 1,7) =
(a1(k+1,7),...,ap+1(k+ 1,7)) and Bk + 1,v) = (B1(k + 1,7),...,Bk+1(k + 1,7)), and define, for any
1e{l,....,k—1},

2 = 2= Ak ) GETY — Ak GETY. (46)
The components k and k + 1 of the vectors ae(k + 1,7), B8(k + 1,7) are not needed at this stage, but they
will turn out to be useful later on. As specified below in Lemma 17, the scaling factor /7 in front of the
coefficients «;(k,7), 8i(k,7) ensures that the latter coefficients are of order 1 at most as v — 0 and kv = to.

Remark 14. In order to further motivate the chosen scalings in (46), note that the linear transform (19)
for overdamped Langevin dynamics can be rewritten as
G(k+1)

Z§k+1):Zi_ﬁm, Ze{l,,k}
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The counterpart of the coefficients a;(k + 1,7), B:(k + 1,7) in this context is simply 1/[(k + 1)v], which is
indeed of order 1 when kv is of order 1.

The choice of a(k + 1,7v),8(k + 1,7) corresponds to the orthogonal projection of the Gaussian vari-
ables {ZZ-H};:OQ onto the the orthogonal of the vector space spanned by ggkﬂ) and gékﬂ). This will ensure
that the covariance of these projected vectors and G(**1) vanishes, and hence that the projected vectors
Z(k+D) = (kaﬂ), o Z,ik_tl)) are independent of G#+1),

We start by constructing the orthogonal projector onto Span(ggkﬂ), ggkﬂ)). We need to restrict the
discussion to iteration indices and time steps in the set

2
E. = {(k:,'y) € N* x (0, 4+00) cgkﬂ)cgkﬂ) - (cgkﬂ)) + 0} , (47)

where the coeflicients (C(k-‘rl))lgigg are defined in Lemma 13. Note that the condition to be satisfied in (47)

i
is in fact that the determinant of the matrix c(**1) in (43) is positive (it is always nonnegative). This
condition is not restrictive since, by Lemma 10 and (45), there exists to > 0 such that, for any to € (0, fo},

there is 4, > 0 for which ([to/7v],v) € Ec for any v € (0,%,].
Lemma 15. For any (k,7) € Ec, and j € {1,..,k + 1}, consider B;(k + 1,7),a;(k + 1,7v) € R the unique

solution of
k k k+1
SR <aj(/f+1w)> _ (= (48)
Cgk+1) Cgk-i-l) Bi(k+1,7) gg?—l) ’

T T
P® =T —yB(k +1,7) [gék“)} —yo(k+1,7) [ggk“)} € REFD>(kHL) (49)

and define

1L
Then, P is the orthogonal projection onto Span (ggkﬂ),ggkﬂ)) .

Proof. We compute the action of P*) on the vector space generated by ggkﬂ) and gék'H) and its orthogonal.

1L
Note first that the definition (49) ensures that P®*)w = w for all w € Span (ggkﬂ), gékﬂ))

view of Lemma 13 and by the definition (48) of the coefficients of ae(k + 1,7), B8(k + 1,7),
k+1)||2 k k k k k k+1)||? k
S R R e . e R C A S R ) CR

which implies that P®g{**) — P®g{* — 0, and finally P®w = 0 for w € Span (g{**,g{**"). D

. Moreover, in

We are now in position to specify the law of Zk+D) = (kaﬂ), ceey ngjl))

Lemma 16. Let (k,7) € Ec. Then, Z*+1) defined by (46) is a d x (k — 1)-dimensional zero-mean Gaussian

random variable with positive definite covariance matriz S*) [S(k)]T, where

S8 = [(Iio1 04o12) PO] @1, € RE-DIx(EEDL, (50)
In addition, Zk+D) g independent of G+ defined in (39).
Proof. Tt is easy to see that G = (Z*++1) G*+D) = AZ®) with

Or_1,k+1

T
k+1
A— (Ik—l Ok—1,2) P® 4 /5 [gg )} ®la .

O2r-1 022 T
' : k41
]
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The matrix A is invertible by Gaussian elimination in view of the definition (49) of P(*) and the ones (35)

of g(kﬂ) §k+1), and
Or—1 L Tp—1 Ok_l’gf
+ k+1
det(A)/? = det (I(;“ 0’“01’2) P® + /5 [g§ )} = det | V7 [gg )}
2k-1 022 T T
k k
] Al

g(k]:»l) ggkljli
—'}/det g(k+1) (k-i:"i) > 0 .

2,k 82 k+1

Therefore, G®) is a zero-mean Gaussian random variable with positive definite covariance matrix AAT. As
aresult, Z(*t1 defined by (46) is a d x (k—1)-dimensional zero-mean Gaussian random variable with positive

definite covariance matrix S [S")]T with S(k) given by ( 0). Finally, since P(k)g(kH) P(k)gékﬂ) =0

in view of (49), it follows that for i € {1,...,k—1}, Cov( G(k)) =0, Cov(Z, (k) Gék)) =0 and so Z(*+D)
is independent of G(**1) because all random Varlables at hand are Gaussian. o

We conclude this section by providing some bounds of the coefficients of a(k + 1,7), B(k + 1,v) defined
n (48). We denote by [|€]|oc = max(|¢1], ..., |€|) the £*° norm of a vector & = (&1,...,&) € RF.

Lemma 17. Assume that A1 holds. Then, there exists to > 0 and K € Ry such that, for any tg € (O,EO] ,

1imfoup le(Lto/7] + 1,7l < K/t5 1imf0up 1B([to/7] + LM < K/to -
vy Y

Proof. We consider tg > 0 as given by Lemmas 10 and 11, and such that, for any ¢t € (0,50], there is 7y,
for which (|to/v],7v) € Ec for any v € (0,%,] (see the discussion before Lemma 15). For such values of to
and ~, the system (48) for ko = [to/7y| can be explicitly solved as

(k0+1)g(k0+1) (k0+1) (ko+1) (k0+1)g(ko+1) (k0+1) (k0+1)
aj(ko +1,7) = ko1 jk 1 k 1] ’ Bilko +1,7) = ko+1 ]k 1 k 1j
Cgo-i' )Cgo-l‘)_(cgo-i- )) Cgo-l- )Cg0+)—(cg0+ ))

By (41) and Lemma 13, it follows that, for any #o € (0,%o],

to ’cé“*”’ + \cgk°+1>\ o* (to=4 + =)
lim sup | (ko + 1,7)| < limsup 5T = 5T )
~10 ~10 ‘Cgko—kl)cgko-i-l) B (C§k0+1)) ‘ ‘Egto)zgto) . (Eéto)) ‘
and
’cgkﬁl)‘ + to ‘cékoﬂ)‘ o2 (EgtO) + tOEEt“))
limsup |8 (ko + 1,7v)| < limsup 5T = =T -
740 10 ‘Cgkoﬂ)cgkoﬂ) B (Cgko-i-l)) ‘ ‘Egto)zgm B (ngo)) ’

The numerators of the last term in the two previous equalities are upper bounded by Lemma 10 as t02§t°> +
Eét”) < (02 + 03)0?t? and Egto) + tOEgtO) < (01 + 02)0%t}; while the denominator is lower bounded with the
Minkowski determinant theorem (see e.g. [44, Section 4.1.8]) and Lemma 11 as

(t0) xa(to) (t0) g 0\ _
o4 )]

C

This finally gives the claimed estimates. O
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5.3 Stability estimates

We provide in this section estimates on the mapping ngﬂ) defined in (34) providing the (k + 1)-th iter-
ates (Xg41, Vit1) of the Markov chain defined in (2) as a function of the initial condition (x,v) and the
realizations {zi+1,wi+1}f:0. We first establish in Section 5.3.1 that this function is Lipschitz continuous
with respect to the initial condition (z,v) and the realizations {z;41}%_,, and provide upper bounds on its
Lipschitz constant. Pursuing on the same argument as Section 3 (see (18)), we then show in Section 5.3.2
that (Xgk41, Vit1) can be written as

=(k+1
(Xier Vien) = T - (SN an)

Yz {Z(k+1)}] ; ,{Wj}k+1
: (k+1) ~(k+1) Z(k+1) k-1 . . g i . . .
with (G777, Gy ") and {Z;" "}/ respectively defined in (39) and (46). We establish Lipschitz prop-
=(k+1 . . . .
Ey,x,v),{'zvj}f;f,{wj}fij (91,92)- Then, we prove in Section 5.3.3 that this
function is in fact a C'-diffeomorphism. We conclude this section by studying some properties of its inverse
seen as a function of (g1, ¢g2) and the initial conditions (z, v).

erties of the function (g1,g2) —

5.3.1 Stability with respect to initial conditions and all noise increments

The following result provides some Lipschitz bounds for the functions F(Vkﬂ) defined in (34). They are
stated in terms of a norm on R?? parametrized by some positive parameter A > 0, namely ||z|| + A||v|. The
proof of Proposition 20 below will require A\ to be chosen sufficiently small.

