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Abstract

In recent years deep artificial neural networks (DNNs) have been success-
fully employed in numerical simulations for a multitude of computational prob-
lems including, for example, object and face recognition, natural language pro-
cessing, fraud detection, computational advertisement, and numerical approx-
imations of partial differential equations (PDEs). These numerical simulations
indicate that DNNs seem to possess the fundamental flexibility to overcome
the curse of dimensionality in the sense that the number of real parameters
used to describe the DNN grows at most polynomially in both the reciprocal
of the prescribed approximation accuracy € > 0 and the dimension d € N
of the function which the DNN aims to approximate in such computational
problems. There is also a large number of rigorous mathematical approxima-
tion results for artificial neural networks in the scientific literature but there
are only a few special situations where results in the literature can rigorously
justify the success of DNNs in high-dimensional function approximation. The
key contribution of this paper is to reveal that DNNs do overcome the curse
of dimensionality in the numerical approximation of Kolmogorov PDEs with
constant diffusion and nonlinear drift coefficients. We prove that the number
of parameters used to describe the employed DNN grows at most polynomi-
ally in both the PDE dimension d € N and the reciprocal of the prescribed
approximation accuracy € > 0. A crucial ingredient in our proof is the fact
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that the artificial neural network used to approximate the solution of the PDE
is indeed a deep artificial neural network with a large number of hidden layers.
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1 Introduction

In recent years deep artificial neural networks (DNNs) have been successfully em-
ployed in numerical simulations for a multitude of computational problems including,
for example, object and face recognition (cf., e.g., [37, 41, 60, 62, [64] and the refer-
ences mentioned therein), natural language processing (cf., e.g., [15, 25l BT, 36], 39,
65] and the references mentioned therein), fraud detection (cf., e.g., [12 [56] and the
references mentioned therein), computational advertisement (cf., e.g., [63] 68] and
the references mentioned therein), and numerical approximations of partial differen-
tial equations (PDEs) (cf., e.g., [4, 5] 6, 17, 19, 20 23] 26, 28, 30} 40} 46, 48], 55, [61]).
These numerical simulations indicate that DNNs seem to possess the fundamental
flexibility to overcome the curse of dimensionality in the sense that the number
of real parameters used to describe the DNN grows at most polynomially in both
the reciprocal of the prescribed approximation accuracy € > 0 and the dimension
d € N of the function which the DNN aims to approximate in such computational
problems. There is also a large number of rigorous mathematical approximation
results for artificial neural networks in the scientific literature (see, for instance,



[, 2 B 17, 8, 9, 10, (11, 13, 14 [16] 18, 20} 21} 22} 24] 26, 29, 32, 33} 34} 135] 42} 43
44, [45], 4, 49, B0, B, B2 B3], B4, (7, 68|, 59, 611 66, 67] and the references mentioned
therein) but there are only a few special situations where results in the literature can
rigorously justify the success of DNNs in high-dimensional function approximation.

The key contribution of this paper is to reveal that DNNs do overcome the
curse of dimensionality in the numerical approximation of Kolmogorov PDEs with
constant diffusion and nonlinear drift coefficients. More specifically, the main result
of this article, Theorem in Subsection below, proves that the number of
parameters used to describe the employed DNN grows at most polynomially in
both the PDE dimension d € N and the reciprocal of the prescribed approximation
accuracy € > 0 and, thereby, we establish that DNN approximations do indeed
overcome the curse of dimensionality in the numerical approximation of such PDEs.
To illustrate the statement of Theorem below in more details, we now present
the following special case of Theorem

.....

semidefinite matmces for every deN let || ga : Rd — [0, oo) be the d-dimensional
Euclidean norm, let foq: R?* - R, d € N, and f,4: R — RY, d € N, be functions, let
Ay R — RY d €N, be the functions which satisfy for alld € N, x = (x1,...,24) €
R? that Ag(x) = (max{x;,0}, ..., max{zy,0}), let

N = Ure34,...} Yo ,...1n)ent+1 (X (Rt RIY), (1)

let P: N = N and R: N — U enC(R* RY) be the functions which satisfy for all
Le{2,3,4,...}, lo,l1,....lp €N, ® = (W, By),..., (W, Bpr)) € (xE_| (RlnXln-1x
R)), 2o € R, ..., xp 1 € Riz=1 with¥Vn € NN [1,L): z, = A;,(Wox,_1 + By)
that P(®) = S°F  1,(I,_1 4+ 1), R(®) € C(RP,R™), and

(R®)(x0) = Wrzp—1 + By, (2)

let T>K3 S (0,00), (¢£n7d)(m,d,€)€{0,1}><N><(0,1} - N} assume fOT all d € N} € € (07 1]}
z,y € RY that R(¢2) € C(R%,R), R(6L7) € C(RERY), |foa(w) + 27,2 | <
Rd" (L4 [|2]|5a), [ fra) = fra@)lles < Bz = yllge, (R (@)[lze < 5(d*+ ||2]|pa).

Yo P(e7) < ke, [(Re24) (2) — (ReL)(y)| < wd(1 + ||zl|ga + llyl5) | —
yHRd; and

| fo.a(z) = (REZ) (@) + || frale) — (Roz?)(@)llre < end(1+ [lzlga).  (3)

and for every d € N let ug: [0,T] x R? — R be an at most polynomially growing
viscosity solution of

d

(grua)(t,x) = (Fua)(t,2) fralz) + Zladu (52255 ua) (1, ) (4)
i.j

(t,z) € (0,T) x R Then for every p € (0,00) there

¢ € R such that for all d € N, ¢ € (0,1] it holds that

C(RYR), and

with uq(0,2) = foa(x) for
exist (Vae)(ae)enxo,1 S N,
P(tge) < cde™, R(tae)

l/p
/ |ua(T, ) — (Rtpae)(2)|P do <e. (5)



Theorem [[.1]is an immediate consequence of Corollary in Subsection be-
low. Corollary [64] in turn, is a special case of Theorem 6.3 Next we add some
comments regarding the mathematical objects appearing in Theorem [I.LTI Theo-
rem [[1] is an approximation result for rectified DNNs and for every d € N the
function A;: R — R? in Theorem [[.1] above describes the d-dimensional rectifier
function. The set A in ([I) in Theorem [Tl above is a set of tuples of real numbers
which, in turn, represents the set of all artificial neural networks. For every artificial
neural network ® € A in Theorem [T above we have that R(®) € Uy enC(R”, RY)
represents the function associated to the artificial neural network ® (cf. (2)) in The-
orem [[T). The function R: N — Uy 1enC(RF, RY) from the set N of all artificial
neural networks to the union Uy, ;enC/(R*, RY) of continuous functions thus describes
the realizations associated to the artificial neural networks. Moreover, for every
artificial neural network ® € N in Theorem [LT above we have that P(®) € N repre-
sents the number of real parameters which are used to describe the artificial neural
network ®. In particular, for every artificial neural network ® € A/ in Theorem [L.T]
we can think of P(®) € N as a quantity related to the amount of memory storage
which is needed to store the artificial neural network. The real number £ > 0 in The-
orem [[LTlis an arbitrary constant used to formulate the hypotheses in Theorem [l
(cf. (B) in Theorem [T above) and the real number 7" > 0 in Theorem [[T] describes
the time horizon under consideration. Our key hypothesis in Theorem [[T] is the
assumption that both the possibly nonlinear initial value functions foq4: R? — R,
d € N, and the possibly nonlinear drift coefficient functions f; 4: R* — R, d € N, of
the PDEs in (@) can be approximated without the curse of dimensionality by means
of DNNs (see (@) above for details). Simple examples for the functions fy4: R — R,
deN, and f; 4: R = R? d € N, which fulfill the hypotheses of Theorem [T above
are, for instance, provided by the choice that for all d € N, x = (21,29, ..., 24) € R?
it holds that foq(z) = max{zy, 22,..., 24} and fig(z) = «[1 + [|z|3.]"". A natu-
ral example for the matrices Aq = (aa; ;)i eqr,..apz € R4, d € N, fulfilling the
hypotheses in Theorem [[.T] above is, for instance, provided by the choice that for
all d € N it holds that A; € R%? is the d-dimensional identity matrix in which
case the second order term in (@) reduces to the d-dimensional Laplace operator.
Roughly speaking, Theorem [[LT] above proves that if both the initial value functions
and the drift coefficient functions in the PDEs in () can be approximated with-
out the curse of dimensionality by means of DNNs, then the solutions of the PDEs
can also be approximated without the curse of dimensionality by means of DNNs
(see (@) above for details). In numerical simulations involving DNNs for computa-
tional problems from data science (e.g., object and face recognition, natural language
processesing, fraud detection, computational advertisement, etc.) it is often not en-
tirely clear how to precisely describe what the involved DNN approximations should
achieve and it is thereby often not entirely clear how to precisely specify the ap-
proximation error of the employed DNN. The recent articles [I7, 28] (cf., e.g., also
[4, 5], 6], 19], 20}, 23], 26|, 30} [40] 46, 48] (5, [61]) suggest to use machine learning algo-
rithms which employ DNNs to approximate solutions and derivatives of solutions,
respectively, of PDEs and in the framework of these references it is perfectly clear
what the involved DNN approximations should achieve as well as how to specify
the approximation error: the DNN should approximate the unique deterministic



function which is the solution of the given deterministic PDE (cf., e.g., Han et al.
[28, Neural Network Architecture on page 5] and Beck et al. [4, Proposition 2.7 and
(103)]. The above named references thereby open up the possibility for a complete
and rigorous mathematical error analysis for the involved deep learning algorithms
and Theorems [Tl and [6.3] in particular, provide some first contributions to this
new research topic. The statements of Theorems [Tl and and their strategies of
proof, respectively, are inspired by the article Grohs et al. [26] (cf., e.g., Theorem 1.1
in [26]) in which similar results as Theorems [l and [63] respectively, but for Kol-
mogorov PDEs with affine linear drift and diffusion coefficient functions have been
proved. The main difference of the arguments in [26] to this paper is the deepness of
the involved artificial neural networks. Roughly speaking, the affine linear structure
of the coefficients of the Kolmogorov PDEs in [26] allowed the authors in [26] to es-
sentially employ a flat artificial neural network for approximating the solution flow
mapping of such PDEs. In this work the drift coefficient is nonlinear and, in view
of this property, we employ in our proofs of Theorem [[.T] and Theorem [6.3] respec-
tively, iterative Euler-type discretizations for the underlying stochastic dynamics
associated to the PDEs in (). The iterative Euler-type discretizations result in
multiple compositions which, in turn, result in deep artificial neural networks with
a large number of hidden layers. In particular, in our proof of Theorem [l and
Theorem [6.3], respectively, the artificial neural networks 4. € N, d € N, € € (0, 1],
approximating the solutions of the PDEs in () (see (Hl) above) are also deep artifi-
cial neural networks with a large number of hidden layers even if the artificial neural
networks approximating or representing fo,: RY — R, d € N, and f14: R? — R%
d € N, are flat with one hidden layer only. Moreover, our proofs of Theorem [T
and Theorem [6.3] respectively, reveal that the number of hidden layers increases to
infinity as the prescribed approximation accuracy € > 0 decreases to zero and the
PDE dimension increases to infinity, respectively (cf. (I49) and (IGS) below).

Theorem [Tl above and Theorem [G.3], respectively, are purely deterministic ap-
proximation results for DNNs and solutions of a class of deterministic PDEs. Our
proofs of Theorem [T and Theorem [6.3] respectively, are, however, heavily rely-
ing on probabilistic arguments on a suitable artificial probability space. Roughly
speaking, in our proof of Theorem we

(I) design a suitable random DNN on this artificial probability space,

(II) show that this suitable random DNN is in a suitable sense close to the solution
of the considered deterministic PDE, and

(IIT) employ items ([[)—(ID) above to establish the existence of a realization with the
desired approximation properties on the artificial probability space.

