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Abstract

The deep Kolmogorov method is a simple and popular deep learning based method for
approximating solutions of partial differential equations (PDEs) of the Kolmogorov type.
In this work we provide an error analysis for the deep Kolmogorov method for heat PDEs.
Specifically, we reveal convergence with convergence rates for the overall mean square dis-
tance between the exact solution of the heat PDE and the realization function of the approx-
imating deep neural network (DNN) associated with a stochastic optimization algorithm in
terms of the size of the architecture (the depth/number of hidden layers and the width of
the hidden layers) of the approximating DNN, in terms of the number of random sample
points used in the loss function (the number of input-output data pairs used in the loss func-
tion), and in terms of the size of the optimization error made by the employed stochastic
optimization method.
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1. Introduction

It is nowadays a very active area of research to design and study deep learning methods to ap-
proximately solve partial differential equations (PDEs) and related scientific computing prob-
lems (cf., for example, the review articles and monographs [10, 27, 34, 41, 61, 67]). Popular
such deep learning approximation methods for PDEs include physics-informed neural networks
(PINNs) (cf. [90]) and the deep Galerkin method (DGM) (cf. [94]) as well as the deep backward
stochastic differential equation (BSDE) method (cf. [33, 59]). Another quite simple and nowa-
days well-known deep learning approximation scheme is the deep Kolmogorov method (DKM)
to approximately solve PDEs of the Kolmogorov type; see [9] and [23]. (In the references [9]
and [23] the method has not been named as DKM but this has been done in the follow-up
work [67, Chaper 17].) We also refer, for instance, to [8, 19] for suitable deep splitting methods
(DSMs) that are based on the combination of the splitting method and the DKM.

Beyond the design and the numerical investigation of such deep learning approximation
methods for PDEs, it is also an active topic of research to rigorously analyze such methods
mathematically, that is, to establish rigorous upper bounds for the approximation error between
the exact solution of the PDE and the deep learning approximation under consideration. While
for classical approximation methods for solutions of PDEs such as finite difference (cf., for
example, [72] and the references therein) and finite element methods (cf., for instance, [96] and
the references therein) such error analyses for the difference between the PDE solution and the
considered numerical approximation are – to a large extent – well understood, the situation
is much more subtle in the case of deep learning approximation methods for PDEs and it
basically remains a fundamental open problem of research to establish a full error analysis for
any reasonable deep learning approximation scheme for PDEs.

There are, however, several partial error analyses for deep learning methods for PDEs in the
literature. For instance, in the case of the PINNs Mishra & Molinaro [80, Theorem 3.1] explicitly
bounds the overall root mean square distance between the exact solution of the PDE and the
realization of the approximating artificial neural network (ANN) from above by the product
of an error explicit constant and the sum of the loss function and the number of discretization
points where the error constant also depends on the realization function of the approximating
ANN. A qualitative convergence result without a convergence speed for the DKM applied to
semilinear Kolmogorov PDEs in terms of the expectation of the loss function can also be found
in [23, Proposition 4.7, Appendix A.3, and (21)].

In this work we push these error analyses, in the case of the DKM applied to heat PDEs,
a bit further by establishing that there exists a strictly positive real error constant c ∈ (0,∞)
that is completely independent of the number of random sample points in the loss function
(the number of input-output data pairs in the loss function), completely independent of the
architecture of the approximating deep ANNs (the depth/the number of hidden layers and the
widths of the hidden layers of the approximation ANNs), and completely independent of the
random ANN parameter vector computed with stochastic optimization methods such that the
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overall mean square distance between the exact solution of the PDE and the random deep
ANN approximation converges to zero with explicit convergence constants and rates using the
error constant c as the optimization error of the underlying stochastic optimization algorithm
converges to zero (convergence rate 1 in terms of the optimization error), as the number of
random sample points used in the loss function (the number of input-output data pairs used in
the loss function) converges to infinity (convergence rate 1/2 in terms of the number of random
sample points), and as the width of the approximating ANN (the number of neurons on the
hidden layers of the approximating ANN) converges to infinity (convergence rate 2/(d+5) in terms
of the width of the ANN); see (4) in Theorem 1.2 below and Corollary 4.9 in Section 4 below.
The specific analysis in this work is restricted to simple heat PDEs, to ANNs with the rectified
linear unit (ReLU) activation, and to the DKM, which seems to be easier to analyze than
many other deep learning approximation methods for PDEs such as PINNs and deep BSDE
approximations, but we expect that our arguments can be extended to more challenging deep
learning methods and PDE problems.

1.1. Artificial neural networks (ANNs)

To formulate our main error analysis result within this introductory section in Theorem 1.2
below, we need to describe realization functions of ANNs in accurate mathematical terms. This
is precisely the subject of the following notion in Definition 1.1. In the simplest form, a realiza-
tion function of an ANN can be considered as a function that is given by multiple compositions
of affine functions and multidimensional versions of a certain fixed one-dimensional nonlinear
function, which is referred to as activation function of the ANN. In Definition 1.1 the natural
number L ∈ N = {1, 2, 3, . . . } specifies the number of affine functions in the compositions and
the natural numbers ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . , ℓL specify the dimensionalities of the domains and codomains,
respectively, of the affine functions in the compositions.

