
ar
X

iv
:2

40
6.

10
87

6v
1 

 [
cs

.L
G

] 
 1

6 
Ju

n 
20

24

Deep neural networks with ReLU, leaky ReLU,

and softplus activation provably overcome the

curse of dimensionality for space-time solutions

of semilinear partial differential equations

Julia Ackermann1, Arnulf Jentzen2,3,

Benno Kuckuck4, and Joshua Lee Padgett5

1 Department of Mathematics & Informatics,
University of Wuppertal, Germany, e-mail: jackermann@uni-wuppertal.de

2 School of Data Science and Shenzhen Research Institute of Big Data,
The Chinese University of Hong Kong, Shenzhen (CUHK-Shenzhen),

China, e-mail: ajentzen@cuhk.edu.cn

3 Applied Mathematics: Institute for Analysis and Numerics,
University of Münster, Germany, e-mail: ajentzen@uni-muenster.de

4 Applied Mathematics: Institute for Analysis and Numerics,
University of Münster, Germany, e-mail: bkuckuck@uni-muenster.de

5 Data & Analytics, Toyota Financial Services,
Texas, USA, e-mail: josh.padgett@toyota.com

June 18, 2024

Abstract

It is a very challenging topic in applied mathematics to solve high-dimensional
nonlinear partial differential equations (PDEs). Standard approximation methods for
nonlinear PDEs such as finite difference and finite element methods suffer under the
so-called curse of dimensionality (COD) in the sense that the number of computational
operations of the numerical approximation method grows at least exponentially in the
PDE dimension and with such methods it is essentially impossible to approximately
solve high-dimensional PDEs even when the fastest currently available computers are
used. However, in the last years great progress has been made in this area of research
through suitable deep learning (DL) based methods for PDEs in which deep neural
networks (DNNs) are used to approximate solutions of PDEs. Despite the remarkable
success of such DL methods in numerical simulations, it remains a fundamental open
problem of research to prove (or disprove) that such methods can overcome the COD in
the approximation of PDEs. However, there are nowadays several partial error analysis
results for DL methods for high-dimensional nonlinear PDEs in the literature which
prove that DNNs can overcome the COD in the sense that the number of parameters
of the approximating DNN grows at most polynomially in both the reciprocal 1/ε of the
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prescribed approximation accuracy ε > 0 and the PDE dimension d ∈ N = {1, 2, 3, . . . }.
In the main result of this article we prove that for all T, p ∈ (0,∞) it holds that solutions
ud : [0, T ] × R

d → R, d ∈ N, of semilinear heat equations with Lipschitz continuous
nonlinearities can be approximated in the Lp-sense on space-time regions without the
COD by DNNs with the rectified linear unit (ReLU), the leaky ReLU, or the softplus
activation function. In previous articles similar results have been established not for
space-time regions but for the solutions ud(T, ·), d ∈ N, at the terminal time T .
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1 Introduction

It is a very challenging topic in applied mathematics to solve high-dimensional partial dif-
ferential equations (PDEs). The dimensionality corresponds here to the number of dimen-
sions/degrees of freedom of the domain set on which solutions of the PDE are defined.
Classical deterministic numerical approximation methods for PDEs such as finite differ-
ence methods (see, e.g., Jovanović & Süli [57]) typically suffer from the so-called curse of
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dimensionality (COD) (cf., e.g., Bellman [13], Novak & Ritter [67], and Novak & Woźni-
akowski [68, Chapter 1]) in the sense that the number of computational operations of the nu-
merical method grows at least exponentially in the PDE dimension d ∈ N = {1, 2, 3, . . .} and
with such numerical methods it is basically impossible to approximately compute solutions
of even moderate high-dimensional PDEs, say, 30-dimensional PDE solutions (corresponding
to d = 30).

Great progress has been made in this field of research using suitable deep learning (DL)
based approximation methods for high-dimensional PDEs. More specifically, in about the
last 7 years there have arisen a large number of articles in which suitable DL based approx-
imation methods – involving deep artificial neural networks (ANNs) trained by stochastic
gradient descent optimization methods – have been proposed and used to approximately
solve high-dimensional PDEs. For example, we refer to [4, 5, 7, 17, 23, 40, 43, 59, 69, 70, 71]
for DL methods which are based on stochastic representations (involving forward stochastic
differential equations (SDEs) or forward backward stochastic differential equations (BSDEs))
of the PDE under consideration such as deep BSDE and deep Kolmogorov methods, we refer
to [14,39,42,60,72,76] for DL methods which are based on the classical or strong formulation
of the PDE under consideration such as physics-informed neural network (PINN) and deep
Galerkin (DG) methods, and we refer to [3, 18, 26, 77, 80] for DL methods which are based
on weak or variational formulations of the PDE under consideration. We also refer, for in-
stance, to the survey articles Beck et al. [11], Blechschmidt & Ernst [16], Cuomo et al. [22],
E et al. [24], Germain et al. [30], and Karniadakis et al. [58] and the monograph Jentzen et
al. [54, Chapters 16–18] for further references and details.

Despite the remarkable success of such DL methods in numerical simulations, it remains
a fundamental open problem of research to prove (or disprove) that such methods can indeed
overcome the COD in the approximation of PDEs. Actually, even in the situation of one-
dimensional PDEs and one-dimensional abstract target functions it remains a challenging
open research problem to prove (or disprove) that such methods do indeed converge (cf.,
e.g., [19, 28, 29, 32, 53, 55, 61, 74, 78]).

However, there are nowadays several partial error analyses for DL methods for high-
dimensional PDEs in the scientific literature which prove that ANNs have the fundamental
capacity to overcome the COD in the sense that the number of parameters of the approximat-
ing ANN grows at most polynomially in both the reciprocal 1/ε of the prescribed approxima-
tion accuracy ε > 0 and the dimension d ∈ N of the PDE1. Such ANN approximation results
for high-dimensional PDEs have first been obtained for linear PDEs of the Kolmogorov type
(see, e.g., [2, 15, 20, 27, 33, 34, 35, 36, 38, 41, 56, 73,79]) and, thereafter, have been extended to
certain classes of nonlinear PDEs (see, e.g., [1,21,46,62,63,64]). We also refer to the survey
articles Beck et al. [11, Section 6] and E et al. [24, Section 7] and the monograph Jentzen et
al. [54, Section 18.4] for further reading on such ANN approximation results.

In this work we prove in Theorem 1.1 in this introductory section that for every arbitrarily
large moment p ∈ (0,∞) and every arbitrarily large time horizon T ∈ (0,∞) it holds that
deep ANNs with the rectified linear unit (ReLU), the leaky ReLU, or the softplus activation

1This polynomial growth property in both the inverse 1/ε of the prescribed approximation accuracy ε > 0
and the PDE dimension d ∈ N is sometimes referred to as polynomial tractability in the literature (cf., e.g.,
Novak & Woźniakowski [68, Section 4.4.1]).
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overcome the COD in the Lp([0, T ] × [0, 1]d;R)-approximation of solutions of a class of
semilinear heat PDEs with Lipschitz continuous nonlinearities (see (1.6) in Theorem 1.1 for
details). Theorem 1.1 follows from the more general results in Theorem 5.3, Corollary 5.4,
and Corollary 5.5 in Section 5 and in Theorem 1.1 in this introductory section we restrict
ourselves to measuring the error with respect to the Lebesgue integral on the simple space-
time region [0, T ] × [0, 1]d while in our more general results in Theorem 5.3, Corollary 5.4,
and Corollary 5.5 we consider more general measures on more general space-time regions to
measure the error between the exact solution of the PDE and its deep ANN approximation.
In our preliminary article [1] we also showed such an ANN approximation result for semilinear
heat PDEs but we restricted ourselves to deep ANN approximations for the PDE solution
on some spatial regions (subsets of R

d) evaluated at the terminal time T instead of on
space-time regions as in this work. We now present the precise statement of Theorem 1.1
in a self-contained fashion in full mathematical details and, thereafter, we provide further
explanatory sentences regarding the statement of Theorem 1.1.

Theorem 1.1. Let T, κ, p ∈ (0,∞), let f : R → R be Lipschitz continuous, for every d ∈ N

let ud ∈ C1,2([0, T ]× R
d,R) satisfy for all t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ R

d that

∂
∂t
ud(t, x) = ∆xud(t, x) + f(ud(t, x)), (1.1)

let ν ∈ {0, 1}, a ∈ R\{−1, 1}, let a : R → R satisfy for all x ∈ R that a(x) = νmax{x,ax}+
(1− ν) ln(1 + exp(x)), for every d ∈ N, x = (x1, . . . , xd) ∈ R

d let A(x) ∈ R
d satisfy

A(x) = (a(x1), . . . , a(xd)), (1.2)

for every L ∈ N, l0, l1, . . . , lL ∈ N, Φ = ((W1, B1), . . . , (WL, BL)) ∈ (×L
k=1(R

lk×lk−1 × R
lk))

let R(Φ) : Rl0 → R
lL and P(Φ) ∈ N satisfy for all v0 ∈ R

l0, v1 ∈ R
l1, . . . , vL ∈ R

lL with
∀ k ∈ {1, 2, . . . , L− 1} : vk = A(Wkvk−1 +Bk) that

(R(Φ))(v0) =WLvL−1 +BL and P(Φ) =
∑L

k=1 lk(lk−1 + 1), (1.3)

for every d ∈ N let

Nd = ∪H∈N ∪(l0,l1,...,lH+1)∈{d}×NH×{1} (×H+1
k=1 (R

lk×lk−1 × R
lk)), (1.4)

and assume for all d ∈ N, ε ∈ (0, 1] that there exists G ∈ Nd such that for all t ∈ [0, T ],
x = (x1, . . . , xd) ∈ R

d it holds that P(G) ≤ κdκε−κ and

ε
(

|ud(t, x)|+
∑d

k=1| ∂
∂xk

ud(0, x)|
)

+ |ud(0, x)− (R(G))(x)| ≤ εκdκ(1 +
∑d

k=1|xk|κ). (1.5)

Then there exists c ∈ R such that for all d ∈ N, ε ∈ (0, 1] there exists U ∈ Nd+1 such that

[∫

[0,T ]×[0,1]d
|ud(y)− (R(U))(y)|p dy

]1/p ≤ ε and P(U) ≤ cdcε−c. (1.6)

Theorem 1.1 is an immediate consequence of Corollary 5.5 in Subsection 5.2 below.
Corollary 5.5, in turn, follows from Theorem 5.3, which is the main theorem of this article.
In the following we add a few explanatory comments on the conclusion of Theorem 1.1 and
the mathematical objects appearing in Theorem 1.1.

4



The real number T > 0 in Theorem 1.1 describes the time horizon of the PDEs whose
solutions we intend to approximate by ANNs in Theorem 1.1. The real number κ > 0
in Theorem 1.1 is a constant which we use to formulate the regularity and approximation
assumption in (1.5) in Theorem 1.1. The real number p > 0 in Theorem 1.1 is a constant
which determines the way how we measure the error between the PDE solution and its
ANN approximation, that is, we measure the error between the PDE solution and its ANN
approximation in the Lp-distance; see (1.6) in Theorem 1.1.

The function f : R → R in Theorem 1.1 is the nonlinearity in the PDEs whose solutions
we intend to approximate by ANNs in Theorem 1.1. It is assumed to be Lipschitz continuous
in the sense that there exists c ∈ R such that for all x, y ∈ R we have that

|f(x)− f(y)| ≤ c|x− y|. (1.7)

In (1.1) in Theorem 1.1 we present the semilinear heat PDEs whose solutions we intend to
approximate by ANNs in Theorem 1.1 and the functions ud : [0, T ] × R

d → R, d ∈ N, in
Theorem 1.1 are the solutions of the PDEs in (1.1).

The function a : R → R in Theorem 1.1 is the activation function for the approximating
ANNs in Theorem 1.1. The real numbers ν,a ∈ R are two parameters that determine the
concrete choice of the activation function a : R → R. In particular, in the case ν = 0 we
have that a is nothing else but the softplus activation (see, e.g., [54, Section 1.2.5]), in the
case ν = a = 1 we have that a is nothing else but the ReLU activation (see, e.g., [54,
Section 1.2.3]), and in the case ν = 1,a ∈ (0, 1) we have that a is nothing else but the
leaky ReLU activation with leaky factor a (see, e.g., [54, Section 1.2.11]). We also note that
in Theorem 1.1 we have for every d ∈ N that the function R

d ∋ x 7→ A(x) ∈ R
d is the

d-dimensional version of the one-dimensional activation function a : R → R.
The sets Nd, d ∈ N, in (1.4) describe the sets of the approximating ANNs in Theo-

rem 1.1. Moreover, we note that for all d ∈ N and every Φ ∈ Nd we have that the function
R(Φ) : Rd → R in Theorem 1.1 is the realization function associated to the ANN Φ. Further-
more, we observe that for all d ∈ N and every Φ ∈ Nd we have that the natural number P(Φ)
specifies the number of scalar real parameters used to describe the ANN Φ. In particular,
we note that for all d ∈ N and every Φ ∈ Nd we have that P(Φ) is connected to the amount
of memory (the amount of bits) needed to store Φ on a computer.

In Theorem 1.1 we also impose the assumption that the solutions ud : [0, T ] × R
d → R,

d ∈ N, of the PDEs in (1.1) grow at most polynomially in the PDE dimension and the
spatial variable. This growth assumption is the subject of the regularity and approximation
assumption in (1.5) in Theorem 1.1. More formally, observe that (1.5) implies that for all
d ∈ N, t ∈ [0, T ], x = (x1, . . . , xd) ∈ R

d we have that

|ud(t, x)| ≤ κdκ(1 +
∑d

k=1|xk|κ). (1.8)

The assumption in (1.5) also ensures that the gradients of the initial values of the PDE
solutions ud : [0, T ] × R

d → R, d ∈ N, grow at most polynomially in the PDE dimension
and the spatial variable. More formally, we note that (1.5) implies that for all d ∈ N,
x = (x1, . . . , xd) ∈ R

d we have that

∑d
k=1| ∂

∂xk
ud(0, x)| ≤ κdκ(1 +

∑d
k=1|xk|κ). (1.9)
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In addition, in Theorem 1.1 we also assume that the initial value functions R
d ∋ x 7→

ud(0, x) ∈ R, d ∈ N, of the PDE solutions ud : [0, T ]×R
d → R, d ∈ N, can be approximated

by ANNs without the COD in the sense of (1.5). More specifically, we observe that (1.5)
ensures that for every arbitrarily large PDE dimension d ∈ N and every arbitrarily small
prescribed approximation accuracy ε ∈ (0, 1] we have that there exists an ANN G ∈ Nd

such that for all x = (x1, . . . , xd) ∈ R
d we have that the approximation error

|ud(0, x)− (R(G))(x)| (1.10)

between the initial value function ud(0, ·) evaluated at x and the realization R(G) of the
ANN G evaluated at x is bounded by εκdκ(1 +

∑d
k=1|xk|κ) and such that the number of

parameters P(G) of the approximating ANN G is bounded by κdκε−κ.
In the above described setup Theorem 1.1 concludes in (1.6) that there exists a constant

c ∈ R which is independent of the PDE dimension and the approximation accuracy such
that for every arbitrarily large PDE dimension d ∈ N and every arbitrarily small prescribed
approximation accuracy ε ∈ (0, 1] we have that there must exist an ANN U ∈ Nd+1 such
that the Lp-approximation error

[
∫

[0,T ]×[0,1]d
|ud(y)− (R(U))(y)|p dy]1/p (1.11)

is smaller than or equal to the prescribed approximation accuracy ε and such that the number
of parameters P(U) of the approximating ANN U (connected to the amount of memory to
store U) is bounded by cdcε−c and thus grows at most polynomially, in both, the reciprocal 1/ε
of the prescribed approximation accuracy ε > 0 and the PDE dimension d ∈ N.

The arguments in our proof of Theorem 1.1 are based on so-called multilevel Picard
(MLP) approximation methods (see Hutzenthaler et al. [47]) and on the ANN representations
for MLP methods in our preliminary article [1]. MLP methods are certain nonlinear Monte
Carlo methods (see Hutzenthaler et al. [47] and E et al. [25]) that have been shown to
overcome the COD for certain classes of semilinear PDEs (see, e.g., [8,9,25,31,44,45,47,48,
49, 50, 52, 65, 66]) and related problems (see, e.g., [12, 51]). In our proof of Theorem 1.1 we
employ that suitable MLP methods provably overcome the COD in the Lp-approximation
of PDEs of the form (1.1) (see our preliminary work Hutzenthaler et al. [48]) and we design
suitable deep ANNs that appropriately approximate temporal linear interpolations of such
MLP approximations (see Corollary 4.13 in Subsection 4.6 below).

The remainder of this work is structured in the following way. In Section 2 we establish
appropriate elementary perturbation and regularity estimates for solutions of PDEs. In
our proofs of the ANN approximation results for PDEs in this work (such as Theorem 1.1
above) we employ certain ingredients of a suitable calculus for ANNs from the literature
and in Section 3 we recall such ingredients of this ANN calculus. One of our main goals in
Section 4 is to construct and study suitable ANNs (with general/abstract activations) which
approximate linear interpolations of appropriate MLP approximations (see Corollary 4.13 in
Section 4 for details). In Section 5 we employ some of the findings of Sections 2, 3, and 4 to
prove the space-time ANN approximation results for semilinear heat PDEs in Theorem 5.3,
Corollary 5.4, and Corollary 5.5. Theorem 1.1 in this introductory section is an immediate
consequence of Corollary 5.5.
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2 Properties of solutions of partial differential equations

(PDEs)

The PDEs in the ANN approximation results for PDEs in this work (see Section 5 and The-
orem 1.1 in the introduction) can be reformulated as suitable stochastic fixed-point equations
(SFPEs) and the resulting SFPEs can then be solved approximately without the COD by
means of certain nonlinear Monte Carlo methods, specifically, by means of MLP methods.
Our proofs of the ANN approximation results for PDEs in this work (see Section 5 and
Theorem 1.1 in the introduction) exploit this reformulation of the PDEs as SFPEs. In this
section we establish certain elementary perturbation and regularity estimates for solutions of
such SFPEs. We employ those perturbation and regularity estimates for solutions of SFPEs
and PDEs, respectively, in the proofs of our ANN approximation results in Section 5 and
Theorem 1.1.

In particular, in Corollary 2.3 we provide an elementary upper bound for the absolute
value of the difference of two solutions u1 and u2 of SFPEs at the same space-time evalua-
tion point but with different (perturbed) nonlinearities f1 and f2 and different (perturbed)
terminal/initial value functions g1 and g2. In this aspect we note that SFPEs are usually
formulated as terminal value problems and in this aspect we also note the elementary fact
that initial value PDE problems can be reformulated as terminal value PDE problems and
vice versa (see, for example, [6, Remark 3.3]). Furthermore, in Corollary 2.7 we establish
elementary temporal 1/2-Hölder continuity properties for solutions of SFPEs. In particular,
Corollary 2.7 provides an upper bound for the absolute value of the difference of the so-
lution u of an SFPE evaluated at the same spatial point but at different time points. We
employ Corollary 2.3 and Corollary 2.7 in our proof of the ANN approximation result in
Theorem 5.3 in Section 5.

2.1 Perturbation estimates for solutions of PDEs

Definition 2.1 (Standard and maximum norms). We denote by ‖·‖ : (∪d∈NR
d) → R and

|||·||| : (∪d∈NR
d) → R the functions which satisfy for all d ∈ N, x = (x1, . . . , xd) ∈ R

d that
‖x‖ = [

∑d
i=1|xi|2]

1/2 and |||x||| = maxi∈{1,2,...,d}|xi|.

Lemma 2.2. Let d ∈ N, T, L,L ∈ (0,∞), p ∈ [1,∞), let f1, f2 ∈ C([0, T ] × R
d × R,R)

satisfy for all i ∈ {1, 2}, s, t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ R
d, v, w ∈ R that

|fi(t, x, 0)| ≤ L(1 + ‖x‖)p, |f1(t, x, v)− f1(t, x, w)| ≤ L|v − w|, (2.1)

and |f2(s, x, v)− f2(t, x, w)| ≤ L
(

|s− t|+ |v − w|
)

, (2.2)

let Fi : C([0, T ]× R
d,R) → C([0, T ]× R

d,R), i ∈ {1, 2}, satisfy for all i ∈ {1, 2}, t ∈ [0, T ],
x ∈ R

d, v ∈ C([0, T ]× R
d,R) that

(Fi(v))(t, x) = fi(t, x, v(t, x)), (2.3)

let g ∈ C(Rd,R), let (Ω,F ,P) be a probability space, let W : [0, T ]× Ω → R
d be a standard

Brownian motion, let u1, u2 ∈ C([0, T ]× R
d,R) satisfy for all i ∈ {1, 2}, t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ R

d

7



that

E

[

|g(x+WT−t)|+
∫ T

t

|(Fi(ui))(s, x+Ws−t)| ds
]

<∞ (2.4)

and ui(t, x) = E[g(x+WT−t)] +

∫ T

t

E[(Fi(ui))(s, x+Ws−t)] ds, (2.5)

and let ui,t : [0, T − t] × R
d → R, t ∈ [0, T ], i ∈ {1, 2}, and fi,t : [0, T − t] × R

d × R → R,
t ∈ [0, T ], i ∈ {1, 2}, be the functions which satisfy for all i ∈ {1, 2}, t ∈ [0, T ], t ∈ [0, T − t],
x ∈ R

d, v ∈ R that

ui,t(t, x) = ui(t+ t, x) and fi,t(t, x, v) = fi(t+ t, x, v) (2.6)

(cf. Definition 2.1). Then

(i) it holds for all i ∈ {1, 2}, t ∈ [0, T ] that fi,t ∈ C([0, T − t] × R
d × R,R) and ui,t ∈

C([0, T − t]× R
d,R),

(ii) it holds for all i ∈ {1, 2}, t ∈ [0, T ], t ∈ [0, T − t], x ∈ R
d that

E

[

|g(x+W(T−t)−t)|+
∫ T−t

t

|fi,t
(

s, x+Ws−t, ui,t(s, x+Ws−t)
)

| ds
]

<∞, (2.7)

(iii) it holds for all i ∈ {1, 2}, t ∈ [0, T ], t ∈ [0, T − t], x ∈ R
d that

ui,t(t, x) = E[g(x+W(T−t)−t)] +

∫ T−t

t

E
[

fi,t
(

s, x+Ws−t, ui,t(s, x+Ws−t)
)]

ds, (2.8)

and

(iv) it holds for all i ∈ {1, 2}, t ∈ [0, T ], s, t ∈ [0, T − t], x ∈ R
d, v, w ∈ R that

|fi,t(t, x, 0)| ≤ L(1 + ‖x‖)p, |f1,t(t, x, v)− f1,t(t, x, w)| ≤ L|v − w|, (2.9)

and |f2,t(s, x, v)− f2,t(t, x, w)| ≤ L
(

|s− t|+ |v − w|
)

. (2.10)

Proof of Lemma 2.2. Observe that the fact that u1, u2 ∈ C([0, T ] × R
d,R), the fact that

f1, f2 ∈ C([0, T ] × R
d × R,R), and (2.6) establish item (i). Note that (2.3), (2.4), (2.5),

(2.6), Fubini’s theorem, and a change of variables ensure that for all t ∈ [0, T ], t ∈ [0, T − t],
x ∈ R

d, i ∈ {1, 2} it holds that

∞ > E

[

|g(x+WT−(t+t))|+
∫ T

(t+t)

|(Fi(ui))(s, x+Ws−(t+t))| ds
]

= E

[

|g(x+WT−t−t)|+
∫ (T−t)

t

|(Fi(ui))(s+ t, x+Ws−t)| ds
]

= E

[

|g(x+W(T−t)−t)|+
∫ (T−t)

t

|fi,t(s, x+Ws−t, ui,t(s, x+Ws−t))| ds
]

(2.11)
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and

ui,t(t, x) = ui(t+ t, x)

= E[g(x+WT−(t+t))] +

∫ T

(t+t)

E[(Fi(ui))(s, x+Ws−(t+t))] ds

= E[g(x+WT−(t+t))] + E

[
∫ T

(t+t)

(Fi(ui))(s, x+Ws−(t+t)) ds

]

= E[g(x+W(T−t)−t)] + E

[
∫ (T−t)

t

fi,t(s, x+Ws−t, ui,t(s, x+Ws−t)) ds

]

= E[g(x+W(T−t)−t)] +

∫ (T−t)

t

E[fi,t(s, x+Ws−t, ui,t(s, x+Ws−t))] ds.