The specific realization of this random DNN is then a deterministic DNN approxi-
mation of the solution of the considered deterministic PDE with the desired approx-
imation properties. The main work of the paper is the construction and the analysis
of this random DNN. For the construction of the random DNN we need suitable gen-
eral flexibility results for rectified DNNs which, roughly speaking, demonstrate how
rectified DNNs can be composed with a moderate growth of the number of involved
parameters (see Subsection below for details). The construction of the random



DNN (cf. () above) is essentially performed in Section Bl and Section [ and the
analysis of the random DNN (cf. ([I)) above) is essentially the subject of Section [3]
Section @l and Subsection [6.Il The argument for the existence of the realization
with suitable approximation properties on the artificial probability space (cf. ([T
above) is provided in Section 2l and Subsection [G.11

2 On the existence of a realization with the de-
sired approximation properties on a suitable ar-
tificial probability space

In this section we establish in Corollary 2.4] in Subsection below on a very ab-
stract level, roughly speaking, the argument that good approximation properties of
the random DNN (cf. items ([)—(II) in Section [ above) imply the existence of a
realization with suitable approximation properties on the artificial probability space
(cf. item (I in Section [ above). The function u: RY — R in Corollary Z4] will
essentially take the role of the solution of the considered deterministic PDE and the
random field X : R? x  — R will essentially take the role of the random DNN. Our
proof of Corollary 2-4is based on an application of Proposition in Subsection
below. Proposition is, very loosely speaking, an abstract generalized version of
Corollary 2241 Our proof of Proposition is based on an application of the ele-
mentary Markov-type estimate in Lemma in Subsection 1] below. Lemma [2.2]
in turn, follows from the Markov inequality in Lemma 2] in Subsection 2] be-
low. For completeness we also provide the short proof of the Markov inequality in
Lemma 2.1l Results related to Lemma 2.2l and Proposition 2.3 can, e.g., be found in
Grohs et al. [26, Subsection 3.1]. In particular, Lemma[Z2is somehow an elementary
extension of [26] Proposition 3.3 in Subsection 3.1].

2.1 Markov-type estimates

Lemma 2.1 (Markov inequality). Let (£, F, 1) be a measure space, let € € (0, 00),
and let X : Q — [0, 00] be an F /B(]0, 0c])-measurable function. Then

Xd
p(X > e) < X (6)
5
Proof of LemmalZ2. Note that the fact that X > 0 proves that
cLix>e X - 1yx> X
Lixse) = € l{Xx>e} < {X>e} <= (7)
5 5 5

Integration with respect to u hence establishes (@). The proof of Lemma 2] is thus
completed. O

Lemma 2.2. Let (Q, F,P) be a probability space, let X : Q@ — [—o00, 0] be a random
variable, and let £,q € (0,00). Then

p(lx) > o) < EXDT ©



Proof of Lemma([2.2. Observe that Lemma 2.1] ensures that

Y/a 1/q
n " E||X|? E||X]9
(X > 9" = [P(X]7 2 <) < M] CER
The proof of Lemma is thus completed. O

2.2 Existence of a realization with the desired approxima-
tion properties

Proposition 2.3. Let ¢ € (0,00), let (2, F,P) be a probability space, and let
X: Q — [—00,0] be a random variable which satisfies that

infye (000 (E[]X]1]) "7 < e. (10)
Then there exists w € € such that | X (w)| < €.
Proof of Proposition[2.3. First, observe that Lemma assures that for all ¢ €
(0, 00) it holds that

p(lx) > ) < EXDT )

Next note that the hypothesis that infgeoo0) (E[|X H)l/ ! < ¢ demonstrates that
there exists ¢ € (0, 00) such that

(E[|x]1])"" < e. (12)
Combining this with ([]) proves that
P(1X] > )] < 1. (13)
Hence, we obtain that
P(|X|>¢) < 1. (14)
This shows that
P(|X]<e)=1-P(|X|>¢) > 0. (15)
Therefore, we obtain that
{|X\<6}:{w€Q:|X(w)|<6}7é®. (16)
The proof of Proposition is thus completed. O

Corollary 2.4 (Existence of approximating realizations of a random field). Let
deN, pe e (0,00), let u: R — R be B(RY) /B(R)-measurable, let (Q, F,P) be a
probability space, let v: B(R?Y) — [0,1] be a probability measure on R, let X : R? x
Q — R be (B(R?) @ F)/B(R)-measurable, and assume that

l/p
[ / E[u(z) — X (2)["] y(dm)} <e. (17)
]Rd
Then there exists w € Q) such that

[ [ luta) - X(x,w)\py(dx)} R (18)

7



Proof of Corollary[2.4]. Throughout this proof let Y: 2 — [—o0, 00| be the random
variable given by

Y = { [ () - X(a:)\pu(da:)] " (19)

Observe that Fubini’s theorem and (7)) ensure that
1 I/P
E[P)" = (&] [ Jute) - x(@pviao)] )

o (20)
_ </RdIEUu(x) ~ X(2)"] y(das)) <e

Hence, we obtain that

inf (E[Y])" < (B[|lY]"])” <. (21)

q€(0,00)
This allows us to apply Proposition to obtain that there exists w € €2 such that
Y(w)| <e. (22)

Combining this with ([I9) establishes (I8)). The proof of Corollary 24]is thus com-
pleted. O

3 The Feynman-Kac formula revisited

Theorem [6.3in Subsection B2 below (the main result of this article) and Theorem [L]
in the introduction, respectively, are, as mentioned above, purely deterministic ap-
proximation results for DNNs and a class of deterministic PDEs. In contrast, our
proofs of Theorem and Theorem [[.T], respectively, are based on a probabilistic
argument on a suitable artificial probability space on which we, roughly speaking,
design random DNNs. Our construction of the random DNNs is based on suitable
Monte Carlo approximations of the solutions of the considered deterministic PDEs.
These suitable Monte Carlo approximations, in turn, are based on the link between
deterministic Kolmogorov PDEs and solutions of SDEs which is provided by the fa-
mous Feynman-Kac formula. In this section we recall in Theorem BT below a special
case of this famous formula (cf., e.g., Hairer et al. [27, Subsection 4.4]). Theorem B
below will be used in our proof of Theorem below (cf. (I45]) and (I50) in the
proof of Proposition 6.1l Proposition [6.1 Corollary [6.2] and Theorem [G.3]).

Theorem 3.1. Let (Q, F,P) be a probability space, let T € (0,00), d,m € N, B €
R&>*™ et W: [0, T] x Q2 — R™ be a standard Brownian motion, let ||| : RY — [0, 00)
be the d-dimensional Euclidean norm, let (-,-) : R? x RY — R be the d-dimensional
Buclidean scalar product, let ¢: R* — R be a continuous function, let p1: R — R4
be a locally Lipschitz continuous function, and assume that

b s [ L@ @l ] .

pe0.00) pera [ (14 [l2[[7) (1 + [l])

Then



(i) there exist unique stochastic processes X: [0,T] x Q — R, x € R?, with
continuous sample paths which satisfy for all v € R%, t € [0,T] that

t
XT g4 / W(X?)ds + BW,, (24)
0

(ii) there exists a unique function u: [0,T] x R — R such that for all z € R? it
holds that u(0,x) = ¢(x), such that infpe(o,00) SUD (¢ z)e (0, 7)x R4 % < 00, and

such that u is a viscosity solution of
(%u)(t, z) = ((V,u)(t, ), u(z)) + 1 Trace(BB* (Hess,u)(t, z)) (25)
for (t,x) € (0,T) x RY, and
(iti) it holds for allt € [0,T], x € R? that E[|¢(X])|] < co and

u(t, z) = E[p(X7)]. (26)

4 Stochastic differential equations (SDEs)

In our proofs of Theorem [Tl above and Theorem [6.3] below (the main result of this
article), respectively, we design and analyse (cf. items ([)-() in Section [ above)
a suitable random DNN. The construction of this suitable random DNN is based
on Euler-Maruyama discretizations of solutions of the SDEs associated to the Kol-
mogorov PDEs in ({@l) and for our error analysis of this suitable random DNN we
employ appropriate weak error estimates for Euler-Maruyama discretizations of so-
lutions of SDEs. These weak error estimates are established in Lemma and
Proposition in Subsection 4] below. Our proofs of Lemma and Proposi-
tion L6l respectively, use suitable strong error estimates for Euler-Maruyama dis-
cretizations. These strong error estimates are the subject of Proposition 4] in Sub-
section below. Proposition [£4] follows from an application of the deterministic
perturbation-type inequality in Lemma in Subsection below. Perturbation
estimates which are related to Lemma and Proposition [£4] can, e.g., be found in
Hutzenthaler et al. [38, Proposition 2.9 and Corollary 2.12]. In particular, our proof
of Lemma is inspired by the proof of Proposition 2.9 in Hutzenthaler et al. [3§].
Furthermore, our proof of Proposition employs the elementary a priori estimate
in Lemma [£.J]in Subsection L.l below. Lemma 1], in turn, is a straightforward con-
sequence of Gronwall’s integral inequality (see, e.g., Grohs et al. [20, Lemma 2.11])
and its proof is therefore omitted. In our proof of Theorem we will also employ
the elementary a priori estimate for standard Brownian motions in Lemma [4.2] in
Subsection below. Lemma is a straightforward consequence of Itd’s formula
and its proof is therefore also omitted.

4.1 A priori bounds for SDEs

Lemma 4.1. Let d,m € N, £ € R?, p € [1,0), ¢,C,T € [0,00), B € R™*™_ et
-] : RY — [0, 00) be the d-dimensional Euclidean norm, let (2, F,P) be a probability



space, let W:[0,T] x Q — R™ be a standard Brownian motion, let u: R — R? be
a B(R?)/B(R%)-measurable function which satisfies for all x € R? that ||u(z)]| <
C + c||z||, let x: [0,T] — [0, T] be a B([0,T))/B([0,T])-measurable function which
satisfies for all t € [0,T] that x(t) < t, and let X: [0,T] x Q — R be a stochastic
process with continuous sample paths which satisfies for all t € [0,T)] that

t
P(Xt =¢ —|—/ ,U(Xx(s)) ds + BWt) =1. (27)
0
Then it holds that

sup (E[IX,[17)) " < (Ilgll+ CT + (E[IBW7 1)) ") . (28)

te[0,T

4.2 A priori bounds for Brownian motions

Lemma 4.2. Letd,m € N, T € [0,00), p € (0,00), B € R™>™ et |-|| : R? — [0, 00)
be the d-dimensional Euclidean norm, let (Q,F,P) be a probability space, and let
W:[0,T] xQ — R™ be a standard Brownian motion. Then it holds for allt € [0,T]
that

(E[HBMHPD% < \/max{l,p — 1} Trace(B*B) t. (29)

4.3 Strong perturbations of SDEs

Lemma 4.3. Letd € N, L, T € [0,00), 6 € (0,00), p € [2,00), let ||| : R — [0, 00)
be the d-dimensional Buclidean norm, let p1: RY — R? be a function which satisfies
for all v,w € R? that

l(v) = pw)l] < Lfjv = wl, (30)

let X,Y: [0,T] — R? be continuous functions, let a: [0,T] — R? be a B([0,T]) /B(R?)-
measurable function, and assume for all t € [0,T] that fot |as|| ds < oo and

XY, =Xo-Yy+ /Ot [M(Xs) — as} ds. (31)

Then it holds for all t € [0,T) that
X = Yi”

] t (52)
< exp([2+ 2] pe) (160 = 3alP + 807 [ = w2 as).
0

Proof of Lemma[f.3 Throughout this proof let (-,-): R x R — R be the d-di-
mensional Euclidean scalar product and let a € (0,00) be the real number given
by

o= [L + %] p. (33)
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Note that (BI)) ensures that the function ([0, 7] > ¢t — (X; — Y;) € R?) is absolutely
continuous. The fundamental theorem of calculus and the chain rule hence prove
that for all ¢ € [0, 7] it holds that

||Xt _ Y'th _ HX B, Vs Hp + /t p HXS B }/;’|p_2<Xs - Y;, ,U(Xs) - as) ds
exp(at) 00 0 exp(as)
t — P
[elkorr,
0 exp(as) (34)
_ . P tpHXs _}/;’|p_2<Xs _Y;mu(XS) _ILL(Y;)>
= || Xo — Yo" + ds
0 exp(as)
[P Vo) ) ol SV,
0 exp(as) '

Next observe that (B0) and the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality ensure that for all s €
[0, 77 it holds that

(X, = Yo, 1(X,) — p(V3)) < X, = Vallllu(X,) — (Yl < LIX, — Vil (35)
This and ([34]) demonstrate that for all ¢ € [0,77] it holds that

Xy = Y|P PpL|| X, — Y|P

exp(at) 0 exp(as)
! Xs_}/sp_2Xs_)/s }/s_ s/ Xs_}/sp
[ Y = Vo) o) ol .
0 exp(as)
X = Vil — Yo (V) — ) — (o= L)X Vil

:w%—%W+/

0 exp(as)
I, = VX, — Yo (V) — ) = BRI, -l

)

—IXo- Yl + [
0
Next observe that the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality and Young'’s inequality prove that
for all s € [0,7] it holds that
1 = YolP72(X = Yo, u(Ys) = a5) < | X = Yo" |u(Ys) — as
= 8" |X = VPR (Y:) — al)
— 1-p)/p — P/(p—l) r—1)/p
< 0[5 X, - Y|P + 3 [0 |(Ye) = al]”
_ (p—1)
= EU| X = YVo[lP + (V) — a P
Combining this with (B6]) assures that for all £ € [0, 77 it holds that

exp(as)

