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AVERAGE CASE TRACTABILITY OF MULTIVARIATE
APPROXIMATION WITH GEVREY TYPE KERNELS

WANTING LU AND HEPING WANG

ABSTRACT. We consider multivariate approximation problems in the average
case setting with a zero mean Gaussian measure whose covariance kernel is a
periodic Gevrey kernel. We investigate various notions of algebraic tractability
and exponential tractability, and obtain necessary and sufficient conditions in
terms of the parameters of the problem.

1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

Gevrey spaces consisting of C'*°-functions were first introduced in 1918 by M.
Gevrey [§] and have played an important role in partial differential equations. A
standard reference on Gevrey spaces is Rodino’s book [25]. Recently, Kiihn and
other authors in [12, I3] among others investigated the optimal linear approxi-
mation of the embeddings from Gevrey spaces on the d-dimensional torus T¢ to
Ly(T%), and obtained preasymptotics, asymptotics, and strong equivalences of the
approximation numbers. They also obtained necessary and sufficient conditions for
different notions of algebraic tractability or exponential tractability of the above
Gevrey embeddings in the worst case setting. Chen and Wang in [2] among others
obtained the similar results about Gevrey type embeddings on the sphere and on
the ball in the worst case setting.

This paper is devoted to discussing multivariate approximation problem in the
average case setting with a zero mean Gaussian measure whose covariance kernel
is the periodic Gevrey kernel. Here, the dimension d may be large or even huge.
We consider algorithms that use finitely many evaluations of arbitrary continuous
linear functionals. For a given error threshold ¢ € (0, 1) the information complex-
ity is defined to be the minimal number of information operations for which the
approximation error of some algorithm is at most ¢.

Tractability is the study of how information complexity n(e, d) depends on € and
d. The algebraic (classical) tractability (ALG-tractability) describes how n(e,d)
behaves as a function of d and 7!, while the EXP-tractability does as one of d
and (1 +Ine~!). Recently the study of ALG-tractability and EXP-tractability
has attracted much interest, and a great number of interesting results have been
obtained (see [I} 4} [5, [9] [T0} (18] 19} 20} 211, 22| 271 28], [32] and the references therein).

In this paper, we investigate ALG-tractability and EXP-tractability of multi-
variate approximation problem in the average case setting with covariance kernels
being the periodic Gevrey kernels. Such problem was considered in [12] [13] in the
worst case setting. We give necessary and sufficient conditions for various notions of
ALG-tractability and EXP-tractability in terms of the parameters of the problem.
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Although our results are proven for continuous linear functional information
classes, it follows from [17] 20] [33] that our results also hold for standard information
classes.

This paper is organized as follows. Subsections 2.1 and 2.2 is devoted to introduce
average case and worst case approximation problems with Gevrey kernels. In sub-
section 2.3 we introduce various notions of ALG-tractability and EXP-tractability.
In subsection 2.4 we give our main results Theorems 2.2 and 2.3. After that, in
section 3 we give the proofs of Theorems 2.2 and 2.3.

2. PRELIMINARIES AND MAIN RESULTS

2.1. Average case approximation problem with Gevrey kernels.

Let C(T?) be the space of continuous functions on the d-dimensional torus T =
[0,27]?. The space C(T4) is equipped with a zero-mean Gaussian measure g whose
covariance kernel is the Gevrey kernel given by

Kawsobo) = [ 7097 mate)

(2.1) = Y exp(-28/k|7) exp(ik(x - y)),

kezd

d d 1
WhereO<a,ﬁ,p<oo, vaerv Xy = Z'rzylv i2:_15 |k|P: (Z |kj|p)p'
i=1 j=1
We consider the multivariate problem APP = {APP,}4en which is defined via
the embedding operator

(2.2) APP,; : C(T¢) — Ly(T¢), with APP,f = f.

