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Abstract A class of Langevin stochastic differential equations is shown to converge in the
small-mass limit under very weak assumptions on the coefficients defining the equation. The
convergence result is applied to three physically realizable examples where the coefficients
defining the Langevin equation for these examples grow unboundedly either at a boundary,
such as a wall, and/or at the point at infinity. This unboundedness violates the assumptions
of previous limit theorems in the literature. The main result of this paper proves convergence
for such examples.

Keywords Small-mass limit - Smoluchowski—Kramers approximation - Locally Lipschitz
coefficients

1 Introduction

Let X C R" be non-empty, open. We study the following stochastic differential equation

dx"(t) =" (t) dt
mdv™ (t) = [F(x" (1)) — y X" ()" ()] dt + o (x" (¢)) dB(1) (D

where F : X - Ry : X - R"™, 0 : X - R m > 0is a constant and
B(t) = (By(1), ..., Bi())T is a k-dimensional Brownian motion defined on a probability
space (€2, F, P). Relation (1) is the standard form of Newton’s equation for the position
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x™(t) of a particle of mass m subject to thermal fluctuations (o (x"(¢)) dB;), friction (
—y (x™(t))v™(¢) dt), and a force (F (x™(¢)) dt).

The goal of this note is to strengthen the main result in [7] concerning the small-mass
limit of the position x™ (7). In essence, provided the friction matrix y (x) is positive-definite
for each x € X, our main result shows that we can still extract convergence of x" (¢) as
m — 0 pathwise on bounded time intervals in probability, without making strong bound-
edness assumptions on the coefficients F, y, o and their derivatives. These boundedness
requirements were made and employed critically in previous works [2,3,7,16]. From a phys-
ical standpoint, however, there are many natural model equations that do not satisfy these
strong boundedness requirements and therefore the use of the small-mass approximation of
the dynamics above is in question. Such an approximation has been instrumental in estimat-
ing chemical reaction rates [10, 17], simplifying computations of escape times from potential
wells [5,21], and answering ergodicity questions [5,21].

To see the utility of our general result, we will apply it to three examples describing
physically realizable dynamics, including the situation discussed in [19] (see Sect. 3). In each
of these examples, there is a confining force which grows unboundedly near the boundary of
X (if it is non-empty) and/or near the point at infinity. This unbounded force translates to,
at the very least, unboundedness of some of the coefficients in the model equations (1). Due
to this unboundedness, existing arguments establishing convergence [2,3,7,16] cannot be
easily adapted to establish convergence in these three examples. See Remark 1 for a further
discussion of this point. Making use of our main theoretical result, we will be able to establish
convergence in each of these physical examples.

Compared with the existing results in the literature [2,3,7,16], the hypotheses of our
main result are extraordinarily weak. Specifically, we only assume nominal regularity of the
coefficients F, y, o and that the believed limiting dynamics does not leave the set X’ in finite
time. It is worth emphasizing that we do not assume that the pair process defined by (1) also
remains in the natural state space X x R” for all finite times. This makes our result more
readily applicable because, while it is not always easy to control the family of exit times
{fng" }m>0 where 7%, p. denotes the first exit time of (x™ (¢), v (¢)) from X x R", it is
more straightforward to control the exit time ty of the limiting dynamics from X’. Another
benefit of structuring the hypotheses in this way is that, as a consequence of our result, we
gain control of the exit times 7, p, for m > 0 small, in the sense we show that T%%_ o, — o0
in probability as m — 0.

The organization of this paper is as follows. In Sect. 2, we state our main theoretical result
(Theorem 1). Section 3 gives a few physical, motivating examples for this work. In each
example, we will verify that the hypotheses of Theorem 1 are satisfied using the appropriate
Lyapunov methods. As a consequence of Theorem 1, we will therefore obtain the desired
convergence as m — 0 in each physical example studied. In Sect. 4, we prove Theorem 1.