(37)

| Xe = Yal”
exp(at)
Dy Y IP 4 5D (Y — allP — ZER|X, — YL|P
P e =L 2 VA L Ak LS T
0 exp(as)
ESe=D11u(Y,) — a4l?
= -yl [ M el (38)
0 exp(as)

t
< X0 = Yol + [ 67 D u(vs) -l ds.
0

11



This implies ([2). The proof of Lemma [4.3]is thus completed. O

Proposition 4.4 (Perturbation). Let d,m € N, z,y € RY, LT € [0,00), § €
(0,00), p € [2,00), B € R™™ et ||| : R? — [0,00) be the d-dimensional Fuclidean
norm, let (Q, F,IP) be a probability space, let W: [0,T] x Q@ — R™ be a standard
Brownian motion, let u: R — R? be a function which satisfies for all v,w € R4
that

l(v) = p(w)[] < Lflv = wl, (39)

let X,Y:[0,T] x Q — R? be stochastic processes with continuous sample paths, let
a:[0,T] x Q — R be a (B([0,T)) ® F)/B(R?)-measurable function, and assume for
allt € [0,T] that fot as||ds < 00, Yy =y + [, asds + BW,, and

¢
Xy =x+ / w(Xs)ds + BW;. (40)
0
Then it holds for all t € [0,T) that
(E[lx - vilI7)) "

< exp( [+ 42 1) (nx —yll 80 [ / "Ela. — 1Y) 1] ds] %) W

Proof of Proposition[].4]. First, note that for all ¢ € [0,77] it holds that

Xt—}/t:x—y+/0t [1(X,) — as] ds. (42)
Lemma 3 hence ensures that for all ¢ € [0, T] that
I - vilp
< exp([2+ 8222 pe) (o —olP +00 [ s - Wl ds). )
This implies that for all ¢ € [0,77] it holds that
E[|I X, - Yill”]

< exp( [+ 052 pt) (nx o [ Eflle, -~ n(X2IF) ds) W

The fact that Vb,c € R: |[b+ c[? < |b]'? + |¢|”? hence demonstrates that for all
t € [0, 7] it holds that
1/17
(E[IIX: - Yi[I"])

< exp( 1+ 1=12] o) (nx —yll+30 | [ Bl — w5 %) -

The proof of Proposition [£.4]is thus completed. O
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4.4 Weak perturbations of SDEs

Lemma 4.5. Let d,m € N, £ € RY, h, T, ¢, €1,%, 51, Lo, L1, € [0,00), § € (0,00),
B e R™™ pe[2,00), q € (1,2] satisfy Yp+qa=1, let ||-]| : R? = [0,00) be the d-
dimensional Euclidean norm, let (Q, F,P) be a probability space, let W: [0, T] x Q —
R™ be a standard Brownian motion, let ¢g: RT — R, fi: R? — RY, ¢y: RY — RY,
and x: [0,T] — [0,T] be functions, let fo: R — R be a B(R?)/B(R)-measurable
function, let ¢1: RY — R? be a B(RY) /B(RY)-measurable function, assume for all
t€[0,7], z,y € R¢ that

[Po(z) = folx)] Seo(T+[l2)*),  lloi(z) = filo)l] < e+ lz][*), (46
[Go(x) — do(y)| < Lo (1+/0 ] +(1—7’)|lyll}£dr) lz =yl (47)
1f1(2) = AW < Lalle —yll,  and  x(t) = max({0, h, 2, ... } N[0,1]), (48)

and let X, Y : [0,T] x Q — R? be stochastic processes with continuous sample paths
which satisfy for all t € [0,T] that Y; = ¢2(&) + fot ¢1(Yy(s)) ds + BW; and

X, =&+ /0 f1(X,)ds + BW,. (49)

Then it holds that

}E[fO(XT)} - E[%(YT)H (50)
<eo (1 +E[[[Xr|*])

Lo 210 e (| 1y 4+ O 7) 14 (B[ X)) + (B]¥r)1]) "]

| [H§ — 628 +er g T

1+ sup (E[HYthgl})vp]

te[0,7

sup (E[H%(Yt)np})%

te[0,7

+ hoU T,

Lo <E[||BWh“p]>l/p]'

Proof of Lemma[{.5 First, note that the triangle inequality ensures that

|E[fo(X1)] —E[¢0o(Yr)]]
< [E[fo(X1)] — E[¢o(X7)]| + [E[¢o(X1)] — E[¢o(Y7)]]

<E[fo(Xr) = ¢o(X1)[] + Elldo(X1) — ¢o(Y7)|] (51)
< e E[1 + | Xr[*] + Ef|do(X1) — do(Y7)]]-
This implies that
|E[fo(X1r)] — E[¢o(Yr)]|
< B[l + [ X7]]
2o (14 [ (Xl + (1= ) ) 1 = Yl -

< e B[1 4[| X7[[*]

1
+ LoE <1 + 2max{f-170}/ lr Xr|* + (1 - r)YT||fdr) |1 X7 — YTH} .
0
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Therefore, we obtain that

|E[fo(X7)] — E[do(Y7)]|
< g E[1 + || X7[[*]

r 1
L LoE (1 | gmaxlt-10) [ / d} e HYTW]) Xy —YT||]
L 0

= o E[1 + [[ X7 |*]

(53)

2max{£—l,0}

(L+1)

+1aE| (14 | Dt 19 ) e = v

Holder’s inequality hence demonstrates that

}E[fO(XT)} - E[%(YT)”
< o (1 + E[[[X7[*]) (54)

o (1 [EE] (@l + @) ] ) i - vaiey”.

Next observe that Proposition B4l (with d = d, m =m, x =&, y = ¢2(§), L = L,
T=T,6=6,p=p, B=B, (LFP)=(QLFP,W=W,u=fi, X=X,Y =
Y,a=([0,T] x Q> (t,w) — ¢1(Yy@)(w)) € R?Y) in the notation of Proposition I
ensures that

(B[ X7 — Y |") "
< exp([Ll + %} T)

T p
-<||5—¢2<£>||+6<1‘1/p> { /0 E[ll¢1(Yes) — F1 (Vo)) ds} )

< exp([Ll + %} T)

~ <||§ —au@)ll+ 50| "E[161(Yiw) — A (V)] ] %) (55)
+exp([ Lo+ 2| 7) (a“-w [ / CE[IA (W) - A1) ds} %)
< exp([La + 222] 7) (ns ~ s +erst| [ VR Vi [ s %)

T 1/p
+ exp( [Ll + %] T) Ly 501 { / E[||Yy — Yall”] ds] .
0
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This shows that
(E[|| X7 — Y|
<exp(|Li+ 52| T) |lg - ()]

+ eXp<|:L1 + 7(1_;/@] T) &1 5(1_1/17)

T p
/p pSt
v | [T B o ] -
+exp<[L1+(1‘1/p>] T) Ly o0

V B[|| o) &1 (Vi) duu + BOV, = Wy, H”}ds]%.

Moreover, observe that the triangle inequality assures that

UTE[HJ;@ 1 Yy + BV, — Wyg)|] rp
{ Hfs ¢1(Y, )dqu} ds] 1/p+ UOTE[HB(WS —Wx@)H”} ds}
([ b omsoiril " [ sowcor) o]

rij
h{/ [Hfbl( x<s)||] }/:VOT [HB e M }/

This and (B0]) show that

l/p

(57)

([ X7 — Yo |))
< exp([Ly+ 2] T) ¢ - 62(€)

+ exp< —Ll + 7(1_;/17)_ T) &1 5(1—1/;7) Tl/p + Tl/p

. (E[H}QHPQ})W” 59

te[0,7

sup ( [H &1 (Yyw)) Hp] ) Vp]

te[0,T

_ _ 1p
(4 252] ) oo [ [ B pov ] ]

oxp([ Lo+ S| T) hLy g0 T
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Therefore, we obtain that
(B[ X7 — Y |")"
<exp([ L1+ 52| T) Jig - 6>(0)]

T
+ &1 6477 T/pexp<[ = l/p]T> 1+ sup (E[HYthng%

telo.7] ] (59)
sup (E[H(bl(Yt)Hp])l/p]

te[0,T

" 5(1_1/p) Yo L, eXp<|:L1 + %] T) (E[||BWh||P])1/P.

+ RO Ve L, exp([Ll + @} T)

Combining this with (54]) demonstrates that

[E[fo(X7)] — E[¢o(Y7)]|
<o (1 +E[[| Xz [*])

v o (14 [F] [l + @) ) "

oxp(|Lo+ B2 T) | lg = 0al©)] + 2160 T

te[0,T

1+wpmMMWDﬂ

+ s TYL | sup (B[l (Ya)[P])"”

te[0,7]

+ o0 e, (E[HBWthDl/p] .

The proof of Lemma is thus completed. O

Proposition 4.6. Let d,m € N, £ € RY, T € (0,00), ¢,C, o, €1, €9, 0,1, 52, Lo, L1,
¢ € [0,00), h € [0,T], B € R™™ pe[2,00),qc (1,2] satisfy /p+ g =1, let
-]l : R% — [0, 00) be the d-dimensional Euclidean norm, let (Q, F,P) be a probability
space, let W:[0,T] x Q — R™ be a standard Brownian motion, let ¢o: R? — R,
fi: RE = RY ¢y: RT — R and x: [0,T] — [0,T] be functions, let fo: R — R be
a B(RY) /B(R)-measurable function, let ¢y: R? — R? be a B(R?) /B(RY)-measurable
function, assume that ||€ —da(E)|| < ea(1+[€||2), assume for allt € [0,T)], z,y € R?
that

90(z) = fo(z)] <eo(l+lz]|*),  ll¢r(z) = Al)] <er(P+lz[[*),  (61)

|[¢o(z) — ¢o(y)| < Lo (1 + /0 [l + (1 - T)Ilyll]edr) lz =yl (62)

[/1(z) = AW < Lallz =yl x(t) = max({0, h, 2h, ...} 0 [0,2]),  (63)
and ||¢1(x)|| < C+cllz||, let w, € R, r € (0,00), satisfy for allr € (0, 00) that w, =
(E[HBWTHTDI/T, and let X, Y : [0, T] x Q — R? be stochastic processes with continu-
ous sample paths which satisfy for allt € [0,T] thatY; = (bg(f)—l—fot ¢1(Yys)) ds+BW;
and

X, = §+/f1 )ds + BW,. (64)
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Then it holds that

‘E[fO(XT)] — E[¢0(YT)] ‘ S [50 + &1 + 9 + (h/T)l/Q}
. 6(£+3+2L1+[€max{L1,c}+cmax{g1,1}+L1 max{sp,1}+2]T) [H§H + max{l, 62}(1 + H§H§2> (65)

+max{1, C, || f1(0)|} max{1, T} + Tmaxieocmpptat] 0 max{1, Lo},
Proof of Proposition[f.0. First, observe that Lemma L5 shows that
|E[fo(X1)] — E[¢o(Yr)]|
<o (1+ E[[|Xz[[*])
Ly 2100 = [y (B[ ]) Y+ (B[l )]

66
| [||§—¢2(£)I| +ea T o

1+ sup (E[|vfr])"”
te[0,7

sup (E[||¢1(Yt)“p])l/p

te[0,7

+ AT L,

+ 1L, (E H|l3l4/ﬁ||p})]/p].