It is well known that, in the average case setting with the average being with
respect to a zero-mean Gaussian measure, adaptive choice of the above information
evaluations do not essentially help, see [30]. Hence, we can restrict to nonadaptive
algorithms. We approximate APPy by algorithms A,, 4f of the form,

(2.3) An,df:¢n,d(L1(f)7L2(f)v'"7Ln(f))7

where L;, i = 1,...,n are continuous linear functionals on C(T%), and ¢, 4 : R™ —
Ly(T?) are arbitrary measurable mappings from R" to La(T¢). The average case
error of an algorithm A,, 4 is defined as

/
Sna) o= ([ 1APPaS — Anafl pate)

The nth minimal average case error is defined by

€8 (n,d) := Inf e (An.a),
n,d

where the infimum is taken over all algorithms of the form (23]).
For n = 0, we use Apq = 0. We obtain the so-called initial error ¢*%(0,d)
defined by

)= ([ 1 watan)
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Let C,, : (C(T%))* — C(T?) denote the covariance operator of ji4, as defined in
[18, Appendix B]. Then the induced measure v4 = pg(APP4) ™! of p1g is a zero-mean
Gaussian measure on Lo(T?) with covariance operator

C,, : La(T?) — Lo(TY), C,, = APP,C,,,(APP,)*,

where A* is the adjoint operator of a linear operator A. Then for f € Lo(T%) we
have

CosN) = @) [ Kawpalxy)f(¥)dy, x €T
T
It follows from [30, Chapter 6] and [I8] that e*V&(n,d) are described through the

eigenvalues of the covariance operator C,,. Let {(Aqx,na,k)} 5o, be the eigenpairs
of C,, satisfying
Cu,Ndkx = Nk Nak, forall keN,
and
Ad1 2 A2 > 2> Agp=>--2>0.
We remark that for k € Z,
Cy, (exp(ikx)) = exp(—20k|;) exp(ikx),

and {exp(ikx)}yeza is an eigenfunction system of C,,,. Hence, {A\q,1}72; is just the
nonincreasing rearrangement of {exp(—28/k|5)}xeze, and hence A\g 1 = 1.
From [30, (18] we get that the n-th minimal average case error is

(2.4) e™E(n, d) = ( i Aaw) ',

k=n-+1

and it is achieved by the optimal algorithm

A:;.,df = Z<f, 77d,k>2 Nd, k-

k=1
That is,

eawg(md):(/c(T If = A% I3patdr) ' = Z M) 2,

k n+1

The trace of C,, is given by
trace(cyd) = (eavg(O,d))Q = /( HfH2 d df Z/\d < OQ.
C(T%)

2.2. Worst case approximation problem with Gevrey kernels.
In order to prove main results in the average case setting, we need some results
about the approximation problem with Gevrey kernels in the worst case setting.
For 0 < a,8,p < 00, d € N, let H(Kg,,3,) be the reproducing kernel Hilbert
space with reproducing kernel being the Gevery kernel Ky, 5, given by (2.1).
The space H(Kq.q,5,) is just the Gevrey spaces G*#P(T?) on T consisting of all
f € C>(T?) such that

| Fllges = (32 exp(2B3)f(0)[2)" < +ox,

kezd

I
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where

flo =0 [ fx)exp(-ik)ix
[0,27]d
are the Fourier coefficients of f. That is,
H(Kaapp) =GP0 = { £ | | fllgass < +o0}.

The Gevrey space has been widely applied to differential equations and approxi-
mation theory (see [2 8, 12, 13, 25]).

We consider the multivariate approximation problem S = {S;}4eny which is
defined via the embedding operator

Sy : GPP(TY) = Lo(TY) with Syf = f.
The worst case error of an algorithm A,, 4 of the form (23] is defined as
e (Ana) = sup |[Saf — Anafl2-
1 llga,s.p <1

The n-th minimal worst case error is defined by

e (n,d) = j‘nf e (An.q).

n,d

For n = 0 we set Ag,q = 0. The worst case error of Ag g is called the initial error
and is given by
e"(0,d) = sup [|Safll2 = [|Sall

”f”(;ayﬂ,p <1

Let Mgk, k € N be the eigenvalues of the operator (S4)*Sy satisfying
Ad1 2 Ag2> .. 2 Ak =>...> 0.

We remark that { A x}2 is just the nonincreasing rearrangement of {exp(—20k|[5) }xezq-
The n-th minimal worst case error eV°"(n, d) is

ewor(n, d) =V )\d,nJrl-

Specifically, the initial error is given by

e (0,d) = /g1 = L.

The information complexity can be studied using either the absolute error cri-
terion (ABS) or the normalized error criterion (NOR). In the average and worst
case settings for x € {ABS, NOR} and X € {wor, avg}, we define the information
complexity nX* (e, d) as

(2.5) n*(e,d) == inf{n | eX(n,d) <eCRIJ},

where

< , for x=ABS,
CRI; =
d eX(0,d),  for x=NOR.

