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CONVERGENCE OF A SEQUENTIAL MONTE CARLO ALGORITHM TOWARDS
MULTIMODAL DISTRIBUTIONS ON R¢

RUIYU HAN

ABSTRACT. In an earlier joint work, we studied a sequential Monte Carlo algorithm to sample from the
Gibbs measure supported on torus with a non-convex energy function at a low temperature, where we
proved that the time complexity of the algorithm is polynomial in the inverse temperature. However, the
analysis in that torus setting relied crucially on compactness and does not directly extend to unbounded
domains. This work introduces a new approach that resolves this issue and establishes a similar result
for sampling from Gibbs measures supported on R¢. In particular, our main result shows that when
the energy function is double-well with equal depth, the time complexity scales as seventh power of the
inverse temperature, and quadratically in both the inverse allowed absolute error and probability error.

1. Introduction

We show that under general non-degeneracy conditions, the Annealed Sequential Monte Carlo algorithm
(Algorithm 1) can efficiently sample from multimodal distributions on R?, with time complexity that
is polynomial in the inverse temperature, with a precise, dimension-independent degree. In previous
work with Iyer and Slepéev [HIS25], we proved such a result for distributions supported on T¢, using
arguments specific to the torus setting. The main purpose of this paper is to obtain a similar result in the
non-compact setting of R%. Our main result shows that the time complexity of ASMC in this settings
is also polynomial in the inverse temperature, albeit with a slightly larger, but precise and dimension
independent, degree. There are several key steps in the proof in [HIS25] which can not be used in the
non-compact setting. We overcome these challenges here by using a different method based on a coupling
argument in the work of Marion, Mathews and Schmidler [MMS23].

We begin (Section 1.1) with an informal description of the algorithm and our results. In Section 1.2,
we briefly review the related work. Our main theorem and the assumptions are stated in Section 2, and
the remainder of this paper presents the proofs.

1.1. Informal statement of main results. Let U: X — R be a non-convex energy function defined on
a space X. Consider the Gibbs distribution 7. whose density is given by

(1.1) me(x) = Zifre(x), where 7. (z) = e V@/% and Z. d:ef/ 7 (y) dy.
€ X

where dy denotes some fixed measure on the configuration space X. The parameter € > 0 denotes the
temperature. Sampling from 7. in the regime of low temperature € is an important problem in multiple
disciplines, such as Bayesian statistical inference, machine learning and statistical physics [BH19,DMDJ07,
FL24]. Sampling from multimodal distributions is challenging. Sequential Monte Carlo (SMC) algorithm
(see for instance [CP20, Chapters 3.3], or [Liu08, Chapter 3.4]) and its variants [Nea01l, CGMR04, WBSJ21],
along with related tempering methods [SW86, Gey91, MP92, GT95], are designed to solve those problems
by combining Markov chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) methods and resampling strategies to sequentially
sample from a sequence of probability distributions.

The Annealed Sequential Monte Carlo (ASMC) algorithm is a SMC algorithm, where particles are moved
through a series of interpolating measures obtained by gradually reducing the temperature according to a
specified annealing schedule. As in [HIS25], we use the annealing schedule where the inverse temperatures
are linearly spaced [SBCCD24|. We now precisely state the ASMC algorithm to sample from target
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distribution 7, [HIS25]. The description of Algorithm 1 follows closely our previous work [HIS25], as the
underlying procedure is identical.

Algorithm 1 Annealed Sequential Monte Carlo (ASMC) to sample from m, [HIS25].

Require: Temperature 7, energy function U, and Markov processes {Y:.}.>, so that the stationary
distribution of Y . is 7.
Tunable parameters:
(1) Number of levels M € N, and annealing schedule 1y > -+ > nyr = 0.
(2) Sample size N € N, and initial points y{, ..., y}¥ € X.
(3) Level running time 7' > 0.
1: forke{l,...,.M —1} do

2: For each i € {1,... N}, simulate Y,, . for time T starting at y} to obtain xf.
Choose (y,i_i_17 . ,yﬁi_l) by resampling from {z,...,zY} using the multinomial distribution with
probabilities ‘
o .
) ; Te(T - def Ty
Py =) = =& () ot (1.2)

2 n=1 Th (7)) o,
4: end for
5: For each i € {1,... N}, simulate Y,,,, . for time T starting at yj, to obtain z’.

6: return (z!,... 2").

A detailed discussion of the intuition and motivation behind this algorithm can be found in our previous
work [HIS25]. A descriptive version of our main result is provided below and the precise theorem is stated
as Theorem 2.5 in Section 2.

Theorem 1.1. Suppose U: RY — R is a non-degenerate double-well function with wells of equal depth
(but not necessarily the same shape). For e > 0 let Y, . be a solution to the overdamped Langevin equation

(1.3) dY., = —=VU(Y.,) dt + V2 dW,

where W is a standard d-dimensional Brownian motion. There exist constants Cy and Cr, depending
on U and d, such that the following holds. For any § >0, n >0 and 6 € (0,1), choose M, N, T according
to

1

sz [3] x> S5 ()

5 (M) o () (1)

and a suitable geometric annealing schedule {1/nx}r=1,.. m so that m is sufficiently large, and nar = 1.
Then the points ', ..., N obtained from Algorithm 1 are such that for any bounded test function h we
have

p(‘llvi_vjh(xi) - /h(x)ﬂ,,(a:) dx‘ < ||h||osc5) >1-0.

Note that the drift in (1.3) is independent of temperature €, and so time complexity of the algorithm
is proportional to M NT. Thus Theorem 1.1 shows that the time complexity of obtaining good samples
from m, using ASMC is polynomial in 1/7, with a degree independent of dimension. In contrast, the
time complexity of obtaining good samples by directly simulating the process Y, . is e©1/M and the time
complexity of importance sampling or rejection sampling (from 7, directly to 1) is (1/7)%.

We now briefly explain the difference between Theorem 1.1 and the results in our previous work [HIS25].
First, we note that Theorem 1.1 only controls the error with high probability, where as the results in [HIS25]
control the L? error. The reason for this is that in the non-compact setting R%, our analysis relies on a
technical estimate that blows up if the particles drift arbitrarily far from modes of the distribution. To
address this issue, we restrict our attention to a bounded region which contains most of the mass at low
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temperatures. Restricting to this region requires an additional logarithmic factor in the sample size, and
a polynomially longer running time when compared to the results in [HIS25].

Technically, a uniform bound on the L* norm of the normalized eigenfunctions is crucial in the
argument in [HIS25]. However, in the R? case, eigenfunctions (other than the first eigenfunctions) are
actually unbounded [Sim75]. Another essential estimate in [HIS25] on the marginal distribution of the
particles also fails in this R? setting. Thus the proof of Theorem 1.1 discards those estimates used
in [HIS25] and instead relies on a pointwise bound on the Langevin transition kernel, derived by modifying
Nash’s estimate on the parabolic kernel functions [Nas58]. This pointwise bound on the transition kernel
allows us to quantify the mixing of particles based on their initial positions. In particular, we combine
this bound on the transition kernel with a coupling argument inspired by [MMS23] to estimate the error
in the high temperature regime, which is different from the spectrum decomposition argument in [HIS25].

Finally, we make a few remarks on the assumptions and constants in Theorem 1.1. The assumption
that U has a double-well structure is mainly to simplify the technical presentation. The proof can be
extended, with minor but tedious modifications, to the situation where U has more than two wells. Thus
we only present the detailed proof of Theorem 1.1 in the double-well setting and provide a sketch of the
proof in the multi-well case in Section 3.3. The above assumption that the wells have equal depth above
is also only for simplicity. Our main result (Theorem 2.5) applies to potentials where each well contains a
non-negligible portion of the total probability mass. In particular, it is shown in [HIS25, Lemma 4.4] that
if the wells have nearly equal depth, then Theorem 2.5 applies. We also remark that our result requires
no prior knowledge of the location or the depth of the wells and only requires access to the energy and
its gradient. The constants C'y, C7 in Theorem 1.1 are not explicit since the proof involves bounding
the inner-product between the normalized eigenfunctions at successive temperature levels, similar as
in [HIS25).

Plan of the paper. In Section 1.2, we give a brief review of the literature. In Section 2 we precisely state
our algorithm, and state results guaranteeing convergence both for ASMC for a double-well energy function
(Theorem 2.5, which generalizes Theorem 1.1). We prove Theorem 2.5 in Section 3. The remainder of this
paper is devoted to the prove the required lemmas in the proof of Theorem 2.5.

Acknowledgements. The authors would like to thank Gautam Iyer and Dejan Slepcev, for helpful
comments and discussions.

1.2. Related work. The literature on sampling techniques is vast. Rather than attempting a comprehen-
sive review, we refer the reader to [Che23, SAAG24] for general overviews. We also refer the reader to the
literature review session in our previous work [HIS25] for a more thorough overview on the related works.
Here, we focus on several representative studies concerning sampling from multimodal distributions.

Sampling from multimodal distributions presents a well-known challenge. There is a broad spectrum
of works studying algorithms that are suitable for sampling multimodal distributions. Among these,
Sequential Monte Carlo (SMC) and its variants, such as annealed importance sampling [Nea01], population
Monte Carlo [CGMRO04], and population annealing [WBSJ21], have shown effective for multimodal
targets. We refer to [DAFGO01, CP20,SBCCD24] for introduction to SMC methods. Related MCMC-based
approaches include parallel tempering [SW86, Gey91] and simulated tempering [MP92, GT95, GLR18].

There are a number of works that consider the asymptotic convergence of SMC including obtaining
central limit theorems [Cho04, CP20]. Schweitzer [Sch12] and Paulin, Jasra, and Thiery [PJT19] provided
the first rigorous results for multimodal distributions, though their assumptions require strong stability
of the Markov kernels, which does not apply to our setting. Building on their approach in [MMS23],
Matthews and Schmidler [MS24] obtained finite-sample error bounds under assumptions that rely on
knowing the partition of modes. The recent work of Lee and Santana-Gijzen [LSG24] also establishes
convergence results for SMC under local mixing and bounded density ratio assumptions. However, their
framework requires an interpolation sequence with known and fixed mixture components, which is not
available in many practical problems and excludes temperature-based interpolations such as the geometric
annealing considered here.

Several notable works have rigorously analyzed the convergence of parallel and simulated tempering.
Woodard, Schmidler, and Huber [WSH09a] established rapid mixing under certain conditions, though
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their results does not address to the low-temperature regime considered Theorem 1.1. In a follow-
up work [WSHO09b], they showed that mixing slows exponentially with dimension if components of
multimodal measures have different variances. If all the modes have the same shape, Ge, Lee, and
Risteski [GLR18, GLR20] show the convergence in TV norm of simulated tempering with error rates that
are polynomial in inverse temperature and dimension, though the polynomial degree remains unspecified.
Their main proof technique is Markov chain decomposition, a new version of which is used in the recent
work [GBZ25] for analyzing simulated tempering. Further tempering and annealing methods include
tempered transitions introduced by Neal in [Nea96] and tempered Hamiltonian Monte Carlo [Neall].
The annealed Langevin Monte Carlo considers Langevin dynamics with slowly changing stationary
measure [GTC25,CKSV25]. These papers show rigorous convergence results for target measures satisfying
restrictive structure conditions but the convergence rate is exponentially small in the inverse temperature
for geometric tempering schedule [CKSV25]. The recent work [Ano25] and [KLV24] consider the sampling
problem under a warm start assumption, which is not the situation we consider here.

Recent work explores new strategies for multimodal sampling, including diffusion-model-inspired
methods [CKSV25] that yield provable complexity bounds but suffer from the curse of dimensionality.
The framework of [PHLa20] combines optimization with MCMC transitions and establishes a weak law
of large numbers for the resulting estimators. Ensemble-based methods [LLN19, LWZ22, L.SW23] use
particle systems approximating gradient flows in the spherical Hellinger metric and achieve dimension-
independent convergence rates, though the kernel density estimation introduces high-dimensional bias.
Finally, some approaches modify the Langevin dynamics to accelerate transitions between modes, either
through altered diffusion [ERY24] or added drift terms [RBS15, DF'Y20, CFIN23], but these involve terms
growing exponentially with inverse temperature, making them computationally costly.