Hence, we obtain that
}E[fO(XT)} - E[Qbo(YT)”
< &0 (1 + E[|| X7[[*])
Lo 210 Lt 0T (1 (B[ X |]) 7 4+ (E[|1v|]) ]

1+ sup (E[HYthgl])l/p
te[0,T

'PM—¢xon+aT%

(67)

+h T e [ sup (E[(l — ||Y;t||§1)p])1/p
te[0,T

Sup GE[Hfl(Y;f)Hp})l/p +L1wph1/2T1/p—1/2

te[0,7

+hT"L,

In addition, note that for all z € R? it holds that

1A @@ < [[f1(2) = O+ LA O < [£20)] + Lallz]] (68)
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This and (7)) ensure that

[E[fo(XT)] —E[¢o(Yr)]]
<eo (1+E[IXz]*])

L2 (T (1 @[ ]) + (i) ]

| [Hf — (O] +eaT

1+ sup (E[|viPP])"
te[0,T

1+ sup (E[|¥;>])"
te[0,T

+ th/leé‘l

69
L RTY? L, sup (E[|vi]])"” (69)

te[0,7]

£ (0] + La + Llwphl/QTl/”_l/Q

= o (1 +E[[| X7[*])
Lo 2m 10 b =T [ (B ]) ™+ (B[]

1+ sup (E[I[Y;]"])"”
te[0,7)

: [ 1€ = d2(&)]| + e T [L + hLy]

+ T Ly ||| £0)] + Ly + Lywo,h'*T"="/?

sup (E[|vi]*])"”
te[0,7

Next observe that Lemma Tl and (68)) demonstrate that for all » € [1, 00), t € [0, T]]
it holds that

sup (E[IYI])" < (loa(©)ll + CT + E[IBW 1)) )

te[0,1] N
= ([l¢2&)|| + CT + w,) T
and
sup (E[HXtH’“Dl/T < (Hf” + 1 /1(0)[| T + (E[HBWTHT])W) T
te[0,7 (71)

(€N + 1A (OT + @) e T,
Combining this with (69)) shows that

|E[fo(X1)] — E[¢o(Y7)]|
< £ <1 i [H§H i ||f1(0)HT+ Wmax{%l}}coegohT) T+ Lo gmax{f—1,0} ,[Li+1=1/]T

J4 4 e
L+ [+ AT + @masteas]” €87 + (921l + CT + @nasieay] ")

: [Hf — $a(E)| + &1 T [1 4 AL, (1 + [l + CT + wmax{glp,l}}“e“CT>

+ W Ly ([l £ 0)]] + La [ll92() | + CT + ] e”) + Lycoph T2 1. (72)
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Hence, we obtain that

E[fo(X7)] — E[¢o(Yr)]]
< eo (1 €+ 1A ONT + Bmasieony] * €27

+ LO 2max{ﬂ—l,0} e[max{éLl,Zc}-{—cmax{ql,1}+L1+1—1/p}T max{l, Tl/p}

(L DIE+ 1A OIT + Fmast] + (1620 + T + Frsian]) g
- [ € = 62(&) | + [t + AL (1 -+ (162 + OT + Fnacges] )
+ hILy <||f1(0)|| + Iy [H%(f)” +CT + wp}) + (h/T)I/QLlwp] .
This implies that
}E[fO(XT)} - E[¢O(YT” ‘
< e (1+ [Ig + A ONT + Pmaxiaoy] * €17 )
+ LO 2max{£—1,0} 6[max{£L1,€c}+cmax{§1,1}+L1+1]T (74>

(1 [N+ IAOT + mastegny)” + (1€l + 221+ [1€]1%) + CT + @masiea))

a1+ €1%) + 211+ TL (1+ [I€] + 221+ 1€]1%) + OT + Drasgeny] ")

+ (/T =T Ly (A + La[l6a() |+ CT + ] ) + (h/T)l/QLlwp] :

Therefore, we obtain that

}E [fo(X7)] —E[¢o(Yr)] ‘ (75)

S 50 <1 + |:H§H + ||f1(O)HT —|— wmax{§071}:|§0 6<0L1T)
+ LO Qmax{f—l,O} e[max{fLLéc}—l—cmax{gl,1}+L1+1]T

(1 €0+ 1 ONT + Zmactea]” + (1] + 221+ ™) + OT + Zmageay]”)

[e1 + eo) max{1, T}1 + L]

max{1,
(1 [+ ma(1 22} (0 1) + O 4+ Bnga] ™)

+ (h)T)"* max{1, T}1 + L] (||f1(0)y| + Ly [[|€]l + ea(1 + [|€]]*) + OT + wp]>] .
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This and the fact that Vo € [0,00): max{z,1} <z + 1 < e” demonstrate that

E[fo(X7)] — E[¢o(Yr)]]
< €9 <1 + [H6H + | O)|T + wmax{§07l}}<o e§0L1T>
+ Lo 2max{t=1.0} o(Latmax{lly fepfemax{sr, 1} +L1+2]T) [51 + &9+ (h/T)l/Q} (76)

(14 (e + IAONT + Bacteany] + (€] + 2201+ 1€1%) + CT + Taeieay])
| max{1, [ £i(0)]1}

max{1,s1
+ mac{1, L] + mas{1, £} (1 + [€]|%) + CT + @masgpany] ™.

Hence, we obtain that

}E[fO(XT)} - E[¢O(YT” ‘

< 2max{ﬂ—l,0} 6(L1+[max{ZL1,Ec}—i—cmax{ql,1}+max{§o,1}L1+2}T) [50 +ep + g+ (h/T)l/Q]

l 1
(14 LI + IAONT + Fmasgay] + [+ 22(1 + IEI1?) + CT + Fmaeany] )
max{1, Lo}| max{L, | i(0) [} + max{1, L;} €] + max{1, e} (1 + [1€]*)

maxq1,50,51
+ max{C | A O)}T + Fractpaapant] ™. (77)

This and the fact that Va € [0,00): max{z,1} <z + 1 < e” show that

}E[fO(XT)} - E[%(YT)”

< gmax{t,1} o (2Li+{fmax{Ly,c}-+emax{s, 1)+ Ly max{so,1}+2]T) [60 e eyt (h/T)l/Q]

(U [N+ AT + Fmasgaay]” + (€] + (1 + [€1%) + O + Dasginy])
-max{1, Lo} [[[€]] + max{1, e} (1 + [|€]|*)

+max{1, C, || £1(0)]|} max{1, T} + Dumax(eocippy] 0. (78)

Therefore, we obtain that

|E[fo(X1)] — E[do(Y7)]|

< e(€+3+2L1+[€ max{L1,c}+cmax{s1,1}+L1 max{so,1}+2|T)

L 79
o+ e 22 (/7)) max{L, Lo} [J€] + max{L, e} (1 + &) )
max{1,50,51 }+¥
+max{1,C, || £1(0)]|} max{1, T} + Trmaseosppray] " .
The proof of Proposition is thus completed. O

5 Deep artificial neural network (DNN) calculus
In Section [6 below we establish the existence of a DNN approximating the solution

of the PDE without the curse of dimensionality. To demonstrate the existence of
such a DNN, we need a few properties about representation flexibilities of DNN,
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which we establish in this section. In particular, we state in the elementary and
essentially well-known result in Lemma [5.1]in Subsection [5.1] below that every linear
combination of realizations of DNNs with the same architecture is again a realization
of a suitable DNN. Similar results to Lemma[G.] can, e.g., be found in Yarotsky [66].

Moreover, in Proposition in Subsection below we demonstrate under suit-
able hypotheses that the composition of the realizations of two DNNs is again a
realization of a suitable DNN and the number of parameters of this suitable DNN
grows at most additively in the number of parameters of the composed DNNs. For
the construction of this suitable DNN in Proposition 5.2l we plug an artificial identity
in between the two DNNs and for this we employ in Proposition the hypothesis
that the identity can within the class of considered fully-connected neural networks
(see ([@3)—-(@4) in Proposition below) be described by a suitable flat artificial
neural network. In Proposition the tuples ¢ and ¢ represent the DNNs which
we intend to compose (where the realization of ¢, is a function from R% to R% and
where the realization of ¢, is a function from R% to R%), the tuple I represents the
artificial neural network which describes the identity on R9, and the tuple 1) repre-
sents the DNN whose realization coincides with the composition of the realizations
of ¢ and ¢y (the realization of 1 is thus a function from R% to R%). The hy-
pothesis of the existence of the artificial neural network I can, roughly speaking, be
viewed as a hypothesis on the activation function a: R — R used in Proposition
Proposition (.2 loosely speaking, then asserts that the number of parameters of ¢
can up to a constant be bounded by the sum of the number of parameters of ¢,
and of the number of parameters of ¢5. A straightforward DNN construction of
the composition of ¢; and ¢, (without artificially plugging the identity on R% in
between ¢; and ¢,) would possibly result in a DNN whose number of parameters is
essentially equal to the product of the number of parameters of ¢; and of the number
of parameters of ¢5. Such a construction, in turn, would in our proof of the main
result of this article (Theorem below) not allow us to conclude that DNNs do
indeed overcome the curse of dimensionality in the numerical approximation of the
considered PDEs (see (ITZ) in the proof of Proposition for details). Moreover,
in Proposition in Subsection below we establish under similar hypotheses as
in Proposition a result similar to Proposition which is tailor-made to the
DNNs which we design in the proof of our main result in Theorem below. In
particular, (I09) in Proposition B3]is tailor-made to construct a DNN which is based
on an Euler discretization of a (stochastic) differential equation. We refer to (I47)
and (I73) in the proof of Proposition [6.1] below for further details.

To apply Proposition 5.2l and Proposition 53] respectively, we need to verify that
the class of considered DNNs does indeed enjoy the property to be able to represent
the identity on R%. Fortunately, DNNs with the rectifier function as the activation
function do indeed admit this property. This fact is verified in the elementary result
in Lemma [5.4] in Subsection below. In particular, Lemma 5.4 shows for every
d € N that the d-dimensional identity can be explicitly represented by a suitable
rectified flat artificial neural network (with one hidden layer with 2d neurons and
the rectifier function as the activation function in front of the 2d-dimensional hidden
layer).
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5.1 Sums of DNNs with the same architecture

Lemma 5.1. Let A,,: R" — R", n € N, and a: R — R be continuous functions
which satisfy for alln € N, x = (21,...,2,) € R" that A,(x) = (a(z1),...,a(z,)),
let

L Inxln_1 In
..... yent+ (X (R x R™)), (80)

let P: N — N and R: N — U 1enC(R¥RY) be the functions which satisfy for all
Le{2,3,4,.. ), lol,....lp €N, &= (Wi, B1),..., (Wi, Br)) € (x_ (RlnxIn-1
Ri)), mg € R, ..., xp 4 € Riz=t withVn € NN [1,L): z, = Ay, Wypa,_ 1 + B,)
that P(®) = S5 1, (L1 + 1), R(®) € C(RP,R™), and

N =Uregzs4,..3 Yo

(R®)(20) = Wrzr—1 + B, (81)

letL € {2, 3,4, o }, M, £07 Ql, . ,S]L € N, hl, hg, RN hM c R, and let (¢m)m€{l,2 ,,,,, M}
C (xL_ (RE*En-1 x R®)). Then there exists v € N such that for all x € R* it
holds that R(¢)) € C(R* R*), P(¢)) < M?P(¢1), and

(R)(@) = Y han(Rbwn) (). (82)

Proof of Lemmal[5.1l Throughout this proof let (W, 1, Bma)s--., (WL, BnL)) €
(XL (REXEn-1 5 RE)) m € {1,2,..., M}, satisfy for all i € {1,2,..., M} that
¢ = (Wi, Bia), ..., Wip, Bir)), let (lo,ly,...,l1) € N-tosatisfy for all i €
{1, 2, ce ,]L— 1} that lo = 20, lz = Mgz, and l]L = S]L, let ((Wl, Bl), ooy (W]L, B]L)) S
(xL_ (RI»*n-1 % RI")) satisfy that

W1,1 Bl,l
W, = I/I/t2,1 e R(M,Ql)xﬂo — Rll ><lo’ B1 _ B'2,1 c R(M{:l) — Rll, (83)
W Bara
Wo= (MWis haWau - W) € RS0 — R (84)
M
and  By=) hpB,.€R" =R", (85)
m=1

assume for all i € {2,3,4,...} N[0,L — 1] that

Wl,z’ 0 e 0
VVi _ 0 W2,i “e e e R(Mgi)X(MfQifl) _ Rlini71 (86)
. . . 0
0 0 Wi
Bl,i
By
and Bi=| | eRMW _RE (87)
BM i



and let ¢ = ((Wy, By),..., (WL, BL)) € N. Note that for all x € R% it holds that
Wl,lx + Bl,l
Woix + B
Wa+B = 70 (88)
WM,LT + BM,l
Moreover, observe that for all i € NN [0,L — 2], 2y, 2, ..., 2y € RY it holds that
T Wit 0 0 T B it
T2 0 Wy : T2 Bsit1
VVi_;,_l + Bi+1 - . 2,’ +1 0 :
Tpm 0 0 Wuin Tm Barita (89)
Wi + Biin
B Wa 129 + Bojipa
Wiriv1Zam + Buiva
Next note that for all @1, o, ..., 2y € R-1 it holds that
xrq €
M
To €2
WL + B, = <h1W1,JL hoWo 1, hMWM,]L) + Z P, B 1L
m=1
Ty T

hmBm,]L

= hm (Wm,]Lxm + Bm,]L) .