Note that e"°*(0,d) = 1. This means that the normalized error criterion and the
absolute error criterion in the worst case setting coincide. We write n* (e, d), and
CRI, instead of n®™&* (e, d), and CRI;"® respectively, for brevity. We have

(2.6) nNOR (2. d) < nBS(c, d).



2.3. Notions of ALG-tractability and EXP-tractability.

Various notions of ALG-tractability and EXP-tractability have been discussed
for multivariate problems. In this subsection we recall the following basic tractabil-
ity notions.

Let APP = {APPs}aen, S = {Sa}den, X € {wor, avg}, and x € {ABS, NOR}.
In the average or worst case setting for error criterion x, we say that APP or S is

e Algebraic strongly polynomially tractable (ALG-SPT) if there exist C' > 0 and
non-negative number p such that

n**(e,d) < Ce™P, for all € € (0,1);

e Algebraic polynomially tractable (ALG-PT) if there exist C' > 0 and non-

negative numbers p, ¢ such that
n*(e,d) < Cd%™?, foralld €N, e € (0,1);
e Algebraic quasi-polynomially tractable (ALG-QPT) if there exist C' > 0 and
non-negative number ¢ such that
n**(e,d) < Cexp(t(14+1Ind)(1+1Ine™ 1)), foralld €N, € € (0,1);
e Algebraic uniformly weakly tractable (ALG-UWT) if
X, *
lim Inn® *(e,d)
e~l4d—oo €7 +d7
e Algebraic weakly tractable (ALG-WT) if

X, *
lim Inn* *(g,d) _o.
e l4d—soo €1 4d
e Algebraic (s,t)-weakly tractable (ALG-(s,t)-WT) for fixed s,t > 0 if
X, *
lim Inn* *(g,d)
e-lid—ooo €75+ dt
Clearly, ALG-(1,1)-WT is the same as ALG-WT. If the multivariate approx-
imation problem is not ALG-WT, then this problem is called intractable. For
0< s <s, 0<t <t, ALG-(s1,11)-WT = ALG-(s,t)-WT. We also have for
s,t >0,

ALG-SPT = ALG-PT = ALG-QPT = ALG-UWT = ALG-(s,t)-WT.

=0, for all 0,7 > 0;

=0.

We say that multivariate approximation problem suffers from the curse of di-
mensionality if there exist positive numbers C, &g, o such that for all 0 < ¢ < gg
and infinitely many d € N,

n**(e,d) > C(1+ ).

In the average or worst case setting, we say that the approximation problem is
exponentially convergent (EXP) if there exist a number ¢ € (0,1) and functions
p,C,Cy : N = (0,00) such that

(2.7) e (n,d) < C(d)g™/ D)
If [2.7) holds then

p(d)
)

Vn € Ny, d € N.

p*¥(d) = sup{p(d) : p(d) satisfies @.7)}
is called the exponent of EXP. Moreover, we say that the approximation problem
APP or S is uniformly exponentially convergent (UEXP) if the function p in (2.1)
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can be taken to be a constant, i.e., if p(d) = p > 0 for all d € N. If the approximation
problem is UEXP, we let
p* % =sup{p > 0: p(d) = p satisfies @7)}
denote the exponent of UEXP. For problems in EXP, we can consider EXP-tractability.
Similar to ALG-tractability we now give the basic notions of EXP-tractability,
mirroring the notions of ALG-tractability mentioned above.
Let APP = {APPs}aen, S = {Sa}den, X € {wor, avg}, and x € {ABS, NOR}.
In the average or worst case setting for error criterion x, we say that APP or S is
e Exponential strongly polynomially tractable (EXP-SPT) if there exist C' > 0
and non-negative number p such that
n**(e,d) < C(lne™ +1)P, for all e € (0,1);
e Exponential polynomially tractable (EXP-PT) if there exist C' > 0 and non-
negative numbers p, ¢ such that
n**(e,d) < Cdi(lne" ' + 1), foralld € N, ¢ € (0,1);
e Exponential quasi-polynomially tractable (EXP-QPT) if there exist C' > 0 and
non-negative number ¢ such that
n~*(e,d) < Cexp(t(1 +Ind)(1 +In(lne™! 4 1))), foralld € N, € € (0,1);
e Exponential uniformly weakly tractable (EXP-UWT) if
. Inn¥ * (e, d)
lim
e~ 14d—oo (1 =+ 11?18_1)0 —+ dr
e Exponential weakly tractable (EXP-WT) if
InnX * (e, d)
im @ @— =
e=l4d—oco 1 + lns_l —+ d
e Exponential (s, t)-weakly tractable (EXP-(s,¢)-WT) for fixed s,¢ > 0 if
) Inn** (g, d)
lim
e ltd—oo (1 +1Ine=1)s + dt
Clearly, EXP-(1,1)-WT is the same as EXP-WT. If we have some notions of