(2.12)

This proves items (ii) and (iii). Combining (2.1), (2.2), and (2.6) establishes item (iv). The
proof of Lemma 2.2 is thus complete.

Corollary 2.3. Let d ∈ N, T, L,L, B ∈ (0,∞), p, q ∈ [1,∞), f1, f2 ∈ C([0, T ]×R
d ×R,R),

g1, g2 ∈ C(Rd,R) satisfy for all i ∈ {1, 2}, t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ R
d, v, w ∈ R that

|fi(t, x, v)− fi(t, x, w)| ≤ L|v − w|, max{|fi(t, x, 0)|, |gi(x)|} ≤ L(1 + ‖x‖)p, (2.13)

and max{|f1(t, x, v)− f2(t, x, v)|, |g1(x)− g2(x)|} ≤ B
(

(1 + ‖x‖)pq + |v|q
)

, (2.14)

let (Ω,F ,P) be a probability space, let W : [0, T ]× Ω → R
d be a standard Brownian motion,

and let u1, u2 ∈ C([0, T ]× R
d,R) satisfy for all i ∈ {1, 2}, t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ R

d that

E

[

|gi(x+WT−t)|+
∫ T

t

|fi
(

s, x+Ws−t, ui(s, x+Ws−t)
)

| ds
]

<∞ (2.15)

and ui(t, x) = E[gi(x+WT−t)] +

∫ T

t

E
[

fi
(

s, x+Ws−t, ui(s, x+Ws−t)
)]

ds (2.16)

(cf. Definition 2.1). Then it holds for all t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ R
d that

|u1(t, x)−u2(t, x)| ≤ B
(

eLT (T+1)
)q+1(

Lq+1
)

3pq−1
(

1+‖x‖pq+sups∈[0,T ] E[‖Ws‖pq]
)

. (2.17)

Proof of Corollary 2.3. Throughout this proof let ui,t : [0, T − t] × R
d → R, t ∈ [0, T ], i ∈

{1, 2}, and fi,t : [0, T − t]× R
d ×R → R, t ∈ [0, T ], i ∈ {1, 2}, be the functions which satisfy

for all t ∈ [0, T ], t ∈ [0, T − t], x ∈ R
d, v ∈ R, i ∈ {1, 2} that ui,t(t, x) = ui(t + t, x) and

fi,t(t, x, v) = fi(t + t, x, v). Observe that (2.14) implies that for all t ∈ [0, T ], t ∈ [0, T − t],
x ∈ R

d, v ∈ R it holds that

|f1,t(t, x, v)− f2,t(t, x, v)| = |f1(t+ t, x, v)− f2(t+ t, x, v)| ≤ B
(

(1 + ‖x‖)pq + |v|q
)

(2.18)

(cf. Definition 2.1). This, Lemma 2.2, and Hutzenthaler et al. [46, Lemma 2.3] (applied
for every t ∈ [0, T ] with T x T − t, L x L, B x L, δ x B, u1 x u1,t, u2 x u2,t,
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f1 x f1,t, f2 x f2,t, g1 x g1, g2 x g2, p x p, q x q in the notation of Hutzenthaler et
al. [46, Lemma 2.3]) show that for all t ∈ [0, T ], t ∈ [0, T − t], x ∈ R

d it holds that

E

[

∣

∣u1,t(t, x+Wt)−u2,t(t, x+Wt)
∣

∣

]

≤ B
(

eLT (T+1)
)q+1(

Lq+1
)

(

1+‖x‖+
(

E[‖WT−t‖pq]
)

1
pq

)pq

.

(2.19)
This and Jensen’s inequality prove that for all t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ R

d it holds that

|u1(t, x)− u2(t, x)| = |u1,t(0, x)− u2,t(0, x)| = E
[

|u1,t(0, x+W0)− u2,t(0, x+W0)|
]

≤ B
(

eLT (T + 1)
)q+1(

Lq + 1
)

3pq−1
(

1 + ‖x‖pq + sups∈[0,T ] E[‖Ws‖pq]
)

.
(2.20)

The proof of Corollary 2.3 is thus complete.

2.2 Temporal regularity estimates for solutions of PDEs

Lemma 2.4. Let d ∈ N, T,L ∈ (0,∞), p ∈ [1,∞), let g ∈ C1(Rd,R) satisfy for all x ∈ R
d

that ‖∇g(x)‖ ≤ L(1+ ‖x‖)p, let (Ω,F ,P) be a probability space, and let W : [0, T ]×Ω → R
d

be a standard Brownian motion (cf. Definition 2.1). Then it holds for all t, t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ R
d

that

E
[

|g(x+Wt)− g(x+Wt)|
]

≤ 8p+1L
(

1+ ‖x‖p + sups∈[0,T ]

(

E[‖Ws‖2p]
)

1
2

)

√

|t− t|
√
d. (2.21)

Proof of Lemma 2.4. Note that the fundamental theorem of calculus, the multivariate chain
rule, and the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality assure that for all t, t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ R

d it holds that

|g(x+Wt)− g(x+Wt)| ≤
∫ 1

0

∥

∥∇g
(

(Wt −Wt)z + x+Wt

)∥

∥‖Wt −Wt‖ dz. (2.22)

Next we combine the fact that for all x ∈ R
d it holds that ‖∇g(x)‖ ≤ L(1+‖x‖)p, the triangle

inequality, and Jensen’s inequality to obtain that for all t, t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ R
d, z ∈ [0, 1] it

holds that
∥

∥∇g
(

(Wt −Wt)z + x+Wt

)∥

∥ ≤ L
(

1 + ‖(Wt −Wt)z + x+Wt‖
)p

≤ L
(

1 + ‖Wt‖+ ‖x‖+ 2‖Wt‖
)p

≤ 4p−1L
(

1 + ‖Wt‖p + ‖x‖p + 2p‖Wt‖p
)

.

(2.23)

This and (2.22) demonstrate that for all t, t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ R
d it holds that

|g(x+Wt)− g(x+Wt)| ≤ 4p−1L
(

1 + ‖Wt‖p + ‖x‖p + 2p‖Wt‖p
)

‖Wt −Wt‖. (2.24)

Combining this, the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality, and Jensen’s inequality establishes that for
all t, t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ R

d it holds that

E
[

|g(x+Wt)− g(x+Wt)|
]

≤ 4p−1L
(

E
[

(1 + ‖Wt‖p + ‖x‖p + 2p‖Wt‖p)2
])

1
2
(

E
[

‖Wt −Wt‖2
])

1
2

≤ 4pL
(

1 + ‖x‖2p + E
[

‖Wt‖2p
]

+ 22pE
[

‖Wt‖2p
])

1
2
(

E
[

‖W|t−t|‖2
])

1
2

≤ 4pL
(

1 + ‖x‖2p + (1 + 22p) sups∈[0,T ]E
[

‖Ws‖2p
])

1
2
(

|t− t|d
)

1
2

≤ 4p(1 + 2p)L
(

1 + ‖x‖p + sups∈[0,T ]

(

E
[

‖Ws‖2p
])

1
2

)

(

|t− t|d
)

1
2 .

(2.25)

The proof of Lemma 2.4 is thus complete.

10



Lemma 2.5. Let T, κ ∈ (0,∞), p, r, q, q ∈ [1,∞), let (Ω,F ,P) be a probability space, for
every d ∈ N let W d : [0, T ]× Ω → R

d be a standard Brownian motion, and for every d ∈ N

let νd : B(Rd+1) → [0,∞) be a measure with

∫

Rd+1

(1 + ‖y‖p2qq) νd(dy) ≤ κdrp
2qq (2.26)

(cf. Definition 2.1). Then

(i) it holds for all d ∈ N, p ∈ [1,∞), s ∈ [0, T ] that

E[‖W d
s ‖p] ≤ 1 + (1 + 2T )p

(d

2
+ p
)p

(2.27)

and

(ii) there exists C ∈ [1,∞) such that for all d ∈ N it holds that

∫

[0,T ]×Rd

(

1 + ‖x‖p2qq + sups∈[0,T ] E
[

‖W d
s ‖2p

2qq
])

νd(dt, dx) ≤ Cd(r+2)p2qq. (2.28)

Proof of Lemma 2.5. Observe that the fact that for all d ∈ N, s ∈ (0, T ] the random variable
‖W d

s /
√
s‖2 is chi-square distributed with d degrees of freedom, Jensen’s inequality, and, for

instance, (2.35) in [75], show that for all d ∈ N, k ∈ N, s ∈ [0, T ] it holds that

(

E[‖W d
s ‖k]

)2 ≤ E
[

‖W d
s ‖2k

]

≤ (2s)kΓ(d
2
+ k)

Γ(d
2
)

= (2s)k
k−1
∏

j=0

(d

2
+ j
)

≤ (2s)k
(d

2
+ k − 1

)k

.

(2.29)

This ensures that for all d ∈ N, p ∈ [1,∞), s ∈ [0, T ] it holds that

E[‖W d
s ‖p] ≤ 1 + E

[

‖W d
s ‖⌈p⌉

]

≤ 1 + (2s)
⌈p⌉
2

(d

2
+ ⌈p⌉ − 1

)
⌈p⌉
2 ≤ 1 + (1 + 2T )p

(d

2
+ p
)p

.

(2.30)

This and (2.26) ensure that for all d ∈ N it holds that

∫

[0,T ]×Rd

(

1 + ‖x‖p2qq + sups∈[0,T ]E
[

‖W d
s ‖2p

2qq
])

νd(dt, dx)

≤ κdrp
2qq + κdrp

2qq

(

1 + (1 + 2T )2p
2qq
(d

2
+ 2p2qq

)2p2qq
)

≤ 2κdrp
2qq + κ(1 + 2T )2p

2qqd(r+2)p2qq
(1

2
+ 2p2qq

)2p2qq

≤ κ

(

2 + (1 + 2T )2p
2qq
(1

2
+ 2p2qq

)2p2qq
)

d(r+2)p2qq

(2.31)

(cf. Definition 2.1). The proof of Lemma 2.5 is thus complete.
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Lemma 2.6. Let d ∈ N, T, L,L ∈ (0,∞), p ∈ [1,∞), let f ∈ C([0, T ] × R
d × R,R) and

g ∈ C1(Rd,R) satisfy for all s, t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ R
d, v, w ∈ R that

|f(s, x, v)− f(t, x, w)| ≤ L(|s− t|+ |v − w|) (2.32)

and max{|f(t, x, 0)|, |g(x)|, ‖∇g(x)‖} ≤ L(1 + ‖x‖)p, (2.33)

let F : C([0, T ]×R
d,R) → C([0, T ]× R

d,R) satisfy for all t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ R
d, v ∈ C([0, T ]×

R
d,R) that

(F (v))(t, x) = f(t, x, v(t, x)), (2.34)

let (Ω,F ,P) be a probability space, let W : [0, T ]× Ω → R
d be a standard Brownian motion,

and let u ∈ C([0, T ]× R
d,R) satisfy for all t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ R

d that

E

[

|g(x+WT−t)|+
∫ T

t

|(F (u))(s, x+Ws−t)| ds
]

<∞ (2.35)

and u(t, x) = E[g(x+WT−t)] +

∫ T

t

E[(F (u))(s, x+Ws−t)] ds (2.36)

(cf. Definition 2.1). Then it holds for all t ∈ [0, T ], t ∈ [0, t], x ∈ R
d that

E
[

|u(t, x+Wt)− u(t, x+Wt)|
]

≤ e2LT (T + 1)2(L+ 1)(L+ 1)8p+2
(

1 + ‖x‖p + sups∈[0,T ]E
[

‖Ws‖2p
])
√

|t− t|
√
d.

(2.37)

Proof of Lemma 2.6. Note that (2.36) and the triangle inequality show that for all δ ∈ (0, T ],
x ∈ R

d, t ∈ [0, T − δ] it holds that

|u(t+ δ, x)− u(t, x)|
≤ E

[

|g(x+WT−(t+δ))− g(x+WT−t)|
]

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ T

t+δ

E
[

(F (u))(s, x+Ws−(t+δ))
]

ds−
∫ T

t

E
[

(F (u))(s, x+Ws−t)
]

ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

(2.38)

In the next step we combine (2.35), Fubini’s theorem, and a change of variables to obtain
that for all δ ∈ (0, T ], x ∈ R

d, t ∈ [0, T − δ] it holds that

∫ T

t+δ

E
[

(F (u))(s, x+Ws−(t+δ))
]

ds = E

[
∫ T

t+δ

(F (u))(s, x+Ws−(t+δ)) ds

]

= E

[
∫ T−δ

t

(F (u))(s+ δ, x+Ws−t) ds

]

=

∫ T−δ

t

E
[

(F (u))(s+ δ, x+Ws−t)
]

ds.

(2.39)

This, (2.34), (2.35), and the triangle inequality imply that for all δ ∈ (0, T ], x ∈ R
d,
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t ∈ [0, T − δ] it holds that

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ T

t+δ

E
[

(F (u))(s, x+Ws−(t+δ))
]

ds−
∫ T

t

E
[

(F (u))(s, x+Ws−t)
]

ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ T−δ

t

E
[

(F (u))(s+ δ, x+Ws−t)
]

ds−
∫ T−δ

t

E
[

(F (u))(s, x+Ws−t)
]

ds

−
∫ T

T−δ

E
[

(F (u))(s, x+Ws−t)
]

ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
∫ T−δ

t

E
[∣

∣f
(

s+ δ, x+Ws−t, u(s+ δ, x+Ws−t)
)

− f
(

s, x+Ws−t, u(s, x+Ws−t)
)∣

∣

]

ds

+

∫ T

T−δ

E
[∣

∣f
(

s, x+Ws−t, u(s, x+Ws−t)
)∣

∣

]

ds.

(2.40)

In addition, observe that the fact that for all s, t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ R
d, v, w ∈ R it holds that

|f(s, x, v)−f(t, x, w)| ≤ L(|s− t|+ |v−w|) shows that for all δ ∈ (0, T ], x ∈ R
d, t ∈ [0, T −δ]

it holds that

∫ T−δ

t

E
[∣

∣f
(

s+ δ, x+Ws−t, u(s+ δ, x+Ws−t)
)

− f
(

s, x+Ws−t, u(s, x+Ws−t)
)∣

∣

]

ds

≤ LδT + L

∫ T−δ

t

E
[∣

∣u(s+ δ, x+Ws−t)− u(s, x+Ws−t)
∣

∣

]

ds.

(2.41)

Furthermore, note that the fact that for all s, t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ R
d, v, w ∈ R it holds that

|f(s, x, v) − f(t, x, w)| ≤ L(|s − t| + |v − w|), the fact that for all t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ R
d it

holds that |f(t, x, 0)| ≤ L(1 + ‖x‖)p, and the triangle inequality prove that for all δ ∈ (0, T ],
x ∈ R

d, t ∈ [0, T − δ], s ∈ [T − δ, T ] it holds that

E
[∣

∣f
(

s, x+Ws−t, u(s, x+Ws−t)
)∣

∣

]

≤ E
[∣

∣f
(

s, x+Ws−t, u(s, x+Ws−t)
)

− f
(

s, x+Ws−t, 0
)∣

∣

]

+ E
[∣

∣f
(

s, x+Ws−t, 0
)∣

∣

]

≤ LE
[∣

∣|u(s, x+Ws−t)
∣

∣

]

+ LE
[

(1 + ‖x+Ws−t‖)p
]

.

(2.42)

Combining this, (2.38), (2.40), and (2.41) demonstrates that for all δ ∈ (0, T ], x ∈ R
d,

t ∈ [0, T − δ] it holds that

|u(t+ δ, x)− u(t, x)|
≤ E

[

|g(x+WT−(t+δ))− g(x+WT−t)|
]

+ LδT

+ L

∫ T−δ

t

E
[

|u(s+ δ, x+Ws−t)− u(s, x+Ws−t)|
]

ds

+ L

∫ T

T−δ

E[|u(s, x+Ws−t)|] ds+ L

∫ T

T−δ

E[(1 + ‖x+Ws−t‖)p] ds.

(2.43)
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Fubini’s theorem and the fact that W has independent and stationary increments therefore
establish that for all δ ∈ (0, T ], x ∈ R

d, t ∈ [0, T − δ] it holds that

E
[

|u(t+ δ, x+Wt)− u(t, x+Wt)|
]

≤ E
[

|g(x+WT−δ)− g(x+WT )|
]

+ LδT

+ L

∫ T−δ

t

E
[

|u(s+ δ, x+Ws)− u(s, x+Ws)|
]

ds

+ L

∫ T

T−δ

E[|u(s, x+Ws)|] ds+ L

∫ T

T−δ

E[(1 + ‖x+Ws‖)p] ds.

(2.44)

In addition, observe that Hutzenthaler et al. [46, Lemma 2.2] (applied with d x d, T x T ,
L x L, B x L, p x p, q x 1, f1 x f , g1 x g, u1 x u in the notation of Hutzenthaler
et al. [46, Lemma 2.2]), the triangle inequality, and Jensen’s inequality ensure that for all
x ∈ R

d, s ∈ [0, T ] it holds that

E
[

|u(s, x+Ws)|
]

≤ eLT (T + 1)L3p−1
(

1 + ‖x‖p + supr∈[0,T ]E[‖Wr‖p]
)

. (2.45)

The triangle inequality and Jensen’s inequality hence imply that for all δ ∈ (0, T ], x ∈ R
d,

t ∈ [0, T − δ] it holds that

LδT + L

∫ T

T−δ

E[|u(s, x+Ws)|] ds+ L

∫ T

T−δ

E[(1 + ‖x+Ws‖)p] ds

≤ LδT + LδeLT (T + 1)L3p−1
(

1 + ‖x‖p + supr∈[0,T ]E[‖Wr‖p]
)

+ Lδ3p−1
(

1 + ‖x‖p + sups∈[0,T ] E
[

‖Ws‖p
])

≤ δeLT (T + 1)(L+ 1)(L+ 1)3p
(

1 + ‖x‖p + sups∈[0,T ]E
[

‖Ws‖p
])

≤
√
δeLT (T + 1)2(L+ 1)(L+ 1)3p+1

(

1 + ‖x‖p + sups∈[0,T ] E
[

‖Ws‖2p
])

.

(2.46)

Combining this, (2.44), and Lemma 2.4 shows that for all δ ∈ (0, T ], x ∈ R
d, t ∈ [0, T − δ]

it holds that

E
[

|u(t+ δ, x+Wt)− u(t, x+Wt)|
]

≤ 8p+1L
(

1 + ‖x‖p + 1 + sups∈[0,T ]E
[

‖Ws‖2p
])
√
δ
√
d

+ L

∫ T−δ

t

E
[

|u(s+ δ, x+Ws)− u(s, x+Ws)|
]

ds

+
√
δeLT (T + 1)2(L+ 1)(L+ 1)3p+1

(

1 + ‖x‖p + sups∈[0,T ]E
[

‖Ws‖2p
])

≤ eLT (T + 1)2(L+ 1)(L+ 1)8p+2
(

1 + ‖x‖p + sups∈[0,T ] E
[

‖Ws‖2p
])
√
δ
√
d

+ L

∫ T−δ

t

E
[

|u(s+ δ, x+Ws)− u(s, x+Ws)|
]

ds

(2.47)

(cf. Definition 2.1). This, (2.45), Lemma 2.5, and Gronwall’s integral inequality (see, for
example, [48, Corollary 2.2]) prove that for all δ ∈ (0, T ], x ∈ R

d, t ∈ [0, T − δ] it holds that

E
[

|u(t+ δ, x+Wt)− u(t, x+Wt)|
]

≤ e2LT (T + 1)2(L+ 1)(L+ 1)8p+2
(

1 + ‖x‖p + sups∈[0,T ] E
[

‖Ws‖2p
])
√
δ
√
d.

(2.48)

The proof of Lemma 2.6 is thus complete.
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Corollary 2.7. Let d ∈ N, T, L,L ∈ (0,∞), p ∈ [1,∞), let f ∈ C([0, T ]× R
d × R,R) and

g ∈ C1(Rd,R) satisfy for all s, t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ R
d, v, w ∈ R that

|f(s, x, v)− f(t, x, w)| ≤ L(|s− t|+ |v − w|) (2.49)

and max{|f(t, x, 0)|, |g(x)|, ‖∇g(x)‖} ≤ L(1 + ‖x‖)p, (2.50)

let (Ω,F ,P) be a probability space, let W : [0, T ]× Ω → R
d be a standard Brownian motion,

and let u ∈ C([0, T ]× R
d,R) satisfy for all t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ R

d that

E

[

|g(x+WT−t)|+
∫ T

t

|f
(

s, x+Ws−t, u(s, x+Ws−t)
)

| ds
]

<∞ (2.51)

and u(t, x) = E[g(x+WT−t)] +

∫ T

t

E
[

f
(

s, x+Ws−t, u(s, x+Ws−t)
)]

ds (2.52)

(cf. Definition 2.1). Then it holds for all t, t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ R
d that

|u(t, x)− u(t, x)|
≤ e2LT (T + 1)2(L+ 1)(L+ 1)8p+2

(

1 + ‖x‖p + sups∈[0,T ]E
[

‖Ws‖2p
])
√

|t− t|
√
d.

(2.53)

Proof of Corollary 2.7. Let ut : [0, T−t]×R
d → R, t ∈ [0, T ], and ft : [0, T −t]×R

d×R → R,
t ∈ [0, T ], be the functions which satisfy for all t ∈ [0, T ], t ∈ [0, T − t], x ∈ R

d, v ∈ R that
ut(t, x) = u(t + t, x) and ft(t, x, v) = f(t + t, x, v). Note that Lemma 2.2 and Lemma 2.6
(applied for every t ∈ [0, T ] with dx d, T x T − t, L x L, L x L, px p, f x ft, u x ut,
g x g in the notation of Lemma 2.6) demonstrate that for all t ∈ [0, T ], t ∈ [0, T − t], x ∈ R

d

it holds that

|u(t+ t, x)− u(t, x)| = |ut(t, x)− ut(0, x)| = E[|ut(t, x+W0)− ut(0, x+W0)|]
≤ e2LT (T + 1)2(L+ 1)(L+ 1)8p+2

(

1 + ‖x‖p + sups∈[0,T ] E
[

‖Ws‖2p
])
√
t
√
d.

(2.54)

This establishes that for all t ∈ [0, T ], t ∈ [t, T ], x ∈ R
d it holds that

|u(t, x)− u(t, x)|
≤ e2LT (T + 1)2(L+ 1)(L+ 1)8p+2

(

1 + ‖x‖p + sups∈[0,T ]E
[

‖Ws‖2p
])
√

|t− t|
√
d.

(2.55)

The proof of Corollary 2.7 is thus complete.

3 Artificial neural network (ANN) calculus

In our proofs of the ANN approximation results in Sections 4 and 5 and Theorem 1.1 in
the introduction we make use of a suitable calculus for ANNs from the literature (cf., for
example, [37, Section 2], [54, Section 1.3 and Chapter 2], and the references therein). In
this section we recall the ingredients of this ANN calculus that we need in the later ANN
approximation results of this work. The notions in this section can – often in a slightly
modified form – be found in [54, Section 1.3 and Chapter 2] and [1, Section 2], for instance.
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3.1 ANNs

Definition 3.1 (ANNs). We denote by N the set given by

N = ∪L∈N ∪l0,l1,...,lL∈N (×L
k=1(R

lk×lk−1 × R
lk)), (3.1)

for every L ∈ N, l0, l1, . . . , lL ∈ N, Φ ∈ (×L
k=1(R

lk×lk−1 ×R
lk)) ⊆ N we denote by P(Φ),L(Φ),

I(Φ),O(Φ),H(Φ) ∈ R the numbers given by

P(Φ) =
∑L

k=1 lk(lk−1 + 1), L(Φ) = L, I(Φ) = l0, O(Φ) = lL, (3.2)

and H(Φ) = L−1, for every n ∈ N0, L ∈ N, l0, l1, . . . , lL ∈ N, Φ ∈ (×L
k=1(R

lk×lk−1×R
lk)) ⊆ N

we denote by Dn(Φ) ∈ R the number given by

Dn(Φ) =

{

ln : n ≤ L

0 : n > L,
(3.3)

for every Φ ∈ N we denote by D(Φ) ∈ R
L(Φ)+1 the vector given by

D(Φ) = (D0(Φ),D1(Φ), . . . ,DL(Φ)(Φ)), (3.4)

and for every L ∈ N, l0, l1, . . . , lL ∈ N, Φ = ((W1, B1), . . . , (WL, BL)) ∈ (×L
k=1(R

lk×lk−1 ×
R

lk)) ⊆ N, n ∈ {1, 2, . . . , L} we denote by Wn,Φ ∈ R
ln×ln−1 , Bn,Φ ∈ R

ln the matrix and the
vector given by

Wn,Φ =Wn and Bn,Φ = Bn. (3.5)

Definition 3.2 (ANN). We say that Φ is an ANN if and only if it holds that Φ ∈ N (cf.
Definition 3.1).