M
= [Z h’me,]Lxm
m=1

1[1=

1[1=

(90)
This, (88), and ([8J) ensure that for all z € R it holds that R(y) € C(R* R*)

and
= 3" h(Réw) (@)

Moreover, observe that the assumption that for all ¢ € {1,2,...,
lo =Ly, [; = ML,;, and [, = £, assures that

Zz
L-1
=ME(Lo+1)+ Lu(ME_y + 1)+ > ML, (ML,_1 +1)

n=2
[ZS w1 +1)

Combining this with (OI) establishes (82).
pleted.

(91)
L —1} it holds that

L—-1

D) =L+ D)+l + 1)+ (o +1)

n=2

(92)

M*P ().

The proof of Lemma [5.1] is thus com-
0
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5.2 Compositions of DNNs involving artificial identities

Proposition 5.2 (Composition of neural networks). Let dy,ds,d3 € N, let A,,: R" —
R", n € N, and a: R — R be continuous functions which satisfy for all n € N,
r=(21,...,2,) € R" that A, () = (a(zy),...,a(z,)), let

N =Urezs4,...3 Yo tr,...1p)ent+ (X (RIX=t 5 RY), (93)

let P: N — N, L: N = Upegaaa, (N and R: N — U enC(RE,RY) be the
functions which satisfy for all L € {2,3,4,...}, lo,l1,...,lp € N, & = (W, By), ...,
(WL,BL)) c (Xﬁzl(Rl"Xl"*1 X Rl")), Ty € Rlo; ey, X1 € Rt with Vn € NN
[1,L): @, = Ay, (Wozy 1+ By,) that P(®) = S5 1(l,1 +1), R(®) € C(Rl,R™%),
,C(CI)) = (lo, ll, ey ZL), and

(R®)(20) = Wrzr—1 + B, (94)

and let ¢1, 9,1 € N, Ly, Ly € {2, 3,4.. .}, i, l1,07 ll,lu ceey ll,Ll’ l270, l2,1, R l27L2 eN
satisfy for all x € R%, i € {1,2} that R(¢1) € C(R%,R%), R(py) € C(R®, R%),
R(I) € C(R%2,R%), L(¢) = (lig,lin,---,lir,) € NETL L(I) = (do,i,dy) € N3,
and (R1)(x) = x. Then there exists v € N such that for all x € R4 it holds that
R(’QD) € C(Rdl,Rd3), E(’QD) = (l270, l271, RN l27L2_1, i, l171, l172, ceey ll,Ll) € NL1+L2+1,
P() < max{1,27(d) 2 PIDHP(61) + P(6)), and

(RY)(z) = (Ro1) ((Re2)(2)) = ((R¢r) © (Re2)) (). (95)

Proof of Proposition[53. Throughout this proof let (W31, Bs;) € R*% xR (Ws,
Bso) € R=XxR% and (Wj1, Bj1),- .., (Wip,, Byr,)) € (X (REn¥bn—1 x Rbin)),
J € {1,2}, S&tiSfy for all j € {1,2} that I = ((WgJ,BgJ), (ng,ng)) and ij =
((VV]'J, Bj,1>7 e (Wj,Lja Bj,L]-))a let Ly = Ly + Lo, let l4’0, l471, ce l47L4 e N satisfy
foralli e {0,1,..., Ly — 1}, j € {1,2,..., Ly} that

la; = lag, lar, =1, and ly,0045 = l1j, (96)

let (Wa1,Ba1),--y (War,, Bar,)) € (xEt (Rlanxtan-t x Rln)) satisfy for all i €
(1,2, Ly — 1}, j € {2,3,.... L)} that

(Wyi, Bai) = (Way, Bay), (97)
(Wi Ly, Bar,) = Ws1Wa ,, Ws1Ba 1, + Bs1), (98)
(Wi ro+1, Barot1) = Wi aWs o, W1 1Bs 2+ Bia), (99)

and (Wyr,+4j, Bar,+j) = (Wi, Bij), and let o = (W, Baa), ..., (War,, Bor,)) €
N. Observe that for all z € Rlar2-1 = R222-1 ¢ € RM422 = R! it holds that

W47L2$+B47L2 = W3,1W27L2$+W37132,L2+B371 = W371(W27L2x+BQ’L2)+B371 (100)
and

Wi t,+1Y+Bap,41 = WiiWaoy+Wi1Bs o+ B1y = Wi 1 (Ws2y+Bsa)+Biq. (101)
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This ensures that for all z € R% it holds that R(¢) € C(R%,R%) and

(Re)(x) = (Rén) (RD((Réx)(@))) = (Rén)(Row)(@). (102
Moreover, note that
Ly Li+Lo
= Z Z4,n(l4,n—l + 1) = Z l4,n(l4,n—l + 1)
n=1
LQ 1 [ Li+Lo
= Z l4n Z4n 1+ 1 + Z l4,n(l4,n—1 + 1)
sl (103)
+ l4 LQ(l4 L1+ 1)+ l4 Lot1(la, +1)
L2 1 i Ll
= Z lon(lop—1+1)| + Zl4,L2+n(l4,L2+n—1 +1)
Ln=2
+1(l2L21+1)+l11( )
Hence, we obtain that
[Lo—1 MLy 7
P(y) = Z ozt + 1) | + | D liallins +1)
Ln=2 |
+ (l2L2 1+1)+l11(i+1)
[Lo—1 L1 )
= Z l2n Z2n 1+ 1 + Z ll,n(ll,n—l + 1)
Ln=2 _ (104)
+ d_ Ao, (lopy—1+ 1)+ 114 (lLO A 1)
2 2
L2 Ll
S max{l,i/dg} ([Z l2,n(l2,n—1 + 1) + Z ll,n(ll,n—l + 1) )
n=1 n=1
= max{1,i/d>}(P(¢1) + P(¢2)).
Next observe that
PI) =i(da+1)+da(i+ 1) =2ide +i+dy > 2ids. (105)
This and (I04]) ensure that
P() < max{1,27(d2) > P(I)}(P(¢1) + P(2)). (106)
Combining this with (I02]) establishes ([@5]). The proof of Proposition is thus
completed. O
Proposition 5.3. Let d € N, let A,,: R" — R", n € N, and a: R — R be
continuous functions which satisfy for all n € N, © = (z1,...,2,) € R" that
An(@) = @(21), .., a(zn), let
N =Urez34,...} Ylo,ir,... 1 )eNi+1 (X gy (Rt RImY), (107)



let P ./\/ — N, L: N — UL€{273747”_}NL+1, and R : ./\/ — UhleNC(Rk,Rl) be the
functions which satisfy for all L € {2,3,4,...}, lo,l1,...,lp € N, & = (W, By),...,
(WL,BL)) € (Xﬁzl(Rl"Xl"*1 X Rl")), Ty € Rlo; ey, X1 € R~ with Vn € NN
,L): z, = Ay, Wyxp_1+ By) that P(®) = 25:1 In(lno1+1), R(®) € O(Rl, Rz),
E(CI)) = (lo, ll, ey ZL), and

(R®)(20) = Wrzr—1 + B, (108)

and let ¢1, ng, I e N, Ll, L2 - {2, 3,4 .. .}, i, l1,07 ll,lu ce ll,Ll’ l270, l2,1, ey l2,L2 €N
satisfy for allz € R?, i € {1,2} that R(¢;) € C(RY,RY), L(¢:) = (Lo, Lins- -5 liz,) €
NLtl o £2(1) = (d,i,d) € N3, (RI)(z) = z, and lyp,—1 < loz,-1 +1i. Then there
exists v € N such that for all x € R? it holds that R(¢) € C(RY RY), L(¢) =
oy bty lpets oy + i las 41y oy 1 41y lap,) € NEFE2 D) < Pley) +
(P(¢2) + P(I))3, and

(Ry)(2) = (Rér)(w) + (Ro2) (Ro1)(2)). (109)

Proof of Proposition[5.3. Throughout this proof let (W3, By ;) € (R™IxRY), (W34,
B372) < (RdXi XRd)v and ((I/Vjvl’ Bj,1>7 R (VV]}L]'? Bijj)) < (Xilil (lemxzj’nil XR[ITL»’
J € {1,2}, S&tiSfy for all j € {1,2} that I = ((WgJ,BgJ), (W3,27Bg’2>> and ij =
((VV]'J, Bj,1>7 e (Wj,Lja Bj,L]-))a let Ly = L1+ Ly— 1, let l4’0, l4’1, e l4,L4 eN satisfy
forall i € {0,1,..., L1 — 1}, j € {0,1,..., Ly — 2} that

l4,i = l1,u l4,L1+j = l2,j+l +1, and l4,L4 = l2,L2 =d, (110)

let (Wy1,Baa)s--.s War,,Bar,)) € (xﬁ“:l(Rl‘L"Xl“’"fl x Rln)), assume for all i €
{1,2,...,L; — 1} that

(W4,i>B4,i) — (Wl,i’ Bl,i) c (Rll,inl,ifl % Rll,i) _ (Rl4,i><l4,i71 % Rl‘“), (111)

WoiWh L (Ig,1+1) X1 l !
%% — , L1 c RUz1 i)x LL1—-1 — R 4,0y X 4,1:1717 112
&I <W3,1W1,L1 (112)

Wa1B1 1, + Baa lo.1+i !

Bip, =0 ! ) e Rt = Rlazy 113
hin (WS,lBl,Ll + B3 (113)
Wi, = (Waor, Wss) € R (214D = Riazaxbrs, (114)
and  Byp, = Bop, + B3y € R2L2 = Rl (115)

assume for all 7 € NN [0, Ly — 2] that

W 0

Watnts = ( 0 W3,1W3,2) € R mx(lty = Rt iunom - (116)

_ B2J+1 (l2,j+1+) _ mlan i+
and  Byg = (WMB&2 15, ) ERE =R, (117)
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and let ¢ = (Wy1, Bsa1),--., (War,, Bar,)) € N. Observe that for all z € Rlz1-1
it holds that

Wy iWir Wo1Bi 1, + B2
Wyp,x+ Byp, = e o ’
& &I <W3,1W1,L1 Ws1B1,1, + B3

_ <W2,1W1,L1-T +WoiBi, + B2,1)

118
Ws Wi @+ Ws 1By, + B3 (118)

_ (Waa(Wh @+ Byp,) + Bay
Ws (Wi p,x+ Bir,) +Bsi )

Moreover, note that for all i € NN [0, Ly — 2], x € R®2i, y € R it holds that

z Wain 0 x Byt
W 7 + B i — R _|,_ ’
4,11+ (y) 4,L1+ ( 0 W3,1W3’2) (y) <W3,lBS,2 + BS,l

_ Woip1x + Bt (119)
W3 1W3 oy + W5 1835+ B3y

_ Wai1r + Bt
Ws1(Wsoy + Bsa) + Bs1 )
Next observe that for all z € R2L2-1, y € R it holds that

x T
Wir, (y) + By, = (WQ,LQ W3,2) (y) + By, + B3a

= (Wy,x + By r,) + (Waay + Bsa).