2. Main Result

We begin by precisely stating the assumptions in the main theorem. The assumptions are very similar
to that in [HIS25] except that here the domain is R%. The first assumption requires U to be a regular,
double-well function with nondegenerate critical points.

Assumption 2.1. The function U € C5(R? R), has a nondegenerate Hessian at all critical points, and
has exactly two local minima located at Tmin,1 and Tmin,2. Moreover, there exist constants ¢, Cy > 0 such
that

(2.1) |AU| < ¢, and 1|ir|ninf|VU| > Cy.
T|—0o0

We remark that important examples satisfying Assumption 2.1 include the Gaussian mixture in R¢
and the mixture of sub-exponential distribution with heavier tails than Gaussian. We normalize U so that

0= U(xmin,l) < U(xmin,2)~

Our next assumption concerns the saddle between the local minima #yin,1 and Zmin2. Define the
saddle height between Zmin,1 and Zmin,2 to be the minimum amount of energy needed to go from the
global minimum min,1 t0 Tmin,2, and is defined by
(2.2) U= ﬁ($min,1,xmin72) ' inf sup U(w(t)).

@ telo,1]
Here w € C([0,1]; R?) are the paths such that w(0) = Zmin 1, W(1) = Tuin2-

We also need to assume a nondegeneracy condition on the saddle.

Assumption 2.2. The saddle height between Tmin1 and Tmin2 5 attained at a unique critical point sq 2
of index one. That is, the first eigenvalue of HessU(s1.2) is negative and the others are positive.

We now introduce the notion of energy barrier and saddle height. The energy barrier, denoted by %,
is defined to be the minimum amount of energy needed to go from the minimum i, 2 to the global
minimum Tpmin,1. In terms of sy 2, the energy barrier 4 and the saddle height are given by

def

(2.3) 4= U(s12) — U(Zming), and U =U(s1z).
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Then, we require the distribution m, to be truly multimodal in the temperature range of interest.
That is, we require sufficient mass for both basins of attraction around Tmin,1 and Zmin,2. The basin of
attraction around @iy i, denoted by §2;, is the set of all initial points for which the gradient flow of U
eventually reaches xmin ;. Precisely, €); is defined by

Qi dZEf {y € Rd ‘ thm Yt = Tmin,is where yt = _VU(yt) with Yo = y}7
—00
and our multimodality condition is as follows.

Assumption 2.3. There exists 0 < Nmin < Mmax < 00, a constant Cy, such that

1
2.4 inf m(§2;) > —-.
( ) €€ [Nmin;NMmax] E( 1) - C,2n
0<e<oo
Finally, we require our initial points y{,...,yY to start in some fixed region when N increases. For

example, we can always start with points randomly distributed within a cube [—1,1]¢, or start from delta
mass on the origin. Precisely, we have the following assumption.

Assumption 2.4. The constant

Cini = Cini(U) = ~max U(yi)

i=1,...,

is independent of N.
We are now in a position to state our main result precisely.

Theorem 2.5. Suppose for some 0 < Nmin < Nmax < 00, the function U is a double-well function that
satisfies Assumptions 2.1, 2.2 and 2.3 in Section 3 below. Let 4, be the ratio of the saddle height U
to the energy barrier 4 given by 4, e (A]/’Ay and let the process Y. . in Algorithm 1 given by (1.3).
Given M1 € (Mmin, Mmax| finite, for every a,6,v > 0 and 0 € (0, 1), there exist dimensional constants Cp =
Cr(a,v,Cimi, U/m) and Cn(ca,v,U/n1) such that, if choose M, N € N, and T € R as

(2.5) M> Lﬂ and N > ONééW o (%)
T> CT((@)%(HW‘) (1ogN+log(%)) —l—log(%) + %),

then for every bounded test function h and arbitrary initial points {yi} satisfying Assumption 2.4, the
points (x4, ..., xN) returned by Algorithm 1 satisfy that

1<
(2.6) p(l+ > hia') - /h(m)wn(x) dz| < [[P]lowed) > 1-6.

We remark that Assumptions 2.1-2.3 are nondegeneracy assumptions, and do not require symmetry,
or similarity of the shape of the wells. The proof of Theorem 2.5 involves several technical lemmas
controlling the pointwise bound of the Langevin transition kernel. It also uses the estimates in [HIS25] on
the pointwise bound and shape of the eigenfunctions, which introduces dimensional pre-factors that are
not explicit. This takes up the rest of this paper and begins in Section 3, below.

3. Proof of the Main Result

3.1. Notation and convention. Before showing the proof of Theorem 2.5, we briefly list notational
conventions that will be used throughout this paper. The notational conventions is the same as that
of [HIS25], for completeness we include them here.

(i) We will always assume C' > 0 is a finite constant that can increase from line to line, provided it does
not depend on the temperature 7.

(ii) We use the convention that the expectation operator E has lower precedence than multiplication.
That is EXY denotes the expectation of the product E[XY], and EX?, denotes the expectation of
the square E[X?
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(iii) When taking expectations and probabilities, a subscript will denote the conditional expectation /
conditional probability. That is ExY = E(Y | X) denotes the conditional expectation of Y given
the o-algebra generated by X.

(iv) When averaging functions of Markov processes, a superscript will denote the initial distribution.
That is E* f(Y;) denotes Ef(Y;) given Yy ~ p. When g1 = 4, is the Dirac §-measure supported at y,
we will use EY to denote E%.

(v) We interchangeably use 7. to denote the measure and the density. That is for € R?, 7.(x) is given
by (1.1), however for Borel sets A, m.(A) denotes [, 7. (x) dx.

3.2. Proof of Theorem 2.5. In this section, we prove Theorem 2.5. For simplicity and without loss of
generality we assume 77 = 1. Let «, 6, 7,v > 0 be fixed.

We begin by rewriting our algorithm in a manner that that is convenient for the proof. Fix T > 0
and N € N that will be chosen later.
Step 1: We start with N arbitrary points y1, ..., y} satisfying Assumption 2.4.
Step 2: Langevin step. For each k € {1,...,M}, and i € {1,...N}, let X}C be the solution to the
overdamped Langevin equation (1.3) with initial data X,io = yi, driven by independent Brownian
motions.
Step 3: Resampling step. Given the processes {X}| |i < N,k < M — 1}, we choose {41, Uy}
independently from {X} 1,..., X7} so that
Pl = Xig) = g k)

LX)

Here 7, is the ratio defined by (1.2).

We now briefly recall a few standard facts about the overdamped Langevin dynamics (1.3) that will
be used in the proof. For a more detailed introduction, we refer to [HIS25, Section 4]. Let L. be the
generator of (1.3), whose action on smooth test functions is defined by

def

L.f=—eAf+VU-Vf.
Let L} be the dual operator defined by
Lif ==V -(VUf) —eAf.

It is well known [@ks03, Chapter 8] that if Y . solves (1.3) starting from point z, then for any ¢ > 0, its
transition density

def

(3.1) pet(x,-) = PDF(Yz,)
satisfies the Fokker-Planck equation, a.k.a. the Kolmogorov forward equation
(3:2) Oupe + Lipe = 0.

One can readily check that the Gibbs distribution 7. is a stationary solution of (3.2), and hence must be
the stationary distribution of (1.3). A direct calculation shows that

(3.3) at(f:i) + Le(ii) —0.

The mixing properties of Langevin dynamics can be deduced directly from the spectral properties of
the operator L.. It is well known (see for instance [Kol00, Chapter 8]) that on the weighted space L?(m.)
the operator L. is self-adjoint and has a discrete spectrum with eigenvalues

0= /\1,5 < )\2,&‘ < )\3,8"'

with corresponding L?(7.) normalized eigenfunctions vy, 12, etc. The first eigenvalue A\; . = 0
corresponds to the constant eigenfunction 1, . = 1. In our situation, because U has two wells, according
to [Kol00, Propositions 2.1, 2.2, Chapter 8|, for every v < 4 there exists constants é’y and A (independent
of ) such that

(3.4) Ao < G exp(—g) and Ao >A, Vi3
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The above facts, especially (3.3) and (3.4), will be used to show the fact that, if the particles are
initialized within some bounded set K, they are expected to mix locally after a relatively short time.
Consequently, the Monte Carlo error in the Langevin step is primarily determined by the initialization
error at each level, as stated in the following Lemma 3.1. Before precisely stating the lemma, we define
the specific bounded set K that will be used frequently in the subsequent context.

Define the subset K as

def

(35) K = Bl U B23
where the sets B;, i € {1,2} are defined by

(3.6) B {x €0 |U®@) — Ulwmms) < L}

(1+a)7
It is straightforward to see that the subset K is bounded. We now state Lemma 3.1.

Lemma 3.1. Assume that for each i € {1,..., N}, Y;O € K. Then for any bounded test function h, with
probability larger than or equal to

2Na?

osc

we have

N N
1 i _ 1 i
‘N Zh( 8’T) — /h7rE dx‘ <e ’\Z‘ET‘/hl/&,eWs dx‘ ) ‘N Z;Qb?,elK(YE,o)

i=1

(3.8) +&r(h) +a
where

ast _AT/2 per(@,x)
39) Eeip(h) = [Ihlar e mae S50 — 1.

Lemma 3.1 may look similar to [HIS25, Lemma 4.6], they actually differ in several aspects. As we
mentioned earlier, the eigenfunctions 5 . are no longer bounded and thus cannot serve as test functions.
To mitigate this, we restrict ¢, . on bounded set K and later compensate this truncation in some bias
terms. Moreover, we no longer have control on the error of marginal distribution which appears in the
higher order term in [HIS25, Lemma 4.6]. Instead, we derive a pointwise bound on the transition density
to estimate the higher order term (3.9), which is precisely stated in the following lemma.

Lemma 3.2. For x € R?, ¢ < 1, there exists constant Cp, = Cp(d,U) such that

. L5 <M (1-en(-51)
Consequently,
o e 52 < () (1-om(-50)

The proof of Lemma 3.2 is based on a modification of Nash’s estimate on the pointwise bound of the
kernel function of parabolic equations [Nas58], where the original result concerns general divergence-form
operators and the dependence on the coefficients is implicit. Additional work is required to derive the
explicit e-dependence.

Observe that the term 15 .1k on the right hand side of (3.8) indicates the major reason for choosing K
as in (3.5): we can actually obtain a pointwise bound on s .1k that is uniform in € for ¢ < 1. Precisely,

Lemma 3.3. There exists constant Cy = Cy (U, d, Cr,, ) > 0 such that
(3.12) sup (s Liclli~ < C.

0<e<1
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The above lemmas give the estimates for the error in the Langevin step, we now turn to the resampling
step. Here we have the following Lemma 3.4 estimating the Monte Carlo error, which is very similar
to [HIS25, Lemma 3.3]. The difference is that [HIS25, Lemma 3.3] estimates the variance of the Monte
Carlo error and here it controls the error with high probability. Due to this difference, we state the lemma
below and present the proof in Section 4.3.

Lemma 3.4. Suppose x', ..., x are N (not necessarily i.i.d.) random points in X. Let p, G: X — [0, 00)
be two unnormalized probability density functions, and choose y', ..., y" independently from {x,... N}
according to
. . Pl q
(3.13) Py'=4")= #, where 7= g
> i () p

Let p, q are the normalized probability distributions corresponding to p, q respectively. Then for any bounded
function h, with probability larger than or equal to

2Na? )
1llZsc

osc

(3.14) 1 26Xp<—

we have

1Y 1Y
N h(y —/ hqdz‘guh—/ hquH ‘1—— r(zl

(3.15) + ’% Zr(ﬂcz)(h(x’) - /X hq dx)‘ +a.