2 Main Results

The limiting dynamics x (¢) will satisfy the It6 stochastic differential equation
dx(®) = [y ) F(x(@) + Se()]di + 7~ (x(0))o (x (1)) d B(1) @)

where, adopting the Einstein summation convention, the vector-valued function S satisfies

$@ = (2aly7 ' 0]70)

n
i=
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and the matrix J solves the Lyapunov equation

J )/T +yJ = ool
To understand on some level how the Eq. (2) could possibly define the limiting dynamics,
we can try and formally set m = 0 in Eq.(1), and solve for V@) dr = dxO(r) using the
second part of this equation. This leads us to the following guess for the limiting equation

dx’t) = y 'GP FC@) dr + vy (0)o (x°() dB @),

where there is some ambiguity in how y_l (x%(1))o (x°(¢)) d B; should be interpreted using
the various conventions of stochastic integrals, e.g. Itd, Stratonovich, Anti-Itd [8,13]. The
different conventions of the stochastic integral do not coincide because, even assuming o, y
are sufficiently smooth, as opposed to o (x"(¢)) for m > 0, =1 x%(1))o (x0(1)) does not
vary smoothly in 7. While one might suspect that the drift term S(x(¢)) in Eq.(2) tells one
how to interpret y‘l &°())o (x°(1)) d By, this is not quite the case because there can be no
relation between the type of stochastic integral and this drift in the most general case [3].
Nevertheless this heuristic, first employed by Smoluchowski in [17] and later by Kramers
in [10], serves as a good first step in understanding how some parts of (2) arise. See [7] for
further, more specific details in how the noise-induced drift term, i.e. S(x(¢)), in Eq.(2) is
produced.
Throughout the paper, we will make the following assumptions:

Assumption 1 (Regularity, Positive-Definite Friction) F € Clx : RY, y € Ci(x -
R™") and o € CY(x : R"%). Moreover, for each x € X the matrix y(x) is positive-
definite; that is, for each x € X and each y € Rggo we have that

(y(x)y,y) > 0.

Assumption 2 (Non-explosivity of x(t)) The first exit time tx of x(t) from X is P-almost
surely infinite for all initial conditions xo = x € X, that is, forall x € X

P, {tx < oo} =0.

The regularity part of Assumption 1 assures that all equations in question make sense
locally in time. Critical to our main result is the positive-definite assumption made on the
friction matrix y. This can be seen by taking a glance at equation (2), for if the matrix y is
simply non-negative we expect to get different behavior as m — 0. See [4] for an example
of the small-mass limit when y vanishes on a set. Assumption 2 assures that the presumed
limiting dynamics x (¢) remains in its domain of definition X for all finite times ¢ > 0 almost
surely. Different from the previous references [2,7,16], we will not assume that the solution
of (1) is non-explosive or, more importantly, that either x (¢) is contained in a compact subset
of X or the coefficients F, y, o are bounded on X. We do, however, need control over an
additional derivative of y. Nevertheless, this should not be seen as an additional hypothesis,
for this is a typical minimalist assumption needed to make sense of the pathwise solution
of (2) locally in time (see, for example, [9, 15]). An additional difference between our result
and previous results is that we need not assume that y is uniformly positive definite on X'.
In some sense, however, the size of the smallest positive eigenvalue of y is controlled by
non-explosivity (Assumption 2) of the solution of the limiting equation.

Because we will not assume that the process {(x}", v/*)};>0, m > 0, remains in X x R"
for all finite times, we will extend this process for times ¢ > 75 p, Where T g, is the first
exit time of (x;", v/*) from X x R". In particular, letting A be some point not in R”, we set
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x/" = v = Aforall times t > 7%, .. To measure convergence of x;" on the enlarged state
space X U {A},letd : X U {A} x X U{A} — [0, oo] be given by

deo (X, y) lx —y| ifx,yeX
X,y) = .
oot Y 00 ifx=Aory=A

Observe that d, is not quite a metric since do (A, A) = 00; however, d, satisfies the
remaining properties of a metric. As we will see, it will serve us well as a slight generalization
of a distance.

We are now prepared to state our main results:

Theorem 1 Suppose that Assumption 1 and Assumption 2 are satisfied. If the process
{x()};>0 and the extended processes {x" (t)};>0 have the same initial condition x € X
forallm > 0, then for every T, € > 0

P{ sup doo(x™ (1), x(1)) > e] — 0 as m — 0.
t€(0,T]

Remark 1 Previous arguments giving the existence of a small-mass limit hinge on the strong
boundedness assumptions on the coefficients defining the equation [2,3,7]. In particular in
[2,3], the authors use a clever application of integration by parts and Gronwall’s inequality
to obtain convergence in L? on the space of continuous paths on bounded time intervals. In
[71, convergence results on stochastic integrals, as outlined in Section A of [7], are employed
to obtain the desired result when y is position dependent. The crucial bounds obtained using
either method heavily employ boundedness of the coefficients defining the equations. Because
in our general setting one has to additionally control the motion of the processes near the
boundary and/or the point at infinity, neither one of these paths can be followed to obtain
convergence as the bounds obtained in will not be satisfied.