Lemma 18. Assume that A2 holds and SUP.e(0,5] Ty < 1 and fit A > 0, a time step v > 0, a mazimal number

of iterations N € N*, and realizations {wJ}N"’1 C R™ of the additional noise. For two initial conditions

(z,v), (2',v") € R?? and realizations of the noise {zj}j-vjil, {zé}jvjil C RY, define for any k € {0,...,N — 1}
the iterates

k+1
(@st o) = T (0 {2 g 5) L @ vhgn) = T8 (o, {210 fwidi )

Then, for any k € {0,...,N},
k .
e — il Aok — ol < L) (e — 2+ Ao = o) 4 My () 3 Loy 05z — . (51)

where

1 1
Lry(A) =1+~ {X + (1 + A) max (1, 77) L] , Mp,(A) =A+7°2 + 4" (1 + A L. (52)

Moreover, when the initial conditions coincide (namely when (x,v) = (z',v")),

k k—1
> llzi — 2l <2 + L) Nz — 23l + {EMry (ALe (A + L5, 33Dz — 2] (53)
N =1
and
k A k—1
S v =il < (ALY e — 2kl + KL A lz - Z (54)
1= =1
with

z&M=WMhﬂunmxmk+vu+wm(wmmanu+vH%Vmenk+u+wH%V),(%)

k k
L5 = (k= DM, (A) (1+9"7°L) L, (WL + (144'7L)
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For reasons that will appear more clearly in Lemma 19 and its proof, the difference ||z — z;,|| is isolated
on purpose in (53)-(54) and appears with a prefactor at most 1 instead of k in contrast to the other
differences ||z; — ;|| for i € {1,...,k—1}.

Proof. Since (Tg+1,Vk+1) = Iy (Tk, Uk, 241, Wet1) for £ € {0,..., N — 1}, we obtain by A2 and (6) that
ki1 — Thpr || < Ml — 2l + 7 ok — vl +9° | Dy (2r11 — 201) |

+7 ||fw (iﬂkﬁévkﬁézkﬂ, wk+1) - fy (%ﬂ%kﬁézéﬂa wk+1) ||
< (L+9L) lzx — 2]l + 7 (1 +9°L) low — vill +7°(2 + L) |21 — 2z || (56)

and, since 7, < 1,

okt = Vi || < 7 llve = vkl + [[zr41 = 2hpa |
+ ||g’y (xk;'yévk;'YéZkJrlawarl) — 9 (zkﬁévéﬁézfcﬂ, wk+1) H
<AL [l — @il + L+ 0L) ok = opll + (1 +7'7L) [l2kgr — 2| - (57)

Therefore,

w1 = e | + A orr1 = v |
< U+ ML) g =l + (V1471 4y [149°L]) o = o)+ Mry ) [J2xs = 2 |

1 1
< [ e (@ g+ (14 5) 272 ) | Gl = Ao = o)+ M ) o = s
The bound (51) then follows from the inequality 1 4+ ymax ((1 4+ A)L,A™" + (1 +A7!)4°L) < Lr,(A), and

an easy induction on k.
We now prove (53). For the sum up to indices k& — 1, we use (51) and zg = x(, vo = v{, to write

k—1 k—1
D s =il < D {llai = @il + Mo — i}
i=1 i=1

. (58)
MFN Z ZLFKY ’z] - ]H Mr (M) (k = 1)Lr 5 (A Z |2 — 2; ||
=1 j=1
The last term in the sum is bounded with (56) and (51) as
ok =l € 040 et = a7 090 ot =l 4942 430 e = 51
(59)

¥ (1+7°L) [Joe-r = vk || +7°(Z + L) 12k — 24l + (1 +AL)Mr (A)Lr, ( Z l2: =zl -

It remains to bound ||’Uk_1 -V || on the right-hand side. By an easy induction based on (57) and since
xo = x(, Vo = v{), we obtain, for £ € {0,...,N — 1},

{—1 £
—1—i f—it1
loe = vpll S ALY (L+4L) e =l + ) (1AL e — 2 (60)
i=1 i=1

In particular, using the previous inequality for £ = k — 1 and (58), we get

k 1
Jors = o] 8 (A0S s — 4 (1490 s 2
i=1 i=1

< (M O (1 977) Ly 0+ (L4 00)") 3 s =)
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which, plugged in the estimate (59) for ||zx — x},|| and combined with (58), leads to (53).
To obtain (54), we use first (60) and isolate the k-th term in the sum to write

Z o — o]l < ByL (1 +41*L)" Z i — il + (14700 |l — 24l + B3 Iz — 21

1=1

and then conclude with (58). O

5.3.2 Stability of maps conditioned by the total noise

In order to express (Xg41, Vis1) in terms of G*+D and Z*+1) defined in (38) and (46), we perform a linear

change of variables in the functions I" Sf) defined in (34), for ¢ € {0,...,k + 1}. More precisely, we aim at
writing, for i € {0,...,k+ 1},

in(k—1) .
(X0, Vi) = T <Xo,vo, {vio. 20} ,{Wj}}_l,ovG“””) - (61)
j=1
To this end, we define, for a given (k,7) € E., the following functions, which take as arguments the
initial condition (z,v) € R?¢, the realizations (g1,g2) € R?, {Z;}5=} € R~ and {w;}i*] € WHH: for
1€{0,...,k+1},

T in(k—1 i i i i
TR (0, 5120 {wid iy, (91,92)) = T9 (20, {2 {widics) (62)
where
1 k—2 k—1
k= v <91 - Zgglfiill)zi-i-l) ’ P+l = 92 — Zgéﬁrﬁ)ziﬂ : (64)
i=0 1=0

Note that (61) holds in view of (46) and (39) (mind in particular the change of scaling in (63) compared
to (46), which is due to the fact that Z; correspond to the increments \/'_yZJ(k) in (61)). The final iterate can
then be expressed in terms of the initial condition (Xg, Vp) and the noise G+ by reformulating (36) as

=(k+1)
(Xk+1, Vk-i-l) = F%ﬂawi(kﬂ),w(wl) ((XOa Vb)a U’YG(k+1)) ’

where W*+HD) = (W, ..., Wi 1), and

—=(k+1)
FW{Z]} e O Lae) ((x,v),(gl,m))
D, A% (65)
_ (91) 4o 5y 11(91792) Lty m(gl’g”
g2 04 ’Yibﬂ{z]}J L fw,
with
=(k+1) o (@
’YIU{ZJ}J otw ]}k+1(91792) M’Y <’U>
(66)
+72@<z (ru 1) (x o (5D i 1,(91,92)),{zi}§:rll)A(k_1)7(91792)7%_“) |
=0
M§+1 is given by (37), and, setting {z; i_c;rll as in (63)-(64),
o (gg v, {z } z+1)/\(k 1) (91’92),%“) _ e(i)(x’vazi+1;wi+1) ’ (©7)
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and
k+1
AGHD

G (91,92) Z Zj - (68)
j= 1

=(k+1)
@z {w
diffeomorphism on R?? (see Proposition 20 below). To state the result, we deﬁne, for any (k,v) € E,

m(k,y) = max (la(k + 1,7, 1Bk +1,7)ll)

where a(k + 1,7v), B(k + 1,7) are defined by (48).