Definition 1.1 (ANNs). For every L ∈ N, ℓ = (ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . , ℓL) ∈ NL+1 we denote by d(ℓ) ∈ N
the natural number given by d(ℓ) =

∑L
i=1 ℓi(ℓi−1+1) and for every L ∈ N, ℓ = (ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . , ℓL) ∈

NL+1, θ = (θ1, . . . , θd(ℓ)) ∈ Rd(ℓ) we denote by N ℓ,θ
v = (N ℓ,θ

v,1 , . . . ,N
ℓ,θ
v,ℓv

) : Rℓ0 → Rℓv , v ∈
{1, 2, . . . , L}, the functions which satisfy for all v ∈ {0, 1, . . . , L − 1}, x = (x1, . . . , xℓ0) ∈ Rℓ0,
i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , ℓv+1} that

N ℓ,θ
v+1,i(x) = θℓv+1ℓv+i+

∑v
h=1 ℓh(ℓh−1+1)

+
∑ℓv

j=1 θ(i−1)ℓv+j+
∑v

h=1 ℓh(ℓh−1+1)

(
xj1{0}(v) + max{N ℓ,θ

max{v,1},j(x), 0}1N(v)
)
.

(1)

In (1) appears the ReLU activation function R ∋ x 7→ max{x, 0} ∈ R and in Definition 1.1
we thus describe ANNs with the ReLU activation function. Definition 1.1 essentially coincides
with the formulation of ANNs in, for example, [30, Setting 2.1].

1.2. Error analysis for the deep Kolmogorov method

Having specified realization functions of ReLU ANNs in Definition 1.1 above, we are now in the
position to formulate in Theorem 1.2 below one of the main error analysis results of this work.
In Theorem 1.2 the function u : [0, T ]×Rd → R is the solution of the heat equation in (2) that
we intend to approximate by deep ANNs by means of the DKM; see (3) for the loss function of
the DKM in which independent and identically distributed (i.i.d.) random variables appear. We
now present Theorem 1.2 with all mathematical details and, thereafter, we briefly explain the
contribution of Theorem 1.2 and some of the mathematical objects appearing in Theorem 1.2
in words.
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Theorem 1.2. Let T ∈ (0,∞), d ∈ N, let u ∈ C2([0, T ] × Rd,R) be at most polynomially
growing1, assume for all t ∈ (0, T ), x ∈ Rd that

∂
∂tu(t, x) +

1
2∆xu(t, x) = 0, (2)

let (Ω,F ,P) be a probability space, let Tn : Ω → [0, T ], n ∈ N, be independent uniformly random
variables, let D ⊆ Rd be open and bounded, let Xn : Ω → D, n ∈ N, be independent uniformly
distributed random variables, let Wn : [0, T ] × Ω → Rd, n ∈ N, be i.i.d. standard Brownian
motions, assume that (Tn)n∈N, (Xn)n∈N, and (Wn)n∈N are independent, and for every M =
(M1,M2) ∈ N2, L ∈ N\{1}, ℓ ∈ ({d + 1} × NL−1 × {1}) let FM,ℓ : Rd(ℓ) → R satisfy for all
θ ∈ Rd(ℓ) that

FM,ℓ(θ) =
1

M1

∑M1
m=1

∣∣N ℓ,θ
L (Tm,Xm)−

[
1

M2

∑M2
n=1 u(T,Xm +WmM2+n

T−Tm
)
]∣∣2. (3)

Then there exists c ∈ (0,∞) such that for every R ∈ [c,∞), M = (M1,M2) ∈ N2, L ∈ N\{1},
ℓ = (ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . , ℓL) ∈ ({d + 1} × NL−1 × {1}) and every random variable ϑ : Ω → [−R,R]d(ℓ) it
holds that

E[
∫
[0,T ]×D |u(y)−N ℓ,ϑ

L (y)|2 dy] ≤ [R+max{ℓ1, ℓ2, . . . , ℓL−1}]cL(M1)
−1/2

+ c[min{ℓ1, ℓ2, . . . , ℓL−1}]−2/(d+5) + cE
[
FM,ℓ(ϑ)− infθ∈[−R,R]d(ℓ) FM,ℓ(θ)

] (4)

(cf. Definition 1.1).

Theorem 1.2 is an immediate consequence of Corollary 4.8 in Subsection 4.4 below. Corol-
lary 4.8, in turn, is established through an application of Theorem 4.6 in Section 4 below, which
is the main result of this work (see Subsection 4.4 for details).

The strictly positive real number T ∈ (0,∞) in Theorem 1.2 describes the time horizon of the
heat equation under consideration and the natural number d ∈ N specifies the space dimension
of the heat equation under consideration. In (2) we present the heat PDE whose solutions
we intend to approximate by means of the DKM in (3) and the function u : [0, T ] × Rd → R
is a solution of the PDE in (2). The function specified in (3) is precisely the loss function
of the DKM (cf., for instance, [9, Framework 3.2] and [23, Subsection 4.2]). The vector ℓ =
(ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . , ℓL) ∈ ({d+1}×NL−1×{1}) in (3) and (4) specifies the architecture of the considered
approximating ANNs in the sense

• that ℓ0 specifies the number of neurons on the 1st layer of the ANN (the number of neurons
on the input layer),

• that ℓ1 specifies the number of neurons on the 2nd layer of the ANN (the number of
neurons on the 1st hidden layer),

• that ℓ2 specifies the number of neurons on the 3rd layer of the ANN (the number of neurons
on the 2nd hidden layer),

• . . . ,

• that ℓL−1 specifies the number of neurons on the Lth layer of the ANN (the number of
neurons on the (L− 1)th hidden layer), and

• that ℓL specifies the number of neurons on the (L + 1)th layer of the ANN (the number
of neurons on the output layer).