Remark 2 To emphasize a remark made earlier, an aspect of the theorem that is particularly
striking is that we make no explicit assumptions about the exit times {T% g }m>0 yet we
still obtain pathwise convergence on compact time intervals in probability in ds,. As we will
see, not making this assumption about the exit times {T/»'GXRn}m>0 is convenient because it
is often easier to simply control 7. Another interesting aspect of the result is that d, was
constructed so that it penalizes the process {(x;", v/")};>o infinitely if it has exited X x R".
In particular, as a corollary of the proof of the theorem above, by having control over 7y we
can obtain control over T4 g, for m > 0, small.

Corollary 1 Under the hypotheses of Theorem 1: Forall T > 0

lim P{t% g < T} =0.

m—0
In other words, T pn — 00 in probability as m — 0.
Remark 3 Under the appropriate moment bounds and non-explosivity of the pair process
(x™(t), v™ (1)), one can apply Theorem 1 to obtain stronger forms of convergence, e.g.
convergence in L? for p > 1.

3 Examples of Newtonian Dynamics with Unbounded Potentials

In this section, we apply Theorem 1 to physical examples realizable in a laboratory. In the
following, x(t) will denote the position of one or more mesoscopic particles in a liquid at
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a well-defined temperature 7 (e.g. a Brownian particle coupled to a heat bath provided by
the liquid, such as the ones experimentally studied in [11,19]). The particle is influenced by
a force F, friction y, and noise coefficient o. For such a Brownian particle, the fluctuation-
dissipation relation holds:

y(x) xo(x)o’ (x). 3)

Although in each example there is a confining potential force which grows rapidly near
the boundary X and/or the point at infinity, it will be clear that Assumption 1 is satisfied.
Therefore, we will only need to see that Assumption 2 is satisfied by showing that first
exit time Ty of the limiting process x(¢) is almost surely infinite for all initial conditions
x € X. To show that T is almost surely infinite, we will use, by now standard, Lyapunov
methods [9,12,15]. In particular, in each example we will exhibit a certain type of function
V e CE(X : [0, 00)), called a Lyapunov function, which guarantees that

P {tx <00} =0 4)

for all initial conditions x € X. To be more precise, define a sequence of open subsets Xy,
k € N, of X by

T — {x € X : distance(x, dX) > k! and |x| <k} ifdX #0
Tl eR: x] <k ifox =0

and observe that, if 90X = ¢J, then X = R" as X" is non-empty and both open and closed. In
each example we will exhibit a function V € C%(X : [0, o)) satisfying the following two
properties:

(pl) There exists a sequence of positive constants satisfying Cy — oo as k — oo and
V(x) > Cy forx € X\ Xx.
(p2) There exist positive constants C, D such that for all x € X
LV(x) <CV(x)+ D,
where £ denotes the infinitesimal generator of the Markov process x ().

It follows that the existence of a function V € C2(X : [0, 00)) satisfying (p1) and (p2) above
gives that P, {txy < oo} = 0 for all x € X (See, for example, [12, Theorem 2.1]).

3.1 Gravity and Electrostatics

We first prove convergence for the experimental example in [19] which originally motivated
this work. In [19], a Brownian particle is in a vertical cylinder of finite height b — a filled
with water and the horizontal motion of the particle is assumed to be independent from
its vertical motion. Therefore, x(¢#) denotes the (one-dimensional) vertical position of the
particle at time ¢ and the natural state space X’ of x (¢) is given by the open interval (a, b) with
0 < a < b < oo. The conservative forces acting on the particle are given by the potential
function

e*)\(xfa) ef)u(bfx)

G-a)  o-n

B B
Ux) = ;e_’((x_a) + ;e_K(b_x) + Getrx + (5)

The first two terms are due to double layer particle-wall forces, with « ! the Debye length
and B > 0 a prefactor depending on the surface charge densities. The third term accounts
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for the effective gravitational contribution Gegr = %n 133(,0p — ps)g, with g the gravitational
acceleration constant, R the radius of the particle, p, the density of the particle and ps the
density of the fluid. Note that the the value of the first three terms of the potential at x = a, b
is finite but very large (as the prefactor B is on the order of thousands of kg T'); thus, to assure
that the particle remains in the cylinder, the last two terms model “soft walls” at x = a and
b and are fast-decaying away from the boundary with A >> k. The forces are given by