3.2 Realizations of ANNs

Definition 3.3 (Multidimensional version). Let a : R → R be a function and let d ∈ N.
Then we denote by Ma,d : R

d → R
d the function which satisfies for all x = (x1, . . . , xd) ∈ R

d

that
Ma,d(x) = (a(x1), . . . , a(xd)). (3.6)

Definition 3.4 (Realization associated to an ANN). Let a : R → R be a function and let Φ ∈
N (cf. Definition 3.1). Then we denote by Ra(Φ) : R

I(Φ) → R
O(Φ) the function which satisfies

for all x0 ∈ R
D0(Φ), x1 ∈ R

D1(Φ), . . . , xL(Φ) ∈ R
DL(Φ)(Φ) with ∀ k ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,L(Φ)} : xk =

Ma1(0,L(Φ))(k)+idR 1{L(Φ)}(k),Dk(Φ)(Wk,Φxk−1 + Bk,Φ) that

(Ra(Φ))(x0) = xL(Φ) (3.7)

(cf. Definition 3.3).
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3.3 Activation ANNs

Definition 3.5 (Identity matrices). Let d ∈ N. Then we denote by Id ∈ R
d×d the identity

matrix in R
d×d.

Definition 3.6 (Activation ANNs). Let d ∈ N. Then we denote by id ∈ ((Rd×d × R
d) ×

(Rd×d × R
d)) ⊆ N the ANN given by id = ((Id, 0), (Id, 0)) (cf. Definitions 3.1 and 3.5).

In Lemma 4.5 in Section 4 below we establish an elementary representation result for hat
functions in terms of ANNs with the leaky ReLU activation functions. We employ Lemma 4.5
in our proofs of the ANN approximation results for PDEs in Section 5 and Theorem 1.1 in
the introduction, respectively. Our proof of Lemma 4.5, in turn, is based on the elementary
fact that hat functions (and other piecewise linear functions) can be exactly represented
by ANNs with the ReLU activation function (cf., for example, (4.10) and [1, Lemma 4.10])
and the elementary fact that multidimensional versions of the ReLU activation function can
be exactly represented by leaky ReLU ANNs. These representations of multidimensional
versions of the ReLU activation through leaky ReLU ANNs are precisely the subject of
the following elementary result, Lemma 3.7 below. Our statement of Lemma 3.7 employs
the notion of the activation ANNs in Definition 3.6 above. In this context we note that
the realization functions of the activation ANNs exactly coincide with the multidimensional
versions of the activation function under consideration (cf., for example, [54, Lemma 3.2.2]).

Lemma 3.7. Let d ∈ N, a ∈ R\{−1, 1} and let a : R → R and r : R → R satisfy for all
x ∈ R that a(x) = max{x,ax} and r(x) = max{x, 0}. Then it holds for all x ∈ R

d that

(Rr(id))(x) =
|1−a|

(1−a)(1−a2)

[

a
(

Ra(id)
)

(−|1−a|x
1−a

)

+
(

Ra(id)
)

( |1−a|x
1−a

)]

(3.8)

(cf. Definitions 3.4 and 3.6).

Proof of Lemma 3.7. Observe that, for instance, item (iii) in Lemma 3.2 in [1] establishes
that Rr(id) = Mr,d and Ra(id) = Ma,d (cf. Definitions 3.3, 3.4, and 3.6). In the next step we
note that the fact that for all x, y ∈ R it holds that max{x, y} = 1

2
(x+ y + |x− y|) ensures

that for all x ∈ R it holds that

2a

( |1−a|x
1−a

)

=
|1−a|x
1−a

+
|1−a|ax
1−a

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

|1−a|x
1−a

− |1−a|ax
1−a

∣

∣

∣

∣

=
|1−a|(1 +a)x

1−a
+ |1−a||x|.

(3.9)

Therefore, we obtain for all x ∈ R that

aa

(−|1−a|x
1−a

)

+ a

( |1−a|x
1−a

)

=
1

2

(−a|1−a|(1 +a)x

1−a
+a|1−a||−x|+ |1−a|(1 +a)x

1−a
+ |1−a||x|

)

=
1

2

(

(1−a)|1−a|(1 +a)x

1−a
+ (1 +a)|1−a||x|

)

=
|1−a|(1 +a)(x+ |x|)

2
.

(3.10)
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Hence, we obtain for all x ∈ R that

|1−a|
(1−a)(1−a2)

[

aa

(−|1−a|x
1−a

)

+ a

( |1−a|x
1−a

)]

=
|1−a|

(1−a)(1−a)(1 +a)

|1−a|(1 +a)(x+ |x|)
2

=
x+ |x|

2
= max{x, 0} = r(x).

(3.11)

Combining this with the fact that Rr(id) = Mr,d and the fact that Ra(id) = Ma,d estab-
lishes (3.8). The proof of Lemma 3.7 is thus complete.

3.4 Compositions, powers, and extensions of ANNs

Definition 3.8 (Composition of ANNs). Let Φ,Ψ ∈ N satisfy I(Φ) = O(Ψ) (cf. Defini-
tion 3.1). Then we denote by Φ •Ψ ∈ N the ANN which satisfies for all k ∈ N ∩ (0,L(Φ) +
L(Ψ)) that L(Φ •Ψ) = L(Φ) + L(Ψ)− 1 and

(Wk,Φ•Ψ,Bk,Φ•Ψ) =











(Wk,Ψ,Bk,Ψ) : k < L(Ψ)

(W1,ΦWL(Ψ),Ψ,W1,ΦBL(Ψ),Ψ + B1,Φ) : k = L(Ψ)

(Wk−L(Ψ)+1,Φ,Bk−L(Ψ)+1,Φ) : k > L(Ψ).

(3.12)

Definition 3.9 (Affine transformation ANNs). Let m,n ∈ N, W ∈ R
m×n, B ∈ R

m. Then we
denote by AW,B ∈ (Rm×n ×R

m) ⊆ N the ANN given by AW,B = (W,B) (cf. Definition 3.1).

Definition 3.10 (Powers of ANNs). Let Φ ∈ N satisfy I(Φ) = O(Φ) (cf. Definition 3.1).
Then we denote by Φ•n ∈ {Ψ ∈ N : I(Ψ) = O(Ψ) = I(Φ)}, n ∈ N0, the ANNs which satisfy
for all n ∈ N0 that

Φ•n =

{

AIO(Φ),0 : n = 0

Φ • (Φ•(n−1)) : n > 0
(3.13)

(cf. Definitions 3.5, 3.8, and 3.9).

Definition 3.11 (Extensions of ANNs). Let L ∈ N, Φ,Ψ ∈ N satisfy L(Φ) ≤ L and
O(Φ) = I(Ψ) = O(Ψ) (cf. Definition 3.1). Then we denote by EL,Ψ(Φ) ∈ N the ANN given
by

EL,Ψ(Φ) = (Ψ•(L−L(Φ))) • Φ (3.14)

(cf. Definitions 3.8 and 3.10).

3.5 Parallelizations of ANNs

Definition 3.12 (Parallelization of ANNs with the same length). Let n ∈ N, Φ = (Φ1, . . . ,Φn)
∈ N

n satisfy L(Φ1) = L(Φ2) = . . . = L(Φn) (cf. Definition 3.1). Then we denote by Pn(Φ) ∈
N the ANN which satisfies that L(Pn(Φ)) = L(Φ1) and that for all k ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,L(Φ1)} it
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holds that

Wk,Pn(Φ) =















Wk,Φ1 0 0 · · · 0
0 Wk,Φ2 0 · · · 0
0 0 Wk,Φ3 · · · 0
...

...
...

. . .
...

0 0 0 · · · Wk,Φn















and Bk,Pn(Φ) =











Bk,Φ1

Bk,Φ2

...
Bk,Φn











. (3.15)

Definition 3.13 (Parallelization of ANNs with different lengths). Let n ∈ N, Ψ ∈ N,
Φ = (Φ1, . . . ,Φn) ∈ N

n satisfy H(Ψ) = 1 and O(Φ1) = . . . = O(Φn) = I(Ψ) = O(Ψ) (cf.
Definition 3.1). Then we denote by Pn,Ψ(Φ) ∈ N the ANN given by

Pn,Ψ(Φ) = Pn

(

Emaxk∈{1,2,...,n} L(Φk),Ψ(Φ1), . . . , Emaxk∈{1,2,...,n} L(Φk),Ψ(Φn)
)

(3.16)

(cf. Definitions 3.11 and 3.12).

In our ANN approximation results in Section 5 we reformulate the PDE under con-
sideration from a terminal value PDE problem (as PDEs are often formulated in the fi-
nance/stochastic analysis literature) to an initial value PDE problem (as PDEs are often
presented in the physics literature). In particular, in Corollary 5.4 in Section 5 the PDE
approximation problem is formulated as a terminal value PDE problem in which the ter-
minal value function of the PDE is considered to be (explicitly representable or) approx-
imable by ANNs without the COD (see (5.75) and (5.78) in Corollary 5.4 for details) and
in Corollary 5.5 in Section 5 the PDE approximation problem is formulated as an initial
value PDE problem in which the initial value function of the PDE is considered to be (ex-
plicitly representable or) approximable by ANNs without the COD (see (5.102) and (5.104)
in Corollary 5.5 for details). In the next elementary result, Lemma 3.14 below, we provide
a suitable elementary transformation result for ANN approximations that allows us to suit-
ably shift/transform the temporal variable of the realization functions of space-time ANN
approximations. In our proof of Corollary 5.5 we apply Lemma 3.14 in conjunction with the
ANN approximation result in Corollary 5.4 to establish the ANN approximation result in
Corollary 5.5. Our proof of Lemma 3.14, in turn, is based on applications of appropriate
ANN calculus results in the literature (cf., for instance, [1, Section 2.1], [37, Sections 2.2
and 2.3], and [54, Section 2.2]).

Lemma 3.14. Let T, c ∈ R, d, d ∈ N, a ∈ C(R,R), F, J,G ∈ N satisfy D(J) = (1, d, 1),
Ra(J) = idR, Ra(F) ∈ C(Rd+1,R), and

G = F • Pd+1,J

(

Ac,T , J, J, . . . , J
)

(3.17)

(cf. Definitions 3.1, 3.4, 3.8, 3.9, and 3.13). Then

(i) it holds that Ra(G) ∈ C(Rd+1,R),

(ii) it holds for all s ∈ R, x ∈ R
d that (Ra(G))(s, x) = (Ra(F))(T + cs, x), and

(iii) it holds that P(G) ≤ P(F)
(

1 + 32d2d2 + 2dd
)

≤ 96d2d2P(F).
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Proof of Lemma 3.14. Throughout this proof let Φ ∈ N satisfy

Φ = Pd+1,J

(

Ac,T , J, J, . . . , J
)

(3.18)

(cf. Definitions 3.1, 3.9, and 3.13). Observe that (3.12), (3.13), (3.14), (3.16), and (3.18)
show that

Φ = Pd+1(E2,J(Ac,T ), J, J, . . . , J) (3.19)

(cf. Definitions 3.11 and 3.12). Next note that, for example, item (i) in Corollary 2.23 in [37]
and, for instance, item (vi) in Proposition 2.6 in [37] establish item (i). Observe that, for
example, item (vi) in Proposition 2.6 in [37] implies that for all s ∈ R, x ∈ R

d it holds that
(

Ra(G)
)

(s, x) =
((

Ra(F)
)

◦
(

Ra(Φ)
))

(s, x) (3.20)

(cf. Definition 3.4). Furthermore, note that the fact that Ra(J) = idR and, for instance,
item (ii) in Corollary 2.23 in [37] show that for all s ∈ R, x ∈ R

d it holds that
(

Ra(Φ)
)

(s, x) =
((

Ra

(

Ac,T

))

(s), x
)

= (cs+ T, x). (3.21)

This and (3.20) prove item (ii). Observe that, for example, item (v) in Proposition 2.6 in [37]
shows that

P(G) ≤ P(F) + P(Φ) + D1(F) · DL(Φ)−1(Φ). (3.22)

Moreover, note that (3.19) and, for instance, [37, Proposition 2.20] prove that

L(Φ)− 1 = 1, D1(Φ) = D1

(

E2,J
(

Ac,T

))

+
d
∑

k=1

D1(J), (3.23)

and P(Φ) ≤ 1

2

[

P
(

E2,J
(

Ac,T

))

+
d
∑

k=1

P(J)

]2

. (3.24)

Furthermore, observe that, for example, [54, Lemma 2.2.11] demonstrates that

D1

(

E2,J
(

Ac,T

))

= D1(J). (3.25)

Combining this, (3.23), and the fact that D(J) = (1, d, 1) establishes that

D1(Φ) = (d+ 1)d ≤ 2dd. (3.26)

Moreover, note that, for instance, item (ii) in Lemma 2.13 in [37] ensures that

P
(

E2,J
(

Ac,T

))

≤ dP
(

Ac,T

)

+ d+ 1 = 2d+ d+ 1 ≤ 4d. (3.27)

Next, observe that the fact that D(J) = (1, d, 1) implies that

P(J) = 2d+ d+ 1 ≤ 4d. (3.28)

This, (3.24), and (3.27) show that

P(Φ) ≤ 1
2

(

4d+ 4dd
)2 ≤ 32d2d2. (3.29)

Combining this, (3.22), (3.26), and, for example, [1, Lemma 2.4] proves that

P(G) ≤ P(F) + 32d2d2 + D1(F) · 2dd ≤ P(F)
(

1 + 32d2d2 + 2dd
)

. (3.30)

This demonstrates item (iii). The proof of Lemma 3.14 is thus complete.
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3.6 Scalar multiplications and sums of ANNs

Definition 3.15 (Scalar multiplications of ANNs). Let λ ∈ R, Φ ∈ N (cf. Definition 3.1).
Then we denote by λ⊛ Φ ∈ N the ANN given by

λ⊛ Φ = Aλ IO(Φ),0 • Φ (3.31)

(cf. Definitions 3.5, 3.8, and 3.9).

Definition 3.16 (Summation ANNs). Let m,n ∈ N. Then we denote by Sm,n ∈ (Rm×(nm)×
R

m) the ANN given by Sm,n = A(Im Im ... Im),0 (cf. Definitions 3.5 and 3.9).

Definition 3.17 (Transpose of matrices). Let m,n ∈ N, A ∈ R
m×n. Then we denote by

A∗ ∈ R
n×m the transpose of A.

Definition 3.18 (Vectorization ANNs). Letm,n ∈ N. Then we denote by Tm,n ∈ (R(nm)×m×
R

nm) the ANN given by Tm,n = A(Im Im ... Im)∗,0 (cf. Definitions 3.5, 3.9, and 3.17).

Definition 3.19 (Sums of ANNs with the same length). Let u ∈ Z, v ∈ Z ∩ [u,∞),
Φu,Φu+1, . . . ,Φv ∈ N satisfy for all k ∈ Z ∩ [u, v] that L(Φk) = L(Φu), I(Φk) = I(Φu), and
O(Φk) = O(Φu) (cf. Definition 3.1). Then we denote by ⊕v

k=uΦk (we denote by Φu ⊕Φu+1 ⊕
. . .⊕ Φv) the ANN given by

v
⊕
k=u

Φk =
(

SO(Φu),v−u+1 •
[

Pv−u+1(Φu,Φu+1, . . . ,Φv)
]

• TI(Φu),v−u+1

)

∈ N (3.32)

(cf. Definitions 3.8, 3.12, 3.16, and 3.18).

Definition 3.20 (Sums of ANNs with different lengths). Let u ∈ Z, v ∈ Z ∩ [u,∞), Φu,
Φu+1, . . . ,Φv,Ψ ∈ N satisfy for all k ∈ Z ∩ [u, v] that I(Φk) = I(Φu), O(Φk) = I(Ψ) =
O(Ψ), and H(Ψ) = 1 (cf. Definition 3.1). Then we denote by ⊞

v
k=u,ΨΦk (we denote by

Φu⊞ΨΦu+1⊞Ψ . . .⊞ΨΦv) the ANN given by

v

⊞
k=u,Ψ

Φk =
[ v
⊕
k=u

Emaxj∈{u,u+1,...,v} L(Φj),Ψ(Φk)
]

∈ N (3.33)

(cf. Definitions 3.11 and 3.19).

In the following elementary result, Lemma 3.21 below, we collect a few basic properties
for sums of ANNs with different lengths (see Definition 3.20 above). Lemma 3.21 is a direct
consequence of [1, Lemma 2.20] and [54, Lemma 2.2.11], for example.

Lemma 3.21 (Elementary properties of sums of ANNs with different lengths). Let a ∈
C(R,R), L ∈ N, u ∈ Z, v ∈ Z ∩ [u,∞), Φu,Φu+1, . . . ,Φv, J,G ∈ N satisfy for all k ∈
Z ∩ [u, v] that L = maxk∈Z∩[u,v]L(Φk), I(Φk) = I(Φu), O(Φk) = I(J) = O(J), H(J) = 1,
Ra(J) = idR, and G = ⊞

v
k=u,JΦk (cf. Definitions 3.1, 3.4, and 3.20). Then

(i) it holds that L(G) = L,
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(ii) it holds that

D(G) (3.34)

=
(

I(Φu),
v
∑

k=u

D1

(

EL,J(Φk)
)

,
v
∑

k=u

D2

(

EL,J(Φk)
)

, . . . ,
v
∑

k=u

DL−1

(

EL,J(Φk)
)

,O(Φu)
)

,

(iii) it holds that

|||D(G)||| ≤ (v − u+ 1)max
{

D1(J), max
k∈Z∩[u,v]

|||D(Φk)|||
}

, (3.35)

(iv) it holds that Ra(G) ∈ C(RI(Φu),RO(Φu)), and

(v) it holds for all x ∈ R
I(Φu) that

(Ra(G))(x) =
v
∑

k=u

(Ra(Φk))(x) (3.36)

(cf. Definitions 2.1 and 3.11).

Proof of Lemma 3.14. Note that, for instance, [1, Lemma 2.20] (applied with ψ x G,
(hk)k∈Z∩[u,v] x (1)k∈Z∩[u,v], (Bk)k∈Z∩[u,v] x (0)k∈Z∩[u,v] in the notation of [1, Lemma 2.20]),
(3.12), and (3.31) establish items (ii), (iv), and (v). Observe that item (ii) implies item (i).
Note that, for example, [54, Lemma 2.2.11] establishes that for all k ∈ Z∩ [u, v] it holds that

|||D(EL,J(Φk))||| ≤ max{D1(J), |||D(Φk)|||} (3.37)

(cf. Definitions 2.1, 3.1, and 3.11). Furthermore, observe that item (ii) ensures that

|||D(G)||| ≤ max
{

I(Φu),O(Φu), (v − u+ 1) max
k∈Z∩[u,v]

|||D(EL,J(Φk))|||
}

. (3.38)

This and (3.38) imply item (iii). The proof of Lemma 3.14 is thus complete.

4 ANN approximations for linear interpolations of mul-

tilevel Picard (MLP) approximations

One of the main goals of this section is to construct and study in Corollary 4.13 below
suitable ANNs (with general/abstract activations) which approximate linear interpolations
of appropriate MLP approximations (see (4.84) in Corollary 4.13 in Subsection 4.6 below
for details). We employ Corollary 4.13 in our proofs of the ANN approximation results
for PDEs in Section 5 and Theorem 1.1 in the introduction, respectively. In our proof of
Corollary 4.13 we employ the abstract ANN approximation result for interpolation functions
in Proposition 4.12 and the ANN approximation result for MLP approximations at fixed time
points in [1, Proposition 3.9]. Moreover, the statements and our proofs of Proposition 4.12
and Corollary 4.13 build up on the concepts and results of the ANN calculus from Section 3,
[37, Sections 2.2 and 2.3], [1, Section 2.1], and [54, Section 2.2], respectively.
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In Proposition 4.12 and Corollary 4.13 the activation function of the considered ANNs is a
general continuous function a : R → R which fulfills, among other assumptions, the condition
that it makes the class of ANNs with this activation function flexible enough to exactly rep-
resent the one-dimensional identity function idR = (R ∋ x 7→ x ∈ R) and to approximately
represent the product function R

2 ∋ (v, w) 7→ vw ∈ R (see (4.56) in Proposition 4.12 and
(4.79) in Corollary 4.13 for details) in a suitable way. In the ANN approximation results in
Lemma 4.7, Lemma 4.8, Corollary 4.9, Corollary 4.10 (ReLU and leaky ReLU activations),
and Corollary 4.11 (softplus activation) in Subsections 4.3 and 4.4 below we verify that the
assumption in Corollary 4.13 that the considered ANNs can approximately represent the
product function in a suitable way is satisfied in the situation of the ReLU activation func-
tion r = (R ∋ x 7→ max{x, 0} ∈ R), in the situation of the leaky ReLU activation functions
R ∋ x 7→ max{x,ax} ∈ R for a ∈ (0, 1), and in the situation of the softplus activation func-
tion R ∋ x 7→ ln(1 + exp(x)) ∈ R. Lemma 4.7 (an appropriate ANN approximation result
for the square function R ∋ x 7→ x2 ∈ R) is an extension of Grohs et al. [37, Proposition 3.4]
in which a result similar to Lemma 4.7 has been established in the special situation of the
ReLU activation function and Lemma 4.8 (a suitable ANN approximation result for the
product function R

2 ∋ (v, w) 7→ vw ∈ R) is an extension of Grohs et al. [37, Proposition 3.5]
in which a result similar to Lemma 4.8 has been established in the special situation of the
ReLU activation function. Our proofs of Lemma 4.7 and Lemma 4.8 are strongly based on
the proofs in Grohs et al. [37, Proposition 3.4 and Proposition 3.5].

In Subsection 4.1 we recall in Definition 4.1 (which coincides with Definition 4.5 in [1]),
roughly speaking, the concept of a continuous piecewise linear (more accurately, piecewise
affine) function which interpolates certain given values at certain given points/arguments/
positions while being affine on the intervals between two neighboring position points and
in Lemma 4.2, Lemma 4.3, and Lemma 4.4 we collect a few elementary and well-known
properties of such linear interpolation functions. In (4.5) in Lemma 4.4 we recall that such a
linear interpolation function can be written as a linear combination of hat functions: the left
hand side of (4.5) is the considered linear interpolation function from Definition 4.1 and the
right hand side of (4.5) is the linear combination of the hat functions. The linear combination
on the right hand side of (4.5) consists of a sum of (K + 1) summands (where K ∈ N

is an arbitrary natural number) consisting of coefficients (real numbers) multiplied with
appropriate hat functions. Roughly speaking, we apply (4.5) in Lemma 4.4 in the situation
where the left hand side of (4.5) are linear interpolations of MLP approximations and where
we then want to approximate the right hand side of (4.5) through ANN approximations to
thereby obtain ANN approximations for MLP approximations.

Taking this into account, in Lemma 4.5 (ReLU and leaky ReLU activations) and Lemma 4.6
(softplus activation) in Subsection 4.2 we study ANN approximations for hat functions
(which appear on the right hand side of (4.5)) and in Lemma 4.7, Lemma 4.8, Corollary 4.9,
Corollary 4.10 (ReLU and leaky ReLU activations), and Corollary 4.11 (softplus activa-
tion) in Subsections 4.3 and 4.4 we study ANN approximations for the production function
R

2 ∋ (v, w) 7→ vw ∈ R (which appears on the right hand side of (4.5) to present the products
(the multiplications) of the coefficients with the hat functions on the right hand side of (4.5)).
In the situation of the ReLU activation a result similar to Lemma 4.5 has been established
in Grohs et al. [37, Lemma 3.9]. Our overall approach in this section to employ (4.5) in
Lemma 4.4 to approximate suitable linear interpolations through ANN approximations is
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strongly inspired by the approach in Grohs et al. [37, Section 3].