We give in the next proposition key estimates which allow to prove that F S is a Cl-

Lemma 19. Assume that A2 holds and SUP76(0 57 < L For any parameter X > 0, (k,y) € E.,
initial condition (x,v) € R2?, realizations 7 = = {%}] L RY and w = {u}j}k+1 WEHL " as well as
(91,92), (g1, 95) € R, it holds

A8 (g1, 02) = AFFV (g4, 8)|
(69)
1+ m(k,7) > (14 mk (0] ) Clon = 51+ Loz 5l
and k+1 k+1
|2 01,92 =205 Vs (01 0)| < @+ BNz ss10n (gt — il + g2 = al) . (70)
with

k
Le it =7 (14 (09)2m(k, 7)) (24 2+ (149°L)" +9L) + 947 (14 kym(k, 7))
+ ky*m(k,v) [kMr(\Ley (V) + 27, +7° (L+EZE0)]
where Mr »(A),Lr (A) and L. \, L., \ are defined in (52) and (55), respectively.
Proof. Fix A >0, (k,7) € Ec, (z,v) € R*, Z = {#}2] C R, w = {w; )2} € WF and (g1, 92), (g1, 9%) €

R24. We introduce for i € {0,...,k}, (zi,v;) = 1"(z kH)(x v, {Z. }M(k 2 Aw;Yoy, (91,92)), and similarly
(af, ) = 1"(z k+1)($ v,{Z, }M (k= 1) Aw;}i—1, (91, 95)). With this notation and recalling (34), we obtain by

[

the definition (62) of T'\"*) that
('Tiavi) = ngi) (xava{zj};:la{wj};:l) ) ('Tzavz) ngi) (xava{zg};:la{wj};:l) )

where {2; 154! and {2/} are the sequences defined in (63) based on (g1, g2) and (g}, g5), respectively. We
start by estimating the dlfference llzi — 2{|| for i € {1,...,k + 1}. First, by (63), for any i € {1,...,k — 1},

1z — Zill < ym(k,7) (lgr — g1l + llg2 = g2 - (71)

Next, by (64) and (41) we get

1 1+ (ky)*m(k,7)
Iz — 21 < ;Ilg1—gill+k2||%—éll < > (lgr — g1l + g2 — g511) »

/! / : ! (72)
a1 = | < llg2 = gl + 3 1z = 2

< law — 2]l + 1+ kym(k, 7)) (g1 — 911l + llg2 — ga1]) -
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We are now in position to prove (69). By (68) and (35) and since go = Zf:o ggf{:_ll)ziﬂ by (64),

k—1
~(k+1 T (k+1 k+1
5820 1000 - R 00 < o — s+ 3 (1= 65 s — L]
= = i=0
k—2
< llga = ghll+ (1 =) 2= 4+ 2 i — 2haal
1=0

< g2 — goll + (1 = 7y) Iz — 2z || + m(k, v)ky (llgr — g3l + llg2 — gall) -

The estimate (69) follows by combining the last inequality with (72).
We next turn to the proof of (70). First, by (66)-(67) and the notation introduced at the beginning of
the proof,

k
—=(k+1 —(k+1 i ;
‘ :g,:’v)j,w(ghgz) - :(%;fv)j,w(g’l,gé) ‘ < VZ H@(l)(xi, Vi, Zit1, Wit1) — CR (@7, vf, Zz/'+17wi+1)H
i=0
k k k
< 2+ ky)Ly (Z s — 2l +9° > s = vill +4° > 2001 — Z;H\y) ,
i=1 i=1 i=0

where we used (40) for the last inequality, and the fact that (zo,vo) = (x(,v}) to eliminate the term ¢ = 0
in the first two sums on the right hand side of the last inequality. Therefore, in view of (53) and (54) in
Lemma 18,

k—1
< (24 kvy)Ly (fy‘s ||Zk+1 — z;HH + 76%77 2k — 25|l + Py A Z |z — z;||> ,

i=1

—(k+1 =(k+1
:’(Y,I,U),Z,W(gl’ 92> - :’(Y,I,U),Z,W(gll’ gé)

with ., =1+ 2+ (1+ 71+5L)k + 9L and %y x = kMr,(ALr (NP + 27\ + (1 + kLY ). The
conclusion then follows from (71) and (72). O

5.3.3 Estimates on diffeomorphisms defined for the total noise

We use in this section the stability results obtained in Lemmas 18 and 19 to prove that the function
=(k+1)

Az b2 fwi}
condition (z,v), is a C!-diffeomorphism. In addition, we also establish regularity properties of this function
and its inverse with respect to the initial condition (x,v). To state our results, we introduce the following
functions for (k,v) € E., and given realizations zZ = {Zj}f;f CRY w={w; ;“ill C R™:

w41 giving the (k + 1)-th iterate in (65), considered as a function of (g1, g2) for fixed initial
j=1

« for a given initial condition (x,v) € R??, set f(j;i)j,w(gl, g2) = fgk;ig((z, v), (91, 92));

« for a given realization (g1, g2) € R??, set fff;i?ah% (z,v) = ffyk;riz((x, v), (91, 92))-

(k+1)
7HZ,0,2,W

The first result is that T’
not too large.

is a diffeomorphism when k7~ is a sufficiently small positive time and ~ is

Proposition 20. Assume that A1 and A2 hold. There exists tg > 0 such that, for any tg € (0, fo] , there is
Yo > 0 for which, for any v € (0,74,], (z,v) € R, z € RE=Dxd gpd w € R+ xm

(G/) f(LtO/'YJ"Fl)

Y-Z,V,2,W

is 3/2-Lipschitz and a Ct-diffeomorphism on R?*¢ satisfying, for any (g1,92), (g, g5) € R?%,

f([to/’YJ-l‘l)(gl,gQ) 7f(|_t0/ﬂ+1)( / /)

VT, Z,W VT, F W 1,92

1
5 ll(g1 — 91,92 —95)|| 5 (73)

] >
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(b) the inverse of FEYLZO{JWZJ)W, denoted by poten) 2-Lipschitz: for any (uy,us), (u},uh) € R??,

v,T,0,Z,W 2

’ F(evltO/VJ“Fl) (Ul, u2> o f(evlto/'YJ"'l)(uIl’ ul )

VTV, F, W VTV, F W 2 ’ <2 ||(u1 - ulla Uz — ul2)|| :

Proof. We prove that there exists £y > 0 such that, for any to € (0,%], there is ¥, > 0 for which

(g1,92) — FEYL,;{;YZ{)VV(gl,gQ) — (g1, 92) is 1/2-Lipschitz. Item (a) is then a straightforward consequence

of [24, Exercise 3.26]. First, for any A > 0, (k,7) € E., (z,v) € R%*, z €¢ RE-Dxd ¢ R+ xm
(91, 92), (g1, 95) € R?? by (65) and Lemma 19, we have

(k1) (o) wk+D 91
‘szy{Zj}ff wyit (91:92) <92) o G le(gvg?)*(gg)u

6@” (k+k) 1(91,9) [\(kj-l) (g/ g/)

(=3} E
=(k+1) = (k+1)
+ vzv,{zj}] 17{ J}k+l(gl’92) BRE? U7{Z]}J 1’{ J}k+1(91;92)

<CE+1,72) (lgr = a1ll + llg2 — gall)

where we have set

O+ 1,7, =2°2 (1t mll )y + =200+ 10 0) (k)7 ) + (24 9Lk
As noted previously, there is ffjl) > 0 for which, for any ¢y € (0, f(() )] there exists 'y( ) such that for any
€ (0,'7,5(01)], we have (|to/v],7) € Ec. Then, Lemma 17 implies that there exists 582) (O,E(()l)] such that
for any to € (0, fE,Q)], lim sup., o m([to/7],7) < K[ta2 \ tal] for some constant K > 0. This implies, for any
to € (0,£?] and A > 0,

hmfoup C(lto/v] +1,7,A) = HmeuP(Q + [to/v]7)LLto/7)*¥*Mr 5 (A)Lr 5 (A) P/ m ([t /7], 7)

A2+ o)Lt exp <t0 H fas A>L]> timn sup m([to/7),7)

740

<2+ to)LK[to V 1] exp (to B +(1+ A)LD ;

where we have used for the penultimate inequality the expressions of Mr ,(A),Lr () provided by (52).
The latter quantity is smaller than 1/4 for any to € (0, 7] upon choosing first A = 1/(16KL), and then £, €
(0, 1?(()2)] sufficiently small so that for any ¢ € (0,%o],

(2 + to)[to V 1] exp <t0 {161@ + (1 + mlﬁ) LD <4.