F(x)=-U'(x)
and the friction coefficient is
kgT
y(x) D)’

where D(x) is ahydrodynamic diffusion coefficient due to effects of particle wall interactions.
The exact form of D is an infinite sum and can be found in [6]. For our analysis, it is enough to
know D(x) € C%([a, b] : (0, 00)) with D(a) = D(b) = 0, D'(x) > Oforx € [a, (a+b)/2),
D’ (x) < 0forx € ((a+b)/2,b), and D'((a + b)/2) = 0. Using the fluctuation-dissipation
relation, the inertial system is given by

dx"(t) =v" () dt

m _ m kBT m 2(kBT)2

where B(t) is a standard, one-dimensional Brownian motion. The corresponding limiting
equation is
F(x(@))D(x(t
dx(t) :w dt + D' (x(t))dt + v/ D(x(t)) dB(t). (6)
B

To prove convergence of x” () to x(¢) in the sense described in Theorem 1, all we must show
is that P, (¢4, = 00) = 1 for all x € (a, b). To do so, we find the appropriate Lyapunov
function as described at the beginning of this section. We define our candidate Lyapunov
function to be the potential function U and note that U € C 2((a, b) : [0, 00)) and, moreover,
U satisfies pl). To see that p2) is satisfied, first apply the generator £ of x(¢) to U to find
that

U'@x)? 1
cue = (-9 4 L)) D + vieop o, ™
kT 2
where we have replaced the force by F(x) = —U’(x). Because x — LU (x) is bounded on

every compact interval [c, d] with a < ¢ and d < b, to produce the required estimate we
focus on the behavior of this function near the endpoints x = a, b. Firstfixc € (a, (a+b)/2).
Using the fact that D(a) = 0, we can apply the mean value theorem to see that there exist
constants ¢; > 0 such that for all x € (a, c]

U’ 2 1 U’ 2 1
(ﬂ - 5U”oc))p(x) = (ﬂ - fU”(x))(D(x) — D(a))

kpT kgT 2
(U2 1, ,
= (kgiT - EU (x))D Exa)x —a)

< Cl + Cc2
T x—aP (x—b?

C3,
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where &, , is some point in [a, c]. By fixing d € ((a + b)/2, b) and adjusting the positive
constants ¢; above, one can produce the same bound

o' 1, w'enr 1,

— —=-U Dx)=|——F"—-=-U D(x) — D(

( s T 3 (x) ) D(x) K5 T 5 (x) ) (D(x) )
o' 1, ,
=\——--U -D b—
( s T > () ) (=D (nx,p))(b — x)
c1 c

> _
oo T Goby
where 7, 5 is some point in [d, b], which is satisfied for x € [d, b). Additionally, since D’ is
bounded on [a, b], there exists Cy, C» > 0 such that
Cq Cy
U'(x)D’ < +
L e

for all x € [a, b]. Putting these estimates together we find that x — LU (x) is bounded on
(a, b). The bound in p2) then follows immediately.

c3,

3.2 1D Interacting Particles

We consider two close Brownian particles suspended in a fluid. If the separation between
particles, denoted by d, is large enough that the Debye-Hiickel linearization approximation
can be made in the electrostatic potential of a system of ions in an electrolyte, then the DLVO
theory [1, 18] gives the potential between colloidal spheres as
e—d/1
7

where the positive constants ¢ and / depend on various properties of the two particles and d
is the separation distance of the particles. The diffusion coefficient D = D(d) satisfies the
following: d — D(d) € Cz([O, 00) : [0, 00)), D(0) =0, D(d) — Dgg < o0 asd — o0,
D'(d) > 0and D"(d) < 0 forall 0 < d < oo. Additionally, the two particles are contained
in a (common) shallow harmonic potential, kx2, where k is small compared to the constants
in (8). The particles’ positions are described in one dimension using the potential function

®)

UpLvo(d) =¢

k
U(x1,x2) = E(xlz‘f'x%)‘f‘UDLVO(xZ_xl)- 9)
Defining d™ (¢) = x3'(t) — x" (¢), the system is described by
dx[" (1) =v"(t)dt

kgT [ 2(kpT)?
mdv"(t) = [ — 3, U] (1), X5 (1)) — mvlm(r)] dr + % dB;(t)

where i = 1,2, B(t), Ba(t) are two standard, one-dimensional, independent Brownian

motions. The corresponding limiting equation is

D(d (1))
kT

dxi(1) = [_ain(xl(t)sXZ(t)) + (—1)iD/(d(t))} dt +/2D(d(1)) dB;(1).