4.1 Properties of linear interpolation functions

Definition 4.1 (Linear interpolation function). Let K ∈ N, t0, t1, . . . , tK , f0, f1, . . . , fK ∈ R

satisfy t0 < t1 < . . . < tK . Then we denote by ℒ
f0,f1,...,fK
t0,t1,...,tK : R → R the function which satisfies

for all k ∈ {1, 2, . . . , K}, x ∈ (−∞, t0), y ∈ [tk−1, tk), z ∈ [tK ,∞) that ℒ
f0,f1,...,fK
t0,t1,...,tK

(x) = f0,

ℒ
f0,f1,...,fK
t0,t1,...,tK

(z) = fK , and

ℒ
f0,f1,...,fK
t0,t1,...,tK (y) = fk−1 +

( y−tk−1

tk−tk−1

)

(fk − fk−1). (4.1)

Lemma 4.2. Let K ∈ N, t0, t1, . . . , tK , f0, f1, . . . , fK ∈ R satisfy t0 < t1 < . . . < tK . Then it
holds for all k ∈ {1, 2, . . . , K}, t ∈ [tk−1, tk] that

∣

∣ℒ
f0,f1,...,fK
t0,t1,...,tK

(t)− fk
∣

∣ ≤ |fk − fk−1| (4.2)

(cf. Definition 4.1).

Proof of Lemma 4.2. Note that (4.1) implies that for all k ∈ {1, 2, . . . , K}, t ∈ [tk−1, tk] it
holds that

ℒ
f0,f1,...,fK
t0,t1,...,tK (t)− fk = fk−1 +

( t− tk−1

tk − tk−1

)

(

fk − fk−1

)

− fk =
( t− tk

tk − tk−1

)

(

fk − fk−1

)

(4.3)

(cf. Definition 4.1). Combining this and the fact that for all k ∈ {1, 2, . . . , K}, t ∈ [tk−1, tk]
it holds that | t−tk

tk−tk−1
| ≤ 1 shows (4.2). The proof of Lemma 4.2 is thus complete.

Lemma 4.3. Let t0, t1, t2 ∈ R satisfy t0 < t1 < t2. Then it holds for all t ∈ R that

ℒ
0,1,0
t0,t1,t2(t) =

t− t0

t1 − t0
1(t0,t1](t) +

t2 − t

t2 − t1
1(t1,t2)(t) (4.4)

(cf. Definition 4.1).

Proof of Lemma 4.3. Observe that (4.1) establishes (4.4). The proof of Lemma 4.3 is thus
complete.

Lemma 4.4. Let K ∈ N, T ∈ (0,∞), t−1, t0, t1, . . . , tK , tK+1, f0, f1, . . . , fK ∈ R satisfy
t−1 < 0 = t0 < t1 < . . . < tK = T < tK+1. Then it holds for all t ∈ [0, T ] that

ℒ
f0,f1,...,fK
t0,t1,...,tK

(t) =
K
∑

k=0

ℒ
0,1,0
tk−1,tk,tk+1

(t)fk (4.5)

(cf. Definition 4.1).
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Proof of Lemma 4.4. Note that Lemma 4.3 and, for instance, items (i) and (iii) in Lemma 4.6
in [1] show that for all t ∈ [0, T ] it holds that

K
∑

k=0

ℒ
0,1,0
tk−1,tk,tk+1

(t)fk = 1{t0}(t)f0 +

K
∑

k=1

t− tk−1

tk − tk−1
1(tk−1,tk](t)fk +

K−1
∑

k=0

tk+1 − t

tk+1 − tk
1(tk ,tk+1)(t)fk

= 1{t0}(t)f0 +
K
∑

k=1

t− tk−1

tk − tk−1

1(tk−1,tk](t)fk +
K
∑

k=1

tk − t

tk − tk−1

1(tk−1,tk)(t)fk−1

= 1{t0}(t)f0 +

K
∑

k=1

(

t− tk−1

tk − tk−1
fk +

tk − t

tk − tk−1
fk−1

)

1(tk−1,tk](t)

= 1{t0}(t)ℒ
f0,f1,...,fK
t0,t1,...,tK

(t) +
K
∑

k=1

ℒ
f0,f1,...,fK
t0,t1,...,tK

(t)1(tk−1,tk](t)

= ℒ
f0,f1,...,fK
t0,t1,...,tK (t)

(4.6)

(cf. Definition 4.1). The proof of Lemma 4.4 is thus complete.

4.2 ANN representations and approximations for hat functions

Lemma 4.5. Let t0, t1, t2 ∈ R satisfy t0 < t1 < t2, let c0, c1, c2 ∈ R satisfy

c0 =
1

t1 − t0
, c1 = − 1

t2 − t1
− 1

t1 − t0
, and c2 =

1

t2 − t1
, (4.7)

let a ∈ R\{−1, 1}, let a : R → R satisfy for all x ∈ R that a(x) = max{x,ax}, and let
H ∈ N be given by

H =

[

2
⊕
j=0

(

( |1−a|acj
(1−a)(1−a2)

)

⊛

(

i1 •A−|1−a|
1−a

,
|1−a|tj
1−a

)

)]

⊕
[

2
⊕
j=0

(

( |1−a|cj
(1−a)(1−a2)

)

⊛

(

i1 •A |1−a|
1−a

,
−|1−a|tj

1−a

)

)] (4.8)

(cf. Definitions 3.1, 3.6, 3.8, 3.9, 3.15, and 3.19). Then

(i) it holds that Ra(H) ∈ C(R,R),

(ii) it holds for all t ∈ R that (Ra(H))(t) = ℒ
0,1,0
t0,t1,t2(t),

(iii) it holds that D(H) = (1, 6, 1), and

(iv) it holds that P(H) = 19

(cf. Definitions 3.4 and 4.1).
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Proof of Lemma 4.5. Let r ∈ C(R,R) satisfy for all x ∈ R that r(x) = max{x, 0} and let
F ∈ N be given by

F = A1,0 •
2
⊕
j=0

(

cj ⊛
(

i1 •A1,−tj

)

)

(4.9)

(cf. Definitions 3.1, 3.6, 3.8, 3.9, 3.15, and 3.19). Observe that [1, Lemma 4.10] proves that
for all t ∈ R it holds that

(Rr(F))(t) = ℒ
0,1,0
t0,t1,t2(t) (4.10)

(cf. Definitions 3.4 and 4.1). In addition, note that, for example, item (iii) in Lemma 4.9
in [1] and, for instance, [1, Lemma 3.2] demonstrate that for all t ∈ R it holds that

(Rr(F))(t) =

2
∑

j=0

cjr(t− tj) =

2
∑

j=0

cj(Rr(i1))(t− tj). (4.11)

Moreover, observe that, for example, [1, Lemma 2.19] establishes that for all t ∈ R it holds
that Ra(H) ∈ C(R,R) and

(Ra(H))(t)

=

[ 2
∑

j=0

( |1−a|acj
(1−a)(1−a2)

)

(

Ra(i1)
)

(−|1−a|t
1−a

+
|1−a|tj
1−a

)]

+

[ 2
∑

j=0

( |1−a|cj
(1−a)(1−a2)

)

(

Ra(i1)
)

( |1−a|t
1−a

+
−|1−a|tj

1−a

)]

=
2
∑

j=0

|1−a|cj
(1−a)(1−a2)

[

a
(

Ra(i1)
)

(−|1−a|(t− tj)

1−a

)

+
(

Ra(i1)
)

( |1−a|(t− tj)

1−a

)]

.

(4.12)

This, Lemma 3.7, (4.10), and (4.11) ensure that for all t ∈ R it holds that

(Ra(H))(t) =

2
∑

j=0

cj(Rr(i1))(t− tj) = (Rr(F))(t) = ℒ
0,1,0
t0,t1,t2(t). (4.13)

This implies items (i) and (ii). Note that, for instance, item (i) in Lemma 2.19 in [1] and,
for example, item (i) in Lemma 3.2 in [1] show that

D(H) =
(

I(i1), 6D1(i1),O(i1)
)

= (1, 6, 1). (4.14)

This proves item (iii). Observe that item (iii) demonstrates that

P(H) = 6(1 + 1) + (6 + 1) = 19. (4.15)

This establishes item (iv). The proof of Lemma 4.5 is thus complete.
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Lemma 4.6. Let t0, t1, t2 ∈ R satisfy t0 < t1 < t2, let ε ∈ (0, 1], q ∈ (1,∞), L = max{|t1 −
t0|−1, |t2 − t1|−1} and let a : R → R satisfy for all x ∈ R that a(x) = ln(1 + exp(x)). Then
there exists H ∈ N such that for all t ∈ R it holds that

Ra(H) ∈ C(R,R), P(H) ≤ 12
(

max{1, 4L}
)q/(q−1)

2q/(q−1)ε−q/(q−1),

and
∣

∣(Ra(H))(t)−ℒ
0,1,0
t0,t1,t2(t)

∣

∣ ≤ εmax{1, |t|q}
(4.16)

(cf. Definitions 3.1, 3.4, and 4.1).

Proof of Lemma 4.6. Let f : [t0, t2] → R satisfy for all t ∈ [t0, t2] that

f(t) = ℒ
0,1,0
t0,t1,t2(t) (4.17)

(cf. Definition 4.1). This and, for instance, [1, item (i) in Lemma 4.6] ensure that f(t0) = 0,
f(t1) = 1, and f(t2) = 0. In addition, note that the triangle inequality and (4.4) imply that
for all t, s ∈ [t0, t2] it holds that

|f(t)− f(s)| ≤ |f(t)|+ |f(s)| ≤ 1 + 1 = 2. (4.18)

This and, for example, item (i) in Lemma 4.7 in [1] show that for all t, s ∈ R it holds that

∣

∣ℒ
0,1,0
t0,t1,t2(t)−ℒ

0,1,0
t0,t1,t2(s)

∣

∣ =
∣

∣ℒ
f(t0),f(t1),f(t2)
t0,t1,t2 (t)−ℒ

f(t0),f(t1),f(t2)
t0,t1,t2 (s)

∣

∣

≤ max

{

2

|t1 − t0|
,

2

|t2 − t1|

}

|t− s| = 2L|t− s|.
(4.19)

This and [1, Corollary 4.14] (applied with ε x 2−1ε, Lx 2L, q x q, f x ℒ
0,1,0
t0,t1,t2 , ax a in

the notation of [1, Corollary 4.14]) prove that there exists H ∈ N such that (4.16) is satisfied
(cf. Definition 3.1). The proof of Lemma 4.6 is thus complete.

4.3 ANN approximations for the square function

Lemma 4.7. Let f : R → R satisfy for all x ∈ [0, 1], y ∈ R\[0, 1] that f(x) = x2 and
f(y) = max{y, 0}, let ε ∈ (0, 1], q ∈ (2,∞), δ ∈ R satisfy δ = 2−14−2/(q−2)εq/(q−2), let
a ∈ C(R,R), G ∈ N, r, c ∈ [1,∞) satisfy for all x ∈ R that Ra(G) ∈ C(R,R), P(G) ≤ cδ−r,
and

|(Ra(G))(x)− f(x)| ≤ δmax{1, |x|q}, (4.20)

let W1 ∈ R
2×1, W2 ∈ R

1×2 be given by

W1 =

(

(

ε
4

)1/(q−2)

−
(

ε
4

)1/(q−2)

)

and W2 =
(

(

ε
4

)−2/(q−2) (

ε
4

)−2/(q−2)
)

, (4.21)

and let Φ ∈ N be given by

Φ = AW2,0 •P2(G,G) •AW1,0 (4.22)

(cf. Definitions 3.1, 3.4, 3.8, 3.9, and 3.12). Then
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(i) it holds that Ra(Φ) ∈ C(R,R),

(ii) it holds for all x ∈ R that |(Ra(Φ))(x)− x2| ≤ εmax{1, |x|q}, and

(iii) it holds that P(Φ) ≤ 2r+242r/(q−2)cε−rq/(q−2).

Proof of Lemma 4.7. Throughout this proof let ε̃, q̃ ∈ R satisfy ε̃ = ε/4 and q̃ = 1/(q − 2).
Observe that, for instance, [37, Proposition 2.19] and, for example, item (vi) in Proposi-
tion 2.6 in [37] demonstrate that for all x ∈ R it holds that Ra(Φ) ∈ C(R,R) and

(

Ra(Φ)
)

(x) =
((

Ra(AW2,0)
)

◦
(

Ra(P2(G,G))
)

◦
(

Ra(AW1,0)
))

(x)

=
(

Ra(AW2,0)
)((

Ra(P2(G,G))
)(

ε̃q̃x,−ε̃q̃x
))

=
(

Ra(AW2,0)
)(

(Ra(G))
(

ε̃q̃x
)

, (Ra(G))
(

−ε̃q̃x
))

= ε̃−2q̃
(

(Ra(G))
(

ε̃q̃x
)

+ (Ra(G))
(

−ε̃q̃x
))

(4.23)

(cf. Definitions 3.4, 3.9, and 3.12). This establishes item (i). Note that the fact that for all
x ∈ R\[0, 1] it holds that f(x) = max{x, 0} ensures that for all x ∈ R\[−1, 1] it holds that

|x| = max{x, 0} −min{x, 0} = max{x, 0}+max{−x, 0} = f(x) + f(−x). (4.24)

The triangle inequality and (4.20) therefore imply that for all x ∈ R\[−1, 1] it holds that

∣

∣(Ra(G))(x) + (Ra(G))(−x)− |x|
∣

∣ ≤
∣

∣(Ra(G))(x)− f(x)
∣

∣ +
∣

∣(Ra(G))(−x)− f(−x)
∣

∣

≤ δmax{1, |x|q}+ δmax{1, |−x|q} = 2δ|x|q.
(4.25)

This and (4.23) show that for all x ∈ R\[−ε̃−q̃, ε̃−q̃] it holds that

∣

∣(Ra(Φ))(x)− ε̃−q̃|x|
∣

∣ =
∣

∣ε̃−2q̃
((

(Ra(G))
(

ε̃q̃x
)

+ (Ra(G))
(

−ε̃q̃x
))

− |ε̃q̃x|
)∣

∣

≤ ε̃−2q̃2δ|ε̃q̃x|q = 2δε̃|x|q.
(4.26)

Next, observe that the triangle inequality proves that for all x ∈ R\[−ε̃−q̃, ε̃−q̃] it holds that

∣

∣ε̃−q̃|x| − x2
∣

∣ ≤ ε̃−q̃|x|+ |x|2 = |x|q
(

ε̃−q̃|x|−(q−1) + |x|−(q−2)
)

≤ |x|q
(

ε̃−q̃ε̃(q−1)q̃ + ε̃(q−2)q̃
)

= 2|x|qε̃.
(4.27)

Combining this, (4.26), the triangle inequality, and the fact that δ ∈ (0, 1] demonstrates that
for all x ∈ R\[−ε̃−q̃, ε̃−q̃] it holds that

∣

∣(Ra(Φ))(x)− x2
∣

∣ ≤
∣

∣(Ra(Φ))(x)− ε̃−q̃|x|
∣

∣+
∣

∣ε̃−q̃|x| − x2
∣

∣

≤ 2δε̃|x|q + 2|x|qε̃ ≤ 4ε̃|x|q ≤ εmax{1, |x|q}. (4.28)

Furthermore, note that the triangle inequality and (4.20) establish that for all x ∈ [0,∞) it
holds that

|(Ra(G))(−x)| ≤ |(Ra(G))(−x)− f(−x)| + |f(−x)|
≤ δmax{1, |−x|q}+ 0 = δmax{1, |x|q}. (4.29)
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Combining this, the triangle inequality, and (4.20) ensures that for all x ∈ [0, 1] it holds that

∣

∣(Ra(G))(x) + (Ra(G))(−x)− x2
∣

∣ =
∣

∣(Ra(G))(x) + (Ra(G))(−x)− f(x)
∣

∣

≤
∣

∣(Ra(G))(x)− f(x)
∣

∣ +
∣

∣(Ra(G))(−x)
∣

∣

≤ δmax{1, |x|q}+ δmax{1, |x|q} = 2δ.

(4.30)

This and (4.23) imply that for all x ∈ [−ε̃−q̃, ε̃−q̃] it holds that

|(Ra(Φ))(x)− x2| ≤ ε̃−2q̃
∣

∣(Ra(G))
(

ε̃q̃x
)

+ (Ra(G))
(

−ε̃q̃x
)

−
(

ε̃q̃x
)2∣
∣

≤ ε̃−2q̃2δ = ε−2q̃ · 42q̃ · 2 · 2−1 · 4−2q̃ · εqq̃ = ε

≤ εmax{1, |x|q}.
(4.31)

This and (4.28) show item (ii). Observe that, for instance, [37, Corollary 2.9] proves that

P
(

AW2,0 •P2(G,G) •AW1,0

)

≤ P
(

AW2,0 •P2(G,G)
)

≤ P
(

P2(G,G)
)

(4.32)

(cf. Definitions 3.1 and 3.8). This, the fact that P(G) ≤ cδ−r, and, for example, [37,
Corollary 2.21] demonstrate that

P(Φ) ≤ P
(

P2(G,G)
)

≤ 4P(G) ≤ 4cδ−r = 4c2r42r/(q−2)ε−rq/(q−2). (4.33)

This establishes item (iii). The proof of Lemma 4.7 is thus complete.

4.4 ANN approximations for the product function

Lemma 4.8. Let ε ∈ (0, 1], q ∈ (2,∞), δ ∈ R satisfy δ = (2q−1 + 1)−1ε, let a ∈ C(R,R),
Φ ∈ N, r, c ∈ [1,∞) satisfy for all x ∈ R that Ra(Φ) ∈ C(R,R), P(Φ) ≤ cδ−r, and

|(Ra(Φ))(x)− x2| ≤ δmax{1, |x|q}, (4.34)

let W1 ∈ R
3×2, W2 ∈ R

1×3 be given by

W1 =





1 1
1 0
0 1



 and W2 =
(

1
2

−1
2

−1
2

)

, (4.35)

and let Γ ∈ N be given by

Γ = AW2,0 •P3(Φ,Φ,Φ) •AW1,0 (4.36)

(cf. Definitions 3.1, 3.4, 3.8, 3.9, and 3.12). Then

(i) it holds that Ra(Γ) ∈ C(R2,R),

(ii) it holds for all x, y ∈ R that |(Ra(Γ))(x, y)− xy| ≤ εmax{1, |x|q, |y|q}, and

(iii) it holds that P(Γ) ≤ 9c(2q−1 + 1)rε−r.

29



Proof of Lemma 4.8. Note that, for instance, [37, Proposition 2.19] and, for example, item (vi)
in Proposition 2.6 in [37] show that for all x, y ∈ R it holds that Ra(Γ) ∈ C(R2,R) and

(Ra(Γ))(x, y) =
((

Ra(AW2,0)
)

◦
(

Ra

(

P3(Φ,Φ,Φ)
))

◦
(

Ra(AW1,0)
))

(x, y)

=
(

Ra(AW2,0)
)((

Ra

(

P3(Φ,Φ,Φ)
))

(x+ y, x, y)
)

=
(

Ra(AW2,0)
)((

Ra(Φ)
)

(x+ y),
(

Ra(Φ)
)

(x),
(

Ra(Φ)
)

(y)
)

= 1
2

(

Ra(Φ)
)

(x+ y)− 1
2

(

Ra(Φ)
)

(x)− 1
2

(

Ra(Φ)
)

(y)

(4.37)

(cf. Definitions 3.4, 3.9, and 3.12). This proves item (i). Observe that (4.37), the fact that
for all x, y ∈ R it holds that (x + y)2 − x2 − y2 = 2xy, the triangle inequality, and (4.34)
ensure that for all x, y ∈ R it holds that

2
∣

∣

(

Ra(Γ)
)

(x, y)− xy
∣

∣

=
∣

∣

(

Ra(Φ)
)

(x+ y)− (x+ y)2 −
((

Ra(Φ)
)

(x)− x2
)

−
((

Ra(Φ)
)

(y)− y2
)∣

∣

≤
∣

∣

(

Ra(Φ)
)

(x+ y)− (x+ y)2
∣

∣ +
∣

∣

(

Ra(Φ)
)

(x)− x2
∣

∣ +
∣

∣

(

Ra(Φ)
)

(y)− y2
∣

∣

≤ δmax{1, |x+ y|q}+ δmax{1, |x|q}+ δmax{1, |y|q}.

(4.38)

Furthermore, note that Jensen’s inequality implies that for all x, y ∈ R it holds that

max{1, |x+ y|q}+max{1, |x|q}+max{1, |y|q}
≤ 2q−1max{1, |x|q + |y|q}+max{1, |x|q}+max{1, |y|q}
≤ (2q−1 + 1)

(

max{1, |x|q}+max{1, |y|q}
)

≤ 2(2q−1 + 1)max{1, |x|q, |y|q}.

(4.39)

This and (4.38) show that for all x, y ∈ R it holds that
∣

∣

(

Ra(Γ)
)

(x, y)− xy
∣

∣ ≤ δ(2q−1 + 1)max{1, |x|q, |y|q} = εmax{1, |x|q, |y|q}. (4.40)

This proves item (ii). Observe that, for instance, [37, Corollary 2.9], [37, Corollary 2.21],
and the fact that P(Φ) ≤ cδ−r demonstrate that

P(Γ) = P
(

AW2,0 •P3(Φ,Φ,Φ) •AW1,0

)

≤ P
(

AW2,0 •P3(Φ,Φ,Φ)
)

≤ P
(

P3(Φ,Φ,Φ)
)

≤ 9P(Φ) ≤ 9cδ−r = 9c(2q−1 + 1)rε−r
(4.41)

(cf. Definitions 3.1 and 3.8). This establishes item (iii). The proof of Lemma 4.8 is thus
complete.

Corollary 4.9. Let f : R → R satisfy for all x ∈ [0, 1], y ∈ R\[0, 1] that f(x) = x2

and f(y) = max{y, 0}, let ε ∈ (0, 1], q ∈ (2,∞), r, c ∈ [1,∞), let δ ∈ R satisfy δ =
2−14−2/(q−2)(2q−1 + 1)−q/(q−2)εq/(q−2), let a ∈ C(R,R), and let G ∈ N satisfy for all x ∈ R

that Ra(G) ∈ C(R,R), P(G) ≤ cδ−r, and

|(Ra(G))(x)− f(x)| ≤ δmax{1, |x|q} (4.42)

(cf. Definitions 3.1 and 3.4). Then there exists Γ ∈ N such that for all x, y ∈ R it holds that

Ra(Γ) ∈ C(R2,R), P(Γ) ≤ 36 · 2
(q2+q+2)r

q−2 cε
−

rq
q−2 ,

and |(Ra(Γ))(x, y)− xy| ≤ εmax{1, |x|q, |y|q}.
(4.43)
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Proof of Corollary 4.9. Note that Lemma 4.7 (applied with f x f , G x G, a x a, q x q,
ε x (2q−1 + 1)−1ε, r x r, c x c in the notation of Lemma 4.7) ensures that there exists
Φ ∈ N such that for all x ∈ R it holds that

Ra(Φ) ∈ C(R,R), P(Φ) ≤ 2r+24
2r
q−2 c

(

(2q−1 + 1)−1ε
)− rq

q−2

and |(Ra(Φ))(x)− x2| ≤ (2q−1 + 1)−1εmax{1, |x|q}
(4.44)

(cf. Definitions 3.1 and 3.4). Therefore, Lemma 4.8 (applied with Φ x Φ, a x a, q x q,
ε x ε, r x

rq
q−2

, c x 2r+242r/(q−2)c in the notation of Lemma 4.8) demonstrates that there
exists Γ ∈ N such that for all x, y ∈ R it holds that

Ra(Γ) ∈ C(R2,R), P(Γ) ≤ 9 · 2r+24
2r
q−2 c(2q−1 + 1)

rq
q−2 ε

−
rq
q−2 ,

and |(Ra(Γ))(x, y)− xy| ≤ εmax{1, |x|q, |y|q}.
(4.45)

Moreover, observe that the fact that 2q−1 + 1 ≤ 2q ensures that

9 · 2r+24
2r
q−2 c(2q−1 + 1)

rq
q−2 = 36 · 2r+

4r
q−2 c(2q−1 + 1)

rq
q−2

≤ 36 · 2r+
4r
q−2 c2

rq2

q−2 = 36 · 2
(q2+q+2)r

q−2 c.

(4.46)

The proof of Corollary 4.9 is thus complete.

Corollary 4.10. Let ε ∈ (0, 1], q ∈ (2,∞), a ∈ R\{−1, 1} and let a : R → R satisfy for all
x ∈ R that a(x) = max{x,ax}. Then there exists Γ ∈ N such that for all x, y ∈ R it holds
that

Ra(Γ) ∈ C(R2,R), P(Γ) ≤ 864 · 2
q3+3q2−2q
(q−2)(q−1) ε

−
q2

(q−2)(q−1) ,

and |(Ra(Γ))(x, y)− xy| ≤ εmax{1, |x|q, |y|q}
(4.47)

(cf. Definitions 3.1 and 3.4).