(120)

Moreover, note that the hypothesis that Vy € R?: (R1I)(y) = y ensures that for all
x € R? it holds that
W372A1(W371[E —+ 3371) + 3372 =2x. (121)

Combining this, (III)), (II8), (1Y), and ([I20) proves that for all x € R? it holds
that

(RY)(z) = (Rér)(2) + (Rea) (Re) (). (122)
Next observe that
Ls Li+Ly—1
P(y) = Z ln(lap—1+1) = Z lin(lan— +1)
n'Li—l . '1Ll+L2—2
=) lnlana + D+ | > lanlan +1)
n=1 i Ll n=L1+1 (123)
+lap, (1 + 1) + lnyro—1(lany40,—2 + 1)
[L1—1 T [Lo—2
- Z ll,n(ll,n—l + 1) + Z l4,L1+n(l4,L1+n—l + 1)
n=1 n=1

+ (1 +1) (i + 1)+, (lop,—1 +i+1).
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The hypothesis that l; ;,, 1 <3 1,1 + i therefore assures that

Li—-1 Lo—2
ST il D)+ | (o + 1) (o +i+ 1)
n=1 n=1

+ (b +i) (1 + 1)+, (lop,—1 +i+1)

MLo—2
<P(G1) + | Y [lomra(lem + 1) + lonpai + i (I + 1) + 7]
L n=1 (124)
+ (o1 +V)(lopy1+i+ 1) +lop,(lop,—1 +i+1)
MLo—1 Lo—2
< P(¢1) + Z lon(lop1 +1)| +i Z (21 +l2n)
L n=2 n=1
+ (Lo —2)(i+1i%) + (log +1)(lop,—1 +i+ 1)
+ o, (lo o1+ 1) + lo 1l
Hence, we obtain that
Lo—2
P(Y) < Plor) + Zzzn (lame1 + )| +1] D (ot + o)
n=2 n=1
+(Ly —2)(i+i%) +i(lag +lopy 1 +lor,) (125)
+ 11 (o, 10— 1+1)+.(’+1)
< P(¢1) + Ples) +2i Zzgn + (Lo — 1)(i +12) + lo1 (lo,z—1 + 1)
n=1
Next observe that
Lo Lo
Plda) = lbnllano1 +1) >2 [Z zg,n] > 2L, (126)
n=1 n=1
and
PI) =i(d+1)+d(i+1)>2i+2. (127)
This and ([I25]) demonstrate that
P()) < P(61) + P(g2) +iP(¢2) + (i +1*)P(h2) + P(¢2) (P(42) + 1)
= P(¢1) + P(h2) (2 + 20+ %) + (P(¢2))”
< P(¢1) + P(¢2)(P(D) + (P(D)?) + (P(¢2))? (128)
< P(¢p1) + 2P () (PI))* + (P(¢2))”
< P(¢1) + (P(¢2) + P(I))°.
Combining this with (I22]) establishes (I09). The proof of Proposition is thus
completed. O

28



5.3 Representations of the d-dimensional identities

Lemma 5.4 (Artificial neural networks with rectifier functions). Let d € N, let
A, R" = R" n €N, be the functions which satisfy for alln € N, x = (z1,...,x,) €
R"™ that A, (x) = (max{z1,0}, ..., max{z,,0}), let

N =Urezs4,...3 Yo tr,...1p)ent+ (X gy (Rt RImY), (129)

and let P: N = N, L: N = Upeppza, N and R: N — U enC(RF,RY) be the
functions which satisfy for all L € {2,3,4,...}, lo,l1,...,lp € N, & = (W, By), ...,
(WL,BL)) c (Xﬁzl(Rl"XlThl X Rl")), Ty € Rlo; ey, X1 € Rt with Vn € NN
[1,L): 2, = Ay, (Wozy 1+ By,) that P(®) = S5 1(l,1 +1), R(®) € C(Rl,R™%),
E(CI)) = (lo, ll, ey ZL), and

(R®)(xo) = Wrzp—1+ By (130)

Then there exists v € N such that for all z € R? it holds that R(v) € C(R? R?),
L) = (d,2d,d) € N*, and
(Ry)(x) = . (131)

Proof of Lemma[5.) Throughout this proof let wy € R**! wy € R™2 (Wy, By) €
(REDxd 5 R2d) and (Wsy, By) € (R¥*(2D x R?) satisfy that

wy 0 0 --- 0
0O w 0 -+ 0
wy = (_11) eR”, Wy=[0 0 w - 0| cRCI B —0ecR¥,
0 0 O Wy
(132)
wy 0 0 0
0 we O 0
wo = (1 _1) eERVZ W,=[0 0 wy -~ 0| crxC) B, —(ecR
0 0 0 - w
(133)

and let ¢ = ((Wy, By), (Wa, By)) € N'. Observe that for all x = (21, 29,...,24) € R?

it holds that
w11
W12

Wi+ By =W =| [ eR* (134)

w1Tq
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This ensures that for all x = (21, 25, ..., 24) € R? it holds that

max{zy,0}
max{—xy,0}

max{zy, 0}
Ay Wiz + By) = | max{—22,0} | ¢ R*. (135)

max{zy, 0}
max{—xz4,0}

Hence, we obtain that for all x = (z1, 29, ..., 24) € R? it holds that

max{z,0}
max{—x,0}

max{zy, 0}
WQA(gd)(Wl.T + Bl) + Bg = W2 maX{_x% O}

mas{,,0) (136)
max{—z4,0}

max{zy,0} — max{—z,0}
max{zy, 0} — max{—xy,0}

= : =1z € RY
max{xy, 0} - max{—x4,0}
This demonstrates that for all z € R? it holds that
(RY)(@) = o (137)
Combining this with the fact that £(v) = (d,2d,d) € N? establishes (I31)). The
proof of Lemma [5.4 is thus completed. O

6 DNN approximations for partial differential
equations (PDEs)

In this section we establish in our main result in Theorem in Subsection be-
low that rectified DNNs have the capacity to approximate solutions of second-order
Kolmogorov PDEs with nonlinear drift and constant diffusion coefficients without
suffering from the curse of dimensionality. Our proof of Theorem is based on
an application of Corollary in Subsection below. Corollary [6.2] in turn, fol-
lows immediately from Proposition in Subsection below. Proposition
is, roughly speaking, a generalized version of Theorem which covers a more
general type of activation function instead of only the rectifier function as the em-
ployed activation function. Proposition shows for every p € [2,00) that the
LP(v4; R)-distance between the solution of the PDE at the time of maturity and the
DNN is smaller or equal than the prescribed approximation accuracy £ > 0, where
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va: B(RY) — [0,1], d € N, is a suitable sequence of probability measures. Corol-
lary slightly generalizes this result, in particular, by assuming that p € (0, 00)
is an arbitrary strictly positive real number instead of assuming that p € [2,00) is
greater or equal than 2 (cf. Proposition [6]). Finally, in Corollary in Subsec-
tion below we specialize Theorem in Subsection to the case where for
every d € N we have that the probability measure v, is nothing else but the uniform
distribution on the d-dimensional unit cube [0, 1]%. Theorem [LTlin the introduction
in Section [Il above follows directly from Corollary in Subsection

6.1 DNN approximations with general activation functions

Proposition 6.1. Let T,k € (0,00), 7 € [1,00), p € [2,00), let Ag = (aa,i ;)i )eqr,... a2
€ R4 d € N, be symmetric positive semidefinite matrices, for every d € N let
| |lga : R — [0, 00) be the d-dimensional Euclidean norm and let vq: B(R?) — [0, 1]
be a probability measure, let foq: R = R, d € N, and f14: RY - RY, d € N, be
functions, let Ag: RT — RY, d € N, and a: R — R be continuous functions which
satisfy for alld € N, x = (x1,...,24) € R that Ayg(z) = (a(zy),...,a(zq)), let

N =Urez34,...3 Yo tr,...1p)ent+ (X h_y (Rt 5 RIY), (138)

let P: ./\/ — N, L: N — UL€{273747”_}NL+1, and R : ./\/ — UkJeNC(Rk,RZ) be the
functions which satisfy for all L € {2,3,4,...}, lo,l1,...,lp € N, & = (W, By),...,
(WL,BL)) c (Xﬁzl(Rl"XlThl X Rl")), Ty € Rlo; ey, X1 € R with Vn € NN
,L): z, = Ay, Wyx,_1+ By) that P(®) = 25:1 L(lno1+1), R(®) € O(Rl, Rz),
E(CI)) = (lo, ll, ey ZL), and

(R®)(xo) = Wrar-1 + B, (139)

let (07 (m.ae)efo13xnx©01 S N, (0*T)aen € N, and assume for all d € N, € €
(0,1], z,y € R? that R(¢29) € C(RL,R), R(¢%), R(¢>Y) € C(RRY), | foalw)| +
S laaig] < kd* (L4 l2ll52), [ fra(@) = fra®)llpe < &l —ylga, (RO (2)|ga <
R(d® + ||z]lpa), P(6>9) + Sh_oP(erd) < kdie™, |(Re2Y)(x) — (R4 (y)| <
rd* (1|l gat lyllE) o —yllea, L(679) € N2, (R$>)(2) = @, fpu ll2|25" T va(dz) <
nd", and

| foa(x) = (RE2) (@)| + || fra(x) — (Roe?) (@) llpe < erd™(1+ ||z]l5a).  (140)
Then

(i) there exist unique at most polynomially growing functions uq: [0,T] x R — R,
d € N, such that for all d € N, z € R it holds that ug(0,x) = foa(x) and such
that for all d € N it holds that ug is a viscosity solution of

(Frua)(t, @) = (Frua)(t,7) fralz) + Z Qa5 (g wa) (@) (141)

for (t,z) € (0,T) x R? and

31



(ii) there exist (Ya.)ae)enxo,1 S N, ¢ € R such that for alld € N, € € (0,1] it
holds that P(g.) < cdc™¢, R(vqe) € C(RLR), and

l/p
[/Rd |ug(T, ) — (Rtpae) (2)|P va(de) <e. (142)

Proof of Proposition[6.1. Throughout this proof let « € R be the real number given
by ¢ = max{k, 1}, let Ay € R4 d € N, satisfy for all d € N that A; = /24y,
let @2 R? - R, § € (0,1], d € N, and &;%: R? — R% § € (0,1], d € N, be the
functions which satisfy for all m € {0,1}, d € N, § € (0,1], z € R? that

o (z) = (Rej™")(2), (143)

let (2, F,P) be a probability space, let W™: [0,T] x @ — R? d,m € N, be
independent standard Brownian motions, let wy, € R, d € N, ¢ € (0,00), satisfy
for all ¢ € (0,00), d € N that

Wd,q = (E[HAdW;’IH%dDI/qa (144)
let X4%: [0,7T] x Q — R? d € N, € RY, be stochastic processes with continuous
sample paths which satisfy for all x € R? d € N, ¢ € [0, 7] that

t
XM =+ / fra(X&®) ds + AW, (145)
0
(cf. Theorem Bl), let xs: [0,7] — [0, 7], 6 € (0,1], be the functions which satisfy
for all 6 € (0,1], ¢t € [0, 7] that
xs(t) = max ({0, 0% 26% 36%, ...} N [0,1]), (146)

let Yodmz. [0, T] x Q — R4, § € (0,1], d,;m € N, z € R? be stochastic processes
with continuous sample paths which satisfy for all x € R? d,m € N, ¢ € (0,1],
t € [0,7] that

xs(s)

t
)/tcg,d,m,x :l’+/ (I)é,d(yé,d,m,m) dS‘}‘AdVth’ma (147)
0

let My € N, d € N, ¢ € (0,1], be the natural numbers which satisfy for all ¢ € (0, 1],
d € N that

md,a
= min (N N {(%)2 [1 + (/id”T + \/2(pL — 1)/»$0l’“””T)]m€ + nd”] %, oo)),
(148)

and let Dy, € (0,1], d € N, ¢ € (0,1], be the real numbers which satisfy for all
e € (0,1], d € N that

Dy, = ¢[max{2kd", 1} + T_l/Q] o (B3Rt 4 2t 2T) }max{l, 2k(Kk + 1)d“}‘_12_(2”1)

P

112+ max{1, kd", || f1.4(0)|pa} max{1, T} + /2(2 = D)rd<T|""™"" + "
(149)
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Observe that the assumption that for all d € N, ¢ € (0,1] it holds that R(¢%?) €
C(R%R) and ([40) ensure that fo4 € C(RY R). This, the fact that for all d € N
it holds that the function f;4: R — R? is Lipschitz continuous, and Theorem B1]
establish item (Il). It thus remains to prove item (). For this note that the fact that
Vy,zeRa€[l,00): |y+ 2|* <2 !(|y|* + |2|*) and Theorem B.1] ensure that for
all M,d € N, § € (0,1] it holds that

| B juat) - {z¢<5mﬂﬂwwg

< ot /R ) E[\ud(T, ) — E[Y (V4] }”] va(dz)

+ op—1 / E
]Rd

_ op—1 dm 0,d vy 0,d,1,z de T
=2t [ (B[4 ~ B0 valda)
1

M p
v et - g 8 o] [ san

The fact that 2¢/p —1 < p and, e.g., Grohs et al. 26, Corollary 2.5] hence prove
that for all M.,d € N, § € (0,1] it holds that

[ 2| juira) - [zw%“mﬂﬂwm>

<o [ [B{AE0] - B0 s

(a0 - o7 | £ e H wldr)  (150)

m=1

20~1(2,/p — 1)? . .
i Mf; ) /R dIED(I)g’d(Yﬁ’d’L ) — E[@(v24)] \p] v(de)  (151)

<! /R [E[foa(X77)] = E[@3 (2 )]|" va(da)

2p~1pp
A]\Ip/2 Rd

The fact that Vy,z € Rya € [1,00): |y + 2| < 2°7Y(|y|* + |2|*) and Jensen’s
inequality therefore assure that for all M,d € N, ¢ € (0, 1] it holds that

/IE
Rd

< o1 /R ) E[foa(X5M)] = E[@0 (Y2 [ va(da

+ E[}@de(yj‘f’d“) — B[0%4(y 4] }p] va(dz).