This leads to the claimed statement, and therefore proves item (a). Item (b) next easily follows from (73). O

The second result is that f%ﬁ,w,gl,gz is a diffeomorphism when k7 is a sufficiently small positive time
and 7 is not too large.

Proposition 21. Assume that A1 and A2 hold. There exists to > 0, such that, for any tg € (O,t_o} , there
is Vi, € (0,1] for which, for any v € (0,71,], (91, 92), (u1,us) € R??, 7 € RE-DUX gng w ¢ REFDxm
=(Lto/v]+1)

v,%,W,g1,92

(a) the mapping T is Lipschitz on R?: for any (x,v), (z',v") € R??,

H Lto/le) 2,v) — Tlto/7I+1) (@, v")

V:2,W,91, 92 V52, W,91,92

<UD (|l — 2| + o — o) ;
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(b) the inverse of F(VLI;O{}VZJ:,I) (see Proposition 20), namely (x,v) —

R2: for any (z,v), (2',0v) € R?4,

F(<— sLto/v]+1)

yawzw  (U1,u2), is Lipschitz on
:

HF(<— Lto/7J+1)(u1,u2) _ f(<—7Lto/vJ+1)(ubu2)H < 2e(1F2L)(to+7) (lz = 2'|| + [lv = ||) -

VTV, Z,W v,z v Z,w

Proof. Let ty > 0 such that for any ¢y € (0, to], there exists 34, for which, for any v € (0,%,], ([to/7],7) € Ec
and Proposition 20-(a)-(b) hold. To prove item (a), we note that (61)-(62) and (51) in Lemma 18 with A =1
imply for any to € (0,%0], v € (0,%4,], (91, 92) € R??, 7 € RE=Dxd and w € REFDX™ (1 0)) (2!, 0") € R*

t 1 1
HF(L o/v]+ )(91;92) F(L o/v]+ )(91792)H < Lrﬁ’y(l)LtU/'ijrl [Hz o .CC/H + ||’U o ,U/H] ,

v, T,V Z,W v,x’ v Z,wW

from which the result follows in view of the bound

1 )
L 0140 < oxp (104 9) 5+ (14 Aymax (1.7 ) ] )

and the fact that v < 4, < 1.

Regarding (b), let (z,v),(2',v") € R?? and denote by (g1,g92) = f%%vj’w (u1,u2) and (gi,g%) =
fg‘;’,g?gig(ul,m). We obtain using (g¢,95) = fgt,%?/;iz (TEYLZO‘/N'Y;?%( ,v)) and Proposition 20-(b), for

any to € (0,%0), v € (0,7,), (g1, 92) € R?4, Z € RE-D*d and w € R*+Dxm,

(= lto/7])

[P ) — T )] | = g, 02) — (ot 951
= T e T @ 0) = T o (T S o (@, 0)|
<2 | @) ~ TR )|
which completes the proof using (a). O

5.4 Proof of Theorem 3

We can now finally provide the proof of Theorem 3.

Proof of Theorem 3. For (z,v) € R?? and B € B(R??), it holds, by the definition (65),

t +1 o _(Lt0/7J+1) t +1
R'k/ Rl ((:L', 1)), B) =K |:]]'B {F'y,z,v,ﬁaw’zv(Lfo/’YJ+1)1W(Lf0/’YJ+1) (O—'YG(L o/l )) }:| :
Fix M > 0, and consider ¢ty > 0 such that the statements of Propositions 20 and 21 hold true. Introduce
next tg € (0, fo} and the corresponding stepsize 7;, as given by Propositions 20 and 21.

The random variables o, G(l*/71+1) and \/'_yo.yz(““/ 71+1) are independent Gaussian random variables by
Lemma 16. Denoting their densities with respect to the Lebesgue measure by ¢, , and v, ~ respectively,
setting ng = |to/v] + 1, and using a change of variable, for any v € (0,34,

RUoMIH (3,0),B) = / Ig {F(Lto/’YH‘l)

g (91 92)} Ptory (915 92)0t0 - (Z) dZ 5 1 H (Aw) dgy dgo

Rmo0d x Wm0
>t +1 ~\ 1~
— [ el uape g ) (T ) ) (8) 2 () oy du
R"OdXWnO Y, T, v,Z, W
where FS_I ht(;/:,]“) is the inverse of FEYLZU{}VZJ ;:,1) (well defined by Proposition 20) and Jzce,1t/41+0 (U1, u2) is

'ya:uzw

the absolute value of the determinant of the Jacobian matrix of this mapping.
We can now introduce the reference point (04,04), and relate the transition probability starting
from (z,v) in terms of transitions starting from this (04,04). For reasons that will become clear below
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and similarly to what is done in Section 3, we replace fg:ﬁ%{:,“l)(ul, uz) by V2 fg;;%’;gvtl)(ul, uz2) and
= lto/v]+1)

not simply I'. o o) zw (U1,u2) in @, , henceforth write for any v € (0, 74,]

R»LYtOMHI((iU, v),B) = / g (u1,u2) Ay z,0,2,w(U1, u2) g1 /v 1) (U1, u2)
R”’OdXW"O v,04,04,2,w (74)

=(+,to/v]+1 N 1m
X Pto,y (ﬁrii)dLS!;Jw )(Ul, Uz)) Vio.~(Z) dZ M%Lt(’/le(dW) duy dug ,

where A, 5 v.zw(U1,u2) = Aglﬁ)zmiyw(ul,uﬂAEﬁlyv’i’w(ul, ug) with

It e /2040 (1, u2)

@, 2w A(2) ~ (Ul u2):
J—(e,tto/ﬂﬂ)(uhw)’ T EW ’
F’ondwodviww

=, [T +1
Pto,y (F(ﬁskoﬁ/‘y )(U1,u2))
=t +1 :
Pto,y (\/ﬁrgi)dt,(;)d/,’gw )(ula UQ))

(u1,u2) from below. For the latter term, we assume

1
Asy,)z,v,i,w(ulv u2) -

We next bound Asyl,_?n,v,i,w(’(‘”? ug) and Afﬁlyv’iyw
that ||z + [Jv]| < M.

By an application of Hadamard’s inequality (see Proposition 22 below) and Proposition 20-(a), we obtain
for any (u1,uz2) € R? (Z,w) € R™4 x W™ and v € (0,7,],

d
1 2
J= Uy, Ug) = >(= .
ri bl (1, u2) ] TC—Lo/A1+) ~\3
Tt/ I+ \ Ly 2 v,2,w (u1,uz2)
0w

Similarly, wa,uo/wﬂ)(ul,m) < 24 by Proposition 20-(b), so that for any (ug,u2) € R24, (z,w) € R7od %

~,04,04,2,w
Wmo and Y € (0,"—)/,50],
1

ﬁ .
We next recall that ¢y, 4 is a Gaussian density with mean 0 and covariance matrix O’,QYC(UO/ W+ (see (43)),
and use the inequality (22) to write for any (u1,us) € R?4, (Z, w) € R™9 x W™~ € (0, 7y,],

2)

1
qui,ﬂ,i,w(ula’l/@) 2 (75)

_1
(C(l_to/ﬂ‘f‘l)) 2 (F(H,Lto/'YJJrl)(Uhuﬁ . f(%,[to/'YJJrl)(ul, UQ))

V0,2, W 7,04,04,2,w

1
A(ﬁzs,v,z,w(ubuz) > exp (U_% ‘
Next, by Proposition 21-(b) and Lemma 13,

liminf A®
S0 VEvEW

]