Proof of Corollary 4.10. Let δ = 2−14−2/(q−2)(2q−1 + 1)−q/(q−2)εq/(q−2) and let f : R → R

satisfy for all x ∈ [0, 1], y ∈ R\[0, 1] that f(x) = x2 and f(y) = max{y, 0}. Note that for
all x, y ∈ R it holds that |f(x) − f(y)| ≤ 2|x − y|. Therefore, [1, Corollary 4.13] (applied
with ε x δ, L x 2, q x q, α x a, f x f , a x a in the notation of [1, Corollary 4.13])
establishes that there exists G ∈ N such that for all x ∈ R it holds that

Ra(G) ∈ C(R,R), P(G) ≤ 24 · 4
q

q−1 · δ−
q

q−1 ,

and |(Ra(G))(x)− f(x)| ≤ δmax{1, |x|q}
(4.48)

(cf. Definitions 3.1 and 3.4). This and Corollary 4.9 (applied with f x f , G x G, a x a,
q x q, ε x ε, r x q

q−1
, c x 24 · 4q/(q−1) in the notation of Corollary 4.9) imply that there

exists Γ ∈ N such that for all x, y ∈ R it holds that

Ra(Γ) ∈ C(R2,R), P(Γ) ≤ 36 · 2
(q2+q+2)q
(q−2)(q−1) · 24 · 4

q
q−1 ε

−
q2

(q−2)(q−1) ,

and |(Ra(Γ))(x, y)− xy| ≤ εmax{1, |x|q, |y|q}.
(4.49)
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Moreover, observe that the fact that (q2+q+2)q
(q−2)(q−1)

+ 2q
q−1

= (q2+3q−2)q
(q−2)(q−1)

shows that

36 · 2
(q2+q+2)q
(q−2)(q−1) · 24 · 4

q
q−1 = 864 · 2

(q2+3q−2)q
(q−2)(q−1) . (4.50)

The proof of Corollary 4.10 is thus complete.

Corollary 4.11. Let ε ∈ (0, 1], q ∈ (2,∞) and let a : R → R satisfy for all x ∈ R that
a(x) = ln(1 + exp(x)). Then there exists Γ ∈ N such that for all x, y ∈ R it holds that

Ra(Γ) ∈ C(R2,R), P(Γ) ≤ 1728 · 2
q3+3q2−2q
(q−2)(q−1) ε

−
q2

(q−2)(q−1) ,

and |(Ra(Γ))(x, y)− xy| ≤ εmax{1, |x|q, |y|q}
(4.51)

(cf. Definitions 3.1 and 3.4).

Proof of Corollary 4.11. Let δ = 2−14−2/(q−2)(2q−1 + 1)−q/(q−2)εq/(q−2) and let f : R → R

satisfy for all x ∈ [0, 1], y ∈ R\[0, 1] that f(x) = x2 and f(y) = max{y, 0}. Note that for
all x, y ∈ R it holds that |f(x)− f(y)| ≤ 2|x − y|. Hence, [1, Corollary 4.14] (applied with
ε x δ/2, L x 2, q x q, f x f , a x a in the notation of [1, Corollary 4.14]) demonstrates
that there exists G ∈ N such that for all x ∈ R it holds that

Ra(G) ∈ C(R,R), P(G) ≤ 12 · 4
q

q−1 · 2
q

q−1 δ−
q

q−1 ,

and |(Ra(G))(x)− f(x)| ≤ δmax{1, |x|q}
(4.52)

(cf. Definitions 3.1 and 3.4). This and Corollary 4.9 (applied with f x f , G x G, a x a,
q x q, ε x ε, r x q

q−1
, cx 12 · 4q/(q−1) · 2q/(q−1) in the notation of Corollary 4.9) prove that

there exists Γ ∈ N such that for all x, y ∈ R it holds that

Ra(Γ) ∈ C(R2,R), P(Γ) ≤ 36 · 2
(q2+q+2)q
(q−2)(q−1) · 12 · 4

q
q−1 · 2

q
q−1 ε

−
q2

(q−2)(q−1) ,

and |(Ra(Γ))(x, y)− xy| ≤ εmax{1, |x|q, |y|q}.
(4.53)

In addition, observe that the fact that q
q−1

≤ 2 demonstrates that

36 · 2
(q2+q+2)q
(q−2)(q−1) · 12 · 4

q
q−1 · 2

q
q−1 = 432 · 2

(q2+3q−2)q
(q−2)(q−1) · 2

q
q−1 ≤ 1728 · 2

(q2+3q−2)q
(q−2)(q−1) . (4.54)

The proof of Corollary 4.11 is thus complete.

4.5 ANN approximations for interpolation functions

Proposition 4.12. Let K, d, d ∈ N, ε ∈ (0, 1], q ∈ (2,∞), a, h0, h1, . . . , hK ∈ C(R,R), f0,
f1, . . . , fK ∈ C(Rd,R), H0,H1, . . . ,HK ,F0,F1, . . . ,FK ∈ N satisfy for all k ∈ {0, 1, . . . , K},
t ∈ R that Ra(Fk) = fk, Ra(Hk) ∈ C(R,R), and

|hk(t)− (Ra(Hk))(t)| ≤ εmax{1, |t|q}, (4.55)

let J,Γ ∈ N satisfy for all v, w ∈ R that D(J) = (1, d, 1), Ra(J) = idR, Ra(Γ) ∈ C(R2,R),
and

|vw − (Ra(Γ))(v, w)| ≤ εmax{1, |v|q, |w|q}, (4.56)
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and let Φ ∈ N be given by

Φ =
K

⊞
k=0,J

(

Γ • P2,J(Hk,Fk)
)

(4.57)

(cf. Definitions 3.1, 3.4, 3.8, 3.13, and 3.20). Then

(i) it holds that Ra(Φ) ∈ C(Rd+1,R),

(ii) it holds for all t ∈ R, x ∈ R
d that

(

Ra(Φ)
)

(t, x) =
K
∑

k=0

(

Ra(Γ)
)((

Ra(Hk)
)

(t), fk(x)
)

, (4.58)

(iii) it holds for all t ∈ R, x ∈ R
d that

∣

∣

∣

∣

(

Ra(Φ)
)

(t, x)−
K
∑

k=0

hk(t)fk(x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ 2ε
K
∑

k=0

(

1+ |fk(x)|q
)(

max{1, |t|q}+ |hk(t)|
)q
, (4.59)

(iv) it holds that

L(Φ) ≤ 2L(Γ)
[

max
k∈{0,1,...,K}

L(Hk)

][

max
k∈{0,1,...,K}

L(Fk)

]

, (4.60)

(v) it holds that

|||D(Φ)||| ≤ 2d(K + 1) |||D(Γ)|||
[

max
k∈{0,1,...,K}

|||D(Hk)|||
][

max
k∈{0,1,...,K}

|||D(Fk)|||
]

, (4.61)

and

(vi) it holds that

P(Φ) ≤ 16d2(K + 1)2
[

P(Γ)
]3
[

max
k∈{0,1,...,K}

P(Hk)

]3

·
[

max
k∈{0,1,...,K}

L(Fk)

][

max
k∈{0,1,...,K}

|||D(Fk)|||
]2

(4.62)

(cf. Definition 2.1).

Proof of Proposition 4.12. Note that, for example, item (i) in Corollary 2.23 in [37], item (vi)
in Proposition 2.6 in [37], and item (iv) in Lemma 3.21 establish item (i). Observe that
item (v) in Lemma 3.21 establishes that for all t ∈ R, x ∈ R

d it holds that

(

Ra(Φ)
)

(t, x) =

K
∑

k=0

(

Ra

(

Γ • P2,J(Hk,Fk)
))

(t, x) (4.63)

(cf. Definitions 3.4, 3.8, and 3.13). In the next step we note that, for instance, item (vi)
in Proposition 2.6 in [37], item (ii) in Corollary 2.23 in [37], and the fact that for all k ∈
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{0, 1, . . . , K} it holds that Ra(Fk) = fk ensure that for all t ∈ R, x ∈ R
d, k ∈ {0, 1, . . . , K}

it holds that
(

Ra

(

Γ • P2,J(Hk,Fk)
))

(t, x) =
(

Ra(Γ)
)(

Ra

(

P2,J(Hk,Fk)
)

(t, x)
)

=
(

Ra(Γ)
)((

Ra(Hk)
)

(t), fk(x)
)

.
(4.64)

This and (4.63) imply item (ii). Observe that item (ii) and the triangle inequality show that
for all t ∈ R, x ∈ R

d it holds that

∣

∣

∣

∣

(

Ra(Φ)
)

(t, x)−
K
∑

k=0

hk(t)fk(x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
K
∑

k=0

∣

∣

(

Ra(Γ)
)((

Ra(Hk)
)

(t), fk(x)
)

− hk(t)fk(x)
∣

∣. (4.65)

In the next step we combine the triangle inequality, the fact that for all v, w ∈ R it holds that
|vw− (Ra(Γ))(v, w)| ≤ εmax{1, |v|q, |w|q}, and the fact that for all t ∈ R, k ∈ {0, 1, . . . , K}
it holds that |hk(t) − (Ra(Hk))(t)| ≤ εmax{1, |t|q} to obtain that for all t ∈ R, x ∈ R

d,
k ∈ {0, 1, . . . , K} it holds that
∣

∣

(

Ra(Γ)
)((

Ra(Hk)
)

(t), fk(x)
)

− hk(t)fk(x)
∣

∣

≤
∣

∣

(

Ra(Γ)
)((

Ra(Hk)
)

(t), fk(x)
)

−
(

Ra(Hk)
)

(t)fk(x)
∣

∣ +
∣

∣

(

Ra(Hk)
)

(t)− hk(t)
∣

∣|fk(x)|
≤ εmax

{

1,
∣

∣

(

Ra(Hk)
)

(t)
∣

∣

q
, |fk(x)|q

}

+ εmax{1, |t|q}|fk(x)|
≤ εmax

{

1,
∣

∣

(

Ra(Hk)
)

(t)
∣

∣

q}(
1 + |fk(x)|q

)

+ εmax{1, |t|q}
(

1 + |fk(x)|q
)

.

(4.66)

In the next step we note that the triangle inequality and the fact that for all t ∈ R, k ∈
{0, 1, . . . , K} it holds that |hk(t) − (Ra(Hk))(t)| ≤ εmax{1, |t|q} prove that for all t ∈ R,
k ∈ {0, 1, . . . , K} it holds that

∣

∣

(

Ra(Hk)
)

(t)
∣

∣ ≤
∣

∣

(

Ra(Hk)
)

(t)− hk(t)
∣

∣+ |hk(t)| ≤ max{1, |t|q}+ |hk(t)|. (4.67)

This and (4.66) demonstrate that for all t ∈ R, x ∈ R
d, k ∈ {0, 1, . . . , K} it holds that

∣

∣

(

Ra(Γ)
)((

Ra(Hk)
)

(t), fk(x)
)

− hk(t)fk(x)
∣

∣ ≤ 2ε
(

max{1, |t|q}+ |hk(t)|
)q(

1 + |fk(x)|q
)

.

(4.68)

This and (4.65) establish item (iii). Observe that item (i) in Lemma 3.21 and, for example,
item (ii) in Proposition 2.6 in [37] ensure that

L(Φ) = max
k∈{0,1,...,K}

L
(

Γ •
(

P2,J(Hk,Fk)
))

= max
k∈{0,1,...,K}

(

L(Γ) + L
(

P2,J(Hk,Fk)
)

− 1
)

(4.69)

(cf. Definition 3.1). In addition, note that, for instance, item (ii) in Lemma 2.13 in [37]
implies that for all k ∈ {0, 1, . . . , K} it holds that

L
(

P2,J(Hk,Fk)
)

= L
(

P2

(

Emax{L(Hk),L(Fk)},J(Hk), Emax{L(Hk),L(Fk)},J(Fk)
))

= max
{

L(Hk),L(Fk)
}

≤
[

max
j∈{0,1,...,K}

L(Hj)

][

max
j∈{0,1,...,K}

L(Fj)

]

(4.70)
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(cf. Definitions 3.11 and 3.12). This and (4.69) show item (iv). Observe that item (iii) in
Lemma 3.21 proves that

|||D(Φ)||| ≤ (K + 1)max
{

d, max
k∈{0,1,...,K}

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣D
(

Γ • P2,J(Hk,Fk)
)∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

}

(4.71)

(cf. Definition 2.1). In addition, note that, for example, item (i) in Proposition 2.6 in [37]
demonstrates that for all k ∈ {0, 1, . . . , K} it holds that

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣D
(

Γ • P2,J(Hk,Fk)
)∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣ ≤ max
{∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣D
(

P2,J(Hk,Fk)
)∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣, |||D(Γ)|||
}

. (4.72)

Next we combine, for instance, item (i) in Proposition 2.20 in [37] and, for example, [54,
Lemma 2.2.11] to obtain that for all k ∈ {0, 1, . . . , K} it holds that

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣D
(

P2,J(Hk,Fk)
)∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣ =
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣D
(

P2

(

Emax{L(Hk),L(Fk)},J(Hk), Emax{L(Hk),L(Fk)},J(Fk)
))∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣D
(

Emax{L(Hk),L(Fk)},J(Hk)
)∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣+
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣D
(

Emax{L(Hk),L(Ξk)},J(Fk)
)∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ max
{

d, |||D(Hk)|||
}

+max
{

d, |||D(Fk)|||
}

≤ d|||D(Hk)|||+ d|||D(Fk)||| ≤ 2d|||D(Hk)||||||D(Fk)|||.
(4.73)

This and (4.72) establish that for all k ∈ {0, 1, . . . , K} it holds that

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣D
(

Γ • P2,J(Hk,Fk)
)∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣ ≤ 2d|||D(Hk)||||||D(Fk)||||||D(Γ)|||. (4.74)

This and (4.71) ensure item (v). Observe that (3.2), (3.3), and (3.4) imply that

P(Φ) =

L(Φ)
∑

m=1

Dm(Φ)
(

Dm−1(Φ) + 1
)

≤
L(Φ)
∑

m=1

|||D(Φ)|||
(

|||D(Φ)|||+ |||D(Φ)|||
)

= 2L(Φ)|||D(Φ)|||2.

(4.75)

Next, note that item (iv) and, for instance, [1, Lemma 2.4] show that

L(Φ) ≤ 2P(Γ)

[

max
k∈{0,1,...,K}

P(Hk)

][

max
k∈{0,1,...,K}

L(Fk)

]

. (4.76)

In the next step we combine item (v) and, for example, [1, Lemma 2.4] to obtain that

|||D(Φ)||| ≤ 2d(K + 1)P(Γ)

[

max
k∈{0,1,...,K}

P(Hk)

][

max
k∈{0,1,...,K}

|||D(Fk)|||
]

. (4.77)

Combining this, (4.75), and (4.76) proves item (vi). The proof of Proposition 4.12 is thus
complete.
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4.6 ANN approximations for linear interpolations of MLP approx-

imations

Corollary 4.13. Let K, d, d,M ∈ N, T ∈ (0,∞), q ∈ (2,∞), t−1, t0, t1, . . . , tK , tK+1 ∈ R

satisfy t−1 < 0 = t0 < t1 < . . . < tK = T < tK+1, let a ∈ C(R,R), J,F,G ∈ N satisfy
D(J) = (1, d, 1), Ra(J) = idR, Ra(F) ∈ C(R,R), and Ra(G) ∈ C(Rd,R), for every k ∈
{0, 1, . . . , K}, γ ∈ (0, 1] let Hk,γ ∈ N satisfy for all t ∈ R that Ra(Hk,γ) ∈ C(R,R) and

∣

∣ℒ
0,1,0
tk−1,tk,tk+1

(t)−
(

Ra(Hk,γ)
)

(t)
∣

∣ ≤ γmax{1, |t|q}, (4.78)

for every γ ∈ (0, 1] let Γγ ∈ N satisfy for all v, w ∈ R that Ra(Γγ) ∈ C(R2,R) and

∣

∣vw −
(

Ra(Γγ)
)

(v, w)
∣

∣ ≤ γmax
{

1, |v|q, |w|q
}

, (4.79)

let Θ =
⋃

n∈N Z
n, for every θ ∈ Θ let Uθ : [0, T ] → [0, T ] and W θ : [0, T ] → R

d be functions,
let Uθ

n : [0, T ]× R
d → R, n ∈ N0, θ ∈ Θ, satisfy for all θ ∈ Θ, n ∈ N, t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ R

d that
Uθ
0 (t, x) = 0 and

Uθ
n(t, x) =

1

Mn

[

Mn
∑

k=1

(

Ra(G)
)(

x+W
(θ,0,−k)
T−t

)

]

(4.80)

+

n−1
∑

i=0

(T − t)

Mn−i

[

Mn−i
∑

k=1

(

(Ra(F) ◦ U (θ,i,k)
i )− 1N(i)(Ra(F) ◦ U (θ,−i,k)

max{i−1,0})
)(

U (θ,i,k)
t , x+W

(θ,i,k)

U
(θ,i,k)
t −t

)

]

,

let U
θ
n,t ∈ {Φ ∈ N : Ra(Φ) ∈ C(Rd,R)}, t ∈ [0, T ], n ∈ N0, θ ∈ Θ, satisfy for all θ ∈ Θ,

n ∈ N, t ∈ [0, T ] that Uθ
0,t = ((0 0 . . . 0), 0) ∈ R

1×d × R
1 and

U
θ
n,t =

[

Mn

⊕
k=1

(

1
Mn ⊛

(

G •A
Id,W

(θ,0,−k)
T−t

)

)

]

⊞ J

[

n−1

⊞
i=0,J

[

(

(T−t)
Mn−i

)

⊛

(

Mn−i

⊞
k=1,J

(

(

F •U(θ,i,k)

i,U
(θ,i,k)
t

)

•A
Id,W

(θ,i,k)

U
(θ,i,k)
t −t

)

)

]]

(4.81)

⊞ J

[

n−1

⊞
i=0,J

[

(

(t−T )1N(i)
Mn−i

)

⊛

(

Mn−i

⊞
k=1,J

(

(

F •U(θ,−i,k)

max{i−1,0},U
(θ,i,k)
t

)

•A
Id,W

(θ,i,k)

U
(θ,i,k)
t −t

)

)

]]

,

and for every θ ∈ Θ, γ ∈ (0, 1], n ∈ N let Φθ
γ,n ∈ N satisfy

Φθ
γ,n =

K

⊞
k=0,J

(

Γγ • P2,J

(

Hk,γ,U
θ
n,tk

))

(4.82)

(cf. Definitions 3.1, 3.4, 3.5, 3.8, 3.9, 3.13, 3.15, 3.19, 3.20, and 4.1). Then

(i) it holds for all θ ∈ Θ, γ ∈ (0, 1], n ∈ N, t ∈ R, x ∈ R
d that Ra(Φ

θ
γ,n) ∈ C(Rd+1,R) and

(

Ra(Φ
θ
γ,n)
)

(t, x) =
K
∑

k=0

(

Ra(Γγ)
)((

Ra(Hk,γ)
)

(t), Uθ
n(tk, x)

)

, (4.83)
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(ii) it holds for all θ ∈ Θ, γ ∈ (0, 1], n ∈ N, t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ R
d that

∣

∣ℒ
Uθ
n(t0,x),U

θ
n(t1,x),...,U

θ
n(tK ,x)

t0,t1,...,tK
(t)−

(

Ra(Φ
θ
γ,n)
)

(t, x)
∣

∣

≤ 2γ
(

1 + (T + 1)q
)q

(

K
∑

k=0

(

1 + |Uθ
n(tk, x)|q

)

)

,
(4.84)

and

(iii) it holds for all θ ∈ Θ, γ ∈ (0, 1], n ∈ N that

P
(

Φθ
γ,n

)

≤ 16
(

max{d,L(G)}+ L(F)
)[

max{d, |||D(F)|||, |||D(G)|||}
]2[
n

1
2 (3M)n

]2

·
[

P(Γγ)
]3
[

max
k∈{0,1,...,K}

P(Hk,γ)

]3

(K + 1)2d2

(4.85)

(cf. Definition 2.1).

Proof of Corollary 4.13. Observe that items (ii) and (v) in Proposition 3.9 in [1] and items (i)
and (ii) in Proposition 4.12 (applied for every γ ∈ (0, 1], n ∈ N, θ ∈ Θ with K x K, dx d,
d x d, ε x γ, q x q, a x a, (hk)k∈{0,1,...,K} x (ℒ0,1,0

tk−1,tk,tk+1
)k∈{0,1,...,K}, (fk)k∈{0,1,...,K} x

(Rd ∋ x 7→ Uθ
n(tk, x) ∈ R)k∈{0,1,...,K}, (Hk)k∈{0,1,...,K} x (Hk,γ)k∈{0,1,...,K}, (Fk)k∈{0,1,...,K} x

(Uθ
n,tk

)k∈{0,1,...,K}, J x J, Γ x Γγ, Φ x Φθ
γ,n in the notation of Proposition 4.12) demonstrate

item (i). Note that item (iii) in Proposition 4.12 and Lemma 4.4 establish that for all
t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ R

d, γ ∈ (0, 1], n ∈ N, θ ∈ Θ it holds that

∣

∣ℒ
Uθ
n(t0,x),U

θ
n(t1,x),...,U

θ
n(tK ,x)

t0,t1,...,tK
(t)−

(

Ra(Φ
θ
γ,n)
)

(t, x)
∣

∣

≤ 2γ

K
∑

k=0

(

1 + |Uθ
n(tk, x)|q

)(

max{1, |t|q}+
∣

∣ℒ
0,1,0
tk−1,tk,tk+1

(t)
∣

∣

)q
.

(4.86)

The fact that for all t ∈ [0, T ] it holds that max{1, |t|q} ≤ (1 + T )q and the fact that for all
t ∈ R, k ∈ {0, 1, . . . , K} it holds that ℒ

0,1,0
tk−1,tk,tk+1

(t) ∈ [0, 1] hence ensure item (ii). Observe
that item (iii) in Proposition 3.9 in [1] implies that for all n ∈ N, θ ∈ Θ, t ∈ [0, T ] it holds
that

L(Uθ
n,t) ≤ max{d,L(G)}+ nH(F) ≤ n

(

max{d,L(G)}+ L(F)
)

. (4.87)

Furthermore, note that item (iv) in Proposition 3.9 in [1] shows that for all n ∈ N, θ ∈ Θ,
t ∈ [0, T ] it holds that

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣D(Uθ
n,t)
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2 ≤
(

max{d, |||D(F)|||, |||D(G)|||}
)2(

(3M)n
)2

(4.88)

(cf. Definition 2.1). This, (4.87), and item (vi) in Proposition 4.12 prove item (iii). The
proof of Corollary 4.13 is thus complete.

37



5 ANN approximations for solutions of semilinear heat

PDEs

In this section we establish the main ANN approximation results of this work. In particular,
in Theorem 5.3 in Subsection 5.1 we show that for every arbitrarily large absolute moment
q ∈ [2,∞) and every arbitrarily large time horizon T ∈ (0,∞) we have that the solutions
ud : [0, T ]×R

d → R, d ∈ N, of the semilinear heat PDEs in (5.18) below can be approximated
on [0, T ] × R

d, d ∈ N, in the Lq-sense with respect to the measures νd : B(Rd+1) → [0,∞),
d ∈ N, in (5.10) (see (5.19)) without the COD (see (5.20)) through realizations of ANNs
with a general activation function provided that there exist

(i) appropriate ANN approximations Γε ∈ N, ε ∈ (0, 1], for the product function (see
(5.11) and (5.12) below),

(ii) a shallow ANN representation J ∈ N for the one-dimensional identity function idR =
(R ∋ x 7→ x ∈ R),

(iii) appropriate ANN approximations HK,k,ε ∈ N, ε ∈ (0, 1], k ∈ {0, 1, . . . , K}, K ∈ N, for
the hat functions (see (5.13) and (5.14) below),

(iv) appropriate ANN approximations F0,ε ∈ N, ε ∈ (0, 1], for the nonlinearity in the PDE
(see (5.15), (5.16), and (5.17) below), and

(v) appropriate ANN approximations Fd,ε ∈ N, ε ∈ (0, 1], d ∈ N, for the terminal value
functions (see (5.15) and (5.16) below).

In our proof of Theorem 5.3 we employ, among other things, Corollary 4.13 from Section 4,
Corollary 2.3, Lemma 2.5, and Corollary 2.7 from Section 2, the strong Lp-error estimates
for the employed MLP approximations from Hutzenthaler et al. [48], the elementary com-
plexity estimate in Lemma 5.1, and the elementary and well-known measurability property
in Lemma 5.2.