EXP-tractability, then we have the same notion of ALG-tractability. We also have
for s,t > 0,

EXP-SPT — EXP-PT = EXP-QPT — EXP-UWT — EXP-(s,¢)-WT.

=0, for all o,7 > 0;

0;

=0.

2.4. Main results.
In the worst case setting, the authors in [12, [13] considered the approximation
problem S = {Sg}4en defined by

(2.8) Sy : GYPP(TY) — Ly(TY) with Sgf = f.

Among others they obtained sufficient and necessary conditions for ALG-tractability
for the above approximation problem. It follows from [12] Theorem 16 (iii)] that
for n > 2,
eV (n, d) < exp(—Cl pBd™/Pn/?),
where C, ) is a positive constant depending only on o, p. This means that S is
EXP with the exponent
p(d) = a/d,
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and is not UEXP. Also, the authors gave results about EXP-tractability in the
worst case setting in [12] Remark 7.7]. We summarize these tractability results as
follows.

Lemma 2.1. For«, 8,p > 0, consider the approzimation problem (2.8)) in the worst
case setting. For the normalized error criterion or the absolute error criterion in
the worst case setting, we have

(i) S is not ALG-PT or ALG-SPT;

(i1) S is ALG-QPT iff a > p;

(i1i) S is ALG-UWT, ALG-(s,t)-WT for all s,t >0, and ALG-WT;
(iv) S is EXP with the exponent p**°'(d) = a/d, and is not UEXP;
(v) S is not EXP-UWT;

(vi) S is EXP-WT if and only if a > p;

(vii) S is EXP-(s,t)-WT if and only if t > 1 or s > L.

We now give main results of this paper. For a, 3,p > 0, consider the approxi-
mation problem APP = {APP;}4en defined over the space C(T¢) equipped with a
zero-mean Gaussian measure whose covariance kernel is given as the Gevrey kernel
defined by ([ZI)). We give necessary and sufficient conditions for various notions
of ALG-tractability in the average case setting. We remark that EXP-tractability
in the worst and average case settings have an intimate connection. Specifically,
according to [32, Theorems 3.2 and 4.2] and [23] Theorem 3.2], we have the same
results in the worst and average case settings using ABS concerning EXP-WT, EXP-
UWT, and EXP-(s,¢)-WT for 0 < s <1 and t > 0. Using the above properties we
obtain necessary and sufficient conditions for various notions of EXP-tractability
in the average case setting and obtain complete results about the tractability. Our
main results can be formulated as follows.

Theorem 2.2. For «,3,p > 0, consider the approximation problem [2.2) in the
average case setting with a zero mean Gaussian measure whose covariance kernel is
the Geuvrey kernel given as in 2.1)). For the absolute or normalized error criterion
in the average case setting, we have

(i) APP is ALG-(s,t)-WT for s >0 and t > 1;

(i1) APP is ALG-(s,t)-WT with s > 0 and 0 < t < 1 if and only if APP is
ALG-WT if and only if APP is ALG-UWT if and only if o > p;

(i1i) APP is not ALG-QPT, not ALG-PT or ALG-SPT;
(iv) APP suffices from the curse of dimensionality if and only if o < p.

Theorem 2.3. Consider the approximation problem as in Theorem 2.2. For the
absolute or normalized error criterion in the average case setting, we have

(i) APP is EXP with the exponent p**'¢(d) = a/d, and is not UEXP;
(ii) APP is not EXP-UWT, not EXP-QPT, not EXP-PT or EXP-SPT:
(i1i) APP is EXP-WT if and only if & > p;

(iv) APP is EXP-(s,t)-WT for s >0 andt > 1;
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(v) APP is EXP-(s,t)-WT with t <1 and 0 < s <1 if and only if s > £;
(vi) APP is EXP-(s,t)-WT with t <1 and s > 1 if and only if o > p.