(u1,ug) > exp (462(1+2L)t0
op

(Nl + ||v||)2>

]

1
> exp (—4e2(1+2L)t° M2> = Mto,M
op

where 3(*0) is the matrix defined in (28). Upon reducing 7:,, we can therefore assume that the following
inequality holds: for any (u,us) € R?? (Z,w) € R™9 x Wm0~ € (0,7,],

2 Nto, M
Ag,l,u,z,w(ul,w) > OT (76)
Now that the factor A, ;4 5 w(u1,u2) is bounded from below, we can consider the remaining terms in (74)

in order to construct a reference minorization measure. More precisely, using again Proposition 20-(a), the

change of variable (g1, g2) = V2 fgjﬁ;)!;fvt”(ul, uz) implies, for any v € (0, ¥,],

==, 1 ~\ 1~
/ , g (u1, u2)Jwce i/ 1+n (U1, U2)Ptg (x/ﬁr(ﬁ,}tgﬂjl )(Ul,uz)) Vg () dz i (dw) dug duy
R™0

x Wm0 v,04,04,2,wW

__o—d =(Lto/7v]+1) g1 g2 ~ ~ ®lto/v]+1
= 2_dﬂt0,’y(B> )
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where i, is a probability measure on (R??, B(R?4)). By combining the latter inequality and the lower
bounds (75) and (76) in (74), we obtain the following result: for any v € (0,7;,] and (z,v) € R?? such
that [[zf| + [|lvf| < M,

RYO /I (@,0), B) 2 etg,011149.(B)

with €4, a7 = 67;,.0r/2. The inequality (7) then follows from [22, Lemma 18.2.7] for instance. O

We conclude this section by recalling (and proving for completeness) a well-known result on the Jacobian
determinant of C! Lipschitz function.

Proposition 22. Let ® : RY — R? be a continuously differentiable L-Lipschitz function, i.e. for any
z,y € RY,
[@(x) — @) < Lz -yl

Then, Jo(x) < LY, where Jg denotes the absolute value of the determinant of the Jacobian matriz of ®.
Proof. Denote by Jace : R? — RX? the Jacobian matrix of ®. Since ® is L-Lipschitz, it holds, for any

(z,h) € R x RY, ||Jace(x)h|| < L ||h||. By choosing h = e; for i € {1,...,d} (with ey,...,eq the canonical
basis of R?), it follows that

d 2
0P,
Vo|* = o) <L
vot =3 (5)
Jj=1
where ®; is the é-th component of ®. In addition, using Hadamard’s inequality (see for instance [32, Example
4.18]), we obtain |det(Jace(x))| < Hle [V®;|| < L4, which completes the proof. O

6 Proof of Theorem 5

Let us start by recalling the expression of the function % : R?*¢ — R, introduced in (9) and defined under
A1 and D2(U) for z,v € R? and v € (0,7]:

2 2 )
K 2 2 Ky(1+7°9,)
Wy (z,v) = - llz]” + [lolI” + TV (,v) + 2apU(x) . (77)
vy

This function is indeed nonnegative by Lemma 24 below. The proof of Theorem 5 relies on a conditioned
Lyapunov drift inequality for %% (see Section 6.1), which motivates the choice of the various prefactors in (77)

(see the discussion at the end of the proof of Lemma 23). This allows to write the proof of Theorem 5 in
Section 6.2, with the help of some technical results postponed to Section 6.3.

6.1 Conditioned drift inequality

The following Lyapunov inequality is a key result to prove Theorem 5. Recall that the function ¥ : R3¢ x
RMitm2 5 R, is defined in (11).

Lemma 23. Assume that A1, D1(U), D2(U) and D3 hold. For any z,v € R%, w € R™*™2 gnd v € (0,7],
set (X700, VviP0Y) =T, (x,v, Vo4 Z, w), where I, is defined by (6) and Z is a d-dimensional standard
Gaussian random variable. Then, there exists C > 0 such that, for any v € (0,7A1], z,v € RY¢ and
w = (wy,wg) € RMTM2

IVU ()|)”

E [, (X7, V)] < W (2, 0) = ym [lo]* = o 77

+ |l

+Cy [1 FIVU@)]| + o]l +~°2F (2, 0,0) + 5% | wn ]|

where the expectation is over the realizations of Z, and F (z,v,w) = ||VU (2)|* /L2 + ||v|* + ||lw|]® + ||z||.
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Proof. The finite nonnegative constant C' in this proof may change from line to line but does not depend
on v, z, v or w. For ease of notation, we also simply denote (X{""",V;""") by (X1,V1), and do not
explicitly indicate that v € (0,4 A 1]. By definition,

527(75197 +1)

R ()

E (0, (X, Vo)) = 200E [0 C00)] + S B [1x00P] + B 1] +

We successively bound each expectation on the right-hand side of the previous equality. To bound E [U(X7)],
we make use of the following estimates, which are straightforwardly obtained from D2(U) and the equal-
ity E [,‘F(:c,v, VYoV Z, w)} = F(z,v,w) + 'ya,%d:

?|

8[J5: (st < 20 Frean]

I (m,v‘sv,v‘s"’l/zavZ, w) H2] <C [1 + Véui(x,v,w)} ,

(79)

the second inequality being obtained from the first one by a Cauchy—Schwarz inequality and the bound
Va+1b < /a+ Vb for a,b> 0. Using [46, Lemma 1.2.3] and D1(U), we obtain that

E[U(X,)] =E [U (:c v+ Af, (z Vu,A g, 7, w) + 75+1/207DWZ)}
<U@) +E [(VU(@), 70 +f, (2,970,470, 2,0) )|
+ glE {Hw +fy (m VoA g 7, w) + 75+1/20VDVZH2]
<U(@) +7(VU(@).0) + 7 [VU@IE[||f, (2,470,970, Z,w)
L

3 . 2
+ 5 (P10l 497 |1, (90000 2,0) [ ] 4 41402 1D, 217 ).

Note first that, in view of (79) and A1, and since |[v]|* < F(z, v, w),

2 ~
72 ol +2E [Hn (270,20, 2,0)| ] +4162E [|D, Z)| < € [y 12 (2, 0,w)]

Moreover, still with (79), and since |VU (z)| < L/ (x, v, w),
INU@IE [[[£ (.9°0," 0, 2,0) || < ClIvU@) [1 + 9202\ F (2,0, w }

C [IVU@)] ++%2F (2, v0,w)| (80)
Since 6y < 1, this leads finally to

E[U(X1)] < U(@) +7 (VU (@), 0) + Oy 1IN 4 [VU@))] + 9% /2 F (2, 0,0)] - (81)
Let us next bound E {||X1H2} Note first that D2(U) implies that

E [<x, Iy (x,v‘sv,v‘s“/zavZ, w) >} < 76197 (x,v)
£ Cu [L 477 F (@, 0,0) + 725450 020 447 ] ] |

30



so that, with A1l and D2(U),
2
E[I1X102] < ll2ll® + 92 lo]* +1°E [va (97097 0, Z,w) | } +4" %037+ 2 (2, 0)

+ 29E K:c, fy (z,’y%,’y‘”lﬁo.YZ, w) >} +27°E [<v, Iy (x,'y‘sv,'y‘Hl/ZU.YZ, w) >}
+ 273/2+50VIE KfV (x,v‘sv,75+l/2072, w) ,DVZ>}

< lzl* + 2y (1 +9°95) (2,0) + Cy [+ F (2, 0,w) + 9% | lwr]] - (82)

To bound E {||V1||2}, we rely on the following estimates, obtained from D2(U):

2 ~
E |:Hg7 (z,»}/51},,}/5+1/20—,yz, w) + ayVU(x) ‘ :| <C (1 +»Y5Uj‘ (;L',’U,w)) )

E H’g.y (z,75v,75+1/207Z, w) + ayVU(x) H <O (144%/2\/7F ($7v7w)> ) (83)

VU ()]

E [<x,97 (m,v‘sv,v‘s“hovz,w) >} < —(u 72 + ||| | + CH% (1 +F (:c,v,w)) )