Here r is the ratio

def

(3.16) r

g, where p=———— and q=
p

We now explain the main idea behind the proof of Theorem 2.5. We split our analysis into the high
and low temperature regime, respectively. When temperature is relatively high, we let the Langevin to
mix globally and when the temperature is low, we only require local mixing. It is thus essential to choose
a proper threshold for the division of low and high temperature. This critical temperature 7., depends
on number of levels M and sample size N, which will be determined later. We remark that the choice
of the critical temperature is used solely in the proof and does not appear in the implementation of the
algorithm.

Given the critical temperature 7., we define the critical level as
def

ko = min{? <ES M| < ﬂcr}'

We split our analysis into the high temperature regime k < k¢, and the low temperature regime k > k.
We first consider the low temperature regime and then the high temperature regime.

Low temperature regime. In the low temperature regime, Lemma 3.1 and Lemma 3.4 allows us to derive
Monte Carlo error estimates between levels k and k£ + 1 in Algorithm 1. Recall in Algorithm 1, M is
chosen according to (2.5), n1 = 1, nay = n, and 1/ny, ..., 1/nar are linearly spaced. That is, n is chosen
according to

def (M_ 1)77
(3.17) T M -+ k-DA—7n)

For k € {1,..., M}, by a slight abuse of notation we define

def ~ def ~ def
T = Ty, Tk = Ty, and Zp = Zp,

where m,, , 7, and Z,, are defined by (1.1) with ¢ = 7. Next we define

def Tk41
T =
Tk
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to be the ratio of normalized densities at levels k + 1 and k. In practice, we do not have access to 7y as
we do not have access to the normalization constants Zx. This is why Algorithm 1 is formulated using the
ratio of unnormalized densities 7 defined in (1.2). It is shown in [HIS25, Lemma 9.2] that there exists
constant C, = C,(U, v) such that

1 = oo (RY) -
(3.18) Cr A 17k || oo (R
Moreover, C. > 1 and C,. — 1 as v — 0.

For simplicity of notation, we use a subscript of k£ on the error, eigenvalue and eigenfunction to denote
the corresponding quantities at € = n. Explicitly, we write

def def

Aok = Aoy Y2k = Vo,

We now state the key estimate used to carry out the analysis in the low-temperature regime, whose
proof is given in Section 6.

Lemma 3.5. Choose M as in (2.5) and ni, as in (3.17). Fiz 6 € (0,1). Define constant Cx = Ck(,%)
as

_y

(1+a)?

There exist dimensional constants Co, = Co(,U) > 0 and Ciem = Ctem (o, U) > 0 such that for any 6 > 0,

if

(3.19) O =

M? 8M
. > 2 g M~ ol
(3.20) N > 128CH(Cy + 1) 1og( ; )
M 1 1
(3.21) T> max{Ca (log(;) +log N + log(g) + 7>, 2 log(4d)},
n
and let
Ck
(3.22) "7 r— N
c log<cte“},MN)
then for each ke < k < M — 1, with probability
0
we have
(3.24) Xii10€K, Vi
and
1 . 1 & ,
(3:25) | D vk L (X 0)| < el D0 vanlic (X )| + cn
i=1 =1
Here the constants Sy, ci are such that for every k such that ny satisfies (3.22) we have
M—1 5
(3.26) H]c B;<Cs and cx < 4,
j=

for some dimensional constant Cg > 1 (independent of «, §).

The intuition behind (3.23) and (3.24) is that, when the temperature is low, it is expected that the
has tiny mass outside K; thus, it is also a rare event that the particle falls outside K. The proof inequality
(3.25) and (3.26) are similar to that of [HIS25, Lemma 4.7], which are based on a careful estimates on the
inner product of eigenfunctions on subsequent levels. Moreover, Lemma 3.5 foreshadows that the critical
temperature mentioned earlier will be chosen as in (3.22).

High temperature regime. In the high-temperature regime, the global mixing time is reasonably short. We
have the below Lemma 3.6, whose proof is in Section 7 following the idea of [MMS23]. In [MMS23], a
similar result as Lemma 3.6 is established assuming that at the first level the samples are i.i.d following 71,
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which is not our case here. Thus we need to further use a maximal coupling argument for the estimate of
mixing at the first level.

Lemma 3.6 (global mixing). Fiz p € (0, i), ¢ >0 and let 1 < k < kep. There exists constant Co, =

Caola, U, Cini) such that if

N> 9:/;3 10g<12]2\4>’
(327 5 mase{Cuesp( L0 (tog(v) + 108 X)), & tonta .

then for any continuous function f with |f] < 1,

N
1 i
P(‘N ;:1 f(Xgr) — /fﬂ'k dx’ < e) >1-—p.
Notice that if e, is chosen as in (3.22) and N is chosen as in (3.20), then the time T in (3.27) is

actually polynomial in M. In particular, when k = k¢;, Lemma 3.6 implies the following result.

Lemma 3.7. Fiz § > 0,0 € (0,3). Choose N as in (3.20) and let ne. be defined as in (3.22). Let T
satisfy (3.27). Then

N
P(‘% > Vo 1k (X 0)| < (Co+1)6) >1-36.
i=1

Now we are well-equipped to prove Theorem 2.5.
Proof of Theorem 2.5. Fix a > 0,0 € (0,1),6 > 0, and define
N S S
Cs(Cr+2)" ~ 5
where Cjg is the constant in (6.25) which depends on the given o > 0. Choose M as in (2.5). Then we
define

(3.28) 6=

(3.29) N > 128C2(Cy, + 1)2]\;—; 1og(%)
r> maX{Ca(log(%) +log N +log(%) + %)
éa(ctﬂn#)ww (1ogN n log(%)),
(3.30) %(bg(%) + 20;7 + é +10g(C5)). Slog(4d)}.

Here Cy, Cy, Chem and C,, are the constants defined in (3.21), (3.27), (3.22) and (3.11), respectively. Notice
that if N, T are chosen according to (3.29) and (3.30), then we can find constants Cr = Cp(«, U, Cipi) > 0
and Cy = Cn(a,U) > 0 so that this choice is consistent with the choice in (2.5). We will now show
that (2.6) holds for any bounded test function h € L>(R?). Observe that the left hand side of (2.6) does not
change if we add a constant to h. Thus without loss of generality we may replace h with h—inf A+ 3 |[osc,
and assume

1
(3.31) Al = §||hHOSC'

Define the critical temperature 7., as in (3.22). Notice that 1/n, is O(log(M)) while 1/n is O(M),
therefore when 7 is sufficiently small, we should have 7., < 7. We discuss different cases of 7.

Case I: 1 = ne. This implies that k., = M. We remark that this might happen when M is relatively
small. Observe that N and T satisfies (3.27) with

e=0, p=20.
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The fact that T satisfies (3.27) is straightforward from the observation that 6 < § and < 6. We check
for N, notice that

M? 8M M? 6402

— log(—) = 64C%(Cy + 1)* —- log<7)

> 2 2
N >128C7(Cy +1)* = J 53 7

>

9C?2 16M
2 log( e )

Applying Lemma 3.6 to
f=h/|hllpe, e=20, p==0
yields

p(‘% XN: (X 1) - /th dm‘ < ||l g e) >1-46.
=1

The proof completes by noticing (3.31).
Case II: 7 < ne;. Using Lemma 3.1, we obtain with probability larger than or equal to (3.7), we have

N
1 .
’NE (X 1) —/th dm’
=1

N
1 )
< e_/\Q’MT‘/th’MTFg da:‘ : ‘N E wQ,M1K<XJz\4,O)‘ +5M,T(h> ta
i=1

(3.32) =F + SM,T(h) + a.

where

E def e*)\2,MT

N
1 .
/W&,M% dir‘ ' ‘N E ¢2,M1K(XJZ\/1,0)’~
=1

We will now show that the right hand side of (3.32) is bounded above by d/A||osc-
Step 1: Choose a. Observe that if we choose

1~
(333) a = g(sHh”osca

then the choice of N (3.29) gives that

N ~
1 i 1~ (3.7),(3.32) d
P(‘N ; h(Xiyr) - /th dx’ < By + Earr(h) + §5||h||osc) S -

Step 2: Bound Epr(h). First notice that when

(3.34) T> 210g(4d)7
we have that
c -5 c g 1\% 1
. - —= < - < 55 Set.
(3.35) (1 exp( dT)) (1+2exp( dT)) (1—|— 2d> et
When T satisfies (3.30), we have
_ TN 10
e M2 < exp(—)e 8 —
2 =
n C3
which implies that
(3.9)
Evr(h) < ||| pee2T/2 max Per(@2)
’ z€K m(x)

(3.11),(3.31),(3.35) 1 .
(3.36) < 2 17tllosc.
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Step 3: Bound E. Notice that
(3.37) 1 .
Ey < Hh||L°°’N ng,MlK(XM,o)‘

(3.31)1
(337) <5 o

N
1 1
N > o mlk(Xigo)],
=1

thus it suffices to bound ’% vazl l[]g’MlK(X}V’OM.

Observe the choice of N and T in (3.29) and (3.30) satisfies (3.21) with parameter § and . Using
Lemma 3.5 repeatedly, we obtain that with probability larger than or equal to

M—1 M—ker G \M _
- — > - — >1-
[l (1 8)" (- 2) 5100
k=kecr
we have
1 & .
(3.38) ’N ;¢2,M1K(X;VLO)‘
M—1 | N M—2 M-1
< ( H Bj)‘N Zlﬁz,k”lK kao)‘ + Z Ck( Bj) +em-1
J=ker i=1 k=2 j=k+1
3. 26) , M2y o5
ﬁ‘*zi/)zkcrlK X;icr,o)‘ﬂLCﬁ VAN
k=2
Cﬁ‘N sz ke L (XF,, 0)‘ +Cyo.
According to Lemma 3.7,
1 . . _
(3.39) P(‘N ;wmgK(X,gmo)’ <(Ch + 1)5) >1- 34

Therefore, with probability larger than or equal to
(1—6)-1—-30>1-— 486,

we have

1 X _ (3.38), (3.39) ~ R R
=1

which in turn gives that

(3.37) 1 -
(3.40) By < SlhloscCa(Cr +2)5.

Using (3.33), (3.36) and (3.40) in (3.32) implies that with probability larger than or equal to
0 _ = (3.28)

— Y. (1= >1— _
(1= 57) (1-40) > 150 1-6

we have

1 , (3.32)
‘NZh(XMT)—/thdx‘ < B+ Evr(h) +a

(3:33),(3.36),(3.40) ] -1 -1 _(3.28)
< ||h||OSCOB( + 2)5 + §Hh||osc§ + §||h‘|osc(S < ”hHoscé-
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This proves (2.6), concluding the proof. |

It remains to prove the Lemmas 3.1, 3.2, 3.3, 3.4, 3.5, 3.6 and 3.7, which will be done in subsequent
sections.

3.3. Sketch of proof in the multi-well case. In this section, we present the version of Theorem 2.5
when the energy function U has more than two local minima and provide a detailed sketch of the proof.

Assume the potential U now has J local minima located at Zmin1,-..,Zmin,s. We need a modified
nondegeneracy assumption of Assumption 2.2. This assumption is analogous to [MS14, Assumption 1.7],
which guarantees that the estimate (7.12) still holds in the multi-modes case. For completeness we state
the assumption below.

Assumption 3.8 (Assumption 1.7 in [MS14]). There exists § > 0 such that:

(i) The saddle height between two local minima Twin,; and Tmin,; s attained at a unique critical point
si; of index one. That is, the first eigenvalue of HessU(s1,2) is negative and the others are positive. The
point s; ; is called communicating saddle between the minima Tmin; and Tmin, ;-

(ii) The set of local minima {ZTmin,1,-- -, Tmin,s } s ordered such that Twmin1 is a global minimum and
foralli e {3,...,J} yields

U(s12) — U(Zmin2) 2 U(s14) — U(Zmin,i) + 0.
In the multi-modes case, the energy barrier 4 and the saddle height are given by

A~ def

A =mind;, A;= még U(x) — U(@min,i), and U= U(s1,2)-
xre i
The ratio 4, is given by

def

(3.41) r =

>

Next, we state the multi-modes version of Theorem 2.5.