1Note that for every d ∈ N, every A ⊆ Rd, and every f : A → R it holds that f is at most polynomially growing
if and only if there exists c ∈ R such that for all x = (x1, . . . , xd) ∈ A it holds that |f(x)| ≤ c(1 +

∑d
i=1 |xi|)c.
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We note that (4) in Theorem 1.2 assures that there exists a strictly positive real error constant
c ∈ (0,∞) such that for every upper bound R ∈ [c,∞) for the parameters of the ANN associated
to the stochastic optimization method, every number of random sample points M1 ∈ N in the
loss function (see (3)), every number of Monte Carlo samples M2 ∈ N in the loss function
(see (3)), every depth L ∈ N\{1} of the approximating ANNs, every architecture vector ℓ =
(ℓ0, . . . , ℓL) ∈ ({d+ 1} ×NL−1 × {1}) for the approximating ANNs, and every random variable
ϑ : Ω → [−R,R]d(ℓ) resulting from the stochastic optimization method we have that the overall
mean squared distance

E[
∫
D |u(y)−N ℓ,ϑ

L (y)|2 dy] (5)

on the bounded set D between the exact solution u : [0, T ]×Rd → R of the PDE in (2) and the

realization function N ℓ,ϑ
L : Rd+1 → R of the ANN associated with the random ANN parameter

vector ϑ is bounded by the sum of the term [R+max{ℓ1, ℓ2, . . . , ℓL−1}]cL(M1)
−1/2 (that converges

to zero as M1 increases to infinity), of the term c[min{ℓ1, ℓ2, . . . , ℓL−1}]−2/(d+5) (that converges
to zero as the minimum min{ℓ1, ℓ2, . . . , ℓL−1} increases to infinity), and of – up to the constant
c – the optimization error E

[
FM,ℓ(ϑ)− infθ∈[−R,R]d(ℓ) FM,ℓ(θ)

]
.

1.3. Literature review

In this subsection we provide a short review on selected further results in the literature that
develop error analyses for deep learning based approximation schemes for PDEs and related
problems. For more comprehensive reviews on deep learning approximation methods for PDEs
in the literature we refer, for instance, to the overview and review articles [10, 17, 20, 27, 34, 41,
48,61] and the references therein.

The mathematical analysis of deep learning methods for solving PDEs has attracted increas-
ing attention in recent years. Numerous works have contributed insights into the approximation
capabilities and theoretical guarantees of such methods. Substantial progress has been made
on bounding individual components of the total error – such as approximation, sampling, or
optimization errors in the past years. Several works in the literature focus on analysing the ap-
proximation errors for neural network approximations to PDE solutions for heat equations [47],
Black Scholes PDEs [37, 52], non-local PDEs [7, 49, 50, 97], parametric PDEs [75], smooth-
ness spaces associated to PDEs [1, 12, 51, 56, 86], semilinear (heat) equations [2, 3, 64, 65, 82],
non-linear waves [81], zero-sum games [91], stochastic volatility models [15], optimal stopping
problems [46], or McKean-Vlasov equations [83]. Several articles analyse approximation and
sampling errors jointly by focusing on the empirical risk minimization problem (see, for exam-
ple, [13, 14, 102]). Concerning the analysis of the generalization error we refer to [78] for the
analysis of the generalization error for deep learning-based approximations for certain type of
second-order linear PDEs and two-layer networks. For an analysis of the generalization error of
several related deep learning methods for elliptic PDEs we refer to [53] for deep mixed residual
methods, to [35, 69, 76] for the deep Ritz method, and to [70] for a DGM for weak solutions.
Full error analysis for random feature neural network-based methods are provided in [45,84,85].
An error analysis for an ANN-based algorithm for ergodic mean field control is provided in [21].

In [78, Theorem 2.4] and [80, Theorem 3.1] Mishra and Molinaro provide upper estimates
for the generalization/overall error of PINNs for approximating PDEs and inverse problems
with error constants depending on the approximating (ANN realization) function. The error
bounds in [28] provide separate analyses of the relevant error components. [25] propose and
mathematically analyse Friedrichs learning as a novel deep learning methodology that can learn
the weak solutions of PDEs via a minimax formulation.

Moreover, there are various convergence results for minimizers of loss functions of deep learn-
ing algorithms in the literature focusing on discretization or simulation errors, without explicit
approximation rates for the underlying ANNs or bounds in terms of the optimization error. For
example, the following articles provide such convergence results for the deep BSDE method and
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related (forward) BSDE based methods [5, 6, 16, 24, 60, 68, 73, 88, 98, 100, 104], deep backward
schemes [22,42,63,87], the deep splitting scheme [39,85], the deep fictitious play algorithm [58],
algorithms for first order Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman (HJB) equations [18], methods related to
the DGM [43,94], PINNs [4,40,62,71], and a randomized quasi-Monte Carlo based deep learning
method [101].