Therefore,

E[IViIP] = 72 loll® + 420} VU @)]* +7°E [Hm (297097 0, Z,w) + auvmz)]ﬂ
+ void —27yay (v, VU(2))
+ 27y <v, E [g.y (z, +ov, 75+1/2J,YZ, w)] + aUVU(:c)>
— 27%ay <VU(:I:),E [97 ($,76U,75+1/20’VZ, w)] + aUVU(:I:)>

+ 29326 [<9v (x,v‘sv,75+l/2072, w) + aUVU(x),ZH )

The terms on the third and fourth lines of the above series of inequalities can be bounded as in (80)
using D2(U). For instance, for the one in the third line:

<U,IE [g,y (x,'y‘sv,'y‘Hl/ZU.YZ, w)} + ozUVU(z)>’ < || E {Hg.y (x,'y‘sv,'y‘;Jrl/ZJ,YZ, w) + ozUVU(x)H]

<0+ ol (@, 00)].
< [Ioll +7%2F (2,0,w)] -
We thus obtain with A1 that
E[IViI*] <72 lo]* = 27,00 (o, VU @) + O {1+ o]l +4°/2F (@,0,w) |
< (=) Jol* = 2900 (o, VU @) + Oy {1+ lloll + ™2 F (w,0,w)} (84)

where we have used for the last inequality that |7, —1| <and 72 = e 72"+ 77 —e™>" < 1-2yk+2(k*+C )y
by Lemma 12 (the term of order 42 going into the remainder term in the inequality). Finally, using A1
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and D2(U), as well as the estimates (79) and (83),

E[(X1,V3)] = 7 (2,0) +9E (2,9, (2,970,920, Z,w) )| + 97, o]
+7,E [<f.y (z,75v,75+1/207Z, w) ,v>}
—~v2ayE KfnY (m,760,76+1/2072, w) ,VU($)>}
+7°E wa (z,v‘sv,v‘”l/szZ, w) 9 (:cvv‘sv,v‘”l/ZJva w) + ozUVU(x)ﬂ
+7°E Kv,gv (:cvv‘sv,v‘”l/Z%Zv w) + ozUVU(x)ﬂ —v*ay (v, VU (z))
+ 73/20VE [<fv (x,v‘sv,75+l/2072, w) ,Z>}
4326 B [<D7Z, 9, (z Vu,A g, 7, w) + aUVU(z)H
+7'72E[(D,Z, Z)]

VU (2)|? -
< (o)~ 2 || olP + 0y {1+ ol 4472 @ o)} (s9)

We can now come back to (78). In order to make apparent our choices of prefactors for the Lyapunov
function (77), we introduce real numbers ¢y, ¢, ¢35 > 0 and ¢4 € R, and define

We(w,v) = a1U(x) + e ||z + e3 [|v]|* + ca (,v) .
By multiplying (81) by ¢, (82) by ¢, (84) by ¢z and (85) by c4, we obtain

VU (2)|?
E (X0 W) < Helww) — enno [0 a5 e — eam ] Jol?

+ [C4(T,Y —1) + 2coy (1 + 76197)} (x,v) +v[c1 — 2csay] (v, VU (x))

+ Oy [LH VU@ + ol + 4%zl o] +7°/2F (2, 0,)]

We choose ¢q, o, ¢3, ¢4 to cancel the prefactors of the scalar products in the second line and to ensure that
the term — [2kc3 — ca7y] [v]|* < —¢||v]|* + C2F (x, v, w) for some & > 0. Such requirements can be obtained
with & = k by setting ¢; = 2ap, ca = £2/2, c3 = 1 and ¢4 = K2y(1+7°9,)/(1 —7,) and using |es — x| < Cy
by Lemma 12. O

6.2 Proof of Theorem 5

We are now in position to prove Theorem 5. The finite nonnegative constant C' in this proof may change
from line to line but does not depend on 7, x, v or w. A first idea in the proof is to rewrite the Lyapunov
condition to be shown for %, - as a Lyapunov condition for the function

Oy =1+ Wy, (86)

thanks to D3. In all this proof, the timestep v belongs to (0, Y4] with 74, > 0 defined below in (93). We also
denote by (X1,V1) =T (x,v,/y0,Z, W), the output of one step of the Markov chain starting from a given
configuration x,v € R% with Z a d-dimensional standard Gaussian random variable and W = (W, W3) a
random variable independent of Z with distribution pw = ftw, ® pw, (recall that I'y is defined by (6)).

We start by bounding R,W, . in terms of E[¢,(X1,Vi)|Ws]. The first observation is that, in
view of Lemmas 26 and 27, there exists a constant . € Ry such that the function (z,w;)
¢~ (T (2, v, /Y0y 2, (W1, w2))) is Lipschitz with Lipschitz constant /.2, uniformy in #,v and wy. Therefore,
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by D3-1)-(a), for any w € R,

— — w2
R (0,0) = [ [0, [Wa] | < E [exp (6,060 v0) ) + Z22)] L o)
The next step of the proof is to obtain bounds on E [¢, (X1, V1) |Wa]. We first relate this quantity
to E [#, (X1, V1) |Ws] and then rely on Lemma 23. More precisely, using the bound /1+¢ < 1+ ¢/2
for t > —1,

E [¢, (X1, V1) [Wa] W, (X1, Vi) — Wy (z,v)
o) \/ T gy WQ]
Wy(Xl,Vl)—WV(.T,U) _ E[W’Y(XthHWQ] _W’Y(‘Tav)
<E |1+ 202 (1, 0) | =1+ 26 (@, 0)° - ®8)

Since W; admits a first moment by D3, using that a < (2¢)7! + €a?/2 for any a,e > 0, there exists
'_y[(}) € (0,744y] such that for any v € (0,'7,(})],

CE [1+ IVU@)]| + lloll /25 (2,0, W) + 5™ |lz]| [Wa |We]

K
<+ W) + 5

ol + o (M + ||w||ﬂ .

Therefore, by Lemma 23 and since — |Jv]|* < — [jo] + 1,

K
E [, (X1, V1) [Wa] < ) (,0) = 25 (1loll® + G flall) + G2 + W)

e min(l, Gu)
B

Plugging this estimate in (88) and using Lemmas 25 and 24, as well as the inequality v/a + b > 27 (/a+v/b)
for a,b > 0, we obtain

< Wy (2,0) loll + llz])) + Cr(L + [|W2]) -

—kmin(1, ¢u)(||=]| + [lv]) + CA + [W2]*)
4¢(z,v)
rmin(1, Gu)([|z] + [lv]]) Loy 1+ |5
AL+ € ([l + [[vI])] L+ v/ew/2(||zl + [lv]l)

Then, by (87) and (89), for any v € (O,ﬁ[(]l)], w >0, and z,v € RY,

E [¢(X1, V1) [Wa] < ¢y (2, 0) +

g ¢7(x7v) -7

(89)

Rv_Wv,w(:c,v) <E |exp w2f”+wcy 1+ |[Walf? exp (_Wmmin(l,cv)(lel+||v||))_
Wy (i, 0) 2 14 ew/2(]z| + o) AL+ € ([ + [[v]])]

(90)
We now choose successively Ky > 0 sufficiently large and @ > 0 sufficiently small so that the Markov chain
induces a contraction for the Lyapunov function W,  on the set {(z,v) € R?4, ||z| + ||v|| = Ky }. We first
need to this end a bound on exponential moments of W5. By Jensen’s inequality and D3, for any ¢ > 0

and v € (0,yw /c], setting Cyy = E [eﬁw||w2|‘2},

B[] — g [(eﬁwlwzn?)“”q <oy (91)

For any w > 0, v € (O,ﬁ((]l)] such that @y < Jw (1 + v/ew/2Ky)/C and Ky > 0, z,v € R? with [|z| +
[lv]| = Ky, it therefore holds by (90),

1 Ry W o (,v) w C ( 1ogCW) rkmin(1,{y)Ky
— log - < + 1 = —
wy Wy o (2,0) 2 1+ \Jew/2Ky Yw A1+ €y Ky
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Setting

KU:wP[”%])(Hbg_CW) Q/CW]’ wyy = (L, Co) Ky

rmin(1, (y T 8L+ CKy]

and ﬁl(f) = [l A (1 + Vew/2Ky)/Cwy}], it follows that, for any v < min(ﬁ(Ul)ﬁ(UZ)) and (z,v) € R??
with [lz]| + [Jv]| > Ku,

— mmin(l,CU)KU) <1,

By Wy (,0) SAY Wy (2:0) 5 Av = exp (_ 16[1 + €, Ky (92)

We finally consider the case ||z| + ||v|| < Ky. First, we note that (89) implies that for any v < 'y(Ul),

E [¢p4(X1, V1) [Wa] < ¢y (z,v) + Cy(1 + [W2||?). By plugging this result in (87), we obtain

R\W, oy (z,v) <E {exp (% {wU‘iﬂ +2C(1+ HW2|‘2):|):| W.%WU (x,v) .