Remark 2.4. We compare the results about ALG-tractability and EXP-tractability
in the average and worst case settings. In the average and worst case settings,
we never have ALG-PT, ALG-SPT, EXP-SPT, EXP-PT, EXP-QPT, and EXP-
UWT, and always have ALG-(s,t)-WT and EXP-(s,t)-WT with s > 0 and t > 1.
We never have ALG-QPT in the average case setting, whereas ALG-QPT holds for
a > p in the worst case setting.

We always have ALG-UWT and ALG-(s,t)-WT with s > 0 and 0 <t < 1 in
the worst case setting, whereas in the average case setting we have ALG-UWT and
ALG-(s,t)-WT with s > 0 and 0 < t < 1 only for a > p. Also the sufficient and
necessary conditions for EXP-(s,t)-WT with s > 0 and 0 < ¢t < 1 in the average
case setting are same or stronger than the ones in the worst case setting.

Remark 2.5. Consider the Lo approzimation problem Soo = {Sso.a}den in the
worst case setting defined by
Soo,a : G*PP(TY) — Loo(T?) with Seaf = f.
The worst case error of an algorithm A, 4 of the form (23) is defined by
ex (An,a) = sup 1f — An,aflloo-
|.f”Go¢,B,p <1

The n-th minimal worst case error is defined by

ex (n,d) = Iéilnfd e (An.d).

Let {\ar}72, be the nonincreasing rearrangement of {exp(—28|k[})}}keza- It fol-
lows from [3, Theorem 3.4] (or [15]) that

(2.9) e (n,d) = ( i Aax) '

k=n-+1
Forn =0 we set Ag,q =0. We obtain the so-called initial error

o0

1/2

)= sup o= (30 har) "
1fllga.s.p<1 =1

The information complezity can be studied using either the absolute error criterion

(ABS) or the normalized error criterion (NOR). In the worst case setting for x €

{ABS, NOR} we define the information complexity n¥°"*(e,d) as

(2.10) n¥"*(e,d) := inf{n | €% (n,d) < e CRI4},
where
CRI 1, for x=ABS,
Rlq = e¥r(0,d),  for x=NOR.

It follows from [24) and @29) (or [15]) that for x € {ABS, NOR},

ext(n,d) = e™8(n,d), and ni"*(e,d) = n*"®*(e,d).
Hence, the various motions of tractability of the Lo, approzimation problem Sy
in the worst case setting are same as the ones of the Ly approzimation problem

APP in the average case setting. So Theorems 2.2 and 2.3 hold also for the L
approximation problem Ss. See [T, Proposition 5.1].



3. PROOFS OF THEOREMS 2.2 AND 2.3

In this section, we give the proofs of Theorems 2.2 and 2.3. First, we give three
auxiliary lemmas.
Let Eg (0 < p < o0) denote the space R? equipped with the Eg-norm defined by

d 1
1% ¢a == { (Eizl |35i|p)p7 0<p<oo;
P

maxi<i<d |$z|, p = 0.

The unit ball of Eg is denoted by Bﬁg.
Let A C R%. The covering number N,(A) is the minimal natural number n such
that there are n points in R for which

AcC U(xi + ¢ Bl2).
i=1
The (nondyadic) entropy numbers are the converse to N.(A) in some sense and
defined by
en(A,04) :=inf{e > 0 | N.(A) < n}.
For A = Bfg, 0 < p < oo, we have (see [0 111 24 [26])

1, 1<n<d,
1
en(B£d7€d )x w /e d<n<2d
p? oo logn ’ — "= ’
d—l/pn—l/d7 n > 2d,

with the equivalent constants independent of d and n. Here, logz = log, x, and
A = B means that there exist two constant ¢ and C which are called the equivalence
constants such that cA < B < CA. It follows that for 0 < p < oo and ¢ € (0, 1),

an _ J € PIn(2deP), deP > 1,
(3.1) In(Ne(Bep)) = { dIn(2(de?)7h), de? <1,

where the equivalent constants depend only on p, but are independent of d and ¢.
For A C R%, let G(A) be the grid number of points in A that lie on the grid Z¢,

ie.,

G(A) = #(ANnZ7),
where # A denotes the number of elements in a set A. We set
d
A={keZ* k5 => |k’ <mmeN}
i=1
It follows from [12, Lemma 5] that
Ni(A) < G(A) < Nyju(A).

Using (BI) and the same method in [31] Lemma 3.1], we obtain the following
lemma.