Here, the natural domain of definition for these processes is X x R? and X, respectively,
where

X ={(x1,x2) e R? : x| < x2}.
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To apply Theorem 1, we again need to see that P,{tx = oo} = 1 for all initial conditions
x = (x1,x2) € X. We define our candidate Lyapunov function to be the potential U (x, x2)
as in (9) and now check to see that (pl) and (p2) are satisfied. One can readily check that
(pl) is satisfied. To see (p2), apply the generator to U to see that

[0, UGx1, x2) + 3, U (x1, %2))%]
kgT

LU(x1.x)) = ( + @2 + a§2>U<x1,xz)) D(xy — x1)
(10)
+ [0 + ) U1, 32) [ D2 = 30).

The partial derivatives above are given by

. —(—=x1)/l /1 1
05U (x1,x2) =kx; + (=) 1 (— + )
(2 —x1) \I (x2—2x1)

) ce~=x0/l 71 2 2
3_U(x1,x2)=k+7(—+ + )
i (x2—x1) \I2 I(x2—x1) (x2—x)?

and
(0x, + 0x,)U(x1, x2) = k(x1 + x2).

Using the mean value theorem and the fact that D(0) = 0, there exist constants ¢; > 0 and
&y, x, = 0 such that
[0, U (x1, x2))? + 04, U (x1, x2))?]
kgT
(10, Ux1, x2)2 + 83, U (x1, %2))?]
N kgT

2 2
—c1(x] +x3) — 2

- (05, + a$2>U(x1,xz>) D(x> — x1)

- (851 + 3)%2)U(x15 XZ)) D/(Exl,xz)(-xz - xl)

v

for all (x1, x2) € X. In the estimate above, we have used the facts that

sup D'(§) € (0,00) and inf D'(§) € (0, 00)
£>0 £€[0,c]

for all ¢ > 0,as D”(¢) < 0 for & > 0. Combining the above estimate with the bound
|(8x; + 8x)U (x1, x2) D' (§)| < kD[, (|x1] + |x2]),

which is satisfied for all £ € [0, co) and all (x1, x2) € X, produces the required estimate p2).

3.3 Non-conservative Forces

In the previous two examples, one can easily adapt the arguments given there to show that
the pair process (x (), v (t)) never leaves X x R”" for each m > 0 by simply taking
U(x) + %mv2 to be our candidate Lyapunov function. In this example, we introduce non-
conservative forces in a 2D system where finding a Lyapunov function for the system when
m > 0 is difficult. This is because there is no potential function for all of the external forces.

Adding the rotational force field to the Langevin equations for the Brownian motion of a
particle in the (x1, x2)-plane, the corresponding non-conservative forces are:

[ Ii"xl(xl,xz) = —yQx

(11)
Fy, (x1, x2) = +yQx;
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The terms —y Qx; and +y Qx introduce a coupling between the equations, which becomes
apparent in the fact that the cross-correlation is non-zero. This can in fact be realized experi-
mentally by, for example, using transfer of orbital angular momentum to an optically trapped
particle [20]. In addition to the non-conservative forces, the particle is confined to a pore,
i.e. a well with radius C centered at (x1, x2) = (0, 0). We now define the radially symmetric
potential U (x1, x2) and the diffusion gradient. We assume that U (xq, x2) = U (r3(x1, x2))
where r2(x1, X)) = x]2 + x22 and U/ € Cz([O, C2) : [0, 00)) satisfies

B
U(r) = =(C* = r)e )
K

for r € [0, C?). The diffusion gradient is such that for r € [0, C), D(r) = D(r?) where
D e C?([0, C?] : [0, 00)) satisfies D(C?) = 0 and D(r) < Dsg, —00 < D'(r) < 0,
D'(r) < 0for 0 < r < CZ. Define r"(1)* = xi"(l)2 —I—xé”(t)z. The full system then
becomes

[ dx"(t) = v (1) dt

2
mdv(6) = [~ UG (1), 58(0) — s Q7(0) = pEsEo (0] de + | F45 ay o,

i =1,2,j #i,and where B;(t) are two standard, one-dimensional, independent Brownian
motions. The corresponding limiting equation is

. 2
dxi(t) = {—u’(rz(t))zx’(tip(;(l)) — Quxj(1) +2x; (t)D’(r2(t))i| dt ++/2D (2 (1)) dB; ().
B

(12)
A suitable choice of a Lyapunov function for the dynamics (12) is the potential function
U (x1, x2). This choice works intuitively because the non-conservative forces are bounded
inside the pore and are dominated by the potential function near the boundary. To see that

this intuition is indeed true, note that p1) is clearly satisfied. To see p2), apply the generator
of the process (x1(¢), x2(¢)) to U (x1, x2) to find that

42 (U ()’ D)
kgT
— 4Qux 10U (%) + 477U (r)D' ().