Theorem 3.9 (Multi-modes). Suppose for some 0 < Nmin < Nmax < 00, the function U is a function
that satisfies Assumptions 2.1, 2.3 and 3.8. Let 4, > 1 be defined as in (3.41). In the same setting as in
Theorem 2.5, for every bounded test function h and arbitrary initial points {yi} satisfying Assumption 2.4,
the points (z*,...,2™) returned by Algorithm 1 satisfy that (2.6).

We now give a detailed sketch of the proof of Theorem 3.9. We begin by briefly introducing the mixing
properties of Langevin dynamics in this multi-modes setting. In the multi-modes case, on the weighted
space L?(m.) the operator L. is self-adjoint and has a discrete spectrum with eigenvalues

O0=A1e <Ae <. S Age < Aypre

with corresponding L?(7.) normalized eigenfunctions Y16, V2,6, etc. In the situation where U has J wells,
for every v < 4 there exists constants Cy and A (independent of €) such that

Aj,sgcvexp(fg) V2<j<J and N.>A, Vi>J4+L

The above spectral decomposition implies that in the low temperature regime, instead of estimating the
error of the second eigenfunctions as in the double-well setting, here we need to control the Monte Carlo
error of all the eigenfunctions corresponding to the low-lying eigenvalues. Precisely, we have the following
multi-modes version of Lemma 3.1, whose proof is almost identical to that of Lemma 3.1.

Lemma 3.10. Assume that for each i € {1,... N}, Y;O € K, where the subset K defined as in (3.5)
with 4 defined by (2.3). Then for any bounded test function h, with probability larger than or equal to
2Na? )

1-— 2exp(—7”hH2

osc

we have

N J N
1 ‘ Y 1 i
‘NZh( i) —/hﬂs dac’ <Y e AJ,ET‘/hwjysws dx‘ : ‘szpjﬁu(y;,o)
j=2 =1

i=1
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+ 5€,T(h) +a
where & v (h) is defined as in (3.9).

Next, we introduce the multi-modes versions of the remaining preparing lemmas. Among those,
Lemma 3.2, 3.3, 3.4 and 3.6 remain unchanged. Their proofs and the proof of the prerequisite lemmas are
almost identical to those in the double-well setting. It remains to present the multi-modes versions of
Lemma 3.7 and Lemma 3.5. In particular, Lemma 3.7 becomes the following. It is straightforward to
check that its proof is identical to that of Lemma 3.7.

Lemma 3.11. Fiz § > 0,0 € (0,3). Choose N as in (3.20) and let ne: be defined as in (3.22). Let T
satisfy (3.27). Then for all j =2,...,J,

N
P(’% > ke 1x(Xi o) < (Cr + 1)5) >1-30.
i=1

The multi-modes version of Lemma 3.5 is stated as the following. The proof is almost identical to that
of Lemma 3.5, aside from a much more tedious computation.

Lemma 3.12. Choose M as in (2.5) and ng as in (3.17). Fiz 6 € (0,1). Define constant Cx = Cx (o, %)
as (3.19). There exist dimensional constants Co, = Co(a,U) > 0 and Ciem = Ciem (e, U) > 0 such that
for any 6 > 0, if N, T satisfies

N > 128C%(Cy + 1) log(J)J\(;[—j log(¥),
T> max{0a<log(%) +log N + log<§) v % n 1og(J)), 2 1og(4d)},

and let ne: be defined as in (3.22) , then for each key < k < M — 1, with probability (3.23), we have (3.24)
and

Here the constants By, cx are such that for every k such that ny satisfies (3.22) we have (3.26) holds for
some dimensional constant Cg > 1 (independent of a, §).

The proof of Theorem 3.9 then follows exactly as the above-shown proof of Theorem 2.5, where the use
of Lemma 3.1, 3.5 and 3.7 are replaced by Lemma 3.10, 3.12 and 3.11, respectively. After a straightforward
but a tedious calculation, one can show that an upper bound of C3 actually depends exponentially on J.
As a result, the constant C'y depends exponentially on J and Cr is linear in J. The proof of all the
preparing lemmas are almost identical to their double-modes version and are thus omitted.

4. Error estimates for the resampling and the Langevin Dynamics (Lemma 3.1, 3.2
and 3.4)

In this section we prove Lemma 3.1, 3.2 and 3.4. The proof of Lemma 3.1 is based on a spectral
decomposition, and is presented in Section 4.1, below. The proof of Lemma 3.2 is based on a pointwise
estimate of the transition density and is presented in Section 4.2, below. At last, we prove Lemma 3.4 in
Section 4.3.

4.1. The Monte Carlo error in the Langevin Step (Lemma 3.1). Lemma 3.1 resembles [HIS25,
Lemma 4.6] in that both quantify the Monte Carlo error, and the proof here also relies on spectral
decomposition in a similar spirit. But [HIS25, Lemma 4.6] does not apply to our setting. The main reason
is that the estimate in [HIS25, Lemma 4.6] requires a uniform bound on the marginal error, independent
of the particles’ initial positions. In our unbounded domain, such a bound becomes infinite. Therefore, we
instead derive a mixing estimate that depends explicitly on the Langevin starting point.

To this end, we first establish the following preliminary result on the transition density, showing that
the transition density p. ((z,-) of Yz, starting from x, becomes very close to a measure whose shape
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resembles that of the second eigenfunction. This closeness can be quantified in terms of the time ¢ and
the starting point x, implying that local well-mixing can be achieved after a relatively short time if start
in a good region. Precisely, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 4.1. Let p. ¢(x,) be the transition density of Ye 1 starting at x, which is defined as in (3.1), then

Det (ZE, )
(")
Proof of Lemma 4.1. Since in the proof € is fixed, for simplicity of presentation, we slightly abuse notation

in this proof and omit the subscript e.
From Chapman-Kolmogorov equation, we have that for z,y € R%, t > s > 0,

(4.2) pe(x,y) = /ps(w» 2)pi—s(z,y) dz.

Recall that the stationary distribution 7 satisfies the detailed balance equations due to the reversibility.
That is, for y, 2 € R%, ¢t > s > 0, we have that

(4.3) T(2)pi—s(2,y) = T(Y)pr—s(y, 2).
Since m > 0, we obtain that

pe(T,y) (42) /ps(x,Z) (4.3) /ps(mvz)

— = pt—s(2,y)dz = p—s(y, 2) dz,

() nly) DoY) n(z) Vo)
which immediately gives that
pt(xay) ps(:c,z)

4.4 —1= —1)pi_s(y, 2) dz.
(4.4) 7(y) /( m(2) )pt (y,2) d2

On the other hand, we know that for any ¢ > 0, the equation (3.3) implies that we have the following
pe(y,2)

< oAz, [Pet(®T)
L2(m) 7T€(IE)

(4.1) ]

1= ety () ()]

spectral decomposition of 2

w(z) ?
(4.5) pifg(fz’)z) =143 e My (y)en(2).
k>2
Therefore,
pt(xvy) (4.4) ps €T, Z Dt— s
) 1= /( 1) m(z)dz
(g)/(ps x,2) 1)7r
+ ey (y (ps —1)wa(2)n(2) dz
(4.6) + 3 e My (y) / (B é(f )Z) — 1) en(2)m(2) dz.
k>3

Notice that
(4.7) / (p;(‘é)z) ~1)va(2)m(z) dz = / po(@, 2)ba(2) dz = e "o (x).
Plugging (4.7) into (4.6) yields,
pt(x’ ) 1 _ oAt .
L e )
where A is defined in (3.4).
We proceed to estimate ||ps(,-)/m(-) — 1||z2(x). Notice that

P, - S5

< efA(tfs)
L2(m)

(4.8) ’ ps(x,) 1‘

(")

L2(m)




16 HAN

- [ () e

@y [ ps(@,2) ps(z2) o
f/ oy T(de 1

m(z
(42) pas(@,2)
m(x

(4.9) =& "t

Choosing s = t/2 and plugging (4.9) into (4.8) finishes the proof. a

Notice that on the right hand side of (4.1), the convergence rate in time ¢ does not decrease when ¢
becomes small. Lemma 4.1 describes the quick convergence of p.; towards the local modes (metastable
state). We can then prove Lemma 3.1.

Proof of Lemma 3.1. Let Ey denote the conditional expectation given the o-algebra generated by {Y;',O,i =
1,...,N}. Observe that

N
1 .
(410) N E h( EZ,T) — /hﬂ's dl’ = Il + I27

where
1 1
def 7 i
L=+ > h(Yig) - N > Eoh(Y.g),
1=1 i=1
1 N
I S Boh(Vig) - /hﬂ'g dz.
=1

Step 1: Bound I . Notice that after conditioning on {Y,...,Y/(}, the random variables Y} are
independent. Hence by Hoeffding’s inequality,
2Na?

(4.11) Po(II| > a) < 2€Xp<—W).

Step 2: Estimate I5. For each fixed z, it can be directly checked that

[paphway = [ Pr(@Y) o () dy

T (y)
= /hﬂ'E dy 4 e 2t (/ hapg ome dy) Yo ()
(1.12) b (P g gy () )

where the third term

‘/(W —1- e—*“T@bz,E(w)wa,E(y))h(y)ﬂs(y) dy’

(4.1)

(4.13) il myetrr2, [ Per@2)

()
Then

(4.12),(4.13)
‘I2| < e—Az.sT

N
1 .
[ moneneda]- | > vn(¥lo)

T DL
L ihllsece. per (Voo Y2o)
N ) 7T(Ya,0)

i=1

-1
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N
~ 1 i
<e AQ’ET‘/h%,sWs dz‘ ' ’ﬁ _X;WE(YE’O)‘

—At/2 per(z,2)
(4.14) Ml grae™™ max [0 — 1.

Step 3: We conclude from the above steps that with probability larger than or equal to (3.7), we have

N
1 . (4.10)
| o hvin) — [hmde] "< I+ |1
i=1

(4.11),(4.14) 1 Y .
< e_A“T‘ hapg o e dx) : ‘7 Z z/Jz,g(Y;O)‘ +a+ & r(h)
Td N pt

N
1 .
= ef)‘z'ET’/ hapa eme dx‘ ’ ‘N Z P21k (Y o)| +a+ & r(h)
T4 i=1

where the last equality follows from the assumption that Yslfo € K foreachi € {1,...,N}. O

4.2. Estimate of transition kernel (Lemma 3.2). In this section, we prove Lemma 3.2. Before
the proof, we need apriori estimate on pointwise bound of p. ;, which is stated in the following lemma.
The proof employs Nash’s argument [Nas58], based on the Chapman—Kolmogorov equation and Fourier
transform and combined with an absorbing argument. The original result in [Nas58] considers general
operators in the divergence form and the dependence on the coefficients is not explicit, so we need to do
extra work to obtain the estimate for p. with a precise € dependence.

Lemma 4.2. Assume that U satisfies Assumption 2.1. Let pi(x,y) be the transition kernel, then for
every x € R? and t > 0,

(4.15) pesla,x) < (266&1 (1 — exp(j)))

Here Cy is a dimensional constant.

d
2

Proof of Lemma 4.2. By Chapman-Kolmogorov equation

pe(z, ) = /p%(m,z)p%(z,x) dz

and thus by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

(1%(:5,90))2 < /(p%(x72)>2dz . /(p%(z,x)>2dz.

The proof of Lemma consists of two steps, estimating the L? norm of the forward density and the backward
density, respectively.

Step 1: Forward density. By Kolmogorov forward equation, for fixed z, the forward density p(-) = ps(x, )
satisfies the following equation.

(4.16) Oip = —div((VU)p) + eAp.
For a fixed x, let T = T(y,t) = pt(z,y) and

(4.17) E d:“/(T(y,t))Qdy.

By a direct computation,
a5 27 o / T(&,T) dy "2 2 / T(div((VU)T) + eAT) dy

:2/(VT~VU)Tdy72s/\VT|2dy
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:/V(T2)~VUdy—25/|VT\2dy
(4.18) = —/(AU)T2 dy—25/|VT|2dy.