In Corollary 5.4 and Corollary 5.5 in Subsection 5.2 we then specialize Theorem 5.3 to
the situation of ANNs with the ReLU, the leaky ReLU, and the softplus activation func-
tion. Our proofs of Corollary 5.4 and Corollary 5.5, respectively, employ the general ANN
approximation result for PDEs in Theorem 5.3, the ANN representation and approximation
results for hat functions in Subsection 4.2, the ANN approximation results for the product
function from Subsection 4.4, the ANN representation results for the one-dimensional iden-
tity function in [1, Section 3.2], and the ANN approximation results for Lipschitz continuous
nonlinearities in [1, Section 4.2].

5.1 ANN approximations for PDEs with general activation func-

tions

Lemma 5.1. Let L, T ∈ (0,∞), p ∈ [2,∞), B ∈ [1,∞), (mk)k∈N ⊆ N satisfy for all k ∈ N

that lim infj→∞mj = ∞, lim supj→∞
(mj )p/2/j < ∞, and mk+1 ≤ Bmk, and let (Nε)ε∈(0,1]
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satisfy for all ε ∈ (0, 1] that

Nε = inf

(

{

n ∈ N :

[

(1 + LT )(mn)
− 1

2 exp

(

(mn)
p
2

n

)]n

≤ ε

}

∪ {∞}
)

. (5.1)

Then

(i) it holds for all ε ∈ (0, 1] that Nε <∞ and

(ii) it holds for all δ ∈ (0,∞) that

sup
ε∈(0,1]

(

ε2+δ(Nε)
1/2(3mNε)

Nε
)

<∞. (5.2)

Proof of Lemma 5.1. Throughout this proof let (mn)n∈N satisfy for all n ∈ N that

mn =

[

(1 + 2LT )(mn)
− 1

2 exp

(

(mn)
p
2

n

)]n

. (5.3)

Observe that the fact that lim supj→∞
(mj)p/2/j < ∞ and the fact that lim infj→∞mj = ∞

show that lim supn→∞mn = 0. Combining this and (5.1) proves item (i). Note that (5.1)
and (5.3) demonstrate that for all ε ∈ (0, 1] with Nε ∈ N ∩ [2,∞) it holds that mNε−1 > ε.
Hence, (5.3) shows that for all δ ∈ (0,∞), ε ∈ (0, 1] with Nε ∈ N ∩ [2,∞) it holds that

(Nε)
1/2(3mNε)

Nε

≤ (Nε)
1/2(3mNε)

Nε
(

ε−1mNε−1

)2+δ

≤ ε−(2+δ) sup
n∈N

(

(n+ 1)
1
2 (3mn+1)

n+1(mn)
2+δ
)

≤ ε−(2+δ) sup
n∈N

(

(n + 1)
1
2 (mn+1)

n+1

[

3(1 + 2LT ) exp

(

(mn)
p
2

n

)

(mn)
− 1

2

]n(2+δ)
)

.

(5.4)

Next, observe that the fact that for all n ∈ N it holds that mn+1 ≤ Bmn establishes that
for all n ∈ N it holds that (mn+1)

n+1 ≤ mn+1B
n(mn)

n ≤ m1B
2n(mn)

n. Combining this and
(5.4) establishes that for all δ ∈ (0,∞), ε ∈ (0, 1] with Nε ∈ N ∩ [2,∞) it holds that

(Nε)
1/2(3mNε)

Nε ≤ ε−(2+δ) sup
n∈N

(

(n + 1)
1
2m1(mn)

−nδ
2

[

3(1 + 2LT )B exp

(

(mn)
p
2

n

)]n(2+δ)
)

.

(5.5)

This, the fact that B ∈ [1,∞), and the fact that for all n ∈ N, δ ∈ (0,∞) it holds that

(m1)
− δ

2

(

exp
(

(m1)
p
2

))2+δ ≥ (m1)
− δ

2

(

1 + (m1)
p
2

)2+δ ≥ (m1)
(p−1)δ

2
+p ≥ 1 (5.6)

ensure that for all δ ∈ (0,∞), ε ∈ (0, 1] it holds that

(Nε)
1/2(3mNε)

Nε ≤ ε−(2+δ)m1 sup
n∈N

[

(n+ 1)
1
2n (mn)

− δ
2

[

3(1 + 2LT )B exp

(

(mn)
p
2

n

)]2+δ
]n

.

(5.7)
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Next we combine the fact that lim supn→∞
(mn)p/2/n <∞, the fact that lim infn→∞mn = ∞,

and the fact that limn→∞(n+ 1)1/(2n) = 1 to obtain that for all δ ∈ (0,∞) it holds that

sup
n∈N

[

(n+ 1)
1
2n (mn)

− δ
2

[

3(1 + 2LT )B exp

(

(mn)
p
2

n

)]2+δ
]n

<∞. (5.8)

This and (5.7) imply item (ii). The proof of Lemma 5.1 is thus complete.

Lemma 5.2. Let (Ω,F) be a measurable space, let T ∈ (0,∞), d,K ∈ N, for every k ∈
{0, 1, . . . , K} let hk : [0, T ] → R and fk : R

d × Ω → R be measurable, and let ψ : R2 → R be
measurable. Then

[0, T ]× R
d × Ω ∋ (t, x, ω) 7→

K
∑

k=0

ψ
(

hk(t), fk(x, ω)
)

∈ R (5.9)

is measurable.

Proof of Lemma 5.2. Note that the fact that for all k ∈ {0, 1, . . . , K} it holds that hk, fk,
and ψ are measurable shows that for all k ∈ {0, 1, . . . , K} it holds that [0, T ] × R

d × Ω ∋
(t, x, ω) = ψ(hk(t), fk(x, ω)) is measurable. This establishes (5.9). The proof of Lemma 5.2
is thus complete.

Theorem 5.3. Let L, κ, α0, α1, β0, β1, T ∈ (0,∞), r, p ∈ [1,∞), q ∈ [2,∞), q ∈ (2,∞), a ∈
C(R,R), for every d ∈ N0 let fd ∈ Cmin{d,1}(Rmax{d,1},R), for every d ∈ N let νd : B(Rd+1) →
[0,∞) be a measure with

∫

Rd+1(1 + ‖y‖p2qq) νd(dy) ≤ κdrp
2qq, (5.10)

let J ∈ N satisfy H(J) = 1 and Ra(J) = idR, for every ε ∈ (0, 1] let Γε ∈ N satisfy for all
v, w ∈ R that

Ra(Γε) ∈ C(R2,R), P(Γε) ≤ κε−r, and (5.11)

|vw − (Ra(Γε))(v, w)| ≤ εmax{1, |v|q, |w|q}, (5.12)

for every K ∈ N, k ∈ {0, 1, . . . , K}, ε ∈ (0, 1] let HK,k,ε ∈ N satisfy for all t ∈ R that

Ra(HK,k,ε) ∈ C(R,R), P(HK,k,ε) ≤ κKrε−r, and (5.13)
∣

∣ℒ
0,1,0
(k−1)T

K
, kT
K

,
(k+1)T

K

(t)− (Ra(HK,k,ε))(t)
∣

∣ ≤ εmax{1, |t|q}, (5.14)

for every d ∈ N0, ε ∈ (0, 1] let Fd,ε ∈ N satisfy for all x ∈ R
max{d,1}, that

Ra(Fd,ε) ∈ C(Rmax{d,1},R), εαmin{d,1}L(Fd,ε) + εβmin{d,1}|||D(Fd,ε)||| ≤ κ(max{d, 1})p,
(5.15)

and

ε‖∇fmax{d,1}(x)‖ + ε|(Ra(Fd,ε))(x)|+ |fd(x)− (Ra(Fd,ε))(x)|≤ εκ(max{d, 1})p(1 + ‖x‖)p,
(5.16)

assume for all v, w ∈ R, ε ∈ (0, 1] that

max{|f0(v)− f0(w)|, |(Ra(F0,ε))(v)− (Ra(F0,ε))(w)|} ≤ L|v − w|, (5.17)

and let δ, η ∈ (0,∞) satisfy η = max{α0, α1}+2max{β0, β1}+2δ+24r+8 (cf. Definitions 2.1,
3.1, 3.4, and 4.1). Then
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(i) for every d ∈ N there exists a unique at most polynomially growing viscosity solution
ud ∈ C([0, T ]× R

d,R) of

∂
∂t
ud(t, x) +

1
2
∆xud(t, x) + f0(ud(t, x)) = 0 (5.18)

with ud(T, x) = fd(x) for (t, x) ∈ (0, T )× R
d and

(ii) there exists c ∈ R such that for all d ∈ N, ε ∈ (0, 1] there exists U ∈ {Φ ∈ N : Ra(Φ) ∈
C(Rd+1,R)} such that

[∫

[0,T ]×Rd |ud(y)− (Ra(U))(y)|q νd(dy)
]1/q ≤ ε (5.19)

and P(U) ≤ cd(2(r+1)p2+(p+1)2)(6r+η)q+3pε−η. (5.20)

Proof of Theorem 5.3. Throughout this proof let B ∈ [1,∞), (mk)k∈N ⊆ N satisfy for all
k ∈ N that lim infj→∞mj = ∞, lim supj→∞

(mj)
qq/2/j < ∞, and mk+1 ≤ Bmk, let d ∈ N

satisfy D(J) = (1, d, 1), let Θ =
⋃

n∈NZ
n, let (Ω,F ,P) be a probability space, let uθ : Ω →

[0, 1], θ ∈ Θ, be i.i.d. random variables, assume for all t ∈ (0, 1) that P(u0 ≤ t) = t, let
Uθ : [0, T ]× Ω → [0, T ], θ ∈ Θ, satisfy for all t ∈ [0, T ], θ ∈ Θ that Uθ

t = t + (T − t)uθ, let
W d,θ : [0, T ]× Ω → R

d, d ∈ N, θ ∈ Θ, be independent standard Brownian motions, assume
for every d ∈ N that (Uθ)θ∈Θ and (W d,θ)θ∈Θ are independent, for every d, j ∈ N, ε ∈ (0, 1] let
Ud,θ
n,j,ε : [0, T ]× R

d × Ω → R, n ∈ N0, θ ∈ Θ, satisfy for all θ ∈ Θ, n ∈ N, t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ R
d,

ω ∈ Ω that Ud,θ
0,j,ε(t, x, ω) = 0 and

Ud,θ
n,j,ε(t, x) =

1

(mj)n

[

(mj)n
∑

k=1

(

Ra(Fd,ε)
)(

x+W
d,(θ,0,−k)
T−t

)

]

+

n−1
∑

i=0

(T − t)

(mj)n−i

[

(mj)n−i
∑

k=1

[

(

(Ra(F0,ε)
)(

U
d,(θ,i,k)
i,j,ε

(

U (θ,i,k)
t , x+W

d,(θ,i,k)

U
(θ,i,k)
t −t

))

(5.21)

− 1N(i)
(

(Ra(F0,ε)
)(

U
d,(θ,−i,k)
max{i−1,0},j,ε

(

U (θ,i,k)
t , x+W

d,(θ,i,k)

U
(θ,i,k)
t −t

))

]

]

,

for every d, j ∈ N, ε ∈ (0, 1] let Ud,θ,ε
n,j,t : Ω → {Φ ∈ N : Ra(Φ) ∈ C(Rd,R)}, t ∈ [0, T ], n ∈ N0,

θ ∈ Θ, satisfy for all θ ∈ Θ, n ∈ N, t ∈ [0, T ], ω ∈ Ω that U
d,θ,ε
0,j,t (ω) = ((0 0 . . . 0), 0) ∈

R
1×d × R

1 and

U
d,θ,ε
n,j,t =

[

(mj )n

⊕
k=1

(

1
(mj )n

⊛
(

Fd,ε •AId,W
d,(θ,0,−k)
T−t

)

)

]

⊞ J

[

n−1

⊞
i=0,J

[

(

(T−t)
(mj)n−i

)

⊛

(

(mj)n−i

⊞
k=1,J

(

(

F0,ε •Ud,(θ,i,k),ε

i,j,U
(θ,i,k)
t

)

•A
Id,W

d,(θ,i,k)

U
(θ,i,k)
t −t

)

)

]]

(5.22)

⊞ J

[

n−1

⊞
i=0,J

[

(

(t−T )1N(i)
(mj )n−i

)

⊛

(

(mj )n−i

⊞
k=1,J

(

(

F0,ε •Ud,(θ,−i,k),ε

max{i−1,0},j,U
(θ,i,k)
t

)

•A
Id,W

d,(θ,i,k)

U
(θ,i,k)
t −t

)

)

]]

,
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for every K ∈ N, k ∈ Z let tK,k ∈ R satisfy tK,k = kT
K

, for every d, n, j,K ∈ N, θ ∈ Θ,

ε, γ ∈ (0, 1] let Φd,θ,ε
γ,n,j,K : Ω → N satisfy for all ω ∈ Ω that

Φd,θ,ε
γ,n,j,K(ω) =

K

⊞
k=0,J

[

Γγ • P2,J

(

(

HK,k,γ,U
d,θ,ε
n,j,tK,k

(ω)
)

)]

, (5.23)

assume without loss of generality that max{|f0(0)|, d, 1} ≤ κ, let (ad)d∈N satisfy for all d ∈ N

that
ad = e2LT (T + 1)2(L+ 1)(κdp + 1)8p+2d

1
2 , (5.24)

let (bd)d∈N satisfy for all d ∈ N that

bd = 2p−1κdp
(

eLT (T + 1)
)p+1(

(κdp)p + 1
)

3p
2−1, (5.25)

let (cd)d∈N satisfy for all d ∈ N that

cd = 2pκdp(T + 1)eLT
√

qq− 1, (5.26)

let (mj,n)(j,n)∈N2 satisfy for all j, n ∈ N that

mj,n =

[

(1 + 2LT )(mj)
− 1

2 exp

(

(mj)
qq
2

n

)]n

, (5.27)

let (cd)d∈N satisfy for all d ∈ N that

cd =

[

∫

[0,T ]×Rd

(

1 + ‖x‖p2qq + sup
s∈[0,T ]

E
[

‖W d,0
s ‖2p2qq

]

)

νd( dt, dx)

]1/q

, (5.28)

let (Nε)ε∈(0,1] satisfy for all ε ∈ (0, 1] that

Nε = inf
{

n ∈ N : mn,n ≤ ε
}

, (5.29)

let (Kε)ε∈(0,1] satisfy for all ε ∈ (0, 1] that

Kε = inf
{

n ∈ N : n ≥ ε−2
}

, (5.30)

let (δd,ε)(d,ε)∈N×(0,1] satisfy for all d ∈ N, ε ∈ (0, 1] that

δd,ε =
ε

1 + 180(T + 1)2p(ad + bd + cd)cd
, (5.31)

and let (γd,ε)(d,ε)∈N×(0,1] satisfy for all d ∈ N, ε ∈ (0, 1] that

γd,ε =
ε

2κdrp2q(Kε + 1)
(

1 + (T + 1)q
)q(

1 + 33p2qcd
(

(cd)q + (T + 1)q((ad)q + (bd)q) + κqdpq
))

(5.32)

(cf. Definitions 2.1, 3.1, 3.4, 3.5, 3.8, 3.9, 3.13, 3.15, 3.19, and 3.20). Observe that the
triangle inequality and the assumption that for all d ∈ N, x ∈ R

d, ε ∈ (0, 1] it holds that
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ε|(Ra(Fd,ε))(x)|+ |fd(x)− (Ra(Fd,ε))(x)| ≤ εκdp(1 + ‖x‖)p prove that for all d ∈ N, x ∈ R
d

it holds that

|fd(x)| ≤ |fd(x)− (Ra(Fd,1))(x)|+ |(Ra(Fd,1))(x)| ≤ κdp(1 + ‖x‖)p. (5.33)

This, the assumption that for all w, z ∈ R it holds that |f0(w)−f0(z)| ≤ L|w−z|, Beck et al.
[10, Theorem 1.1] (applied for every d ∈ N with d x d,mx d, Lx L+1, T x T , µx (Rd ∋
x 7→ (0, 0, . . . , 0) ∈ R

d), σ x (Rd ∋ x 7→ Id ∈ R
d×d), f x (Rd × R ∋ (x, w) 7→ f0(w) ∈ R),

g x fd, W x W d,0 in the notation of Beck et al. [10, Theorem 1.1]), and Fubini’s theorem
demonstrate that for every d ∈ N there exists a unique at most polynomially growing viscosity
solution ud ∈ C([0, T ]×R

d,R) of (5.18) with ud(T, x) = fd(x), x ∈ R
d, and that it moreover

holds for all d ∈ N, t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ R
d that E[|fd(x+W d,0

T−t)|+
∫ T

t
|f0(ud(s, x+W d,0

s−t))| ds] <∞
and

ud(t, x) = E
[

fd(x+W d,0
T−t)

]

+

∫ T

t

E
[

f0
(

ud(s, x+W d,0
s−t)
)]

ds. (5.34)

This proves item (i). Note that the assumption that for all w, z ∈ R, ε ∈ (0, 1] it holds that
|(Ra(F0,ε))(z)−(Ra(F0,ε))(w)| ≤ L|z−w|, the assumption that for all d ∈ N0, x ∈ R

max{d,1},
ε ∈ (0, 1] it holds that |(Ra(Fd,ε))(x)| ≤ κ(max{d, 1})p(1 + ‖x‖)p, and Beck et al. [10,
Theorem 1.1] (applied for every d ∈ N, ε ∈ (0, 1] with d x d, m x d, L x L + 1, T x T ,
µ x (Rd ∋ x 7→ (0, 0, . . . , 0) ∈ R

d), σ x (Rd ∋ x 7→ Id ∈ R
d×d), f x (Rd × R ∋

(x, w) 7→ (Ra(F0,ε))(w) ∈ R), g x Ra(Fd,ε), W x W d,0 in the notation of Beck et al. [10,
Theorem 1.1]) establish that for every d ∈ N, ε ∈ (0, 1] there exists a unique at most
polynomially growing vd,ε ∈ C([0, T ]×R

d,R) such that for all t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ R
d it holds that

E[|(Ra(Fd,ε))(x+W d,0
T−t)|+

∫ T

t
|(Ra(F0,ε))(vd,ε(s, x+W d,0

s−t))| ds] <∞ and

vd,ε(t, x) = E
[(

Ra(Fd,ε)
)

(x+W d,0
T−t)

]

+

∫ T

t

E
[(

Ra(F0,ε)
)(

vd,ε(s, x+W d,0
s−t)
)]

ds. (5.35)

Observe that item (i) in Lemma 3.3 in Hutzenthaler et al. [48] ensures that for all ε ∈ (0, 1],
n ∈ N0, d, j ∈ N, θ ∈ Θ it holds that Ud,θ

n,j,ε : [0, T ]× R
d × Ω → R is measurable. Therefore,

we obtain that for all ε ∈ (0, 1], n ∈ N0, d, j ∈ N, θ ∈ Θ, t ∈ [0, T ] Rd × Ω ∋ (x, ω) 7→
Ud,θ
n,j,ε(t, x, ω) ∈ R is measurable. Combining this, the fact that for all γ ∈ (0, 1] it holds that

Ra(Γγ) ∈ C(R2,R), the fact that for all K ∈ N, k ∈ {0, 1, . . . , K}, γ ∈ (0, 1] it holds that
Ra(HK,k,γ) ∈ C(R,R), item (i) in Corollary 4.13, and Lemma 5.2 proves that for all γ, ε ∈
(0, 1], n, j,K, d ∈ N, θ ∈ Θ it holds that [0, T ]×R

d×Ω ∋ (t, x, ω) 7→ (Ra(Φ
d,θ,ε
γ,n,j,K(ω)))(t, x) ∈

R is measurable. Next we combine the fact that for all ε ∈ (0, 1], n ∈ N0, d, j ∈ N, θ ∈ Θ,
t ∈ [0, T ] it holds that R

d × Ω ∋ (x, ω) 7→ Ud,θ
n,j,ε(t, x, ω) ∈ R is measurable, the fact that for

all K ∈ N, k ∈ {0, 1, . . . , K} it holds that [0, T ] ∋ t 7→ ℒ
0,1,0
tK,k−1,tK,k,tK,k+1

(t) ∈ R is continuous,
Lemma 4.4, and Lemma 5.2 to obtain that for all ε ∈ (0, 1], n, j,K, d ∈ N, θ ∈ Θ it holds
that

[0, T ]× R
d × Ω ∋ (t, x, ω) 7→ ℒ

Ud,θ
n,j,ε(tK,0,x,ω),U

d,θ
n,j,ε(tK,1,x,ω),...,U

d,θ
n,j,ε(tK,K ,x,ω)

tK,0,tK,1,...,tK,K
(t) ∈ R (5.36)

is measurable (cf. Definition 4.1). Note that the triangle inequality implies that for all
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d,K, j, n ∈ N, ε, γ ∈ (0, 1] it holds that

[
∫

[0,T ]×Rd

E

[

∣

∣ud(t, x)−
(

Ra

(

Φd,0,ε
γ,n,j,K

))

(t, x)
∣

∣

q
]

νd( dt, dx)

]1/q

≤
[
∫

[0,T ]×Rd

E

[

∣

∣ud(t, x)−ℒ
Ud,0
n,j,ε(tK,0,x),...,U

d,0
n,j,ε(tK,K ,x)

tK,0,...,tK,K
(t)
∣

∣

q
]

νd( dt, dx)

]1/q

+

[
∫

[0,T ]×Rd

E

[

∣

∣ℒ
Ud,0
n,j,ε(tK,0,x),...,U

d,0
n,j,ε(tK,K ,x)

tK,0,...,tK,K
(t)−

(

Ra

(

Φd,0,ε
γ,n,j,K

))

(t, x)
∣

∣

q
]

νd( dt, dx)

]1/q

.

(5.37)

Moreover, observe that the triangle inequality and Jensen’s inequality show that for all
d,K, j, n ∈ N, ε ∈ (0, 1], k ∈ {1, 2, . . . , K}, t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ R

d it holds that

E

[

∣

∣ud(t, x)−ℒ
Ud,0
n,j,ε(tK,0,x),...,U

d,0
n,j,ε(tK,K ,x)

tK,0,...,tK,K
(t)
∣

∣

q
]

≤ 4q−1

(

|ud(t, x)− ud(tK,k, x)|q + |ud(tK,k, x)− vd,ε(tK,k, x)|q

+ E

[

|vd,ε(tK,k, x)− Ud,0
n,j,ε(tK,k, x)|q

]

+ E

[

∣

∣Ud,0
n,j,ε(tK,k, x)−ℒ

Ud,0
n,j,ε(tK,0,x),...,U

d,0
n,j,ε(tK,K ,x)

tK,0,...,tK,K
(t)
∣

∣

q
]

)

.

(5.38)

Furthermore, note that Lemma 4.2, the triangle inequality, and Jensen’s inequality prove
that for all d,K, j, n ∈ N, ε ∈ (0, 1], k ∈ {1, 2, . . . , K}, x ∈ R

d, t ∈ [tK,k−1, tK,k] it holds that

E

[

∣

∣Ud,0
n,j,ε(tK,k, x)−ℒ

Ud,0
n,j,ε(tK,0,x),...,U

d,0
n,j,ε(tK,K ,x)

tK,0,...,tK,K
(t)
∣

∣

q
]

≤ E
[

|Ud,0
n,j,ε(tK,k, x)− Ud,0

n,j,ε(tK,k−1, x)|q
]

≤ 5q−1

(

E
[

|Ud,0
n,j,ε(tK,k, x)− vd,ε(tK,k, x)|q

]

+ |vd,ε(tK,k, x)− ud(tK,k, x)|q

+ |ud(tK,k, x)− ud(tK,k−1, x)|q + |ud(tK,k−1, x)− vd,ε(tK,k−1, x)|q

+ E
[

|vd,ε(tK,k−1, x)− Ud,0
n,j,ε(tK,k−1, x)|q

]

)

.