Lemma 3.1. We have for m,d > 2,

d
dln (Z),  d<m,
In (#{k €z ||xlb = §|ki|p = m}) = { mln((i_dg, d=m,

where the equivalent constants are independent of d and n.
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In the average case setting, a sufficient condition for ALG-WT was given in [I8]
Lemma 6.5]. Using the same induction, we obtain a similar sufficient condition for
ALG-(s,t)-WT in the average case setting as follows.

Lemma 3.2. If there exists a constant T € (0,1) such that
o0 1
(3 20,) /CRI)
j=1

li =0
Ao dt ’

then ALG-(s,t)-weak tractability holds for this t > 0 and any s > 0.

We set

Ag = (e™5(0,d)* =D Aax.
k=1

Lemma 3.3. Fore € (0,1) we have
(3.2) nNOR (e d) > (1 —?)Aq.

Proof. Let ng = nNOR (g, d), by ZI0) and ([Z4) we get

oo oo
Z A < &2 Z Ad, %
k=1

k=no+1

which implies that

no

Ag — Z Adk < €2Ad.

k=1
Noting that Ag,1 = 1, we have

no

no = NoAd,1 > Z Ak > (1—e?)Aq.
k=1

This completes the proof of Lemma 3.3. O

Now we prove Theorems 2.2 and 2.3.

Proof of Theorem 2.2.
(i) If ¢ > 1, then we shall show that

o0 1 2
1 A2
(3.3) lim n(’“; d’k) —0.

d—o0 dt
If 33) is proved, then by Lemma 3.2 and (Z.6]) we get that APP is ALG-(s,t)-WT

with s > 0 and t > 1 for the absolute or normalized error criterion. This completes
the proof of (i).
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It remains to prove ([B3]). For a > p, we have

SAL = 3 exp(—BlKS) < 3 exp(—Blk[E)

k=1 keZd kezd

= Z eXP(—5i|ki|p)

k=(k1,....kq) €24

= > f[exp (= Blk:l?)

k=(k1,...,ka) €2 i=1

(1+2)  exp(—phr))* =: A%,
h=1

where

A=1+2) exp(—ph*) > 1
h=1

is a constant independent of d. It follows that for ¢ > 1,

o0 1 2
| A2
N TV
= ihhe dt =% gt T

proving ([3.3).

For a < p we have

Saii= Y ek =Y Y exp(-BlK)
k=1 kezd m=1m—-1<lk|b<m
<Y ep(=Bm-17) 31
m=1 m—1<|k|pb<m
<3 exp(—Am — 1)5 ){k € 74| K2 < m}
m=1
d - 2d
< Z exp(—f(m —1)7 ) exp(CymIn E)
m=1
+ Z exp(—ﬁ(m—l)%)exp(Cldln2—m)
m=d+1
(3.4) =: 1) + I,

where (' is a positive constant independent of d.
We get for a < p

¢ o 2d
I = Z exp ( —Bm—1)» ) exp (C’lmln(E))
m=1

d
< exp(CrdIn(2d)) 3 exp (— f(m —1)%)

m=1

(3.5) < Niexp(CidIn(2d)),
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where
Ny = Z exp (— B(m — 1)%) < 400
m=1

is a constant. Since
CyIn(2m)

m—oo g(m_ 1)2(1_;)

there exists a positive integer M > 0 such that for any m > M, we have

(3.6) C1 In(2m) <

(m—l)%.

|

We choose m; = max{M,2 + Lan_pJ} For m > m; we obtain
(3.7) mlzd—i—landm—lZd%p.
It follows from ([B.6) and (B1) that

(3.8) g(m —1)7 = g(m —1)% (m—1)% > C; In(2m)d.

For sufficiently large d, we have

which yields

(3.9) In(2m;) < £ In(2d).
a
We have
0o N 9
I = Z exp(—pB(m —1)»)exp(CidIn Fm)
m=d+1
< Z + Z )exp(—ﬁ(m—l)%)exp (C1dIn(2m))
m=d+1 m=mi+1

(3.10) =: Io3 + Io4.
It follows from B8] and (39) that

Iy = Z exp (— B(m — 1)%) exp (CrdIn(2m))

m=mi1+1
o0 ﬁ o o
(3.11) < exp (— §(m—1)P) =: Ny < 400,
m=1

and

Irs = Z exp (— B(m — 1)%) exp (CrdIn(2m))

m=d+1
< exp(C1dIn(2my)) Z exp (— B(m — 1)%)
m=d+1

(3.12) < Ny exp (CdIn(2d)),



where C' = Cl%p. By B4), &), BI0), BII), and BIZ) we obtain for o < p,

SN, < Niexp (CidIn(2d)) + Nz + Ny exp (Cd In(2d))

)

k=1
< max{2Ny, N2} exp (max{Cy, 6’}d1n(2d)) .