For simplicity of notation, we further let

The Fourier transform of u(y) is

This has the familiar property

(4.19) /|v|2dz: /|u|2dy.

The Fourier transform of du/dyy is izpu, hence

/\au/aykﬁdy:/|zk\2|v|2dz

and

(4.20) /|vu|2dy=/\z|2|u|2dz.

Finally,

(421) o) < @0 f [ 1] fuldy = 2m)# [ uldy.

For any p > 0, using the formula for the volume of a d-sphere,

(4.21) ﬂ.%pd , ,
v 2 dz < _ 2ﬂ- -3 / U d —a d
/|z|<p| | ((d/2)!)(( ) uldy)” = ap

where
da

der T2 _d 2
(4.22) ot len [y
On the other hand,

/ |U|2dz</l ‘ ‘ v \de < /|Vu\2dy—bp 2
zZ|>p z<p
where
(4.23) = / |Vul|? dy.
Choosing
2b\ 7+

(4.24) p= ()"

we obtain that

/| 2 g2 |v\2dz:/ \v|2dz+/ ]2 dz
| I<p \ \>p

(4.24),(4.22),(4.23) ﬂ-% 4 5 d 2\ 743
< 2 == .
< (@) 0t [lan) ™ ([vura) s D)

Hence, using the identity that f |u| dy = 1, we obtain that

47rd d/2 *% 1+3
2 2
[roueay> (5 (Y2 ([ tas) ([ )
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(4.25) - cd(/ |u|2dy)1+%

(47rd>( !)%.

According to the assumption (2.1) that AU > —c¢, we have that

||«=

(4.18),(4.25) 2
oE < cE — 2:Cy E Yt a.

Multiply both sides by E~1=4, we obtain
E'"i0,E < cE~ - 2:C.
Let F = E_%7 a straightforward calculation yields that

2c 4eCy
OF + —F > .
g d
Solving the above gives that

2eC,

F> d (1 — exp(—%t))

c
which implies that

(4.26) E< <2€<;Cd (1- exp(zct)))

Step 2: Backward density. By Kolmogorov backward equation, for fixed y, the density p(-) = p(-,0;y,t), t >
0 satisfies the following equation

4
2

Oyp = —VU - Vp + eAp.
For a fixed y, let T = T'(z,t) = p(z,0;y,t) and

E= (T(x,t))2 dz.

By a direct computation,

(4.17)

ap =" 2 / T(8,T) dy “2” 2 / T(=VU - VT + eAT) dy
= —/V(T2)~VUdy—2e/|VT|2dy

= /(AU)T2 dy — 25/|VT|2dy.
For simplicity of notation, we further let
u(z) = T(x,t).

Following a similar argument to the above step, according to the assumption (2.1) that AU < ¢, we have
that

(4.18),(4.25) 5
E < cE —2:C4 Ea.

which by a similar argument as above gives that

(4.27) E< (250‘1 (1 - exp(—2dct)>) .
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and thus by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

e ) < [ (p3(@2)) do- [(py(0)) ds

(4.26),(4.27) /9 —d
< ( £C (1 - exp(—ét))) .
c

Taking square root on both sides finishes the proof of (4.15). O

With Lemma 4.2 in hand, the proof of Lemma 3.2 becomes straightforward, as shown below.

Proof of Lemma 3.2. We know that

which implies that
pet(,T) U(z)\ (2eCq c
. LA EVARS il (I _ =
(4.28) e (@) Z. eXp( - ) p (1 exp( dt))
Now we upper bound Z.. Notice that by Assumption 2.3
Z. = (me() + 7(22)Z. < (14 C% )7 () Ze..
By [MS14, Equation (2.16)],

(NN

4
2

(4.29) () Z. < C

(271'6) ( U(xmin,i)>
exp| ———= .
det VQU(xminyi) £
Here C' is a dimensional constant, C' — 1 as € — 0. When ¢ < 1, we can take C' as a dimensional constant.
Taking ¢ = 1 in (4.29) gives that

4
2

(2me)
det VQU(xmin,l)
where we use the Assumption 2.1. Plugging (4.30) into (4.28) yields that for all € € (0, 1), there exists

a dimensional constant C, = C,(d, U) such that (3.10) holds. Then (3.11) follows by noticing that for
re K,

(4.30) () Z. < C

(3.6),(3.5) )
U) <  U@min2)+%=U(@min2)+U(s1,2) — U(@min,2) = U

4.3. The Rebalancing Error (Lemma 3.4). In this section, we prove Lemma Lemma 3.4, which is very
similar to [HIS25, Lemma 3.3] and the proof technique is standard and widely used in the context such as
sequential Monte Carlo and importance sampling, see e.g., [Cho04, Chapter 11] and [SAAG24, Chapter 3].
Notice that the points y', ..., yn chosen according to (3.13) are identically distributed, but need
not be independent. However, given the points z!, ..., xx, the points ', ..., ynx are (conditionally)
independent. The main idea behind the proof of Lemma 3.4 is to use conditional independence of y?!,
.., yn and Hoeffding’s inequality.

Proof of Lemma 3.4. For simplicity of notation, let
(4.31) x = {z' .., 2"}, and iLd:efh—/ hq dx
X

and let Ey denote the conditional expectation given the o-algebra generated by x. By the tower property,

N
1 i
NEI:h(y)—/){hqu:Jl—l—Jg

where

1 1 1
def T def T T
J1 = N ;_1 Eih(y') and Jo = N ;_1 h(y") — i ;_1 E h(y").
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Thus

1N
4.32 ‘4, h(y") — hd’gJ Jo|.
(432 N o) [ hade| < 1l 412
Notice that the points 4, ..., ¥~ are not independent; however, when conditioned on x, the points y* are
independent and identically distributed. Thus by Hoeffding’s inequality

2Na?

(4.33) Pi(| 2| > a) < 2exp(— ”h”‘; ).

osc

To bound J;, we note

LS~ i S ha))F() (16) i, h(at)r(a)

~ Exh( l):Exh( 1): & N -, . = : N ;

N =1 ! g > iy F(2) iz (@)
(4.34) — Js+ Ju,
where

N DYyt N N -
J3 = 212:1]\?(3:"()901() ) (1 - %Zr(ml)), and Jy = %Zh(ﬂ)r(m’)

Clearly

73] < Wl (1 - }Vim).

Thus with probability larger than or equal to (3.14)
1 & . (4.32) (4.34), (4.33)
[ 2 oh) - R e R R PR AT
Using the definition of & in (4.31) we obtain (3.15) as desired. O

5. Apriori estimates

In this section, we prove some preliminary estimates used in the proof of Lemma 3.5. In particular, we
estimate the probability that particles fall in set K in Section 5.1 and prove Lemma 3.3 in Section 5.2.

5.1. Probability that particles fall in set K. In this section, we show that the probability that
particles escape from the set K is exponentially small in . Thus when the temperature is low, we should
expect fewer particles escape from K, which implies that the condition of Lemma 3.1 holds with high
probability.

We begin with a straightforward calculation to estimate the lower bound of 7. (K).

Lemma 5.1. Fiz o > 0 and let K be defined as in (3.5). There exists constant Cp = Cp(U, a) such that

C
(5.1) me(K)>1-Cp exp(—?K),
where Ck is the constant defined in (3.19)

Proof of Lemma 5.1. Observe that according to (3.6),
1
Cx = ———— min inf (U —Uxmini)
K (1t a)i itl2y0m, (v) ( , )
Define the subset K C K as

(5.2) K {xe&

< i — .
Ua) < inf U(y) Ck}
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Assumption 2.1 guarantees that K isa nonempty compact set. For every € < 1,

me(K°) _ Jyce exp(=U/e) dx - Jice exp(=U/e) dx
Te(K)  [pexp(=U/e)dx = [rexp(~U/e)da

exp((l — Dinfyege U )) Jxo exp(=U) dx

<
exp((l )supyeKU )) Jzexp(=U) dx
(5.2) 1 7 (K€)
5.3 < 1--)C
(5:3) exp(( 8) K> 7r1(K)
Notice that
7 (K) 1 7 (K°€)
() = - >1- .
) ) ) T 1y T ()

Plugging in (5.3) finishes the proof with
s (KC)

Cp = exp(Ci)———. O
b exp(Cr) " s

Then we estimate the probability that Y. fall in set K when start from z, which we denote
as P(Y.r € K|Y. o = x). Intuitively, if the mixing is sufficient, then we should expect this probability
to be large. One may worry that when temperature is low, the global mixing is extremely slow. If the
running time is relatively short, the probability P(Y. r € K|Y: o = z) might differ from 7.(K) a lot.
However, when ¢ is small, particles travel into K quickly and are likely to stay inside, as the following
lemma shows.

Lemma 5.2. For every e € (0,1) and x € K, we have that

C ;
P(Yor € K|Yog=2)>1—Cp(Cy + l)exp(—?K) — AT/ YDE;TT((Z)@ _L
1>

Proof of Lemma 5.2. We know that
P(XS,T € K|X€,O = SU) = Ele(Xs,T) = /lK(y)ps,T(xvy) dy
Plugging h = 1k into (4.12) and (4.13) gives that

‘/ 1K(y)p5,T($7 y) dy - ﬂE(K) - €—>\2‘5T /K ¢2,57Ts d?ﬂﬁz,g(ﬂﬁ)

—AT/2 per(, ) 1

< 1k|r2(re
Ikllz20 e

which implies that
P(Xor € K|Xeo =) = [ Lelypere.v)dy

> (K) —e 2T

[ treme @iz
K

(5.4) A [Per(@@)

Te(2)
Now we bound the three terms on the right hand side of (5.4). The first term is lower bounded by (5.1).
For the second term, notice that

=

(5.1) C
(55) / 1/}2 eTe dy‘ = ’ {po eTe dy‘ c < Cp eXp(f K)-
Ke e
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where the first equality we use the identity [t 7. dy = 0. Thus, the second term
2| [ amedy @ lline < | [ v dyflncte)
K K

(3.12),(5.1) Cr
- < ——).
(5.6) CpCy exp( g )
Plugging (5.1) and (5.6) into (5.4) completes the proof. O

By the union bound, Lemma 5.2 immediately gives that
Corollary 5.3. We have that
P!y € K\Vi| Yy, € K, Vi)

Ck —AT/2 per(T, %)
. >1— 1 (——) / Dol T) 4.
(5.7) N(Cp(Cw +1)exp . +e max e (@)
Corollary 5.3 suggested that the threshold for low temperature should scale like 1/log(N), which
coincides with our choice of 7, in (3.22).

5.2. Uniform boundedness of eigenfunctions on subset K (Lemma 3.3). In this section we prove
Lemma 3.3. The proof is very similar to that of [HIS25, Lemma 8.2] and the main tool is also local
maximum principle. The difference is that here the constant Cy, is a-dependent whereas in [HIS25, Lemma
8.2] it is not. In the proof, the constant C' = C(U, d, C,,, &) may change from line to line.

We begin by stating the fact that when ¢ is small, the second eigenfunction v, . is very close to a
linear combination of 1g, and 1g,. To state the fact precisely, we consider the subspaces E., F. C L2(7r6)
defined by

(5.8) F. = span{l,vs .}, E. Lef span{lq,,1q,}

We measure closeness of 93 . to a linear combination of 1o, and 1g,, by measuring the “distance” between
the subspaces F. and F. defined by

d(E.,F.) = ||Pg. — Pg.Pp.| = |Pp. — Pr.Pg.||.

Here Pp_, P, are the L?(m.) orthonormal projectors onto E. and F. respectively. The next result gives
an estimate on d(E., Fy).

Proposition 5.4 (Chapter 8, Proposition 2.2 of [Kol00]). Let 4 be the energy barrier defined in (2.3).
For any v < #4, there exists a constant C, > 0 such that for all e < 1, we have
(5.9) d(E., F.) < Cy exp (?)