Results for related algorithms are provided, for instance, for regularized dynamical paramet-
ric approximations in [38] for the variational Monte Carlo algorithm in [36], for physics-informed
kernel learning in [31,32], for a Monte Carlo Euler scheme in [26], for a quasi-Regression Monte
Carlo Scheme in [44], and for a policy iteration algorithm [99].

Finally, we also refer, for example, to [92, Lemma 4] and [93, Appendix C] for abstract
general error estimates for ANN approximations in terms of the optimization error.

1.4. Structure of this article

The remainder of this article is structured in the following way. After this introductory section,
we establish in Section 2 several elementary explicit a priori estimates for realization functions
for ANNs. In Section 3 we present in Corollary 3.7 suitable approximation error estimates for
deep ANN approximations of twice continuously differentiable functions. Finally, in Section 4 we
combine the findings from Section 2 and Section 3 to establish in Proposition 4.5, Theorem 4.6,
Corollary 4.7, and Corollary 4.8 error estimates for the deep Kolmogorov method. Theorem 1.2
above is a direct consequence of Corollary 4.8.

2. Explicit a priori estimates for ANNs

In this section we establish in Lemma 2.2, Lemma 2.3, and Corollary 2.4 several elementary a
priori estimates for realizations of arbitrarily deep ANNs with general activation functions. The
arguments in our proofs of Lemma 2.2, Lemma 2.3, and Corollary 2.4 are based, for instance,
on [11, Subsection 2.1.5] and [14, Theorem 2.6 and Section A.3], respectively. In Section 4 we
employ the a priori estimates in Lemma 2.2 and Corollary 2.4 to establish in Proposition 4.5
error estimates for the deep Kolmogorov method and, thereby, to prove Theorem 1.2 in the
introduction.

2.1. Explicit a priori estimates for realization functions of ANNs

Setting 2.1. Let d, L ∈ N, ℓ = (ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . , ℓL) ∈ ({d}×NL−1×{1}), for every k ∈ {0, 1, . . . , L}
let dk ∈ R satisfy dk =

∑k
h=1 ℓh(ℓh−1 + 1), let A : R → R be a function, and for every θ =

(θ1, . . . , θd(ℓ)) ∈ Rd(ℓ) let Nθ
v = (Nθ

v,1, . . . ,N
θ
v,ℓv

) : Rℓ0 → Rℓv , v ∈ {1, 2, . . . , L}, satisfy for all

v ∈ {0, 1, . . . , L− 1}, x = (x1, . . . , xℓ0) ∈ Rℓ0, i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , ℓv+1} that

Nθ
v+1,i(x) = θℓv+1ℓv+i+dv

+
∑ℓv

j=1 θ(i−1)ℓv+j+dv

(
xj1{0}(v) + A(Nθ

max{v,1},j(x))1N(v)
) (6)

(cf. Definition 1.1).

Lemma 2.2. Assume Setting 2.1 and let q ∈ [0,∞), c, a ∈ R, b ∈ (a,∞) satisfy for all x ∈ R
that |A(x)| ≤ c(1 + |x|q). Then it holds for all k ∈ {1, 2, . . . , L}, θ = (θ1, . . . , θd(ℓ)) ∈ Rd(ℓ) that

maxi∈{1,2,...,ℓk} supx∈[a,b]d |N
θ
k,i(x)|

≤ [max{1, |a|, |b|}]max{1,qk−1}[max{1,maxj∈{1,2,...,dk} |θj |}
]kmax{1,qk−1}

·
[
1 + 2max{c, 1}max{ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . , ℓk−1}

]kmax{1,qk−1}
.

(7)
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Proof of Lemma 2.2. We prove (7) by induction on k ∈ {1, 2, . . . , L}. For the base case k = 1
note that (6) shows that for all θ = (θ1, . . . , θd(ℓ)) ∈ Rd(ℓ), x = (x1, . . . , xd) ∈ [a, b]d, i ∈
{1, 2, . . . , ℓ1} it holds that

|Nθ
1,i(x)| =

∣∣θℓ1ℓ0+i +
∑d

j=0 θ(i−1)ℓ0+jxj
∣∣ ≤ |θℓ1ℓ0+i|+

∣∣∑d
j=0 θ(i−1)ℓ0+jxj

∣∣
≤ (d+ 1)

[
max{1, |a|, |b|}maxj∈{1,2,...,d1} |θj |

]
≤ [max{1, |a|, |b|}]max{1,q0}[max{1,maxj∈{1,2,...,d0+1} |θj |}

](0+1)max{1,q0}

·
[
1 + 2max{c, 1}ℓ0

](0+1)max{1,qk}
.

(8)

This proves (7) in the base case k = 1. For the induction step we assume that there exists
k ∈ N ∩ [0, L) which satisfies for all θ = (θ1, . . . , θd(ℓ)) ∈ Rd(ℓ), x ∈ [a, b]d that

maxi∈{1,2,...,ℓk} |N
θ
k,i(x)|

≤ [max{1, |a|, |b|}]max{1,qk−1}[max{1,maxj∈{1,2,...,dk} |θj |}
]kmax{1,qk−1}

·
[
1 + 2max{c, 1}max{ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . ℓk}

]kmax{1,qk−1}
.