wll) - | 2 @) ” va(dz)

m=1

2(p—1)
i 2]\4722913 E[}q)g,d(yjé,d,l,x)‘ﬂ IR [}E[q)g,d(yj@d,l,x)] ‘p} va(da) (152)
S 2p—1 /Rd }E[fo7d(X§i~’m)] E[q)o d(Yéd 1, xﬂ } (dl’)
+% E| 03 (v )| va(de).
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Next observe that for all d € N, z,y € R? it holds that
1

1
2/0 [rllzllzs + (1 = 1) lyllra] " dr > /O [ llzlize + (1= 7)"llyllga] dr

El
k+1 ’

(153)

1
_ [I|xy|ﬂgd+||y||§d}/o g |

This and the hypothesis that Vd € N, § € (0,1],z,y € R%: |(Roy™?) () — (RoYM) ()]
< kd*(1 4 [|z|| £ + [JyllEa) ]|z — y|lre prove that for all d € N, § € (0,1], z,y € R? it
holds that

|25(2) — 25" (y)| = [(Re5“)(2) — (Re5 ") (v)]
< Rd*(1 A+ [|2][ga + lyllza) |z = e

1
< kd" (1 +2(k + 1)/ [l ||ge + (1 — 7’)||y||Rdrd7’) |z — y||ge (154)
0
1
< 20k + 1" (1 s [ Pl + 0 - r>||y||Rd]“dr) 2 — e
0

Proposition @0 (with d = d, m =d, { = x, T =T, ¢c = k, C = rd", g = drd",
g1 = 0rd", g9 = 0, ¢ = K, &1 = K, @ = 0, Lg = 2k(k + 1)d", Ly = K, { = K,
h = min{52,T}, B = A4, p=2q=2 |||| - ||'||Rd7 (QvF7P) - (Q7~F7P>7
W =W, ¢y = O fi = fra, ¢2 = idea, X = Xpumawry Jo = Joar 61 = &5,
(@r)re0,00) = (War)re(0,00)s X = Xdr 'y = yodle for d € N, x € RY § € (0,1] in
the notation of Proposition FL6]) hence ensures that for all d € N, § € (0,1], x € R?
it holds that

|E[fo.a(X77)] — E[@PU(Y2H)]|” < [20kd" + (min{s?, T'}/T)"*]"
. 6p(n+3+2ﬁ+[nmax{ﬁ,n}+ﬁmax{ﬁ,l}+ﬁmax{n,1}+2]T) [HxHRd + max{l, 0}(1 + 1)

K max{1l,k,k K
+max{1, k", || f1.a(0) | ga} max{1, T} + Damaximanoz ]

- |max{1, 2x(x + 1)d’"‘}‘p
< [20Kd" 4 (62/T)?]7 er G320 2D iasc (1, 2k (s + 1)d"} |7
[llwllga + 2 + max{L, kd", || f1,4(0) |[pa} max{L, T} + Camaxion2]

(155)

pLTPR

Moreover, note that Lemma assures that for all ¢ € [2,00), d € N it holds that

Wag < \/(q — 1) Trace(A5A)T = \/2(q — 1) Trace(Ag)T < /2(q — 1)kd~T.
(156)

This, (I53), and the fact that Vy,z € R,a € [1,00): |y + 2]* < 2°71(Jy|* + |2]%)
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demonstrate that for all d € N, § € (0, 1] it holds that

/ }E de Xdz [(I)Od(Y(Sdlz ”P dl’)
< P [2/€d'{ + T—l/z] ep(3+3n+[n +2re+2]T) ‘max{l, 2:‘4,(/4, + 1)dn}‘p
pL+pK

/ [Hx||Rd+2+max{1,fid“, y|f1,d(0)y|Rd}max{1,T}+\/2(2L—1)mzHT] va(dz)
R4

< o7 [2wd" + T7)" P (B3I +2met2T) |max{1, 2k (x + 1)d"}|"

:| pLPR

. oputpr—1 ( [2 + max{1, kd", || f1.4(0)||ga } max{1, T} + \/2(2L — 1) kd*T

# [ el ta) ). (157

Next note that the fact that + < k + 1 and Hélder’s inequality prove that for all
d € N it holds that

( (t4+5)/(2r41)
putpR p2/~£+1
[ el _[/ ol v .

ndn (L+K)/(2H+1) < ndn
Combining this and ([I57)) ensures that for all d € N, § € (0, 1] it holds that
< 6P [2/-id’“‘ + T—l/ﬂ ep<3+3”+[”2+2m+2}T> Imax{1,2k(k + 1)d"}|"2r@+)=2  (159)

: ( 2+ max{1, kd", | f1.4(0)l|ra} max{1, T} + /202 — 1)wd°T | ey nd”) .

Next observe that for all d € N, § € (0, 1], € R? it holds that

|@5(2)] < | @5 (@) — foa(@)] + | fo.a(x)|

160
< Ord™(1 + [|z||ga) + wd"(1 + [|2||ga) < 26d°(1 + ||z||ga)- (160)

Moreover, note that Lemma 1] shows that for all ¢ € [1,00), § € (0,1], d,m € N,
x € R? it holds that

]

@02 18.0) " < (lollss + 5T + E[LAWEIZ])7) e

(161)
= (lz||ge + £d"T + waq) €.

This and (I56) demonstrate that for all ¢ € [2,00), § € (0,1], d,m € N, x € R? it
holds that

E[V2%™)12,]1) 7" < (|2llge + £d“T + \/2(q — DrdT) e . (162)
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Combining this with (IG0), the fact that Vy, z € R, € [1,00): |y+2|* < 2° }(|y|*+
|2|%), and Holder’s inequality ensures that for all § € (0, 1], d € N it holds that

/R CE|[0 (747 valde) < (26d)’ / E[(1+ 19 5) ] valda)

< (2kd~)P2r ! /R d [1+||Y””!RZ} va(dz)

< (4rd")" (1+/IR [HY‘””!RZ} l/d(dx)) (163)
< (4rd~)? (1+/ ‘IE ||Y5d”|R;} K/Lyd(dx))

< (4rd®)” (1+/ [(||x“Rd+fid“T+ V2(pt — 1)kdT) “T] (dx)).

The fact that Vy,z € R, € [0,00): |y + 2|* < 2%(Jy|* + |2]*) hence proves that for
all 6 € (0,1], d € N it holds that

/R d E[\ég’d(Yﬁ’d’l’x)}p] va(dr) 1oy
< (4rd")’ (1 4 or T [/ el va(dz) + (’“FT V2 1)'“1@)%})

< (4rd")72r" ePn o {1 + </<cd“T +4/2(pe — 1) /id’fT / ||| va(d } .

Next note that Holder’s inequality shows that for all d € N it holds that

(2041) #/(2r+1)
pK d p(2k
[ el < | [ olles vt .

770«"7 *”~/ (2rt1) < nd".

Combining this and ([I64]) ensures that for all § € (0,1], d € N it holds that

9%=1yp /R E [\@gd(ygvd’m) }”] va(dz) (166)

_ (2n+4pﬁdnen2T)p
- 2
This, (I52), and ([I59) prove that for all d € N, e € (0, 1] it holds that

/IE
R4

Corollary [24] therefore assures that for all d € N, € € (0, 1] there exists . €
such that

i

[1 + </<ad"‘T + v 2(pt — 1)md“T>pﬁ + ndn] :

uq(T,x) —

md,e p
[ > ol (v dm)] ' ] va(dr) < 5 + 5 <. (167)

m=1

M-

p

My e /p
ug(T, ) — mld [z (Rgzs%je)(Yf‘i*s’d’m’ﬂmdﬁ))] vd(dx)] <e. (168)

m=1
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Moreover, note that for all d € N, ¢ € (0, 1] it holds that

K K K2 2 K 2/17
M. < (M) [1 + (kT + \/2(pt — D)rdeT)"" + nd”} 41

. %/
= 22(”+4)p2/~i2d2“62”2T 1 + (/-id’“‘T +2(pr — 1 /id”T)p + nd”} Te2 +1

< 22(n+4)p2ﬁ2d2n62n2T + (kd"T + V20 — 1) d“T)pH I ndn] 20

< 22T 1 (1T + pud VT)™ 4 nd? |72 4 1. (169)
Hence, we obtain that for all d € N, € € (0, 1] it holds that
M. < 22(”+4)p2n2d2“62“2T [1 + ‘QpLd‘ max{1, T}|"* + ndn] e 241
< 22(n+4) 2,226, 2/12Tdmax{an,77}[ + |2meaX{1 T}|pn+n] -2 +1
< QARHA) 2,20 22 T[ + [2pe max{1, T}P* + 77] PRt 2Rg=2 4 (170)
< Q2R )22 20 T[ + [2pe max{1, T}P* + 77] AR T 4
S 22(H+4)p2b262n T |:2 4 |2pL maX{l, T}|pli 4 ni| dplib+77+2/£€—2‘
Next observe that for all d € N, ¢ € (0, 1] it holds that
1£1.a(0) e < 1 1.4(0) = (RO2)(0)[[za + [|(Rp2) (0)]| s

(171)
< erd” 4+ rd" < 2rd" < 2ud".
Therefore, we obtain that for all d € N, € € (0, 1] it holds that
Dy.=¢ [max{de“, 1} + T_l/ﬂ e~ (33t +2mt 2T ‘max{l 2k(k+ 1) d“}‘_ —(2e41)

pLtpk —/p
: ([2 + max{1, rd", Hfl,d(())an} max{1, T} + 2020 — DrdT|  + nd”)

> e [max{2nd", 1} + T =Gl e2meaD (1, 910(s + 1)d"} |~ 27+

,1/17
pLtpK
. ([2 + max{1, kd", 2ed*} max{1, T} + /2(2t — 1)nd“T] + nd”)
> e[2max{2kd", 1 T‘WH e~ (3+3:+[3°+2]T) }max{l 2k(k + 1) d”}‘_ 9~ (2H)
pLpr ~ie
: <[2 + ud®max{1,T} + zbd”ﬁ} + nd”) : (172)

This proves that for all d € N, € € (0, 1] it holds that
Dy. > 6‘4Ld” max{1, T_l/Q}‘_ —(3:243)(T+1) ‘4 Qd”‘_ 9—(20+1)
. <[6Ld“ max{1, T}}pbﬂm + d”) o
> 6‘4Ld” max{1, T_l/Q}‘_ —(3:243)(T+1) ‘4L2d”‘_ 9—(20+1)
. <[6L max{1, T}]p”rp’“‘ +,7>_ g
‘4Lmax{1 T 1/2}‘_ —(3:24+3)(T+1) ‘4L2‘ lo—(2+1)
(60 max{1, T} s ) /rg-Grtntarta

(173)
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Hence, we obtain that for all d € N, € € (0, 1] it holds that
Dy > \min{l,TI/Q}‘Q—(3L2+3)(T+1) ,—39—(2u+5)
- ([60 max{1, TP+~ 4 n)—l/Pd_(I{(2+I€+L)+17)€'

Moreover, note that Proposition 3] ensures that for all § € (0,1], d € N, ¢ € [0, T],
w € Q there exist (Vs am.tw)men € N such that for all z € RY, m € N it holds that

R($samiw) € CRLRY), P(Wsamew) < P+ (P(6>) +P(o5) [xs(t)/6° +1],
£(¢5,d,m,t,w> — £(¢5,d,1,t,w)7 and

(Ribsaumae) (@) = Y, (). (175)
This demonstrates that for all 6 € (0,1], d,m € N, w € Q it holds that

PWsamrs) < (P@*) +P(05)" ()8 +2]
< (kd"6)°[T/6% + 2] < k(T + 2)d>" 652,
Proposition hence proves that for all 0 € (0,1], d € N, w € Q there exist

(Vsdmew)men © N such that for all z € RY m € N it holds that R(psdame) €

C(Rd>R)> P(@é,d,m,w) S ,P(¢27d)(73(¢27d) + P(w6,d,m,T,w))> E(@é,d,m,w) = E(@(S,d,l,w%
and

(174)

(176)

(Rpsamw) () = &5 (Y2"(w)). (177)
This and ([I76]) ensure that for all § € (0, 1], d,m € N, w € € it holds that
P(samw) < kd" [/id“(F_” + H3(T + 2)d3“5_3”_2]
< K2AWSTIH(T 4 2)[1 4 /7] < 200K (T 4 2)d™ 62,
Lemma 5] and (IT7) therefore show that for all M,d € N, § € (0,1], w € Q there

exists Uy a5, € N such that for all x € R? it holds that R(¥pras.) € C(RYR),
P(Warana) < 2MP2RT + 2)45 52, and

(178)

M
1 4,d,m,x
(R¥Unas0)(@) = 37 mXZ:l O (Y4 (). (179)