Proposition 5.4 shows the fact that when ¢ is small, the second eigenfunction v, . is very close to a
linear combination of 1g, and 1g,. We then estimate the coefficients of the linear combination. The
following discussion is the same as that in [HIS25, Proof of Lemma 7.5]. For completeness, we repeat
them here.

We decompose 1 . into the sum of the projection into E. and EZL, where E. is defined in (5.8).
Explicitly,

Ya.e(z) = ve(x) + Z ajelo;,

7j=1,2

where v. € EX. Since J 2, (z)me(x) de = 0, we have ijl,z aj 1o, = 0. Moreover, since v. is orthogonal
to 1, and 1g, in L?(w.), we define

b [ a2 () = 1= ol
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Then we have b, < 1 and the solution of a;.,j = 1,2 satisfying

1 e
(510) ‘aj,g| < —F———= < Cp.
e (825)

Finally we observe that

vell2ery = 1 Pa. (W2,0) | 2(ry = (I = Pe.) (2,0l L2,
(5.11) = |(Pr. = Pp.Pr.)(Y2.e)llL2(r) < |Pr. — Pp.Pr.|| = d(E;, Fy).

Now we show that when ¢ is small enough, v5 . is actually close to 3 _,_,; , a;1q, in the pointwise
sense within the compact set K. Before the proof, we first introduce some auxiliary sets. Define the
sets B;, i € {1,2} as

U(#) ~ Ultrmns) < —— }.

5.12 B ¥ lreq,
( ) ' {x ’ (1+oz)§

According the definition of B; and B;, it is straightforward to see that B; is a strict subset of B;.
For i = 1,2, define

R; = min{d(dB;, dB;), d(&min.i, OB;)}.
where the distance between two subsets V7, V5 are defined as in the common sense
d(Vq, V) 2ef inf{|z —y|,x € Vi,y € Va}.

The sets Bi7 OB; and {Zmin,;} are compact and they are disjoint, thus we have R; > 0 well-defined.
We now bound 15 . in the regions B; and Bs, respectively.

Lemma 5.5 (Lemma 8.2 in [HIS25]). There exists a constant C, = Co(d, U, Cp,, ) and € = £(d, %, o)
such that for every

(5.13) 0<e< min{Rl, Rg,g} =
we have
y .
5.14 Vo € B;, ) —a;] < Chex (—7), i=1,2.
( ) W}Q,E( ) ,s| p 4(1+a)%€

Here a1 and az. are defined as in (5.10).

Proof of Lemma 5.5. Fix i = 1 or 2, for each x € B;, there exists y € B; such that x € B(y,¢). By the
triangle inequality, it follows that B(y,2e) C B;. Thus,
(5.15) B(y,2¢) C B; C ;.

First notice that the function 12 . — a; . satisfies

(Ls - )\2,5)('(/}2,6 - ai,s) = )\2,€a/i,6'
Thus using [GT01, Corollary 9.21], there exists dimensional constant C' such that for every y € B; for

which B(y,2¢) C B;, we have

1 3
sup |Y2.c(T) — ai. gC( Yo e(x faiyszdsc
[izc(z) = azel < O (5 [n,c(2) — ai. | do)

z€B(y,e Y, 25)‘ B(y,2¢)
(516) + |A27ECL1‘,5|) .

We first bound the term |A\g.a;.|. Observe that according to (3.4), there exists constant C' = C(U)
such that for every € < 1,

Aze < C’exp(%g).
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Meanwhile, according to (5.10) and Assumption 2.3, we have that |a; | < Cy,. Therefore, there exists
constant C = C(Cyy,,U) such that

A~

(5.17) Nacaic| < Cexp(%g).

Now we bound fB(u 26) [th2.e(x) — a; c|* dz that appears on the right hand side of (5.16). Using the fact
that when (5.13) holds, for i = 1,2,

e ([ etan) (1 B T

i

- (/Q 6_%‘“) ' (1 + W) e (/Q e dnc) (14 C2)

(4.29) d U(zmin,i)
(5.18) SC@2me)ze” e

we have that

)

/ [thoe — aic*dx = / [Yoe — a; 1o, | d
B(y,2e¢) B(y,2e¢)

U(2)

< ( sup GT) / |1/}2,5 - ai,E]-Qi 267% dx
z€B(y,2¢) B(y,2¢)

(5.15) U(z) 2
< Z€< sup e < ) [th2,c(x) — a; 10, | dme(x)
z€B; 2
(5.18) a V&) -U@min,i) 2
< O (2me)? ( sup e c )Hlbz,s —a1elo, —azclq, ||L2(,r5)
2€B;
(5.11) 4 U(2)=U(@min i) 5
< C(27re)5( sup 6f>d(E€aFe)
Zégi
(5.9) U(2)=U(@min,i) 24
< C(27r€)%< sup e%> eXP(—ifyl)
Z€§i (1 T a)gg
(5.12) 4
(5.19) < C(2me)® GXP(—%)
(1+a)se
where the second last inequality we use (5.9) with v = a ol T
+o)8
Notice that there exists constant £ = £(d,#, «) that whenever ¢ < £,
4 d
5.20 exp(————) < (2me)%.
(5.20) P 2(1+a)se (2me)
Thus, for e < &,
9 (5.19),(5.20) d o
(5.21) / Yo —a;c|°de < C(2me) CXP(—il)
B(y,2¢) 2(1 4+ «)se

Therefore, plugging (5.21) into (5.16) gives

(:21) , C(27e)? 3 3
sup |Yo.c(x) —a1e| € (5= expl——1 +ClAca1 ¢
Tne(e) —and < (5 (“sarar)) + Chacar]

z€B(y,e |B y,2<€)‘
(5.17) d A 1 A
< (it oo (i) roe(-5)
< Ca eXP(*m),

which implies (5.14). O
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We now use the above lemma and Assumption 2.3 to prove Lemma 3.3 .

Proof of Lemma 3.3. We discuss two cases, € < £1 and € > €1, where ¢ is defined in (5.13).
Case I: € < g1. We obtain immediately from (5.14) that

sup |[V2.ellpe(x) < Cm + Ca.
0<e<ger

Case II: 1 > £ > €1. Define the set K5 as the 2-neighborhood of K. Namely,
K, = | B(y,2).
yeK

It is straightforward to see that Ky C R? is bounded and closed. According to [GT01, Corollary 9.21],
fory € K,

=

C
sup [Pae(@)] < (roren / e ()2 dx
z€B(y,¢) (\B(y,25)| B(y,2¢) )

< (B(yc’(%”(zsg}éew) /Rd |¢27e(9€)\2d775(33))%

_d |U ||L°°(K)
=C x <72
(e1)"2 exp %,

We conclude from the above two cases that (3.12) holds. O

) — C(U,d,Cyp, ).

6. Iterating error estimates (Lemma 3.5)

Lemma 3.5 consists of three main parts: the derivation of recurrence relation 3.25, control the probability
that (3.24) and (3.25) hold, and obtaining the estimate (3.26) for S and c;. We do each of these steps in
Sections 6.1, 6.2 and 6.3. We combine these and prove Lemma 3.5 in Section 6.4.

6.1. Recurrence relation. We will now prove (3.25) by combining the estimate for the Monte Carlo
error (Lemma 3.1) and the resampling error (Lemma 3.4). For clarity, we state this as a new lemma and
give explicit formulae for the constants S and ¢; appearing in (3.25).

Lemma 6.1. Let 2 < k< M — 1. Assume that X/i,o € K forallie{1,...,N}. Then with probability
larger than or equal to

O = 1— N<CP(O¢; +1) eXp(*CfK> — e M2 max Per(®.2) 1)

M zeK 7Tk($>
(6.1) — 2exp(— 227;%) — 2exp<— QCJ\Y;GC%%) - 2exp(—]2v0a§>

we have that (3.24) and (3.25) hold with
Br = 67’\2"°T<’/1/)2,k7%+1 dm‘ ‘ H1/12,k+11K - /Kd)z,kﬂﬂkﬂ dxHLoc
(6.2) + ‘/(1/12,“111( - /Kibz,kﬂﬂkﬂ dz) o, kTt df‘)
o Hil)z,kJrllK - /K Y2 k1T k41 dﬂUHLm (gk,T(Tk) + a1)

(6.3) + Ehr (Vo kp1mrlK) + a2 + as + ‘/ Y2 ket 1Tk+1 d!E‘-
K

Proof of Lemma 6.1. The proof consists of two steps, estimating the error in the Langevin and the
resampling step, respectively.

Step 1: Langevin step. We apply Lemma 3.1 with

€ = Nk, h:Tk’v 4e,0 = 4k,0,
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to obtain that with probability larger than or equal to

2Na%)

(6.4) 1-2 exp(— =

we have

N N
1 i A2,k 1 i
‘N ;Tk(xk,T) - 1‘ se Az’kT‘/W,kﬂkH dx’ ’ ‘N ;:1 Yok 1r (X} o)

(65) + gk,T(Tk) “+ aj.
Similarly, we apply Lemma 3.1 with

€=Mk, h= W pr1li)ry —/ Yo rt1Th+1dT,  Ge0 = Qi
K

to obtain that with probability greater than or equal to

Na3
(6.6) 1—2exp(— —
(~scec2)

we have

N

(6.7) ‘Jbzl:(wzkﬂlK(X;T)—/KT/)z,k+17rlc+1 dl‘)rk(X]i7T)‘

B8 T 1 & i
< et ‘/(Wkﬂlx —/ Go 1Tk 1 dT) P2k Th 41 dfﬂ‘ : ‘* > W2ali(Xip)
K N ’

+ Er (Vo kr 17k 1K) + a2

where we use the fact that

kb2 k+11Kllose < 2|2 k+1lk]le < 2|rkllnes |¥2,k+11K ]| Lo < 2C,Cly.
Combining (6.4), (6.6) and (5.7), after the Langevin step, with probability larger than or equal

1- N(CP(Cw +1) exp(—i—K) + e M/2 max ]M —_ 1)
k

€K g (x)
2Na? 2Na3
(6.8) erxp<f Cgl)f2exp(f Ciz)
we have (6.5) (6.7) hold as well as
(6.9) XlreK, Vi

Step 2: Resampling step. Observe that (6.9) guarantees that (3.24). Applying Lemma 3.4 with
P = Tk, q = Tk+1, h = ’(/}2,k+11K7 xi = XIi,T? yl = X]i+1’0

gives that with probability larger than or equal to

Na3
(6.10) 1- Zexp(—ﬂ)

we have

N

1 .

’NE ¢2,k+11K(Xi+1,o)*/ V2, k41 Th+1 dﬂf’
i=1 K

(3.15) 1 & .
< H¢2,k+111{ - /}<w2,k+17"k+1 dCCHLOO ‘N i:erk(Xk,T) -1
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N
]‘ 7 7
(6.11) T ;(wg,kHlK(Xk,T) — [ apamn da) ()| +

where we use the fact that

12, k+11 K |lose < 2||Y2, k411K ||Loe < 2||¢2 k411K ||Loe < 2Cy.
The probability (6.1) is obtained by multiplying (6.8) and (6.10) then using the inequality (1 —a)(1—0) >
1—a—bfor a,b > 0. Plugging (6.5) and (6.7) into (6.11) and using (6.2), (6.3) yields (3.25), completing
the proof. 0

6.2. Estimate of c,. The estimate of ¢y is essentially a straightforward calculation. We first choose
proper a;, i = 1,2,3 and then show how N and T can be chosen so that we obtain the bound for ¢y,
in (3.26). Precisely, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 6.2 (Estimate of ¢;). Fiz § > 0, let Cy, C, be the constants defined in (3.12) and (3.18)
respectively. Let

e 5 def 6 def 5
6.12 ___° o 2 =
(6.12) MTIMC,+1) T s T sM
If T is chosen such that
2 M U 1 11 c
. > — i _ - 2 7_2 i 7
(6.13) T maX{A (tos( : )+ 3 5 H10BUCICE (Cy+ 1)) : log(4d) }
then for every ny such that
Ck
(6.14) M S —F——~
8MC
log( 3 P)
we have
<%
Cr X M.