(9)

Observe that (6) ensures that for all θ = (θ1, . . . , θd(ℓ)) ∈ Rd(ℓ), x ∈ [a, b]d, i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , ℓk+1} it
holds that

|Nθ
k+1,i(x)| ≤ |θℓk+1ℓk+i+dk

|+
[∑ℓk

j=1 |θ(i−1)ℓk+j+dk
A(Nθ

k,j(x))|
]

≤
[
maxj∈{1,2,...,dk+1} |θj |

]
+ ℓk

[
maxj∈{1,2,...,dk+1} |θj |

][
maxj∈{1,2,...,ℓk} |A(N

θ
k,j(x))|

]
.

(10)

Combining this and the assumption that for all x ∈ R it holds that |A(x)| ≤ c(1 + |x|q) implies
that for all θ = (θ1, . . . , θd(ℓ)) ∈ Rd(ℓ), x ∈ [a, b]d, i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , ℓk+1} it holds that

|Nθ
k+1,i(x)| ≤

[
maxj∈{1,2,...,dk+1} |θj |

]
+ ℓk

[
maxj∈{1,2,...,dk+1} |θj |

][
maxj∈{1,2,...,ℓk}

(
c+ c|Nθ

k,j(x)|q
)]

=
[
maxj∈{1,2,...,dk+1} |θj |

](
1 + ℓkc+ ℓkc

[
maxj∈{1,2,...,ℓk} |N

θ
k,j(x)|q

])
.

(11)

This and (9) show for all θ = (θ1, . . . , θd(ℓ)) ∈ Rd(ℓ), x ∈ [a, b]d, i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , ℓk+1} that

|Nθ
k+1,i(x)| ≤ (1 + ℓkc)

[
maxj∈{1,2,...,dk+1} |θj |

]
+ ℓkc

[
maxj∈{1,2,...,dk+1} |θj |

]
[max{1, |a|, |b|}]qmax{1,qk−1}

·
[
max{1,maxj∈{1,2,...,dk} |θj |}

]qkmax{1,qk−1}

·
[
1 + 2max{c, 1}max{ℓ1, ℓ2, . . . ℓk−1}

]qkmax{1,qk−1}

≤ (1 + ℓkc)
[
maxj∈{1,2,...,dk+1} |θj |

]
+ ℓkc

[
maxj∈{1,2,...,dk+1} |θj |

]
[max{1, |a|, |b|}]max{1,qk}

·
[
max{1,maxj∈{1,2,...,dk+1} |θj |}

]kmax{1,qk}

·
[
1 + 2max{c, 1}max{ℓ1, ℓ2, . . . ℓk}

]kmax{1,qk}
.

(12)

Hence, we obtain for all θ = (θ1, . . . , θd(ℓ)) ∈ Rd(ℓ), x ∈ [a, b]d, i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , ℓk+1} that

|Nθ
k+1,j(x)| ≤ (1 + 2ℓkc)

[
maxj∈{1,2,...,dk+1} |θj |

]
[max{1, |a|, |b|}]max{1,qk}

·
[
max{1,maxj∈{1,2,...,dk+1} |θj |}

]kmax{1,qk}

·
[
1 + 2max{c, 1}max{ℓ1, ℓ2, . . . ℓk}

]kmax{1,qk}

≤ [max{1, |a|, |b|}]max{1,qk}[max{1,maxj∈{1,2,...,dk+1} |θj |}
](k+1)max{1,qk}

·
[
1 + 2max{c, 1}max{ℓ1, ℓ2, . . . ℓk}

](k+1)max{1,qk}
.

(13)
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Combining (8) and induction therefore proves (7). The proof of Lemma 2.2 is thus complete.

2.2. Explicit a priori estimates for gradients of realization functions of ANNs

Lemma 2.3. Assume Setting 2.1 and let c, a ∈ R, b ∈ (a,∞) satisfy for all x, y ∈ R that
|A(x) − A(y)| ≤ c|x − y|. Then it holds for all θ = (θ1, . . . , θd(ℓ)), ϑ = (ϑ1, . . . , ϑd(ℓ)) ∈ Rd(ℓ),

x ∈ [a, b]d that

|Nθ
L(x)−Nϑ

L(x)| ≤ max{1, |a|, |b|}
[
(3 + |A(0)|)max{c, 1}max{ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . , ℓL−1}

]L
·
[
maxj∈{1,2,...,d(ℓ)}max{1, |θj |, |ϑj |}

]L[
maxj∈{1,2,...,d(ℓ)} |θi − ϑi|

]
.

(14)

Proof of Lemma 2.3. Throughout this proof for every k ∈ {0, 1, . . . , L} let dk ∈ R satisfy
dk =

∑k
m=1 ℓm(ℓm−1 + 1). We claim that for all k ∈ {1, 2, . . . , L}, θ = (θ1, . . . , θd(ℓ)), ϑ =

(ϑ1, . . . , ϑd(ℓ)) ∈ Rd(ℓ), x ∈ [a, b]d it holds that

maxi∈{1,2,...,ℓk} |N
θ
k,i(x)−Nϑ

k,i(x)|

≤ max{1, |a|, |b|}
[
maxj∈{1,2,...,dk}max{1, |θj |, |ϑj |}

]k
·
[
1 + (2 + |A(0)|)max{c, 1}max{ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . , ℓk−1}

]k[
maxj∈{1,2,...,dk} |θj − ϑj |

]
.