LU (x1,x2) = — +4 (U ) + U ) D) (13)

By assumption D(C?) = 0, and D(r), D'(r) are bounded on [0, C%]. Moreover, D'(r) < 0
on [0, C?]. Thus using the mean value theorem, we find that there exist constants ¢; > 0
such that

(41’2 (L{’(rz))2 3

2941 .2 1.2 2
Ko T 4(ru ) +U(r )))D(r)

2 NY
_ (W —a(Ue) + Z/(rz))) (D(r?) - D(C?)
B
1
> m — 2.

Additionally since D’ is bounded on [0, C 2], there exists C, C, > 0 such that

Ci

0.2 2 2 2
|[-2201xU'() +4r°U' (D00 < (5

+ Cs.
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Putting these estimates together we find that x + LU (x) is bounded on X. Property (p2)
now follows easily.

4 Proof of Main Result

In this section we prove Theorem 1 and Corollary 1. The idea underlying the proof of both
results is quite natural. First we will see that due to the structure of Eq. (1), for each m > 0
the first exit time 7% of x™ (¢) from X’ coincides with tﬁXR,,. In other words if the process
(x™ (1), v™(t)) exits the domain X x R”, then x"(¢) must have exited X. Once we have
control of the stopping times in this way, the goal is to then construct processes {xx(¢)};>0
and {x;"(t)};>0. m > O and k € N, on (2, F, P) satisfying the following properties:

L {x"(®}i=0 € R" and {x;(t)};>0 € R", i.e., all processes live in the ambient space R"
(as opposed to X) for all finite times ¢ > 0.

2. {x,’{" (t)}s>0 and {xx (¢)},>0 have continuous sample paths.

3. Letting

{x € X : distance(x, dX) >k~ lor|x| <k} ifoX £¢
[xeX=R": |x| <k} ifox =0

and TK,’V Tx, denote the first exit times of, respectively, x (¢) and x (¢) from Aj:
x @) =x"(@) for 0<1< r;"f,k and xi(1) =x(t) for0 <r <7ty P — almostsurely.

In the definition of A} above, we note that if X = ¥ then X = R", as X is non-empty
and both open and closed.
4. Foreverye, T >0,k e Nand ' (0) = x,(0) =x € &

lim P{ sup [x1(1) — x(1)] > e} —0.
m—=0 " Le(0,7]

The processes {x,’C” (t)}s=0 and {xx (¢)};>0 should be thought of as localizations (in time) of our
original processes {x" (¢)};>0 and {x(¢)};>0 which satisfy the desired convergence as m — 0
for each k € N. Formally taking k — oo and exchanging the order of limits in (4) above
we may expect on an intuitive level the convergence to hold. However, performing such an
exchange is nontrivial. Nevertheless, due to the way the set X’ is stratified by {Xk}xen, wWe
will see at the end of this section that this intuition is indeed correct; that is, we can extract
convergence given the existence of such approximate processes. Corollary 1 will be an easy
consequence of the proof of Theorem 1.

We begin the section by showing 7% = t%, g, almost surely for all m > 0 and by
constructing the approximate processes satisfying (1)-(4) above. Afterwards, we will prove
Theorem 1 and Corollary 1.

Lemma 1 Suppose that Assumption 1 is satisfied. Then for each m > 0 and each initial
condition (x,v) € X x R"

P{th =%, me} = L.
Moreover, there exist processes {x;' (t)};>0 and {x;(t)};>0, k € N .and m > 0, on the proba-

bility space (2, F, P) satisfying properties (1)-(4) above.
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Proof of Lemma 1 We will start by constructing the desired family of processes {x;" (¢)};>0
and {xg()};>0. The conclusion t% = ¥, . P-almost surely will be shown in the process
of constructing these approximations.

By the existence of smooth bump functions, for each k € N there exists gy € C*®°(R" :
[0, 1]) satisfying

1 ifx Gyk

X) = .
8ix) {0 ifx € R"\ X1

Let £ : R* — R", 6 : R" — R"™%* be C* and have bounded derivatives of all orders,
and let y = cId,x, where Id, «, is the n x n identity matrix and ¢ > 0 is a fixed, arbitrary
constant. For each k € N, define Fy, o, yx on R” by

Fe=gF+(1—g)F, ox=go+(1—g)6, v=gy+1—g)p.