Hence, for ¢t > 1 we have

0o 1 N2
lim m(’“; Aik) <

. 2 In max{2Ny, Ny} + 2max{Cy, C}dIn(2d)
im

d—o0 dt T d—oo dt

proving ([33).

13

(ii) It suffices to show that if & > p, APP is ALG-UWT for ABS or NOR, and

if @« < p, APP is not ALG-WT or ALG-(s,¢)-WT with s >0 and 0 < ¢ < 1.

First we show that if « > p, APP is ALG-UWT for ABS or NOR. By Lemma

3.2 and (Z0) it suffices to prove B.3)) for any ¢ > 0.
We recall that

> 1
SN <L+,

k=1
and
L= Y exp(—f(m—1)%)exp(Crdin 27)
m=d+1
< Z exp(—B(m — 1)7 ) exp(Cym In(2m)).
m=d+1

Since for a > p,

CimIn(2
lim ﬁlmin(@:o’
m——+o00 E(m_l)p

we have for sufficiently large m,

CimIn(2m) < g(m — 1)%

It follows that for sufficiently large d,
= B a = B
(313) L < ;H exp(—§(m —1)r) < mZﬂ exp(—§

Next, we estimate I;. Choose mg = L(% In(2d))="7 | + 1. We recall that

d
(o] d
I := mzzlexp(—ﬁ(m —1)»)exp (C’lmln %)

d

IN

m=mo+1
=:In1 + Ihs.

If m > my, then we have for sufficiently large d,

m—1>my> (47(51 In(2d))a 7, 4C;In(2d) < B(m—1)%",

(m—1)%) =: Ny < 4o00.

( Z + Z ) exp(—B(m —1)7 ) exp (Cim1In(2d))
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and thence,

o™

CimIn(2d) < (m —1)2C; In(2d) < =(m —1)%.

We also have for sufficiently large d,
o 4Cy | 2
CimoIn(2d) < Cy(In(2d))=-7, Cy=Ch (71) = Cy.

It follows that for sufficiently large d,

I = Z_l exp(—B(m —1)% ) exp(Cym In(2d))

< exp(C1mg In 2d) Z exp (— B(m — 1)%)

m=1
(3.14) < Nyexp (Ca(In(2d))57),
and
d
Ip = Z exp(—B(m —1)7 ) exp (CymIn(2d))
m=mo+1
- 8
< m:;OHGXP(—g(m - 1)%)
(3.15) < Z exp(—g(m —1)7) = Ny < 400.
m=1

By B4), 13), BI4), and BIH), we obtain

ZAg,k < Ii1 + I15 + I < 2N5 + Njexp (Oz(ln(2d))%—p)
k=1
< (2N + Ni) exp (Co(In(2d)) =7 ).

It follows that for any ¢ > 0,

) 1 2
(3 A7) .
o (X A _ 2In(2Ns + Ny) + 20,(In(2d)) ==
lim < lim =0,
d—o0 dt d—oo dt
proving ([B3)).

Next we show that if o < p, APP is not ALG-WT or ALG-(s,t)-WT with s > 0
and 0 < t <1 for ABS or NOR. By (20 it suffices to show it for NOR. For a < p,
we have

A= Aar =3 exp(—28k[2) > D exp(—25]k?)
k=1

kezd kezd

=(142 Z exp(—2B8hP))? =: A%,
h=1

where A = 1+ 2> 7 exp(—26hP) > 1 is a constant. By (2.0) and (3.2)), for
e €(0,1/2) we get

(3.16) nABS (e, d) > nNOR (¢, d) > nNOR(1/2,d) > %Ad.
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Hence for any s > 0 and 0 < ¢ < 1 we have
In(nNOR(1/2, d)) > 1 In3/4+dnA

li >InA>0
(1/2)711111%00 (1/2)=s +dt ST 2 rdt =ma=t
and NOR
1 1/2,d In3/4+dlnA
n(n (/’))>limM=1nA>O.