(5.39)

This and (5.38) demonstrate that for all d,K, j, n ∈ N, ε ∈ (0, 1], k ∈ {1, 2, . . . , K}, x ∈ R
d,
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t ∈ [tK,k−1, tK,k] it holds that

E

[

∣

∣ud(t, x)−ℒ
Ud,0
n,j,ε(tK,0,x),...,U

d,0
n,j,ε(tK,K ,x)

tK,0,...,tK,K
(t)
∣

∣

q
]

≤ 20q−1

(

|ud(t, x)− ud(tK,k, x)|q + 2|ud(tK,k, x)− vd,ε(tK,k, x)|q

+ |ud(tK,k, x)− ud(tK,k−1, x)|q + |ud(tK,k−1, x)− vd,ε(tK,k−1, x)|q

+ 2E
[

|vd,ε(tK,k, x)− Ud,0
n,j,ε(tK,k, x)|q

]

+ E
[

|vd,ε(tK,k−1, x)− Ud,0
n,j,ε(tK,k−1, x)|q

]

)

≤ 20q−1

(

2
(

sups∈[tK,k−1,tK,k]
|ud(s, x)− ud(tK,k, x)|q

)

+ 3
(

sups∈[0,T ]|ud(s, x)− vd,ε(s, x)|q
)

+ 3
(

sups∈[0,T ]E
[

|vd,ε(s, x)− Ud,0
n,j,ε(s, x)|q

]

)

)

.

(5.40)

In addition, observe that (5.33), (5.34), the fact that for all w, z ∈ R it holds that |f0(z) −
f0(w)| ≤ L|z−w|, the fact that for all d ∈ N, x ∈ R

d it holds that ‖∇fd(x)‖ ≤ κdp(1+‖x‖)p,
Corollary 2.7 (applied for every d ∈ N with u x ud, T x T , d x d, W x W d,0, g x

fd, f x ([0, T ] × R
d × R ∋ (t, x, z) 7→ f0(z) ∈ R), L x L, L x κdp, p x p in the

notation of Corollary 2.7), (5.24), and Jensen’s inequality establish that for all d,K ∈ N,
k ∈ {1, 2, . . . , K}, x ∈ R

d it holds that

sup
s∈[tK,k−1,tK,k]

|ud(s, x)− ud(tK,k, x)|q ≤
(

tK,k − tK,k−1

)
q

2d
q

2

(

e2LT (T + 1)2(L+ 1)(κdp + 1)
)q

· 8(p+2)q
(

1 + ‖x‖p + sups∈[0,T ] E
[

‖W d,0
s ‖2p

])q

≤
[

T

K

]
q

2

(ad)
q3q−1

(

1 + ‖x‖pq + sups∈[0,T ] E
[

‖W d,0
s ‖2pq

])

≤
[

T

K

]
q

2

(ad)
q3q
(

1 + ‖x‖p2qq + sups∈[0,T ]E
[

‖W d,0
s ‖2p2qq

])

.

(5.41)

In addition, note that (5.16) and Jensen’s inequality ensure that for all d ∈ N, ε ∈ (0, 1],
z ∈ R, x ∈ R

d it holds that

|f0(z)− (Ra(F0,ε))(z)| ≤ εκdp(1 + |z|)p ≤ ε2p−1κdp
(

(1 + ‖x‖)p2 + |z|p
)

. (5.42)

In addition, observe that (5.16) implies that for all d ∈ N, ε ∈ (0, 1], z ∈ R, x ∈ R
d it holds

that

|fd(x)− (Ra(Fd,ε))(x)| ≤ εκdp(1 + ‖x‖)p ≤ ε2p−1κdp
(

(1 + ‖x‖)p2 + |z|p
)

. (5.43)

This, (5.42), (5.17), (5.33), (5.34), (5.35), the assumption that for all d ∈ N0, x ∈ R
max{d,1},

ε ∈ (0, 1] it holds that |(Ra(Fd,ε))(x)| ≤ κ(max{d, 1})p(1 + ‖x‖)p, Corollary 2.3 (applied for
every d ∈ N, ε ∈ (0, 1] with u1 x ud, u2 x vd,ε, T x T , d x d, W x W d,0, L x L,
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L x κdp, B x ε2p−1κdp, p x p, q x p, f1 x ([0, T ] × R
d × R ∋ (t, x, z) 7→ f0(z) ∈ R),

f2 x ([0, T ] × R
d × R ∋ (t, x, z) 7→ (Ra(F0,ε))(z) ∈ R), g1 x fd, g2 x Ra(Fd,ε) in the

notation of Corollary 2.3), and (5.25) show that for all d ∈ N, ε ∈ (0, 1], x ∈ R
d it holds that

sup
s∈[0,T ]

|ud(s, x)− vd,ε(s, x)| ≤ εbd
(

1 + ‖x‖p2 + sups∈[0,T ]E
[

‖W d,0
s ‖p2

])

. (5.44)

This and Jensen’s inequality prove that for all d ∈ N, ε ∈ (0, 1], x ∈ R
d it holds that

sup
s∈[0,T ]

|ud(s, x)− vd,ε(s, x)|q ≤ εq(bd)
q3q
(

1 + ‖x‖p2qq + sups∈[0,T ] E
[

‖W d,0
s ‖2p2qq

])

. (5.45)

Next we combine (5.35), the fact that for all ε ∈ (0, 1], w, z ∈ R it holds that |(Ra(F0,ε))(w)−
(Ra(F0,ε))(z)| ≤ L|w − z|, the fact that for all ε ∈ (0, 1], d ∈ N0, x ∈ R

max{d,1} it holds that
|(Ra(Fd,ε))(x)| ≤ κ(max{d, 1})p(1 + ‖x‖)p, Hutzenthaler et al. [48, Corollary 3.15] (applied
for every d ∈ N, ε ∈ (0, 1], j ∈ N with p x q, d x d, m x mj , T x T , L x L,
L x 2p−1κdp, p x p, u x vd,ε, f x ([0, T ] × R

d × R ∋ (t, x, z) 7→ (Ra(F0,ε))(z) ∈ R),

g x Ra(Fd,ε), Θ x Θ, (W θ)θ∈Θ x (W d,θ)θ∈Θ, (Uθ
n)(n,θ)∈Z×Θ x (Ud,θ

n,j,ε)(n,θ)∈Z×Θ, (uθ)θ∈Θ x

(uθ)θ∈Θ, (Uθ)θ∈Θ x (Uθ)θ∈Θ in the notation of Hutzenthaler et al. [48, Corollary 3.15]), and
(5.26) to obtain that for all d, j, n ∈ N, ε ∈ (0, 1], x ∈ R

d it holds that

sup
s∈[0,T ]

E
[

|vd,ε(s, x)− Ud,0
n,j,ε(s, x)|q

]

≤ (cd)
q

[

(1 + 2LT )n(mj)
−n

2 exp

(

(mj)
q

2

q

)]q(

sup
s∈[0,T ]

E
[

(1 + ‖x+W d,0
s ‖p)q

]

)

.
(5.46)

In the next step we note that Jensen’s inequality and the triangle inequality demonstrate
that for all d ∈ N, x ∈ R

d, s ∈ [0, T ] it holds that

E
[

(1 + ‖x+W d,0
s ‖p)q

]

≤ 2q−1
(

1 + 2pq−1
(

‖x‖pq + E
[

‖W d,0
s ‖pq

])

)

≤ 2q−1
(

1 + 2pq−1
(

‖x‖p2qq + E
[

‖W d,0
s ‖2p2qq

])

+ 2pq
)

≤ 2(p+1)q
(

1 + ‖x‖p2qq + E
[

‖W d,0
s ‖2p2qq

]

)

.

(5.47)

In the next step we observe that (5.27) establishes that for all j, n ∈ N it holds that

(1 + 2LT )n(mj)
−n

2 exp

(

(mj)
q

2

q

)

≤
[

(1 + 2LT )(mj)
− 1

2 exp

(

(mj)
qq
2

n

)]n

= mj,n. (5.48)

This, (5.46), and (5.47) ensure that for all d, j, n ∈ N, ε ∈ (0, 1], x ∈ R
d it holds that

sup
s∈[0,T ]

E
[

|vd,ε(s, x)− Ud,0
n,j,ε(s, x)|q

]

≤ (cd)
q(mj,n)

q2(p+1)q

(

1 + ‖x‖p2qq + sup
s∈[0,T ]

E
[

‖W d,0
s ‖2p2qq

]

)

.

(5.49)

46



Combining this, (5.40), (5.41), and (5.45) implies that for all d,K, j, n ∈ N, ε ∈ (0, 1], x ∈ R
d,

t ∈ [0, T ] it holds that

E

[

∣

∣ud(t, x)−ℒ
Ud,0
n,j,ε(tK,0,x),...,U

d,0
n,j,ε(tK,K ,x)

tK,0,...,tK,K
(t)
∣

∣

q
]

≤ 20q−1

(

2

[

T

K

]
q

2

(ad)
q3q + 3εq(bd)

q3q + 3(cd)
q(mj,n)

q2(p+1)q

)

·
(

1 + ‖x‖p2qq + sup
s∈[0,T ]

E
[

‖W d,0
s ‖2p2qq

]

)

.

(5.50)

The triangle inequality and (5.28) hence show that for all d,K, j, n ∈ N, ε ∈ (0, 1] it holds
that

[
∫

[0,T ]×Rd

E

[

∣

∣ud(t, x)−ℒ
Ud,0
n,j,ε(tK,0,x),...,U

d,0
n,j,ε(tK,K ,x)

tK,0,...,tK,K
(t)
∣

∣

q
]

νd( dt, dx)

]1/q

≤ 20
(

6(T + 1)adK
− 1

2 + 9εbd + 2p6cdmj,n

)

cd.

(5.51)

Combining this, (5.27), (5.29), (5.30), and item (i) in Lemma 5.1 proves that for all d ∈ N,
ε ∈ (0, 1] it holds that

[
∫

[0,T ]×Rd

E

[

∣

∣ud(t, x)−ℒ
Ud,0
Nε,Nε,ε

(tKε,0,x),...,U
d,0
Nε,Nε,ε

(tKε,Kε ,x)

tKε,0,...,tKε,Kε
(t)
∣

∣

q
]

νd( dt, dx)

]1/q

≤ 20
(

6(T + 1)ad(Kε)
− 1

2 + 9εbd + 2p6cdmNε,Nε

)

cd

≤ 180(T + 1)2p
(

ad + bd + cd
)

cdε.

(5.52)

Note that (5.12), (5.14), item (ii) in Corollary 4.13, the triangle inequality, and (5.10) demon-
strate that for all d,K, j, n ∈ N, ε, γ ∈ (0, 1] it holds that
[
∫

[0,T ]×Rd

E

[

∣

∣ℒ
Ud,0
n,j,ε(tK,0,x),...,U

d,0
n,j,ε(tK,K ,x)

tK,0,...,tK,K
(t)−

(

Ra

(

Φd,0,ε
γ,n,j,K

))

(t, x)
∣

∣

q
]

νd( dt, dx)

]1/q

≤ 2γ
(

1 + (T + 1)q
)q

[

(K + 1)κdrp
2q +

K
∑

k=0

[
∫

[0,T ]×Rd

E

[

∣

∣Ud,0
n,j,ε(tK,k, x)

∣

∣

qq
]

νd( dt, dx)

]1/q
]

.

(5.53)

Next, observe that Jensen’s inequality and the triangle inequality establish that for all
d,K, j, n ∈ N, ε ∈ (0, 1], k ∈ {0, 1, . . . , K} it holds that

[
∫

[0,T ]×Rd

E

[

∣

∣Ud,0
n,j,ε(tK,k, x)

∣

∣

qq
]

νd( dt, dx)

]1/q

≤ 3q−1

(

[
∫

[0,T ]×Rd

E

[

∣

∣Ud,0
n,j,ε(tK,k, x)− vd,ε(tK,k, x)

∣

∣

qq
]

νd( dt, dx)

]1/q

+

[
∫

[0,T ]×Rd

|vd,ε(tK,k, x)− vd,ε(T, x)|qq νd( dt, dx)
]1/q

+

[
∫

[0,T ]×Rd

|vd,ε(T, x)|qq νd( dt, dx)
]1/q
)

.

(5.54)
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Next, note that (5.35), the fact that for all ε ∈ (0, 1], w, z ∈ R it holds that |(Ra(F0,ε))(w)−
(Ra(F0,ε))(z)| ≤ L|w − z|, the fact that for all ε ∈ (0, 1], d ∈ N0, x ∈ R

max{d,1} it holds that
|(Ra(Fd,ε))(x)| ≤ κ(max{d, 1})p(1 + ‖x‖)p, Hutzenthaler et al. [48, Corollary 3.15] (applied
for every d ∈ N, ε ∈ (0, 1], j ∈ N with p x qq, d x d, m x mj , T x T , L x L,
L x 2p−1κdp, p x p, u x vd,ε, f x ([0, T ] × R

d × R ∋ (t, x, z) 7→ (Ra(F0,ε))(z) ∈ R),

g x Ra(Fd,ε), Θ x Θ, (W θ)θ∈Θ x (W d,θ)θ∈Θ, (Uθ
n)(n,θ)∈Z×Θ x (Ud,θ

n,j,ε)(n,θ)∈Z×Θ, (uθ)θ∈Θ x

(uθ)θ∈Θ, (Uθ)θ∈Θ x (Uθ)θ∈Θ in the notation of Hutzenthaler et al. [48, Corollary 3.15]), (5.26),
(5.27), Jensen’s inequality, and the triangle inequality ensure that for all d,K, j, n ∈ N,
ε ∈ (0, 1], k ∈ {0, 1, . . . , K}, x ∈ R

d it holds that

E

[

∣

∣Ud,0
n,j,ε(tK,k, x)− vd,ε(tK,k, x)

∣

∣

qq
]

≤ (cd)
qq

[

(1 + 2LT )n(mj)
−n

2 exp

(

(mj)
qq
2

qq

)]qq
(

sups∈[0,T ]E
[

(1 + ‖x+W d,0
s ‖p)qq

])

≤ (cd)
qq(mj,n)

qq2(p+1)qq
(

1 + ‖x‖p2qq + sups∈[0,T ]E
[

‖W d,0
s ‖2p2qq

])

.

(5.55)

In the next step we observe that Jensen’s inequality and the triangle inequality imply that
for all d,K ∈ N, ε ∈ (0, 1], k ∈ {0, 1, . . . , K} it holds that

[
∫

[0,T ]×Rd

|vd,ε(tK,k, x)− vd,ε(T, x)|qq νd( dt, dx)
]1/q

≤ 3q−1

(

[
∫

[0,T ]×Rd

|vd,ε(tK,k, x)− ud(tK,k, x)|qq νd( dt, dx)
]1/q

+

[
∫

[0,T ]×Rd

|ud(tK,k, x)− ud(T, x)|qq νd( dt, dx)
]1/q

+

[
∫

[0,T ]×Rd

|ud(T, x)− vd,ε(T, x)|qq νd( dt, dx)
]1/q
)

.

(5.56)

In the next step we note that (5.28), (5.44), and Jensen’s inequality show that for all d,K ∈
N, ε ∈ (0, 1], k ∈ {0, 1, . . . , K}, t ∈ {tK,k, T} it holds that

[
∫

[0,T ]×Rd

|ud(t, x)− vd,ε(t, x)|qq νd( dt, dx)
]1/q

≤ εq(bd)
q

[
∫

[0,T ]×Rd

(

1 + ‖x‖p2 + sups∈[0,T ] E
[

‖W d,0
s ‖p2

])qq
νd( dt, dx)

]1/q

≤ 3qεq(bd)
q

[
∫

[0,T ]×Rd

(

1 + ‖x‖p2qq + sups∈[0,T ] E
[

‖W d,0
s ‖2p2qq

])

νd( dt, dx)

]1/q

= 3qεq(bd)
qcd.

(5.57)

Furthermore, observe that (5.33), (5.34), the fact that for all w, z ∈ R it holds that |f0(z)−
f0(w)| ≤ L|z−w|, the fact that for all d ∈ N, x ∈ R

d it holds that ‖∇fd(x)‖ ≤ κdp(1+‖x‖)p,
Corollary 2.7 (applied for every d ∈ N with u x ud, T x T , d x d, W x W d,0, g x fd,
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f x ([0, T ] × R
d × R ∋ (t, x, z) 7→ f0(z) ∈ R), L x L, L x κdp, p x p in the notation

of Corollary 2.7), (5.24), Jensen’s inequality, and (5.28) prove that for all d,K ∈ N, k ∈
{0, 1, . . . , K} it holds that

[
∫

[0,T ]×Rd

|ud(tK,k, x)− ud(T, x)|qq νd( dt, dx)
]1/q

≤
(

T − tK,k

)
q
2d

q
2

(

e2LT (T + 1)2(L+ 1)(κdp + 1)8p+2
)q

·
[
∫

[0,T ]×Rd

(

1 + ‖x‖p + sups∈[0,T ]E
[

‖W d,0
s ‖2p

])qq
νd( dt, dx)

]1/q

≤ T
q
2 (ad)

q3q
[
∫

[0,T ]×Rd

(

1 + ‖x‖p2qq + sups∈[0,T ]E
[

‖W d,0
s ‖2p2qq

])

νd( dt, dx)

]1/q

= T
q
2 (ad)

q3qcd.

(5.58)

Combining this, (5.56), and (5.57) demonstrates that for all d,K ∈ N, ε ∈ (0, 1], k ∈
{0, 1, . . . , K} it holds that

[
∫

[0,T ]×Rd

|vd,ε(tK,k, x)− vd,ε(T, x)|qq νd( dt, dx)
]1/q

≤ 3q−1
(

3q2εq(bd)
qcd + T

q
2 (ad)

q3qcd
)

≤ 32q(T + 1)
q
2

(

(ad)
q + (bd)

q
)

cd.

(5.59)

In addition, note that (5.35), the fact that for all d ∈ N, x ∈ R
d, ε ∈ (0, 1] it holds that

|
(

Ra(Fd,ε)
)

(x)| ≤ κdp(1 + ‖x‖)p, Jensen’s inequality, and (5.28) establish that for all d ∈ N,
ε ∈ (0, 1] it holds that

[
∫

[0,T ]×Rd

|vd,ε(T, x)|qq νd( dt, dx)
]1/q

=

[
∫

[0,T ]×Rd

∣

∣

(

Ra(Fd,ε)
)

(x)
∣

∣

qq
νd( dt, dx)

]1/q

≤ κqdpq
[
∫

[0,T ]×Rd

(1 + ‖x‖)pqq νd( dt, dx)
]1/q

≤ κqdpq2
p2qq−1

q

[
∫

[0,T ]×Rd

(

1 + ‖x‖p2qq
)

νd( dt, dx)

]1/q

≤ κqdpq2p
2qcd.

(5.60)

Combining this, (5.28), (5.54), (5.55), and (5.59) ensures that for all d,K, j, n ∈ N, ε ∈ (0, 1],
k ∈ {0, 1, . . . , K} it holds that

[
∫

[0,T ]×Rd

E

[

∣

∣Ud,0
n,j,ε(tK,k, x)

∣

∣

qq
]

νd( dt, dx)

]1/q

≤ 3q−1cd
(

(cd)
q(mj,n)

q2(p+1)q + 32q(T + 1)
q
2 ((ad)

q + (bd)
q) + κqdpq2p

2q
)

≤ 33p
2qcd
(

(cd)
q(mj,n)

q + (T + 1)
q
2 ((ad)

q + (bd)
q) + κqdpq

)

.

(5.61)
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This and (5.53) imply that for all d,K, j, n ∈ N, ε, γ ∈ (0, 1] it holds that

[
∫

[0,T ]×Rd

E

[

∣

∣ℒ
Ud,0
n,j,ε(tK,0,x),...,U

d,0
n,j,ε(tK,K ,x)

tK,0,...,tK,K
(t)−

(

Ra

(

Φd,0,ε
γ,n,j,K

))

(t, x)
∣

∣

q
]

νd( dt, dx)

]1/q

≤ 2γ
(

1 + (T + 1)q
)q
(K + 1)κdrp

2q

·
[

1 + 33p
2qcd
(

(cd)
q(mj,n)

q + (T + 1)
q
2 ((ad)

q + (bd)
q) + κqdpq

)]

.

(5.62)

Combining this, (5.27), (5.29), item (i) in Lemma 5.1, (5.30), and (5.32) shows that for all
d ∈ N, ε ∈ (0, 1] it holds that

[∫

[0,T ]×Rd

E

[

∣

∣ℒ
Ud,0
Nε,Nε,ε

(tKε,0,x),...,U
d,0
Nε,Nε,ε

(tKε,Kε ,x)

tKε,0,...,tKε,Kε
(t)−

(

Ra

(

Φd,0,ε
γd,ε,Nε,Nε,Kε

))

(t, x)
∣

∣

q
]

νd( dt, dx)

]1/q

≤ 2γd,ε
(

Kε + 1
)

κdrp
2q
(

1 + (T + 1)q
)q

·
(

1 + 33p
2qcd
(

(cd)
q(mNε,Nε)

q + (T + 1)
q
2 ((ad)

q + (bd)
q) + κqdpq

)

)

≤ 2γd,ε
(

Kε + 1
)

κdrp
2q
(

1 + (T + 1)q
)q
(

1 + 33p
2qcd
(

(cd)
q + (T + 1)

q
2 ((ad)

q + (bd)
q) + κqdpq

)

)

= ε.

(5.63)

Combining this, (5.31), (5.37), and (5.52) proves that for all d ∈ N, ε ∈ (0, 1] it holds that

[
∫

[0,T ]×Rd

E

[

∣

∣ud(t, x)−
(

Ra

(

Φ
d,0,δd,ε
γd,δd,ε ,Nδd,ε

,Nδd,ε
,Kδd,ε

))

(t, x)
∣

∣

q
]

νd( dt, dx)

]1/q

≤
(

180(T + 1)2p
(

ad + bd + cd
)

cd + 1
)

δd,ε = ε.

(5.64)

Combining this and Fubini’s theorem demonstrates that for all d ∈ N, ε ∈ (0, 1] it holds that

E

[
∫

[0,T ]×Rd

∣

∣ud(t, x)−
(

Ra

(

Φ
d,0,δd,ε
γd,δd,ε ,Nδd,ε

,Nδd,ε
,Kδd,ε

))

(t, x)
∣

∣

q
νd( dt, dx)

]

≤ εq. (5.65)

This establishes that for all d ∈ N, ε ∈ (0, 1] there exists ωd,ε ∈ Ω such that

∫

[0,T ]×Rd

∣

∣ud(t, x)−
(

Ra

(

Φ
d,0,δd,ε
γd,δd,ε ,Nδd,ε

,Nδd,ε
,Kδd,ε

(ωd,ε)
))

(t, x)
∣

∣

q
νd( dt, dx) ≤ εq. (5.66)

Observe that item (iii) in Corollary 4.13 ensures that for all d ∈ N, ε ∈ (0, 1] it holds that

P
(

Φ
d,0,δd,ε
γd,δd,ε ,Nδd,ε

,Nδd,ε
,Kδd,ε

(ωd,ε)
)

≤ 16
(

max{d,L(Fd,δd,ε)}+ L(F0,δd,ε)
)

[

max
{

d,
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣D(F0,δd,ε)
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣,
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣D(Fd,δd,ε)
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

}

]2

·
[

(

Nδd,ε

)1/2(
3mNδd,ε

)Nδd,ε

]2[

P
(

Γγd,δd,ε

)

]3
[

max
k∈{0,1,...,Kδd,ε

}
P
(

HKδd,ε
,k,γd,δd,ε

)

]3

· (Kδd,ε + 1)2d2.

(5.67)
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Moreover, note that the fact that for all d ∈ N, ε ∈ (0, 1] it holds that L(F0,ε) ≤ κε−α0 ,
|||D(F0,ε)||| ≤ κε−β0, L(Fd,ε) ≤ κdpε−α1 , and |||D(Fd,ε)||| ≤ κdpε−β1 implies that for all d ∈ N,
ε ∈ (0, 1] it holds that

(

max{d,L(Fd,δd,ε)}+ L(F0,δd,ε)
)

[

max
{

d,
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣D(F0,δd,ε)
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣,
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣D(Fd,δd,ε)
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

}

]2

≤
(

κdp(δd,ε)
−α1 + κ(δd,ε)

−α0
)(

max
{

κ, κ(δd,ε)
−β0, κdp(δd,ε)

−β1
})2

≤ 2κ3d3pmax
{

(δd,ε)
−α1, (δd,ε)

−α0
}(

max
{

(δd,ε)
−β0, (δd,ε)

−β1
})2

≤ 2κ3d3p(δd,ε)
−(max{α0,α1}+2max{β0,β1}).