Proof of Lemma 6.2. The bound of ¢j requires several a priori estimates.
Step 1: Bound &, 7. When T satisfies (6.13), we have
5 Uy s 1
eAT/2 ¢ O EXp(i)e_gf
M 217k ACECE(Cy +1)

which implies that

_AT/2 prr(z, ) (3.11),(3.35) 5
e

(6.15) max,/ — ——= —1 < —_—.
AMCE (Cy + 1)

€K m(x)

Observe that that

1 (3.18) 1
2,1kl i L2 (my < IW20t17kllL2(m) < 2kt 1l L2 )Tk oy S CF
which implies that
(3.9) 1 per(z, ) (6.15) 1)
6.16 & 1 < C2eM/2 S
(6.16) k1 (Y2 hrilc) ¢« TR\ 1 AM(Cy+ 1)
Similarly, the fact that
1 (3.18) 1
||rk:1K||L2(7rk) < Hrk}HZoo(ﬂ-k) < 07"2
implies
0
(6.17)

< —
Err(r) < AM(Cy +1)
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Step 2: Observe that

H¢2,k+11K —/ V2 k1 Th+1 dJUHL < Y2 kst llnoe () + ‘/ V2 k+1Tk41 d
K e K

(3.12)
(6.18) < Cy + 192kl L2 (i) = Cp + 1.
And when 7, satisfies (6.14),
(5.5) Ck )
6.19 | da| < Cpexp(- <
(6.19) /K V2, k1741 A P exp( o) S 8M

Therefore, when (6.12), (6.13) and (6.14) holds,

(6.3),(6.18),(6.19) 1)
. < (Cyp+1)- (é‘k;r(rk) + a1) + Ep (Vo pr1mklK) + a2 + a3+ ——

8SM
(6.12),(653),(6.17) 36 ) ) ) o 9 0
S sar Tan s TRM TsM T M
6.3. Estimate of f;. Recall from (3.25), the error grows by a factor of B at each level, and so to prove
Theorem 2.5 we need to ensure [[ 8; remains bounded. The main result in this section (Lemma 6.6,
below) obtains this bound and shows that the first inequality in (3.26) holds. For simplicity of notation,
let

dcf

(6.20) O(k, k+1)%

/¢2,k77k+1 dﬂ?’ . HwZ,k+11K —/ V2 k+1Th+1 dl"HL
« -~

+ ’/(1/12,k+11K */ V2, k41Tt dT) P2 Th 41 dl",
K

and note
Br = e 2:TO(k, k +1).

When we bound Hﬁ;l B; in the low temperature regime, the exponential factor e

to 1, and does not help much. Thus we show that the product H?i;l O(j,7 + 1) stays bounded, by
approximating ©(k, k + 1) in terms of the mass in each well and estimating the mass distribution using
small temperature asymptotics.

We use Proposition 5.4 to estimate the two integration terms appearing in O(k,k 4+ 1). The bounds
we need are stated in the next two lemmas, and their proofs are identical to those of [HIS25, lemma 7.5,
Lemma 7.6]. We omit their proof here.

—22xT is very close

Lemma 6.3 (Lemma 7.5 in [HIS25]). Let &’ < ¢ and define r. by

def e/
Te =

Te
Then,

||w2,5||L2(7\'5/) g ||T€||[§/ood(E€,F€)
WE(QQ) 7T€(Ql) %
(6.21) + (1 + (wg(m) WE(QZ))(@(QI) () -
Lemma 6.4 (Lemma 7.6 in [HIS25]). Let &’ <e. Then

‘/1/1257&, dl‘

e ( Qg (€
(6.2 < (V4 VIO @) = )|+ d(B E el
\/'/TE \/7Ts QZ
To apply the previous two results we need to ensure the masses in the two wells stay away from 0
(Assumption 2.3), and do not oscillate too much. The required oscillation condition holds provided U
satisfies Assumption 2.1 holds, as the following lemma states.
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Lemma 6.5 (Lemma 7.7 in [HIS25]). If U satisfies Assumption 2.1, then there exists a constant Cpy
such that such that for every n € (0,1), and every i € {1,2} we have

1
(623) / \8575(Qi)| de < CB\/.
n
The proof of Lemma 6.5 is identical to that of Lemma 7.7 in [HIS25] and is thus omitted here. We now
bound [] ; to obtain the first inequality in (3.26).
Lemma 6.6 (Estimate of 3;). Define ko by

CK }
log(Cy M) )

where C is the constant defined in (5.9) when v < Ck. If at each step T > 0, then for ko <k < M —1,
the inequality (3.26) holds with

(6.25) o exp(CBv (2cm(c¢ +2)+ c,%l) +(Cy+2)C, + c)
Here Cy., Cy,, Cy and Cgy are the constants defined in (3.18), (2.4), (3.12), and (6.23), respectively.

(6.24) . min{2 <k<M—1|n <

Proof of Lemma 6.6. Observe that by Proposition 5.4, we have

(5.9) O\ (629 1
. < ki R
(6.26) d(Ey,, Fy) < Cyexp( ” ) < o
To bound ©(k, k + 1), we write
6.20
(6.27) Ok, k +1) 2" J1H¢27k+11K - / Yo k1 Th+1 da:HLm + Jo,
K

where

Ji = }/1/}2,k7rk+1 dx

, Ja= ’/(¢2,k+11K —/ Yo k4 1Th 41 d) o kTt dﬂ?‘.
K

Step 1: Estimating J1 and Jo. We first estimate J; and Jy using Lemma 6.3 and 6.4 respectively. For
simplicity, by a slight abuse of notation we write
def

() = 1 (i), i=1,2.
By Lemma 6.4,

1L E F el + (V2 + YEC) ) = o)

(2.4)
< d(Eyy, Fy)|Irellzee +2Co - 741 (Q1) — 7 (1)
(6.26)
(628) < M-I-QCm |7Tk+1(91) —’/Tk(Ql)’.
For term Jo, observe that
Jo < J3+Jy
where
Jz = /(¢2,k+11K)¢2,k7Tk+1 dw)
Ji = / Yo k41 Th+1 AT /%,Mk 1dx ‘
(f versimeade)( [ vanmiido)

By Lemma 6.3, using the fact that (1 + y)% <1+ %y when y > 0, we have

1 1
Js < (/ |, kr1 P dfﬂ)z (/ P e dw)z < Y2kl L2 (rip)
K K
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[N

L el d(En, P )+(1+(Z:83 _ZZESS)WH(W—Wk(m”)

(6.26),(3.18),(2.4)07%
<

Nl=

4+ (1 + 201%1‘7'(]@4_1(91) - 7'rlc(Ql)D

= M
CZ
(6.29) < ﬁ+1+c |1 (1) = T () .
For term Jy,
(6.30) Jy < ‘/ V2 k+1Tk+1 dﬂ?‘ . ‘/%,Mkﬂ dx’ <J
K
Hence,
(6.27),(6.18) (6.30)
Ok, k+1)< Ji(Cy+1)+Jo < Ji(Cy+2)+ Js
1

(6.28),(6.29) (Cy +2)C, + C?

(631) < 1+(2Cm(0¢+2)+03n) ’WkJrl(Ql) —Wk(Ql)| + v ])\4 .

Step 2: Estimating HJM:? O(j,7 + 1). By direct computation, for k > ko,

M-1 M—-1
H B; < H 0(j.j+1)

M-

631)
H (1 + (20, (Cy +2) + C2) - |mresr (1) — 7 (Q0)] +

(Cy +2)C, + C} )
M

AM-GM %
<1+ (Cy +2)C, + C7F

= M
M-1 M—k
e (00 +2) + C2) () - ()
j=k
(6.23) Cpv(2C (C ) C? ) (C )C Cl M=k (6.25)
< < )
(1 + M —k + i Cs
where the last inequality uses the fact that M — k < M. (]

6.4. Proof of Lemma 3.5. In this section, we show that by choosing proper N and T, the probability 6y
defined in (6.1) can be lower bounded by 1 — %. The proof is a direct calculation based on several lemmas.

We first choose sample size N such that when (6.12) holds, the relevant terms in (6.1) is small enough.
Then for a fixed sample size, we then choose the temperature such that the first term in (6.1) is small
enough. Those choices are stated in the following two lemmas, whose proof is direct calculation and thus
omitted.

Lemma 6.7 (Choose sample size N). Given 6 € (0,1) and 6 > 0. Let ai,as,as be selected as (6.12). if
choose N as (3.20), then we have

2Na%) 0
< 5
2 M

Na%)< 6 Na§)< 0
8

(6.32) exp( - secz) <mr @(ae) <@

exp (—

Lemma 6.8. Fiz 6 € (0,1) and 6 > 0 small, choose sample size N according to (3.20). Then for every ny
such that

(6.33) e < C

10g(8MNC};(C,¢,+1)> ’
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we have

Cx 9
34 K « .
(6.34) eXp( T ) 8MNCp(Cy + 1)

Finally, we choose the proper running time depending on the sample size such that the second term in
(6.1) is small enough.

Lemma 6.9. For

2/ U SMy 1 c
. 2 e a — ’. b 3 9
(6.35) T max{A (277 -Hog( 7 ) + 3 —i—log(N)) dlog(4d)}
we have
—AT/2 pe,r(T, ) 1< 0
(6.36) © ver \| T w(2) S 8MNC

Proof of Lemma 6.9. When T satisfies (3.34), we have (3.35). Thus when T satisfies (6.35), we have

U\ _1 6
—AT/2 (7) -1
e < exp o e SSMN
which implies that
(3.11),(3.35)
e M2 max per(®,7) 1 < S O

relc | m(a) AMCE(Cy +1)

Combining the above lemmas, we now state and prove the estimates for 0, completing the proof of

Lemma 3.5.

Proof of Lemma 8.5. Fix «,0,6 > 0. First observe that according to Lemma (6.1), the event (3.24) the
recurrence relation (3.25) holds with probability 6. It remains to show that for the proper 1, N and T,
we have that (3.23) and (3.26) hold.

def

(6.37) Ner = min

Ck Ck
{ log (78MNCPQ(C‘”+1) ) "log(C, M) }

Here Ck is the constant defined in (3.19) with the fixed @ > 0 and C, is the constant defined in

(5.9) when v = Ck. Notice that if ¢ are chosen according to (6.37), then we can find dimensional
constants Ciem = Ctem (v, U) > 0 so that this choice is consistent with the choice in (3.22).

Choose N as in (3.20) and T as
2
A
%(% + log(%) + é + log(N)>, 2 1og(4d)}

Notice that if T' is chosen according to (6.38), then we can find constants C,, = Cy(ar, U) > 0 so that this
choice is consistent with the choice in (3.21).

When 7, < ner, k also larger than the kg defined in (6.24). Thus Lemma 6.6 gives that the first
inequality in (3.26) holds.

On the other hand, when 7y, < 7., we have that 7 satisfies (6.14). Meanwhile, the choice of T satisfies
(6.13). Thus with the choice (6.12), Lemma 6.2 gives that the second inequality in (3.26) holds.

With the choice of aj,as,a3 as in (6.12) and N as in (3.20), Lemma 6.7 gives that (6.32) holds.
According to Lemma 6.8, since 7y, also satisfies (6.33), the inequality (6.34) holds. Finally, the choice of T
in (6.38) also satisfies (6.35), thus (6.36) holds as well. Plugging the above estimates into the definition
of 0y, yields

(log(}) + 57 +log M + é + log(4C’p%C’r%(C’¢ + 1)));

(6.38) T > max { >

(6.32) Ck _AT pr,7(T, ) 30
S1-N 1 YK /2 S 1) =2
0y (CP(Cw Pl ep (=) e ma [P 1
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(6.34),(6.36) 0 30 0
> 1l-— - =1-=. O
AM  4AM M

7. Error estimates in the high temperature regime (Lemma 3.6 and 3.7)

In this section we prove Lemma 3.6 and 3.7. The proof is inspired by [MMS23], where they assume at
the first level X {T are i.i.d exactly following p;. Here we briefly introduce the proof strategy. At each

level k, we use a maximal coupling approach to construct a set of random variables X,QT having marginal

distribution ezactly the distribution 7. The construction of X,;T is given explicitly in [MMS23, Appendix]
and it is shown there that for every : =1,..., N,

(7.1) P(Xpr # Xir) = llper(Xi0,7) — () Ty

Here we view X f’o as a fixed point (starting point of the Langevin dynamics on level k).