(1/2)l111-r|-ld—>oo (1/2)71+d — d—oo 24d
This means that APP is not ALG-(s,¢)-WT with s > 0and 0 <t <1 or ALG-WT
for NOR.
This completes the proof of (ii).

(iii) By (ii) we know that for o < p, APP is not ALG-UWT for ABS or NOR,
then APP is not ALG-QPT for ABS or NOR. Hence, it suffices to show that for
a > p, APP is not ALG-QPT for NOR.

For a > p, by 32) we have

NOR (1 3
(3.17) n (2,d) > 7Aa.
By Lemma 3.1, there exists a constant Cy > 0 such that for mg < d,

2d
#{k ez k[P < mo} > exp(ComgIn —).
mo

Choose mo = L(S—% ln(2d))c%pj. Then for sufficiently large d, we have my < d,
and

1
Inmg < L(ml(’;—oﬁ +1n1n2d) < ;n2d.

Hence we obtain for sufficiently large d,

2d C Co, C _r_
Comoln = > 70m0 In(2d) > f(é In(2d)) =7 In(2d)
Co s a/p
= _ a=p > .
36(125 In(2d)) > 38mg
It follows that
A= 3 exp(~28/K[2)
keza
> > exp(—28[k[)
k|5 <mo
Zexp(—2[3m0%) Z 1

Ik|p<mo

a 2d
> exp(—28mg ) exp (Comg In (m—o))

(3.18) > exp(ﬁmo%).
By (BI8) we have for a > p,
In nNOR(%, d) . In % + ﬂmo%

I > _
e T+ )1 +1nd) — dote A+ +Ind) 00

which contradicts the definition of ALG-QPT. Hence, APP is not ALG-QPT for
NOR.
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This completes the proof of (iii).

(iv) If @ > p, from (ii) we know that APP is ALG-UWT for ABS or NOR. Hence
APP does not suffer from the curse of dimensionality for ABS or NOR. If a < p,
then by [B.I6]) we obtain APP suffers from the curse of dimensionality for ABS or
NOR. This completes the proof of (iv).

The proof of Theorem 2.2 is finished. O

Proof of Theorem 2.3.

(i) In the worst case setting, it follows from Lemma 2.1 that S is EXP with
exponent p* " (d) = a/d and not UEXP. Using the same method as in the proof
of [I6] Theorem 4.1] we obtain that in the average case setting APP is EXP with
exponent p**'¢(d) = a/d and is not UEXP.

(ili-v) According to [32] Theorems 3.2 and 4.2] and [23] Theorem 3.2], we have the
same results in the worst and average case settings using ABS concerning EXP-WT,
EXP-(s,t)-WT with 0 < s < 1 and ¢ > 0. It follows from the proof of [3I, Theorem
1.2] that in the average case setting, APP is EXP-(s,¢)-WT with 0 < s < 1 and
t > 0 for ABS if and only if APP is EXP-(s,¢)-WT with 0 < s <1 and ¢ > 0 for
NOR.

Applying the above results to Lemma 2.1 (vi), (vii), we obtain that in the average
case setting for ABS or NOR, APP is EXP-WT if and only if « > p, APP is EXP-
(5,t)-WT with t <1 and 0 < s <1 if and only if s > £. This completes the proof
of (iii) and (v).

We also have in the average case setting and for ABS or NOR, APP is EXP-
(s,t)-WT with ¢ > 1 and 0 < s < 1. It follows that APP is EXP-(s,¢)-WT with
t > 1 and s > 1. Hence, APP is EXP-(s,t)-WT with ¢ > 1 and s > 0. This
completes of proof of (iv).

(ii) Tt follows from (v) that in the average case setting for ABS or NOR, APP
is not EXP-UWT, and hence not EXP-QPT, not EXP-PT or EXP-SPT. This
completes of proof of (ii).

(vi) Tt follows from (v) that in the average case setting for ABS or NOR, APP
is EXP-(1,¢)-WT with ¢ <1 if and only if @ > p. Hence, if @ > p, then for ABS or
NOR, APP is EXP-(s,t)-WT with ¢ <1 and s > 1. On the other hand, if APP is
EXP-(s,t)-WT with t < 1 and s > 1 for ABS or NOR, then APP is ALG-(s,t)-WT
with ¢ <1 and s > 1 for ABS or NOR. By Theorem 2.2 (ii) we obtain that o > p.
This completes of proof of (vi).

The proof of Theorem 2.3 is finished. O
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