(5.68)

In addition, observe that item (ii) in Lemma 5.1 shows that there exists c̄ ∈ (0,∞) such that
for all d ∈ N, ε ∈ (0, 1] it holds that

[

(

Nδd,ε

)1/2(
3mNδd,ε

)Nδd,ε

]2

≤ (δd,ε)
−2(2+δ)c̄. (5.69)

In the next step we note that (5.24), (5.25), (5.26), and Lemma 2.5 prove that there exists
C ∈ [1,∞) such that for all d ∈ N it holds that ad ≤ Cd3p+1, bd ≤ Cd(p+1)p, cd ≤ Cdp, and
cd ≤ Cd(r+2)p2q. Combining (5.31) and (5.32) therefore shows that there exists C̄ ∈ [1,∞)
such that for all d ∈ N, ε ∈ (0, 1] it holds that

(γd,δd,ε)
−1 ≤ C̄d2(r+1)p2q+max{(p+1)p,3p+1}q(δd,ε)

−1(Kδd,ε + 1) (5.70)

and

(δd,ε)
−1 ≤ C̄ε−1d(r+2)p2q+max{(p+1)p,3p+1}. (5.71)

Next we combine the fact that for all γ ∈ (0, 1] it holds that P(Γγ) ≤ κγ−r, the fact that for
all K ∈ N, k ∈ {0, 1, . . . , K}, γ ∈ (0, 1] it holds that P(HK,k,γ) ≤ κKrγ−r, (5.70), and the
fact that for all ε ∈ (0, 1] it holds that Kε + 1 = (Kε − 1) + 2 ≤ ε−2 + 2 ≤ 3ε−2 to obtain
that for all d ∈ N, ε ∈ (0, 1] it holds that

[

P
(

Γγd,δd,ε

)

]3
[

max
k∈{0,1,...,Kδd,ε

}
P
(

HKδd,ε
,k,γd,δd,ε

)

]3

(Kδd,ε + 1)2

≤ κ6(γd,δd,ε)
−6r
(

Kδd,ε

)3r
(Kδd,ε + 1)2

≤ κ6C̄6rd6r(2(r+1)p2q+max{(p+1)p,3p+1}q)(δd,ε)
−6r(Kδd,ε + 1)9r+2

≤ 39r+2κ6C̄6rd6rq(2(r+1)p2+(p+1)2)(δd,ε)
−6r−2(9r+2).

(5.72)

Combining this, (5.67), (5.68), (5.69), and the fact that η = max{α0, α1}+ 2max{β0, β1}+
2δ + 24r + 8 demonstrates that for all d ∈ N, ε ∈ (0, 1] it holds that

P
(

Φ
d,0,δd,ε
γd,δd,ε ,Nδd,ε

,Nδd,ε
,Kδd,ε

(ωd,ε)
)

≤ 32κ3d3p(δd,ε)
−(max{α0,α1}+2max{β0,β1})(δd,ε)

−2(2+δ)c̄

· 39r+2κ6C̄6rd6rq(2(r+1)p2+(p+1)2)(δd,ε)
−6r−2(9r+2)d2

≤ 32κ9C̄6rd239r+2c̄d6rq(2(r+1)p2+(p+1)2)+3p(δd,ε)
−η.

(5.73)
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This and (5.71) establish that there exists c ∈ (0,∞) such that for all d ∈ N, ε ∈ (0, 1] it
holds that

P
(

Φ
d,0,δd,ε
γd,δd,ε ,Nδd,ε

,Nδd,ε
,Kδd,ε

(ωd,ε)
)

≤ cd6rq(2(r+1)p2+(p+1)2)+3pdη((r+2)p2q+max{(p+1)p,3p+1})ε−η

≤ cd(2(r+1)p2+(p+1)2)(6r+η)q+3pε−η.

(5.74)

This and (5.66) prove item (ii). The proof of Theorem 5.3 is thus complete.

5.2 ANN approximations for PDEs with specific activation func-

tions

Corollary 5.4. Let κ, T, c ∈ (0,∞), r ∈ [1,∞), p ∈ (1,∞), q ∈ [2,∞), q ∈ (2,∞),
a ∈ R\{−1, 1}, ν ∈ {0, 1}, let f : R → R be Lipschitz continuous, for every d ∈ N let
ud ∈ C1,2([0, T ]× R

d,R) satisfy for all t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ R
d that

∂
∂t
ud(t, x) + c∆xud(t, x) + f(ud(t, x)) = 0, (5.75)

for every d ∈ N let µd : B(Rd) → [0,∞) be a measure with

∫

Rd(1 + ‖x‖p2qq)µd(dx) ≤ κdrp
2qq, (5.76)

let a : R → R satisfy for all x ∈ R that a(x) = νmax{x,ax} + (1 − ν) ln(1 + exp(x)), and
assume for all d ∈ N, ε ∈ (0, 1] that there exists G ∈ N such that for all t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ R

d

it holds that
Ra(G) ∈ C(Rd,R), P(G) ≤ κdpε−κ, and (5.77)

ε‖∇xud(T, x)‖+ ε|ud(t, x)|+ |ud(T, x)− (Ra(G))(x)| ≤ εκdp(1 + ‖x‖)p (5.78)

(cf. Definitions 2.1, 3.1, and 3.4). Then there exists c ∈ R such that for all d ∈ N, ε ∈ (0, 1]
there exists U ∈ N such that

Ra(U) ∈ C(Rd+1,R), P(U) ≤ cdcε−c, and (5.79)

[
∫ T

0

∫

Rd

|ud(t, x)− (Ra(U))(t, x)|q µd(dx) dt

]1/q

≤ ε. (5.80)

Proof of Corollary 5.4. Throughout this proof let f : R → R satisfy for all w ∈ R that

f(w) = (2c)−1f(w), (5.81)

for every d ∈ N let ud : [0, 2cT ]× R
d → R satisfy for all t ∈ [0, 2cT ], x ∈ R

d that

ud(t, x) = ud((2c)
−1t, x), (5.82)

let L ∈ [1,∞) satisfy for all v, w ∈ R that

|f(v)− f(w)| ≤ L|v − w|, (5.83)
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for every d ∈ N, ε ∈ (0, 1] let Fd,ε ∈ N satisfy for all t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ R
d that Ra(Fd,ε) ∈

C(Rd,R), P(Fd,ε) ≤ κdpε−κ, and

ε‖∇xud(T, x)‖+ ε|ud(t, x)|+ |ud(T, x)− (Ra(Fd,ε))(x)| ≤ εκdp(1 + ‖x‖)p, (5.84)

for every d ∈ N let νd : B(Rd+1) → R satisfy for all B ∈ B(Rd+1) that

νd(B) =
1

2c

∫ 2cT

0

∫

Rd

1B(t, x)µd(dx) dt, (5.85)

let

r̃ = max

{

r,
q2

(q − 2)(q − 1)
,

q

q − 1

}

, (5.86)

and let

κ̃ = max

{

2
p2qq
2 κT (2cT +1)p

2qq, 2κ+4+(2c)−1(L+ |f(0)|), 1728 ·2
q3+3q2−2q
(q−2)(q−1) , 19 ·

(

2+
8

T

)
q

q−1

}

(5.87)
(cf. Definitions 2.1, 3.1, and 3.4). Observe that the fact that for all d ∈ N it holds that
ud ∈ C1,2([0, T ] × R

d,R), the fact that for all d ∈ N, t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ R
d it holds that

|ud(t, x)| ≤ κdp(1 + ‖x‖)p, and (5.75) ensure that for all d ∈ N, t ∈ [0, 2cT ], x ∈ R
d it holds

that ud ∈ C1,2([0, 2cT ]× R
d,R), that ud is at most polynomially growing, and that

∂
∂t
ud(t, x) +

1
2
∆xud(t, x) + f(ud(t, x)) = 0. (5.88)

In the next step we note that the triangle inequality and (5.84) imply that for all d ∈ N,
x ∈ R

d, ε ∈ (0, 1] it holds that

ε‖∇xud(2cT, x)‖+ ε|(Ra(Fd,ε))(x)|+ |ud(2cT, x)− (Ra(Fd,ε))(x)|
≤ ε‖∇xud(T, x)‖ + ε

(

|ud(T, x)|+ |(Ra(Fd,ε))(x)− ud(T, x)|
)

+ |ud(T, x)− (Ra(Fd,ε))(x)|
≤ ε‖∇xud(T, x)‖ + ε|ud(T, x)|+ 2|ud(T, x)− (Ra(Fd,ε))(x)|
≤ 2εκdp(1 + ‖x‖)p.

(5.89)

Moreover, observe that the fact that for all d ∈ N, ε ∈ (0, 1] it holds that P(Fd,ε) ≤ κdpε−κ

and, for instance, [1, Lemma 2.4] show that for all d ∈ N, ε ∈ (0, 1] it holds that

εκL(Fd,ε) + εκ|||D(Fd,ε)||| ≤ εκκdpε−κ = κdp. (5.90)

In addition, note that (5.85), the fact that for all d ∈ N it holds that µd is a finite measure,
Jensen’s inequality, Fubini’s theorem, and (5.76) prove that for all d ∈ N it holds that νd is
a finite measure on (Rd+1,B(Rd+1)) with

∫

Rd+1

(1 + ‖y‖p2qq) νd(dy)

≤ 2
p2qq
2

−1

(

1

2c

∫ 2cT

0

∫

Rd

|t|p2qq µd(dx) dt +
1

2c

∫ 2cT

0

∫

Rd

(1 + ‖x‖p2qq)µd(dx) dt

)

≤ 2
p2qq
2

−1

(

κdrp
2qq

2c

∫ 2cT

0

tp
2qq dt+ Tκdrp

2qq

)

≤ 2
p2qq
2 κT (2cT + 1)p

2qqdrp
2qq.

(5.91)
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In addition, observe that the fact that for all v, w ∈ R it holds that |f(v)− f(w)| ≤ L|v−w|
demonstrates that for all v, w ∈ R it holds that |f(v)− f(w)| ≤ (2c)−1L|v − w|. Hence, [1,
Corollary 4.13] and [1, Corollary 4.14] ensure that for every ε ∈ (0, 1] there exists F0,ε ∈ N

such that

(I) it holds that Ra(F0,ε) ∈ C(R,R),

(II) it holds for all v, w ∈ R that |(Ra(F0,ε))(v)− (Ra(F0,ε))(w)| ≤ (2c)−1L|v − w|,

(III) it holds for all w ∈ R that |(Ra(F0,ε))(w)− f(w)| ≤ 2εmax{1, |w|p}, and

(IV) it holds that P(F0,ε) ≤ 24
(

max
{

1, c−1L
})

p
p−1ε−

p
p−1 .

Note that, for example, [1, Lemma 2.4] and item (IV) establish that for all ε ∈ (0, 1] it holds
that

ε
p

p−1L(F0,ε) + ε
p

p−1 |||D(F0,ε)||| ≤ 24(max{1, c−1L})
p

p−1 . (5.92)

In addition, observe that the triangle inequality, the fact that for all v, w ∈ R it holds that
|f(v) − f(w)| ≤ (2c)−1L|v − w|, item (III), and the fact that for all w ∈ R it holds that
1 + |w|p ≤ (1 + |w|)p ensure that for all ε ∈ (0, 1], w ∈ R it holds that

ε|(Ra(F0,ε))(w)|+ |f(w)− (Ra(F0,ε))(w)|
≤ ε
(

|(Ra(F0,ε))(w)− f(w)|+ |f(w)− f(0)|+ |f(0)|
)

+ |f(w)− (Ra(F0,ε))(w)|
≤ 2|(Ra(F0,ε))(w)− f(w)|+ ε

(

(2c)−1L|w|+ (2c)−1|f(0)|
)

≤ 4εmax{1, |w|p}+ ε(2c)−1
(

L+ |f(0)|
)(

1 + |w|
)

≤ ε
(

4 + (2c)−1(L+ |f(0)|)
)

(1 + |w|)p.

(5.93)

This and (5.89) imply that for all ε ∈ (0, 1], x ∈ R it holds that

ε‖∇xu1(2cT, x)‖+ ε|(Ra(F0,ε))(x)|+ |f(x)− (Ra(F0,ε))(x)|
≤ ε
(

2κ+ 4 + (2c)−1(L+ |f(0)|)
)

(1 + |x|)p.
(5.94)

In the next step we combine items (iii) and (v) in Lemma 3.5 in [1], item (i) in Lemma 3.5
in [1], and item (ii) in Lemma 3.8 in [1] to obtain that there exists J ∈ N such that

H(J) = 1, D(J) = (1, 2, 1), and Ra(J) = idR . (5.95)

Next we combine Corollary 4.10 and Corollary 4.11 to obtain that for every ε ∈ (0, 1] there
exists Γε ∈ N such that for all v, w ∈ R it holds that

Ra(Γε) ∈ C(R2,R), P(Γε) ≤ 1728 · 2
q3+3q2−2q
(q−2)(q−1) ε

−
q2

(q−2)(q−1) ,

and
∣

∣vw − (Ra(Γε))(v, w)
∣

∣ ≤ εmax{1, |v|q, |w|q}.
(5.96)

In the next step we note that Lemma 4.5 and Lemma 4.6 show that for every K ∈ N,
k ∈ {0, 1, . . . , K}, ε ∈ (0, 1] there exists HK,k,ε ∈ N such that for all t ∈ R it holds that

Ra(HK,k,ε) ∈ C(R,R),
∣

∣

∣
(Ra(HK,k,ε))(t)−ℒ

0,1,0
(k−1)T

K
, kT
K

,
(k+1)T

K

(t)
∣

∣

∣
≤ εmax{1, |t|q},

and P(HK,k,ε) ≤ 19 ·
(

max
{

1,
4K

T

}

)
q

q−1

2
q

q−1 ε−
q

q−1 ≤ 19 ·
(

2 +
8

T

)
q

q−1
K

q
q−1 ε−

q
q−1

(5.97)
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(cf. Definition 4.1). Moreover, observe that Theorem 5.3 (applied with L x (2c)−1L,
κ x κ̃, α0 x

p
p−1

, α1 x κ, β0 x
p

p−1
, β1 x κ, T x 2cT , r x r̃, p x p, q x

q, q x q, a x a, f0 x f, (fd)d∈N x (Rd ∋ x 7→ ud(2cT, x) ∈ R)d∈N, (νd)d∈N x

(νd)d∈N, J x J, (Fd,ε)(d,ε)∈N0×(0,1] x (Fd,ε)(d,ε)∈N0×(0,1], (Γε)ε∈(0,1] x (Γε)ε∈(0,1], δ x 1,
((HK,k,ε)k∈{0,1,...,K})(K,ε)∈N×(0,1] x ((HK,k,ε)k∈{0,1,...,K})(K,ε)∈N×(0,1], η x 3max{ p

p−1
, κ} + 2 +

24r̃ + 8 in the notation of Theorem 5.3) proves that there exist (Ud,ε)(d,ε)∈N×(0,1] ⊆ N

and c ∈ (0,∞) which satisfy for all d ∈ N, ε ∈ (0, 1] that Ra(Ud,ε) ∈ C(Rd+1,R),
P(Ud,ε) ≤ cdcε−c, and

[

∫

[0,2cT ]×Rd

|ud(t, x)− (Ra(Ud,ε))(t, x)|q νd(dt, dx)
]1/q

≤ ε. (5.98)

Furthermore, note that Lemma 3.14 (applied for every d ∈ N, ε ∈ (0, 1] with T x 0, cx 2c,
F x Ud,ε, a x a, d x d, d x 2, J x J in the notation of Lemma 3.14) demonstrates that
for every d ∈ N, ε ∈ (0, 1] there exists Ũd,ε ∈ N such that for all s ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ R

d it holds
that

Ra(Ũd,ε) ∈ C(Rd+1,R), (Ra(Ũd,ε))(s, x) = (Ra(Ud,ε))(2cs, x),

and P
(

Ũd,ε

)

≤ P
(

Ud,ε

)

384d2 ≤ 384cdc+2ε−c ≤ (384c+ 2)d(384c+2)ε−(384c+2).
(5.99)

Combining this, (5.82), (5.85), Fubini’s theorem, and a change of variables establishes that
for all d ∈ N, ε ∈ (0, 1] it holds that

∫

[0,2cT ]×Rd

|ud(t, x)− (Ra(Ud,ε))(t, x)|q νd(dt, dx)

=
1

2c

∫

Rd

∫ 2cT

0

|ud((2c)−1t, x)− (Ra(Ũd,ε))((2c)
−1t, x)|q dt µd(dx)

=

∫

Rd

∫ T

0

|ud(s, x)− (Ra(Ũd,ε))(s, x)|q ds µd(dx).

(5.100)

Combining this, Fubini’s theorem, and (5.98) ensures that for all d ∈ N, ε ∈ (0, 1] it holds
that

[

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

|ud(t, x)− (Ra(Ũd,ε))(t, x)|q µd(dx) dt

]1/q

≤ ε. (5.101)

The proof of Corollary 5.4 is thus complete.

Corollary 5.5. Let κ, T, c, p ∈ (0,∞), b1 ∈ R, b2 ∈ (b1,∞), a ∈ R\{−1, 1}, ν ∈ {0, 1}, let
f : R → R be Lipschitz continuous, for every d ∈ N let ud ∈ C1,2([0, T ] × R

d,R) satisfy for
all t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ R

d that

∂
∂t
ud(t, x) = c∆xud(t, x) + f(ud(t, x)), (5.102)

let a : R → R satisfy for all x ∈ R that a(x) = νmax{x,ax} + (1 − ν) ln(1 + exp(x)), and
assume for all d ∈ N, ε ∈ (0, 1] that there exists G ∈ N such that for all t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ R

d

it holds that
Ra(G) ∈ C(Rd,R), P(G) ≤ κdκε−κ, and (5.103)
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ε‖∇xud(0, x)‖+ ε|ud(t, x)|+ |ud(0, x)− (Ra(G))(x)| ≤ εκdκ(1 + ‖x‖)κ (5.104)

(cf. Definitions 2.1, 3.1, and 3.4). Then there exists c ∈ R such that for all d ∈ N, ε ∈ (0, 1]
there exists U ∈ N such that

Ra(U) ∈ C(Rd+1,R), P(U) ≤ cdcε−c, and (5.105)

[

∫

[0,T ]×[b1,b2]d

|ud(y)− (Ra(U))(y)|p
(b2 − b1)d

dy

]1/p

≤ ε. (5.106)

Proof of Corollary 5.5. Throughout this proof let (δε,p)(ε,p)∈(0,1]×(0,2) satisfy for all ε ∈ (0, 1],
p ∈ (0, 2) that

δε,p = ε
(

max{1, T}
)

1
2
− 1

p , (5.107)

for every d ∈ N let µd : B(Rd) → [0, 1] be the uniform distribution on [b1, b2]
d, and for every

d ∈ N let ud : [0, T ]× R
d → R satisfy for all t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ R

d that

ud(t, x) = ud(T − t, x). (5.108)

Observe that the fact that for all d ∈ N it holds that ud ∈ C1,2([0, T ] × R
d,R) and (5.102)

imply that for all d ∈ N, t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ R
d it holds that ud ∈ C1,2([0, T ]× R

d,R) and

∂
∂t
ud(t, x) = −c∆xud(t, x)− f(ud(t, x)). (5.109)

Next, note that (5.104) shows that for all d ∈ N, ε ∈ (0, 1], t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ R
d it holds that

ε‖∇xud(T, x)‖+ ε|ud(t, x)|+ |ud(T, x)− (Ra(G))(x)| ≤ εκdκ(1 + ‖x‖)κ (5.110)

(cf. Definitions 2.1 and 3.4). Next, observe that the fact that for all d ∈ N it holds that µd

is the uniform distribution on [b1, b2]
d and, for instance, [36, Lemma 3.15] prove that for all

d ∈ N, q ∈ [2,∞), q ∈ (2,∞) it holds that
∫

Rd

(1 + ‖x‖(κ+1)2qq)µd(dx) = 1 +
1

|b1 − b2|d
∫

[b1,b2]d
‖x‖(κ+1)2qq dx

≤ 1 + d(κ+1)2qqmax
{

|b1|(κ+1)2qq, |b2|(κ+1)2qq
}

≤ 2d(κ+1)2qqmax
{

1, |b1|3q(κ+1)2 , |b2|3q(κ+1)2
}

.

(5.111)

In addition, note that Corollary 5.4 (applied for every q ∈ [2,∞) with T x T , c x c, r x 1,
p x κ + 1, q x q, q x 3, α x a, ν x ν, a x a, f x f , (ud)d∈N x (ud)d∈N, (µd)d∈N x

(µd)d∈N, G x G, κ x 2max{1, κ, |b1|3q(κ+1)2 , |b2|3q(κ+1)2} in the notation of Corollary 5.4)
demonstrates that there exist (Ud,ε,q)(d,ε,q)∈N×(0,1]×[2,∞) ⊆ N and (cq)q∈[2,∞) ⊆ R which satisfy
for all d ∈ N, ε ∈ (0, 1], q ∈ [2,∞) that Ra(Ud,ε,q) ∈ C(Rd+1,R), P(Ud,ε,q) ≤ cqd

cqε−cq, and

[
∫ T

0

∫

Rd

|ud(t, x)− (Ra(Ud,ε,q))(t, x)|q µd(dx) dt

]1/q

≤ ε (5.112)

(cf. Definition 3.1). Next we combine items (iii) and (v) in Lemma 3.5 in [1], item (i) in
Lemma 3.5 in [1], and item (ii) in Lemma 3.8 in [1] to obtain that there exists J ∈ N such
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that D(J) = (1, 2, 1) and Ra(J) = idR. Next, observe that Lemma 3.14 (applied for every
d ∈ N, ε ∈ (0, 1], q ∈ [2,∞) with T x T , cx −1, F x Ud,ε,q, a x a, d x d, d x 2, J x J

in the notation of Lemma 3.14) establishes that for every d ∈ N, ε ∈ (0, 1], q ∈ [2,∞) there
exists Ũd,ε,q ∈ N such that for all s ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ R

d it holds that

Ra(Ũd,ε,q) ∈ C(Rd+1,R), (Ra(Ũd,ε,q))(s, x) = (Ra(Ud,ε,q))(T − s, x),

and P
(

Ũd,ε,q

)

≤ P
(

Ud,ε,q

)

384d2 ≤ 384cqd
cq+2ε−cq ≤ (384cq + 2)d(384cq+2)ε−(384cq+2).

(5.113)

This ensures that for every q ∈ [2,∞) there exists c̃q ∈ R such that for all d ∈ N, ε ∈ (0, 1]
it holds that

P(Ũd,ε,q) ≤ c̃qd
c̃qε−c̃q. (5.114)

Furthermore, note that (5.108), (5.112), (5.113), Fubini’s theorem, a change of variables,
and the fact that for all d ∈ N it holds that µd is the uniform distribution on [b1, b2]

d imply
that for all d ∈ N, ε ∈ (0, 1], q ∈ [2,∞) it holds that

ε ≥
[

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

|ud(T − t, x)− (Ra(Ũd,ε,q))(T − t, x)|q µd(dx) dt

]1/q

=

[

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

|ud(s, x)− (Ra(Ũd,ε,q))(s, x)|q µd(dx) ds

]1/q

=

[

∫

[0,T ]×[b1,b2]d

|ud(y)− (Ra(Ũd,ε,q))(y)|q
(b2 − b1)d

dy

]1/q

.

(5.115)

Combining the fact that for all ε ∈ (0, 1], p ∈ (0, 2) it holds that δε,p ∈ (0, 1] and Jensen’s
inequality hence shows that for all d ∈ N, ε ∈ (0, 1], p ∈ (0, 2) it holds that

[

∫

[0,T ]×[b1,b2]d

|ud(y)− (Ra(Ũd,δε,p,2))(y)|p
(b2 − b1)d

dy

]2/p

≤ T
2
p
−1

[

∫

[0,T ]×[b1,b2]d

|ud(y)− (Ra(Ũd,δε,p,2))(y)|2
(b2 − b1)d

dy

]

≤ T
2
p
−1(δε,p)

2.

(5.116)

This and (5.107) prove that for all d ∈ N, ε ∈ (0, 1], p ∈ (0, 2) it holds that

[

∫

[0,T ]×[b1,b2]d

|ud(y)− (Ra(Ũd,δε,p,2))(y)|p
(b2 − b1)d

dy

]1/p

≤ T
1
p
− 1

2 δε,p ≤ ε. (5.117)

Furthermore, observe that (5.107) and (5.114) demonstrate that for all d ∈ N, ε ∈ (0, 1],

p ∈ (0, 2), and ĉp = c̃2(max{1, T})( 1p− 1
2
)c̃2 it holds that

P
(

Ũd,δε,p,2

)

≤ c̃2d
c̃2ε−c̃2

(

max{1, T}
)( 1

p
− 1

2
)c̃2 ≤ ĉpd

ĉpε−ĉp. (5.118)

Combining this with (5.114), (5.115), and (5.117) establishes (5.105) and (5.106). The proof
of Corollary 5.5 is thus complete.
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