When v < Ay = min(ﬁg),ﬁg),ﬁ((]g)), with ﬁl(JS) = Jw/(wyC), the right-hand side can be bounded by (91)
as

w W log C
By (2,0) < ¥ T, o (w,0), = T [wwwc (1+ = W)] ‘
Yw

We can therefore write, in view of the inequality ef —e® < (t —s)e! for ¢, s € R, s < t, for any z,v € R? with
[z]] + [lv]| < Kv, and v < Au,

VUWW(:C, v) + (e‘%/” — X[YJ) W%w(x,v)
VUWW(:C, v) + (A — log )\U)e‘%/"’W%w(ac, v) .

We finally obtain the following bound for any x,v € R, ||z|| + ||v|| < Kv, ¥ < qv, using Lemma 25:
vav,w(% v) < )"IYJWWW('TaU) + by, by = (A —log AU)e%:YU+wU(1+¢¢KU) .
Combining this bound with (92) completes the proof.

6.3 Supporting lemmas

The proofs of the following technical lemmas are postponed to the appendix. The first technical result
ensures that 7/, is non-negative.

Lemma 24. Assume A1 and D2(U). Then, for any x,v € R% and v € (0,74y] with

(6A1)~" 2
Yo = min | 1,7 ( Cw ) Cop = lmin (H— 1) (93)
Yw = s Yo Iil§+(1+1§)(20,{+l4,2) 3 ‘W_2 654 )

it holds W, (x,v) > co(||z||” + [|v]|*) + 20U (z), where W, is defined in (77).

The next result provides an upper bound on ¢,, itself obtained from an upper bound on W

Lemma 25. Assume A1, D1(U) and D2(U). Then, for any vy € (0,min(1,%)] and x,v € R?,
2 2
Wy (z,0) < (2l + [JolI) s @y (@, 0) <1+ & (lz]l + [ol]) (94)

where

2 1 _
¢y = \/max (1, % +aUL> + 5(1 +9) (k2 + Kk +2Cy) .

The last two results provide Lipschitz bounds which allow to obtain (87).
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Lemma 26. Assume that A1, D1(U) and D2(U) hold. For any~y € (0,3w], the fonction ¢, € C}(R?*4,R)
defined by (86) is Lipschitz continuous, and its Lipschitz constant is uniformly bounded by

1 _
Ly = T X (2,200 L + &2, (1 +0)(K* + 5 + C,))

where Ygp, cqy are defined in (93).

Lemma 27. Assume that Al and D3 hold, and recall that T is defined in (6). Then, for any
v € (0,min(1,7)], z,v € R? and wy € R™, the function (z,w;) — T, (z,v, VY02, (wl,wg)) is Lipschitz
continuous, and its Lipschitz constant is bounded by v/2v[2Lmax(1,5) + 2 + a].
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A Postponed proofs

A.1 Proof of Lemma 10

Note that by (28) and using that for any ¢t € Ry, ¢t —t2/2 +¢3/6 —t1/24 <1 —e™t <t —t2/2 4+ t3/6, we
have for any ¢ty € R,

oty )3 — oKty /3 < tho) oty /3 + okt /12 .

NN

Similarly using that for any t € Ry, ¢t —t2/2 <1 —e~! < t, we have for any tg € Ry,
o212)2 — o?kt3 )2 < B < 022/2, 0ty — o2kt < B < ot

Then, since 1/3 — 1/4 > 0, taking ¢y sufficiently small completes the proof.

A.2 Proof of Lemma 12

The first estimate is a direct consequence of the following inequality for 0 < a < band ¢ > 1:
b
0<b —al = E/ 2 lde < (b— a)Ebefl,

together with the bound max(7,,e™"7) < 1. The bound on |7, — 1| follows from the fact that this quantity
is bounded by 1 — e %Y 4+ C¥? in view of Al, together with the inequality 1 — e "7 < k7. For the final
estimate, we write

_mmlaml e e — 1+ s
k(1 —1y) = k(1 —1y) '

11—, K

==

The first term in the last numerator is bounded by C.7? in view of Al. For the second one and the
denominator, we use the inequality —t2/2 <1 —t—e~! <0 for any t > 0 to write |e "7 — 1 + ry| < K%4?/2

and ) )
1-— l—e ™ —C
T, l-e <Y >n<“—+cn)7>f,

v 7 v 2 2
where the last inequality follows from the bound v < 4 < (k + 2C,; /)~ in A1l. This finally leads to (42).
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A.3 Proof of Lemma 24

Let v € (0,74]. Consider Vo(z,v) = &2 ||z||* /2+ |v]|* + & (&, v) +2ayU(z). The Cauchy-Schwarz inequality
and Lemma 12 give

|y (x,v) — Vo(z,v)| < K

2 2
Y(1+4°9,) 1| 12”4l
11—, 2

5 5 K [
vy

~ _T20, 2 2
<n (5594 et [ ] ) Bt

where the last inequality follows from the definition of 74,. In addition, using the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality
again, we get for any 7 € (1/2,1),

<ew(llz)® + o)

K2 1
Vo(z,v) 2 - (1 —n) lz]|* + <1 - 2_77> [ + 200U () = 2ew(llz])? + |v]*) + 200U () ,

where the last inequality is obtained with n = 2/3. The combination of the two previous inequalities finally
gives the claimed result.
A.4 Proof of Lemma 25

By [46, Lemma 1.2.3] and D1(U), it holds U(z) < L ||z||> /2. Moreover, the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,
Lemma 12 and the last condition in D2(U) lead to

M (z,v) < “2(1 +9) (l + [20“ + 1} 7> (||9U||2 + HUHQ)

_ 2
1-7, K K

|

< S+ )R+ r+2C) (lz]” + o)), (95)

N =

where we used 7 < 1 in the last inequality. This finally implies the first inequality in (94) by the def-
inition (77) of M,. The proof of the second one is concluded with the inequality va +b < v/a + Vb
for a,b € Ry.

A.5 Proof of Lemma 26
In view of the definitions (77) and (86), it holds

k(1 +75197)

T v+ 20 VU(2)|,

1
VI¢.Y(:E,U) = W |:Ii2SC +

so that, by a triangle inequality and upon bounding the prefactor of v as in (95), and using also Lemma 24
and the inequality | VU (z)|| < L ||z||, we obtain

R lal] + (L+9) (52 + & +2C) [lo]| + 200 [ VU ()]
2y/1+ cu{llz]® + 1ol

1 21 =
< max <04UL+H—,—(1+19)(H2+K+20,€)> .
Cqpy 272

[Vady (2, 0)] <

Similarly, for any z,v € RY,

19,000 € i (1504 D62 41426,

The conclusion then follows from the inequality ||V, (z,v)| < 2max(||Va¢y(z,v)], ||V~ (x,v)||) and the
mean value theorem.
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A.6 Proof of Lemma 27
In view of (6), Al and D3-1)-(b), we can write, for any x,v, z, 2/ € R, wy,w} € R™ and wy € R™2,
HF’Y (SC, v, WJVZa (wla w2)) - F’Y (SC, v, ﬁJVZlv (wlla w2>)||
< Y va ($576U571/2+50725 (wlan)) - fV ($576U571/2+50’V’2/5 (wlla w2)) H + 76+1/20’V HD’Y(Z - Z/)H
9o (2.4970,97F 202, (wi,00)) = gy (2,970,971 20,2, (h w2)) | + 0y 12 = 2]

< (2ymax(1,9°4125) +4° 11295 + 5/ (12 = /|| + oy — wil)

+7’

< V2 (2y max(1,471%0) + 441295 + 57 ||z w1) — (2w

which completes the proof.