By construction, observe that Fy, yk, oy are bounded and globally Lipschitz on R”. Also,
letting

. (y(x)y, y)
¢k := inf — 5
xeX k41 |}’|
yER:_“_0

we note that ¢, > 0 as Xy is compact. Moreover, y; € CZ(R" : R"™™M) is uniformly
positive definite on R” since
@)y, ») = gy @)y, ») + (1 = gr)elyl®

= gr@eelyl” + (1 = gk (0))elyl?

> min{cg, c}y|*.
Now consider the family of R” x R"-valued SDEs

dx (1) = v (r) dt
mdvy' (1) = [F (' (1) — ye (g @))v (D] dt + 0w (x;" (1) d By (14
indexed by the parameters kK € N and m > 0 and the family of R”-valued SDEs given by
dx(t) = [y (o) Fi (i (1)) — Sk G (0)]dt + v (e (0)) o (xx (£)) d By,

where Sy is the noise-induced drift term determined by yx, ok.

We now show that {(x}" (), v}’ (t)};=0 C R" x R". By construction, we saw that the
coefficients Fy, yx, ox are bounded and globally Lipschitz on R"”. However, the SDE (14)
has only locally Lipschitz coefficients as the term y,(x)v is a locally Lipschitz function on
R" x R". Therefore to see that {(x}" (¢), v} (t))};=0 C R" x R", we construct the appropriate
Lyapunov functions. Pick 1 € C*°(R" : [0, 00)) to satisfy the following two properties:

(@) h(x) - oo as |x| — oo.
(b) Foreach j =1,...,n, axjh is a bounded function on R”.

Define ®(x, v) = h(x) + |v|? and let L}' denote the infinitesimal generator of the Markov
process defined by (14). By construction and uniform positivity of the matrix yy, it is not
hard to check that for each m > 0, k € N fixed

(x,v) > L] P(x, v)
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is bounded on R" x R". It now follows easily by the standard Lyapunov function theory (see,
for example, [15]): for each fixedm > 0, k € N we have that {(x}' (1), v (t))};>0 C R" xR"
almost surely.

Before verifying that the remaining properties in (1)-(4) are satisfied, let us take a moment
to see that P{t%} = % p.} = 1 for all m > 0 and all initial conditions (x, v) € X x R".
Trivially, T%, p» < 7% almost surely. Next we prove the opposite inequality. Let &" =
inf{t > 0 : [v"(¢t)| > [}. Then for all j,/ € N and all m > 0, we have the almost sure
inequality

T:Yn-j AN Slm < t%XR"'
The goal is to show that for all j € N
lim t AE" =1 <th e 15)
I—>o00 Vi J

almost surely. Taking j — o0 in the expression above will then establish the desired con-
clusion. By construction and pathwise uniqueness, if (x,’C” 0y, v,’c" 0)) = (x"™(0), v™(0)) =
(x,v) € X x R", then

P[ sup (g (1), v (1) — (X" (1), v (1)] = 0] =1
tel

0,12”\’,1{)

as the coefficients defining both pair processes agree on Xy x R”. In particular, we have
established (15) as v} (t), hence v™ (¢), has yet to exit R" before time t}’(’k.

Now we turn our attention to showing the remaining properties in the list (1)-(4). To see
that property (1) is satisfied, we have already seen, using the Lyapunov function ®(x, v),
that {x;" (t)};>0 € R" for all m > 0 and k € N. To see that {x;(¢)};>0 € R" forall k € N,
by construction, we will now see that the coefficients of the equation defining x are globally
Lipschitz on R”. We will first show that y,:l Fy and ykflak are globally Lipschitz functions
on R”. Since Fj and o are bounded and have bounded first-order partial derivatives and
the inverse matrix yk_l is bounded, it is enough to show that the inverse matrix yk_l has
bounded first-order partial derivatives. Observe that by applying the product rule to the
relation yk_l = Id, where Id is the identity matrix, we find that

8)/,:1
ax;

0
() = —y{%x)a—fu)yk‘l(x).

Since each matrix in the righthand side above is bounded, it now follows that yk_l has bounded
first-order partial derivatives. One can also use this formula to show that y,:l has bounded
second-order partial derivatives. Lastly, to see that S; is globally Lipschitz, note that the
unique solution Jj of the Lyapunov equation JkykT + wJk = O'kUkT is given by (see [7,14])

Ji(x) = _/o exp(—tyx (x))or (X)o7 (x) exp(—ty; (x)) d1.