(15)

We prove (15) by induction on k ∈ {1, 2, . . . , L}. For the base case k = 1 note that (1) shows that
for all θ = (θ1, . . . , θd(ℓ)), ϑ = (ϑ1, . . . , ϑd(ℓ)) ∈ Rd(ℓ), x = (x1, . . . , xd) ∈ [a, b]d, i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , ℓ1}
it holds that

|Nθ
1,i(x)−Nϑ

1,i(x)| =
∣∣θℓ1ℓ0+i +

∑d
j=0 θ(i−1)ℓ0+jxj −

(
ϑℓ1ℓ0+i +

∑d
j=0 ϑ(i−1)ℓ0+jxj

)∣∣
≤ |θℓ1ℓ0+i − ϑℓ1ℓ0+i|+

∣∣∑d
j=0(θ(i−1)ℓ0+j − θ(i−1)ℓ0+j)xj

∣∣
≤ (d+ 1)[max{1, |a|, |b|}]

[
maxj∈{1,2,...,d1} |θj − ϑj |

]
≤ [max{1, |a|, |b|}]

[
maxj∈{1,2,...,d0+1}max{1, |θj |, |ϑj |}

]1
· [1 + (2 + |A(0)|)max{c, 1}ℓ0]1

[
maxj∈{1,2,...,d1} |θj − ϑj |

]
.

(16)

This proves (15) in the base case k = 1. For the induction step we assume that there exists
k ∈ N ∩ [0, L) which satisfies for all θ = (θ1, . . . , θd(ℓ)), ϑ = (ϑ1, . . . , ϑd(ℓ)) ∈ Rd(ℓ), x ∈ [a, b]d

that

maxi∈{1,2,...,ℓk} |N
θ
k,i(x)−Nϑ

k,i(x)|

≤ max{1, |a|, |b|}
[
maxj∈{1,2,...,dk}max{1, |θj |, |ϑj |}

]k
·
[
1 + (2 + |A(0)|)max{c, 1}max{ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . , ℓk−1}

]k[
maxj∈{1,2,...,dk} |θj − ϑj |

]
.

(17)

Note that (6) demonstrates that for all θ = (θ1, . . . , θd(ℓ)), ϑ = (ϑ1, . . . , ϑd(ℓ)) ∈ Rd(ℓ), x ∈ [a, b]d,
i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , ℓk+1} it holds that

|Nθ
k+1,i(x)−Nϑ

k+1,i(x)|
≤ |θℓk+1ℓk+i+dk

− ϑℓk+1ℓk+i+dk
|

+
[∑ℓk

j=1 |θ(i−1)ℓk+j+dk
A(Nθ

k,j(x))− ϑ(i−1)ℓk+j+dk
A(Nϑ

k,j(x))|
]

≤
[
maxj∈{1,2,...,dk+1} |θj − ϑj |

]
+ ℓk

[
maxj∈{1,2,...,dk+1} |θj |

][
maxj∈{1,2,...,ℓk} |A(N

θ
k,j(x))− A(Nϑ

k,j(x))|
]

+ ℓk
[
maxj∈{1,2,...,dk+1} |θj − ϑj |

][
maxj∈{1,2,...,ℓk} |A(N

ϑ
k,j(x))|

]
.

(18)
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The assumption that for all x, y ∈ R it holds that |A(x) − A(y)| ≤ c|x − y| hence establishes
that for all i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , ℓk+1}, θ = (θ1, . . . , θd(ℓ)), ϑ = (ϑ1, . . . , ϑd(ℓ)) ∈ Rd(ℓ), x ∈ [a, b]d it holds
that

|Nθ
k+1,i(x)−Nϑ

k+1,i(x)|
≤

[
maxj∈{1,2,...,dk+1} |θj − ϑj |

]
+ ℓkc

[
maxj∈{1,2,...,dk+1} |θj |

][
maxj∈{1,2,...,ℓk} |N

θ
k,j(x)−Nϑ

k,j(x)|
]

+ ℓk|A(0)|
[
maxj∈{1,2,...,dk+1} |θj − ϑj |

]
+ ℓkc

[
maxj∈{1,2,...,dk+1} |θj − ϑj |

][
maxj∈{1,2,...,ℓk} |N

ϑ
k,j(x)|

]
.

(19)

This, (17), and Lemma 2.2 ensure for all i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , ℓk+1}, θ = (θ1, . . . , θd(ℓ)), ϑ = (ϑ1, . . . , ϑd(ℓ))

∈ Rd(ℓ), x ∈ [a, b]d that

|Nθ
k+1,i(x)−Nϑ

k+1,i(x)|
≤ (1 + ℓk|A(0)|)

[
maxj∈{1,2,...,dk+1} |θj − ϑj |

]
+ ℓkc

[
maxj∈{1,2,...,dk+1} |θj |

]
max{1, |a|, |b|}

[
maxj∈{1,2,...,dk}max{1, |θj |, |ϑj |}

]k
·
[
maxl∈{0,1,...,k−1}(1 + (2 + |A(0)|)max{c, 1}ℓl)

]k[
maxj∈{1,2,...,dk} |θj − ϑj |

]
+ ℓkc

[
maxj∈{1,2,...,dk+1} |θj − ϑj |

]
[max{1, |a|, |b|}]

·
[
max{1,maxj∈{1,2,...,d(ℓ)} |ϑj |}

]k[
1 + 2max{c, 1}max{ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . , ℓL−1}

]k
.