This, (I70), and (I74) assure that for all d € N, e € (0, 1], w € Q it holds that
P(Wony o d e ) < 2Mae|**w*(T + 2)d" Dy =7

2
<2 <22(n+4)p2L262n2T [2 + |2pL max{l, T}|pn + 77] dan+17+2n€—2>
. L2I€2(T + 2)d4n [\min{l, T1/2}|€—(3L2+3)(T+1) L—32—(2L+5)

1 —3k—2
X ([GL max{l, T}]pb—i-pn + 77) /Pd—(li(2+li+L)+77)€:| (180)
2
=2 <22(“+4)p2L262“2T 2+ [2pe max{1, T} + 7]}) (T + 2)

[ {r, 7y e T 908 (6 a1, Y ) ]

. d2(pm+n+4/i)+(/i(2+/i+l,) +n)(3k+2) .—3k—6 )

€

Combining this and (IG8) finishes the proof of item (@l). The proof of Proposition [G.1
is thus completed. O
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.....

be symmetric positive semidefinite matrices, for every d € N let ||-||ga : R? — [0, 00)
be the d-dimensional Euclidean norm and let vg: B(R?) — [0,1] be a probability
measure on R?, let foq: R - R, d € N, and f4: R - R?, d € N, be functions,
let Aj: R* - RY d €N, and a: R — R be continuous functions which satisfy for
alld e N, z = (x1,...,24) € R? that Ay(z) = (a(zy),...,a(zq)), let

N = Ure34,...} Yo ,...1n)ent+1 (Xp_y (Rt RiY), (181)

let P: N = N, L: N = Upegaaa, N and R N — UgenC(RY,RY) be the
functions which satisfy for all L € {2,3,4,...}, lo,l1,...,lp € N, & = (W, By),...,
(Wi, Br)) € (XE_|(RIn¥In-1 x RI")) 29 € R, ..., 211 € Rt with Vn € NN
[1,L): 2, = Ay, (Wozn_ 1+ By) that P(®) = S5 1(l,1 +1), R(®) € C(Rl,R™%),
,C((I)) = (lo, ll, ey ZL), and

(R®)(z0) = Wrap—1 + By, (182)

let (¢?’d)(m7d75)e{0,1}xm(0,1] C N, (0*Nagen € N, and assume for all d € N, € €
(0,1], z,y € R? that R(¢29) € C(RL,R), R(¢:%), R(¢>?) € C(RLRY), | foalw)| +
S ladig) < sd (L elg), | fra@) = fra()lee < slla—yllpa, (RO (2)|ge <
R(d® + ||zllpa), P(6>9) + b Plord) < kdie®, [(Re2Y)(x) — (R4 (y)| <
Rd™(1+ ||z]|5a + ylz) |2 = yllpe, L(@>7) € N2, (R>¥)(x) = @, [ ||2|fm P2 e
vy(dz) < nd", and

| foa(z) = (RO ()| + || fra(e) — (Re2?)(2)||pe < end™(1 + ||z]|5a).  (183)
Then

(i) there exist unique at most polynomially growing functions ug: [0,T] x R — R,
d € N, such that for all d € N, z € R? it holds that us(0,x) = fo4(x) and such
that for all d € N it holds that ug is a viscosity solution of

(Frua)(t.x) = (Fua)(t,2) fra(z) + Z a5 (5iea) (t, @) (184)

for (t,z) € (0,T) x R? and

(ii) there exist (Vae)ae)enxo,1 S N, ¢ € R such that for all d € N, € € (0,1] it
holds that P(g.) < cde™¢, R(vqe) € C(RY,R), and

Yp
[ » |ug(T, ) — (Rtpae) (2)|P va(de) <e. (185)

6.2 Rectified DNN approximations
Theorem 6.3. Let T, k,n,p € (0,00), let Ay = (aa;;)ijeir,..ap € R™, d €N,

.....

be symmetric positive semidefinite matrices, for every d € N let ||-||ga : R? — [0, 00)
be the d-dimensional Euclidean norm and let vg: B(R?) — [0,1] be a probability
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measure on R, let foq4: R? - R, d €N, and f,4: R - R?, d € N, be functions, let
As:RY— RY d €N, be the functions which satisfy for alld € N, x = (x1,...,74) €
R? that Ay(x) = (max{x;,0}, ..., max{zy,0}), let

N = Ure34,...} Yo ,...1n)ent+1 (Xp_y (Rt RIY), (186)

let P: N = N, L: N = Ureppaa, (N oand R: N = U enC(RE,RY) be the
functions which satisfy for all L € {2,3,4,...}, lo,l1,...,lp € N, & = (W, By),...,
(Wi, Br)) € (xE_|(RIn¥In-1 x RI)) 29 € R, ..., 211 € Rt with Vn € NN
,L): z, = Ay, Wyxp_1+ By) that P(®) = Zﬁzl L(ln_1+1), R(®) € O(Rl, Rz),
,C((I)) = (lo, ll, ey ZL), and

(R®)(xg) = Wrxr—1 + By, (187)
let (aﬁgn’d)(m’d@)e{o,l}mx(0,1] C N, and assume for alld € N, ¢ € (0,1], x,y € R? that
R(¢29) € C(RY,R), R(¢1?) € C(RLRY), | foa(z)| +Zf,j:1 agi ;| < wd*(14 ||z||5a),
I fra(@) = fra@)llre < Ellz—yllga, [(REE) (@) ||pa < K(d5+]|z||ga), Sp_g P(¢m) <

rde ™, [(RG2) ()= (R2)(y)| < w1+ [[lliat [yl 5 15—y e, feo ll2]m P2
ve(dz) <nd", and

| foa(x) = (RO2) ()| + || fra(x) — (ReE) (@) lre < end®(1+ ||z]l5a).  (188)
Then

(i) there exist unique at most polynomially growing functions ug: [0,T] x R — R,
d € N, such that for all d € N, z € R? it holds that ug(0,x) = foa(z) and such
that for all d € N it holds that ug is a viscosity solution of

(3rua)(t, 2) = (Fua)(t,2) fra(z) + Z Qdi,j (%;xjucz)(ta z) (189)

for (t,z) € (0,T) x R? and

(ii) there exist (Va.)e)enxo,1 S N, ¢ € R such that for alld € N, ¢ € (0,1] it
holds that P(va.) < cd€™¢, R(Yq.) € C(RYR), and

1/p
[ » |ug(T, ) — (Rtbae)(2)|P va(dx) <e. (190)

Proof of Theorem[0.3. Throughout this proof let a: R — R be the function which
satisfies for all z € R that
a(x) = max{z,0} (191)

and let (¢>?)gen € N satisfy for all d € N, 2 € R? that R(¢) € C(R? RY),
L(¢*?) = (d,2d,d), and (R¢*?)(z) = z (cf. Lemma E4)). Observe that for all
deN, z=(x1,...,74) € R?it holds that

Ay(@) = (a(z1),. .. a(zq)). (192)
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Next note that for all d € N it holds that
P(p>") =2d(d+ 1) +d(2d + 1) = 2d* + 2d + 2d*> + d = 4d* + 3d < 7d*.  (193)

This proves that for all d € N, e € (0,1] it holds that

1
P(¢*) + > Plem?) < Td* + kde ™ < (k+ 7)d" 2" (100
m=0

< (2,% + 7)d2ﬁ+7€_(2’€+7).

Moreover, observe that Young’s inequality assures that for all o € [0, 00) it holds
that

K k47 K+ 7
K < . 2k+7 < 2k+7 ] 195
ST T =@ o+ 7 (195)
This ensures that for all d € N, z,y € RY it holds that
K1+ ||2]l5a) < R2+ [lz]ztT) < 2+ 7)1+ ()35 (196)
and
. . 2(k + 7) . .
0+ el + ) < (14 2o el + ol
_ k(4K + 21) 2647 2647
= g7 T llleliza™ + llylle) (197)

<26+ 7+ 26+ T)([|2]5 ™ + vl
= (26 + 7)1+ |2 [IZ5H + llyllze")-

Combining this with ([92), (I94), the fact that Ay: R - R? d € N, and a: R - R
are continuous functions, and Corollary (with T =T,k =2c+T7,n=mn, p=np,

(Ad)deN = (Ad)deN, (I/d)deN = (Vd)deN> (fo,d)deN = (fo,d)deN> (fl,d)deN = (fl,d)deN;
(Ad)deN = (Ad)deNa a=a, N = N> P=P,L=L R=R, (¢?L’d)(m,d,e)€{0,1}xNx(0,1]
= (7 made)efo.13x8x(0,1]s (0*D)aen = (¢6*%)gen in the notation of Corollary B6.2)
establishes items ([{)—(@). The proof of Theorem [6.3]is thus completed. O

6.3 Rectified DNN approximations on the d-dimensional unit
cube

Corollary 6.4. Let T, k,p € (0,00), let Ay = (aq;ij)ijeq,. a2 € R d €N, be
symmetric positive semidefinite matrices, for every d € N let ||-||ga : Rd — [0,00)
be the d-dimensional Euclidean norm, let foq: R - R, d € N, and f,4: R? — R,
d € N, be functions, let Ay: R? — R?, d € N, be the functions which satisfy for all

deN, z=(zy1,...,2q4) € R? that Ay(z) = (max{zy,0},..., max{xy,0}), let
N =Urea34,.} Ygoin,.apyenist (X (R0 5 R)), (198)

let P: N = N and R: N — U 1enC(R*RY) be the functions which satisfy for all
L e {2,3,4, S }, lo,ll, e I, € N, b = ((Wl, Bl), cey (WL7 BL)) c (X,[{:l(Rl"Xl”_lx
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R)), mg € R, ..., xp 4 € Rie=1 withVn € NN [1,L): z, = Ay, Wox,_ 1 + B,)
that P(®) = S°F  1,(l,_1 4+ 1), R(®) € C(RP,R™), and

n=1

(R®)(xg) = Wrxp 1+ By, (199)

let (07 (m.ae)eqo11xnx(0,1] € N, and assume for alld € N, € € (0,1], 2,y € R? that

R(¢27) € C(RY,R), R(¢24) € C(RLRY), | foalw)| + 35 5-; laais| < vd*(1+ |z]5a),

1fra(2) = fra®)llpe < £llz—yllra, [(ROP) (@) |lra < w(d+[|2]|na), Doy PS5 <
rdie™, [(Re29)(x) — (R ()| < wd* (1 + [[zl|ga + [[yllga) 12 — yllga, and

| fo.a(x) = (RG2) ()] + || fra(z) — (Re2N) (@) ||ee < erd™(1+ [lz[la)-  (200)

Then

(i) there exist unique at most polynomially growing functions ug: [0, T] x R? — R,
d € N, such that for all d € N, z € R it holds that ug(0,x) = foa(z) and such
that for all d € N it holds that ug is a viscosity solution of

d

(Fua)(t,x) = (Frua) (t,0) fra(®) + Y aass (5055 ua) (¢, ) (201)

i,7=1
for (t,z) € (0,T) x R? and

(ii) there exist (Ya.)ae)enxo,1 S N, ¢ € R such that for alld € N, € € (0,1] it
holds that P(a.) < cdc¢, R(vqe) € C(RYR), and

{ A L [ua(T, z) — (Ripae) () dx] " <e. (202)

Proof of Corollary[6-} Throughout this proof for every d € N let \s: B(RY) —
[0,00] be the Lebesgue-Borel measure on R? and let vy: B(R?) — [0,1] be the
function which satisfies for all B € B(R?) that

va(B) = M(B 1 [0,1]%) (203)

Observe that (203) implies that for all d € N it holds that v, is a probability measure
on R%. This and 203)) ensure that for all d € N, g € C(R¢,R) it holds that

[ttt = [ o) as (204)

Combining this with, e.g., Grohs et al. [20], Lemma 3.15] demonstrates that for all
d € N it holds that

/ H ||max{p ,2}(4k+15) d(dx) _ /[; H ||max{p ,2}(4k+15) dr

< dmax{p 12} (4R+15) /2 < dmax{p,Q}(2n+8) < max{p, 2}(2,4’ + S)dmax{p,2}(2n+8)‘

Theorem 6.3 (with T'= T, k = k, n = max{p, 2}(26+8), p = p, (Ag)den = (Ag)den,
(Va)aen = (Va)aen, (foa)aen = (foa)aen, (fr.a)aen = (fra)aen, (Aa)aen = (Ad)den,
N =N,P =P R ="TR, (60 masecioxnix01] = (07 m.de)ef0.1}xNx(0,1];
(*Dgen = (¢*?)gen in the notation of Theorem [63) and (Z04) hence establish
items ([l)—(@). The proof of Corollary [6.4] is thus completed. O

(205)
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