Heuristically, if at level k the right hand side of (7.1) is small, then with high probability, the particles
can be coupled to a set of particles drawn exactly from the target distribution 7. An inductive step can
then be established that these conditions hold as long as we have good local mixing. We will show that
this can be done in the high temperature regime, i.e. k < k¢, where the global mixing time is not too long.

We now illustrate the above heuristic in more details and begin by introducing the notations, which is
consistent with those in [MMS23]. For steps k = 1,..., ke, define the events

As = {Xip = Xy, i)

B, = {‘Jisz:fk(Xch) — /Fkﬂk da:‘ < (/Fmrk da:)/3}.
Cr=A m’];lc

Each Ay is the coupling event between the particles X};’T and the particles X,i’T drawn independently
from 7. The event By represents that the error of the empirical estimator at level k is within a reasonable
interval. In [MMS23], the following inductive relations are established. For completeness, we provide a
short proof.

Lemma 7.1 (Lemma 4.4 in [MMS23]). Suppose P(Cx_1) > 5= for some w > 3. For any measurable g
such that |g| < G. Fiz 6 € (0,1) and 6’ € (0,1) and ¢ > 0, then for any

(7.2) N & log(9/> and T > Azk(log<2év>+log(w—l)),

we have

N
1 i
P(‘N Eg(xw) - /gwk dx’ < e) >(1—-0) P(Cpy)—0.
Lemma 7.2 (Corollary 5.1 in [MMS23]). Suppose P(Cy) > 5 for some w > 3. Fiz 6 € (0,1)
and 8’ € (0,1), then for any

2
(7.3) N> 90?"

(;) and T > )\ik (log<%> + log(w — 1)),

we have
P(Cy) > (1-0)-P(Cr_q)— 0.

Proof of Lemma 7.1 and 7.2. The statement in Lemma 7.1 and 7.2 is identical to [MMS23, Lemma 4.4
and Corollary 5.1] except in (7.2) and (7.3), they use the expression

an(4e)
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where 7, is a weaker notion of the commonly-used mixing time, see [MMS23, Section 2.1] for rigorous
definition. It is shown in [MMS23, Section 2.2] that 7 satisfies the following bound

1 2
Tr(L,w) < —(10g<7) + log(w — 1))
Pk L
Here pj, denotes the spectral gap of the transition kernel of Langevin dynamics at level k, which is Ag j.
Taking ¢ = 6/N finishes the proof. |

Lemma 7.1 and 7.2 provide the estimates in the inductive steps, we still need the estimate at the first
level. The following lemma shows that we can still satisfy the base case provided proper sample size and
running time.

Lemma 7.3 (Mixing at the first level). Fiz 6’ € (0,1) and let assumption 2.4 hold. If
4
(7.4) N > 18C2 log(@)

T > max {% (C;i + é + %log(Cp) + log(%zlv)), 2 10g(4d)}

we have
P(Cy)=>1-9.

Before proving Lemma 7.3, we state a fact about the convergence of p.; toward the global modes (the
stationary distribution 7.), as a complement to Lemma 4.1.

Lemma 7.4. Let p. ((x,y) be the transition kernel defined as in (3.1), then

—Ag,ct/2 Pe (T, )

pe’-:,t(xa ) _ ’ 1
L2(me) h 7'['5(%)

(")
Proof of Lemma 7.4. As in the proof of Lemma 4.1, since ¢ is fixed, for simplicity of presentation, we
slightly abuse notation in this proof and omit the subscript €. The proof follows similarly as that of
Lemma 4.1. Except for (4.6), we rewrite as
pt(x7y) o 1(4:4)/(175(:177 Z) o 1) pt—s(% Z) 7'('(2) dz
m(y) 7(2) (2)

(B ety a:
+ Zef’\k(tfs)#)k(y) /(L;I’Z) - 1)%/1k(z)7r(z) dz.

= (2)

(7.5) ‘

It follows immediately that

(7.6) ] Pl ) 1] < o= |Pe(T) 1‘ :
() L2 (m) (") L2 ()
Choosing s = t/2 and plugging (4.9) into (7.6) finishes the proof. O

We now prove Lemma 7.3.
Proof of Lemma 7.3. Step 1: Bound P(A;). Following the explicit maximal coupling construction of X f’T
given in [MMS23, Appendix|, we obtain that for every i = 1,..., N,

P(Xir # Xiz) = llpur(Xig: ) = m()llv.
Observe that for any = € R?,
‘pl,T(:r,~) B 1’

()

(2’) e~ A2aT/2 pie(z, )
()

x,-) —m(- <’
”pl.,T( ) 1( )”TV L2(my)

-1
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(3;0) e—deaTi2c} eXI«@) (1 _ exp(_st)),

(3. 34)<(3 35)_/\21T/2CZ (U(x))eé.
2

d
4

Therefore, according to Assumption 2.4, we have that

] — 3 Cini\ 1
(7.7 Ip1,r(XE g, ) = ma()lrw < e T/20] exp (2 ) ek <
Then, by union bound,

N A _. @ 0
(7.8) P(A)>1-) P(Xiz #Xip) > 1- 3.

i=1

Step 2: Bound P(Bj). Observe that by scaling, the event B; is equivalent to

(e 2onxin  [rimae] < ([ rimaz) )
~{| & Sneeia 1| <13}

Notice that

HMZ
B
5D

1 Y . 1 Y
\N;rmj)lk]]v;m(
1 & .
+‘EN;7'1(X{’T)—1‘.

The first term, by Hoeffding’s equality, since 0 < r; < C,.,

(7.4) ¢/

w9 PRt -EyEacia)> §) <2en(-g) € g

r

For the second term, we observe that

1 . 1 & ,
\EN;M -1 < N;]EMX;,T)—li
N

1 i
N > lrillzesllpr (X g, ) = w1 () lov
=1

oD C.e  C, (T4
< <

1
1 g X X L,
(7.10) oN SoN S ¢
Therefore,
N
T9),(7.10) g
(7.11) P(B)) = (‘E Zrl(XlT—1’ ) 5 1-3

1=1
Combining the two steps above, we obtain that

(7.8),(7.11)

1 = -

35
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7.1. Estimate for the global mixing (Lemma 3.6). In this section we prove Lemma 3.6 following
the induction strategy of [MMS23, Theorem 3.1]. The difference is that in [MMS23, Theorem 3.1], they
assume X} . are i.i.d following m; whereas here we use Lemma 7.3 to guarantee the base case of the
induction.

Before the proof of Lemma 3.6, we need to following lower bound of second eigenvalue, which can be
obtained immediately by Corollary 2.15 in [MS14]. The proof is identical to [HIS25, Lemma 7.8] and thus
we omit it here.

Lemma 7.5 (Lemma 7.8 in [HIS25], Corollary 2.15 in [MS14]). Suppose U satisfies assumptions 2.1 and 2.2,
and recall U is the saddle height defined in (2.2). For every H > U, there exists A = A(H,d,U) > 0
independent of € such that for every e < 1,

H
(7.12) Aoe > Aexp(—;).
Now we are well-equipped to prove Lemma 3.6.

Proof of Lemma 3.6. Fix 2 < k < k. Observe that when ng > ner,

(7.12) 14 a)2U 14 a)z0
o 2 exp(- L (+a)iy
Ui Ner

where A, is the constant in (7.12) with H = (1 + )2 0. Define

T> maux{AL exp((l—’_na)éﬁ) (log(QN) + log(%>),

%,1 (02 4 é + %mg(cp) + (log(2N) + 1og(%4)))’ ° log(aa)

) > Ag exp(f

Then we can find constant é‘a = C’a (o, U, Cini) > 0 so that this choice is consistent with the choice
in (3.27).
Notice that T satisfies (7.2), (7.3) (7.4) with

h_ P I p?

“ar U0
Observe that N also satisfies (7.2), (7.3) (7.4) with the same choice of §,6" and w.
By Lemma 7.1, for function f with |f| < 1, we have that since N satisfies (7.2),

(7.13) w=2.

1< .
P(|5 20 1Xhr) — [ fruds| <€) > (1= OP(Cs) ~ 0.

The probability P(Cy_1) can be lower bounded by induction using Lemma 7.2. Notice that the choice
of N, T in (3.27) ensures that P(C;) > 1 — ¢’. Then applying Lemma 7.2 repeatedly gives that

P > (1- 01 (1— )~ 'S (1~ o)
k—1 =
(7.14) =1-0)F" =0 (1-0)".
On one hand, this gives that -
PO > -0yt i g g O3

showing that the conditions in Lemma 7.1 and 7.2 satisfies with w = 2. On the other hand, the inequality
(7.14) gives that for 2 < k < ke, |f] <1,

1 & .
P(|5 S rin) - [ fmds] <€) = (1= OP(CLr) -0

1=
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k
>(1-0)F—0') (1-0)
s=0
/! (7.13)
>(1—9)M—% > 1-p. O

7.2. Estimates of the critical state (Lemma 3.7). In this section we prove Lemma 3.7, which is
straightforward using Lemma 3.4 and Lemma 3.6.

Proof of Lemma 3.7. We apply Lemma 3.4 with

a= SLM’ h=vok, 1k T=1ke-1, ' =X r Y =Xio
and obtain that with probability larger than or equal to
2Na? Na?y (3:20) 0
(7.15) 1—2exp<—m> 21—26Xp(—ﬁ> > 1- o
we have that
1 . 5
(7.16) ‘ﬁ ;d’&lccrll((kao)’ < (Cy+ 1)1+ I+ i + Js.

where

b

N
1 i
Ji=1|1- N ;chrl(Xkcrq,T)

)

N
1 ) )
Jo =% Y rhe1(Xi, T)(i/)z,kcrlK(Xfccr 0) — / V2 ke LK T, dx)
N Pt ) ) x

ng /’(/Jg,kcr].[(’ﬂ'kcrdx‘.
X

Here we use the fact that

(6.18)
(7.17) HwQ,kcrlK — / 1/)27kcr7rkcr dJ?HL < Clli + 1.
X o
Next, we bound Ji, Jy and J3, respectively. Notice that our choice of N satisfies (3.27) with
(7.18) e = 0 =4
’ “oC,+1 PTY
Indeed,

N > 64C2%(Cy + 1)?

M? (8M)?y _ 16C7 64M*

572 log( 02 ) 2 e2 log( 02 )

Similarly, T satisfies (3.27) with the same choice (7.18) and 7., as in (3.22). Therefore, according to
Lemma 3.6,

P(Ji<Cre)21—-6, P(J2<Cp(Cy+1)e)=>1-0,
where we use the fact that ||rg.—1||pe < C, and (7.17). That is,
C.o C,0
. s~ ) =1-0, =21-6.
(7.19) P(J1 < 2(0¢+1)> 1-6 P(J2 <= ) 1-6

For term J3, we first notice that 7., is actually chosen according to (6.37). This 7., also satisfies (6.33).
We apply Lemma 6.8 and obtain that
(5.5) Cy . (6.34) 0 (3.20) 5

2 < —Ey g < :
(7.20) o < Cpexp(=0) SMN(Cy +1) 8M(Cy+ 1)
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Combining the above discussion, we obtain from (7.15) and (7.19) that with probability larger than or

equal to

1 o 1-20)>1-30

(- ) ()1
we have

N
1 X (7.16) )
‘N ;wz,kcrlx(Xicr,o)‘ S (G DNt ht ot Js
(7.18),(7.19),(7.20) 5
< C.0+ vy < (Cr+1)6. O
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