(20)

Hence, we obtain for all i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , ℓk+1}, θ = (θ1, . . . , θd(ℓ)), ϑ = (ϑ1, . . . , ϑd(ℓ)) ∈ Rd(ℓ),

x ∈ [a, b]d that

|Nθ
k+1,i(x)−Nϑ

k+1,i(x)|

≤
[
maxj∈{1,2,...,dk+1} |θj − ϑj |

]
[max{1, |a|, |b|}]

[
maxj∈{1,2,...,dk}max{1, |θj |, |ϑj |}

]k
·
[
1 + (2 + |A(0)|)max{c, 1}max{ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . , ℓk−1}

]k
·
[
1 + ℓk|A(0)|+ ℓkc

[
maxj∈{1,2,...,dk+1} |θj |

]
+ ℓkc

]
≤

[
maxj∈{1,2,...,dk+1} |θj − ϑj |

]
[max{1, |a|, |b|}]

[
maxj∈{1,2,...,dk}max{1, |θj |, |ϑj |}

]k
·
[
1 + (2 + |A(0)|)max{c, 1}max{ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . , ℓk−1}

]k
·
[
1 + ℓk|A(0)|+ 2ℓkc

][
max{1,maxj∈{1,2,...,dk+1} |θj |}

]
≤

[
maxj∈{1,2,...,dk+1} |θj − ϑj |

]
[max{1, |a|, |b|}]

[
maxj∈{1,2,...,dk}max{1, |θj |, |ϑj |}

]k+1

·
[
1 + (2 + |A(0)|)max{c, 1}max{ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . , ℓk}

]k+1
.

(21)

Combining (16) and induction therefore implies (15). Observe that (15) shows (14). The proof
of Lemma 2.3 is thus complete.

Corollary 2.4. Assume Setting 2.1, let a ∈ R, b ∈ (a,∞), and assume A ∈ C1(R,R). Then it
holds2 for all θ = (θ1, . . . , θd(ℓ)) ∈ Rd(ℓ), x ∈ [a, b]d that

∥∇θ(N
θ
L(x))∥ ≤ max{1, |a|, |b|}(3 + |A(0)|)L

·
[
max{ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . , ℓL−1}max{1,maxj∈{1,2,...,d(ℓ)} |θj |}max{1, supx∈R |A′(x)|}

]L
.

(22)

Proof of Corollary 2.4. Note that Lemma 2.3 proves (22). The proof of Corollary 2.4 is thus
complete.

2Note that for all d ∈ N, v = (v1, . . . , vd) ∈ Rd it holds that ∥v∥ = [
∑d

i=1 |vi|
2]1/2 (standard norm).
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3. Error estimates for ANN approximations

In this section we establish in Corollary 3.7 below basic approximation error estimates for deep
ANN approximations of twice continuously differentiable functions. In Section 4 we employ
Corollary 3.7 together with Lemma 2.2 and Corollary 2.4 from Section 2 to establish in Propo-
sition 4.5, Theorem 4.6, Corollary 4.7, and Corollary 4.8 error estimates for the deep Kolmogorov
method and, thereby, prove Theorem 1.2 in the introduction. In our proof of Corollary 3.7 we
also employ the well-known fact in Lemma 3.3 below that a constant function on a compact can
be extended to a smooth function with the support in an open set containing the compact set.
Only for completeness we include here a detailed proof for Lemma 3.3. Our proof of the ANN
approximation result with convergence rates in Corollary 3.7 builds up on the findings in [79].
We also refer, for example, to [3, 54, 55, 77, 89, 103] and the references therein for further ANN
approximation results.

3.1. Error estimates for shallow ANN approximations for C2-functions

Lemma 3.1. Let d ∈ N, u ∈ C2([−1, 1]d,R). Then there exists c ∈ (0,∞) such that for all
ℓ = (ℓ0, ℓ1, ℓ2) ∈ ({d} × N× {1}) there exists θ ∈ (−c, c)d(ℓ) such that

sup
x∈(−1,1)d

|u(x)−N ℓ,θ
2 (x)| ≤ c(ℓ1)

−1
d+5 (23)

(cf. Definition 1.1).

Proof of Lemma 3.1. Throughout this proof for every ℓ = (ℓ0, ℓ1, ℓ2) ∈ N3 let Nℓ,Lℓ ∈ Z satisfy

Nℓ = ⌊(ℓ1)
d+2

d(d+4) ⌋ and Lℓ = ⌈log2(Nℓ)⌉ , (24)

let Kℓ : R → R satisfy for all t ∈ R that

Kℓ(t) =

[∫ π

−π

(sin( (Nℓ+1)s
2 )

sin( s2)

)2
ds

]−1(sin( (Nℓ+1)t
2 )

sin( t2)

)2

, (25)

let (aℓk)k∈Z ⊆ Z satisfy for all t ∈ R that

Kℓ(t) =
∑
k∈Z

aℓk exp(ikt), (26)

let (aℓk)k∈Zd ⊆ Z satisfy for all k = (k1, . . . , kd) ∈ Zd that

aℓk =
d∏

j=1

aℓkj , (27)

let Gℓ : Rd → C satisfy for all x = (x1, . . . , xd) ∈ Rd that

Gℓ(x) =
∑

k=(k1,...,kd)∈Zd

aℓk exp
(
i
∑d

i=1 kixi
)
, (28)

and let Jℓ : C([−π, π]d,R) × Rd → C satisfy for all g ∈ C([−π, π]d,R), x = (x1, . . . , xd) ∈ Rd

that

Jℓ(g, x) =

∫
[−π,π]d

Gℓ(x− y)g(y) dy. (29)