Since y4 is a positive matrix which is bounded and has bounded first and second-order partial
derivatives, this formula implies that Si is globally Lipschitz. By the standard pathwise
existence and uniqueness theorem for solutions of SDEs, we now see that {xz(¢)};>0 < R".

Properties (2) and (3) follow immediately by construction. To obtain property (4), apply
[7, Theorem 1].
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We now have all of the tools necessary to prove Theorem 1 and Corollary 1.

Proof of Theorem 1 For any T, €, m > 0 we have that
P sup doc” (0, x(0) > €} =Pf sup doo" (). x(0) > € T = T}
t€[0.7] 1€[0.7]

+P{ SUp doo(x" (1), X (1)) > €, Th g > T}
1€10,T]

=P(e} o = T+ P 30 "0 = 0] > € T > )

since x(¢) € X for all finite times ¢ > 0 almost surely and, on the event {t%}_ p., < T},

sup doo (x™ (1), x(1)) = 00.
t€[0,T]

Applying Lemma 1, we see that for any 7', ¢, m > 0 and any k € N

P{ sup doo™ (), %) > e} =P(eh < T} +P| sup ") —x(0] > e, T > T}
tel0,T] te[0,T]

<Py Aty < T}—|—P{ sup X" (1) — x(1)] > €, TR, Aty > T}

t€[0,T]
< 2P(e ATy =T+ P[ sup x'(0) = 3 (0)] > €} (16)
t€l0,T]

where the first inequality was obtained by partitioning each event A in question as
A=AN{ty Aty <THUAN{tE Aty > T))

and estimating their associated probabilities by containment. By property (4), foreach e > 0
and k € N:

P{ sup () — xe(0)] > e} 0 as m—0
te[0,T]

so we turn to bounding P{r)”gk ATy, < T}. Notice that

Plth Aty =T} < P{f;’?k ANtx =T, sup |x'y (1) — xe1 ()] < e}
te[0,T]

+P[ sup [x" (6) = xi (0)] > e]. 17)
tel0,T]

Because we have control of the latter term on the last line above as m — 0, the crucial
observation is that for all € € (0, 1/2),k > 2

[t Aew =T, sup Il (1)~ 1 1) < e} ¢ (tayen = 7 (18)

t€(0,

1

for some integer N (e, k) > 1 satisfying limg_,oc N(€,k) = N(e) € N U {oo} and, if
N(€) < 00, lime_, oo N(€) = co. Using inequalities (16) and (17), we obtain the following
estimate for allm, T > 0, alle € (0, 1/2),k > 2,
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P{ sup daox™ (1), x(0) > €] 2P} Aoy < T)+ P sup () = x'(0)] > €]
tel[0,T] 1€[0,T]

< 2P[r§'§k ANty =T, S[lépT Xy (8) = xpg1 ()] < 6]
te€l0,

+2P{ sup |xZ1+1(t)—xk+1(t)|>6}+P{ sup |x,§”(¢)—xk(r)|>e}
te[0,T] t€[0,T]

1

<2Plryy, <T}+ 2P{ sup | () — xi1 (0] > e]
t€[0,T]

+P{ sup |xZ’(t)—xk(z)|>e}.
t€[0,T]

Thus forall T > 0, € € (0,1/2), k > 2 we have

lim supP{ sup  doo (X (1), x(£)) > 6} < 2P{txy ., < T}
m—0 1€[0,T] '

Taking k — oo in the above we obtain the following inequality

limsupP{ Sup doo (x™ (1), x(1)) > e] < [ip{TXN(e) <T} ifN(e) eN

m—0 €[0,T] otherwise

for all € € (0, 1/2). In particular, the result is proven in the case when N(¢) = oo. If
N(e) € N, then for § € (0, €), € < 1/2 we have

lim supP{ sup doo (X" (1), x (1)) > e} < 2P{tay, < T).
m—0 t€(0,T]

Taking § | 0, using the fact that N(§) — oo and the fact that 7 = oo almost surely, we
obtain the result. ]

Proof of Corollary 1 This follows easily by Theorem 1 since we have already seen that

P{ sup doo(e™ (0, %(0) > €} =Pt e < TV +P| sup W) = x(0] > €, o > T}
t€(0,T] te(0,T]

[m}
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