A.7 Proof of Proposition 4
In view of (31) and since b = —VU,

fy(z,v,2,w) =€ v — %VU (m + 624V + G342 + 73/2%4,%0) + 29326, w ,
with

e—rY/2 _ 1 e—RY/2 e—rY/2 Lo
Gy =—F"— 2,y = ) Cay = 5 T Cay = 77/2_
0% 2 2(1+e=#7) 8(1+e*7)

The coefficients %, (for 1 < i < 4) are uniformly bounded in ~y for v € (0,7], and we denote by € their
maximal value:

¢ = sup sup €i, < +00. (96)
1<i<4 v€(0,9]

A Cauchy—Schwarz inequality gives
1 2 —2 —2
|£2(2,70 0,97 202, 0) | < 393 Jo)* + 128 )
3_72 s 5+1/2 3/2 2
+ 1 VU (z+~°62,v 4y 0y G342 + 7 2 Cs W .

It therefore suffices to bound the term on the second line of the previous inequality. To this end, we note
that D1(U) and a Cauchy-Schwarz inequality imply that, for any h € R9,

IVU(z +h)|* < 2(IVU ()]|* + 2L ||| . (97)
The first condition in D2(U) is then easily seen to hold upon setting h = 265 ,v+7°+"20., €3 2 +73/2C 0.

To prove that the second condition in D2(U) holds, we need to be careful about the dependence of our
estimates on ||z||. We rely on (13), which implies that there exist ¢ > 0 and b € R such that

~ (2, VU (@) < —a (o] + [VU@)]?) + .

An inequality similar to (97) can also be written for any h € R%:

=2[|VU (@ +W)|* < = |VU(@)|” +2L7 |1 .
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We therefore obtain, using a Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, for any h € R<,

— (&, VU(z + h)) = — (& + h, VU (x + h)) + (h, VU (2 + h))
S —a (Ilsc +h||+||VU(z + h)HQ) - g (Ihl

T VU (z + h)||2>

< —a(llll + { IVU@I7) +3 (14 al) ()

for some constant b € R. The second condition in D2(U) then follows from the above inequality, the fact
that
(2.1 (2970, 20, 2,0) ) = 11y (@,0) + 29260, (2, 0) = 3 (2, VU (2 + h)

with b = 1062, v + V2720, 63 2 + 73?64 ,w and using (96).
Let us next check that the conditions in D2(U) involving g, are satisfied with oy = 1. In view of (31)
and since b = —VU,

gy (2,0, 2,w) = =% VU (x + % v+ Y3 2+ 73/2554,710) )

with

~o
—Ky/2 —Kry/2 o
e/ e/ v/2

G . = e K2 Gy = Gy o= —— Gy =
1,y € 9 2,y 3,y 2(1+€_57)7 4,y 8(1—’—6_”7)

The coefficients %; -, (for 1 < i < 4) are uniformly bounded in v for v € (0,7], and we denote by ¢ their
maximal value:

Y = sup sup ¥, < +oo. (99)
1<i<4 v€(0,9]

Note also that, there exists K > 0 such that for any v € (0,7],
%1, — 1| < K7, (100)

so that we bound using D1(U) the term involving g, in the first condition as

2 .
gy (270,94 Pz, 0) + VU @) <20 = %) IVU@)P +27° | VU (@ + h) - VU @)

2K VU (2)|* + 27 L b

with h = 7% v +~°+"20., %3 . 2 + %29, ,w, which easily implies that the second condition holds by (99).
Moreover, with the same definition of h,

<:c, Gy (:c, ~ov, ’y‘”l/za,yz, w)> =—% (x,VU(z + h)),

from which the third condition easily follows in view of (98), (99) and (100).

B Complementary and technical results

Lemma 28. For any k,0,v > 0, ) @1, in (28) is invertible.

Proof. Note first that we only need to consider the case ¢ = k = 1. Let v > 0. Set M = X @ I;. We show
that det(M) > 0. Since by [32, Exercise 45, Chapter 1], det(M) = det(Z()? where (") is given by (28), it
suffices to show that det(2(")) > 0. Denote for any ¢ > 0 and square-integrable functions hy, hs : [0,1] = R,

t
(hl,h2>L2([01t]):/0 ha()ha(s)ds,  hlliaqo. = v/ (s hads.
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By (28),

halli: (h1,ha)y s 5 2 5
det E(’Y) = det || L2([0]) ’ L2((o.) =|h 2 h 2 —(h ;h 2 ’
(=) <<h1,h2>L2(M) T E 1Rallzz 0,7y 12z o,y = (P15 h2diz po,))

where for any s € [0,7], h1(s) =1 —e~=%) and hy(s) = e=(¥=*). The result follows by a Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality since hq, ho are linearly independent. o

Lemma 29. Let x,v € R? and k > 0. Consider for anyt € R,

~ 1 — e nt t -kt _ 1 t 1 — —k(t—s)
X, =xz+ ° U+H+e b(m)—i—a/ eist,
k 0

2

- A " (101)

V,=e "y 4+ ib(z) + O'/ e "=3)4B, |
K 0

where (Bt)i>o is a standard d-dimensional Brownian motion. The process ()Nit, {/'t)@o is the unique solution

of the SDE,
t t
Xt:er/VSds, Vt:v+/ {7K,V5+b(1'>}d5+O'Bt.
0 0

Proof. For any t € Ry, by (101), Lemma 30 and linearity,

' ¢ 1—e™%8
/Vsds:/e*’“vqL ds+o// —5(s=7) 4B, ds
0 0

1 — e nt t Kt _
oo etre T +a/ / e=*(s=") 45 dB, (102)
0

K K2

= j\ét — T .
In addition, using (102), we obtain

t —kt _ 1 t ) ~ t

/ —kVg+b(z)ds = (e7" — 1)v — e7b(90) + a/ (e7"(t=%) _1)dB, =V, —v — a/ dB; ,
0 k 0 0

which completes the proof. O

The following Fubini-type result for stochastic integrals is established in [34, Theorem 1] (see also [52,
Chapter IV, Exercise (5.17)]), but an alternative proof is given here for completeness.

Lemma 30. For any f € CY(R), g € C°(R), u,v >0,

/v / ]1R+(t—s)f(s)g(t)stdt:/v / Le, (t — 5)(s)g(t) dt dB. (103)

Proof. Consider f € CY(R), g € CO( ) > 0. Wlthout loss of generality, it is sufficient to show (103)
for u = 0. Introduce, for any w > fo t)dt and M,, = f(w)B,,. By integration by parts [52,
Chapter IV, Proposition (3.1)], we have for any w > 0

M, /f Bds+/f (104)
w) M, 7/ $)B. ds+/0 G(s)dM, . (105)

Then, by (104),

/Ov /Ov Ig, (t—s)f(s)g(t)dBsdt = /O (/Otf(s)st) g(t)dt = /0 (Mt _ /Ot F'(s)Bs ds> g(t)dt , (106)
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and
[ [ 1ee=95swaan, = [ 6w - ) f)as.
0 0 0
- / (G(v) — G(s)) dM, / (G() - G(s)) f'(s)Bads . (107)
0 0

By Fubini’s theorem, almost surely we have [; fot f'(s)Bsdsg(t)dt = [ (G(v) — G(s)) f'(s)Bsds. There-

fore using this result and (106)-(107), (103) holds if [ Myg(t)dt = [ (G(v) — G(t)) dM;. which follows
from (105) as

/0 (G(v) — G(t) dM, = G(v)M, — / G(t) dM, = / g(t)f(t) By dt = / Mg(t) dt

This allows to conclude the proof. o
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