Observe that [95, Chapter 6] demonstrates that there exist F ∈ C1([−π, π]d,R), C ∈ R which
satisfy that
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(i) it holds for all x ∈ (−1, 1)d that F (x) = u(x),

(ii) it holds for all i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , d}, x = (x1, . . . , xd) ∈ [−π, π]d with xi = −π that F (x) =
F (x1, x2, . . . , xi−1, xi + 2π, xi+1, . . . , xd), and

(iii) it holds that supx∈[−π,π]d |F (x)| ≤ C supx∈(−1,1)d |u(x)|.

In the following for every ℓ ∈ N3, k = (k1, . . . , kd) ∈ Zd let Jℓ(k) ∈ C satisfy

Jℓ(k) =
1

(2π)d

∫
[−π,π]d

Jℓ(F, y1, y2, . . . , yd) exp
(
−i

∑d
i=1 kiyi

)
dy1dy2 . . . dyd (30)

and for every ℓ ∈ N3 let vℓ ∈ [0,∞] satisfy

vℓ =
∑

k=(k1,...,kd)∈Zd

|Jℓ(k)||k1 + k2 + . . .+ kd|2. (31)

Note that (3.8) in [79], (24), (25), and (29) establish that there exists ρ ∈ R which satisfies for
all ℓ ∈ ({d} × N× {1}), g ∈ C1([−π, π]d,R) that

sup
t∈[−π,π]d

|Jℓ(g, t)− g(t)| ≤ ρ(Nℓ)
−1

[
sup

x∈[−π,π]d
∥(∇g)(x)∥

]
. (32)

Observe that [79, Lemma 1] and (31) ensure that there exist θℓ = (θ1ℓ , . . . , θ
d(ℓ)
ℓ ) ∈ Rd(ℓ), ℓ ∈

({d} × N× {1}), and ϱ ∈ R which satisfy for all ℓ = (ℓ0, ℓ1, ℓ2) ∈ ({d} × N× {1}) that

sup
i∈{1,2,...,d(ℓ)}

|θiℓ| ≤ max
{
1,

8π2vℓ
ℓ1

}
(33)

and sup
x∈(−1,1)d

|Jℓ(u, x)−N ℓ,θℓ
2 (x)| ≤ ϱvℓmax{

√
ln(ℓ1),

√
d}(ℓ1)−

1
2
− 1

d . (34)

(cf. Definition 1.1). Note that (24), (32), (34), and item (i) imply that for all ℓ = (ℓ0, ℓ1, ℓ2) ∈
({d} × N× {1}) it holds that

sup
x∈(−1,1)d

|u(x)−N ℓ,θℓ
2 (x)|

≤ ρ(Nℓ)
−1 sup

x∈(−1,1)d
∥(∇u)(x)∥+ ϱvℓmax{

√
ln(ℓ1),

√
d}(ℓ1)−

1
2
− 1

d

≤ ρ(ℓ1)
− d+2

d(d+4) sup
x∈(−1,1)d

∥(∇u)(x)∥+ ϱvℓmax{
√
ln(ℓ1),

√
d}(ℓ1)−

1
2
− 1

d .

(35)

Moreover, observe that (4.1) in [79], (4.2) in [79], (4.6) in [79], and (24) show that there exist
c1, c2 ∈ R such that for all ℓ ∈ ({d} × N× {1}) it holds that

vℓ ≤ 2d(4πc1)
dc2

[
supx∈[−π,π]d max{|F (x)|, |(∇F )(x)|}

]
2−13d/2

∑Lℓ
i=0(i+ 1)d(2i)1+

d
2 . (36)

The fact that F ∈ C1([−π, π]d,R) hence proves that there exists c ∈ R such that for all
ℓ ∈ ({d} × N× {1}) it holds that

vℓ ≤ c
∑Lℓ

i=0(i+ 1)d(2i)1+
d
2 . (37)

Furthermore, note that (24) demonstrates that for all ℓ ∈ ({d} × N× {1}) it holds that
Lℓ∑
i=0

(i+ 1)d(2i)1+
d
2 ≤ (Lℓ + 1)d

Lℓ∑
i=0

(2i)1+
d
2 = (Lℓ + 1)d

21+
d
2

21+
d
2 − 1

(
21+

d
2

)Lℓ+1 − 1

21+
d
2

≤ (log2(Nℓ) + 2)d
√
2√

2− 1
(21+

d
2 )Lℓ ≤

√
2√

2− 1
(log2(Nℓ) + 2)d(2Nℓ)

1+ d
2 .

(38)
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This, (24), and (37) establish that there exist c1, c2 ∈ R such that for all ℓ = (ℓ0, ℓ1, ℓ2) ∈
({d} × N× {1}) it holds that

vℓ ≤ c1(log2(Nℓ) + 2)d(2Nℓ)
1+ d

2

≤ c1

( d+ 2

d(d+ 4)
log2(ℓ1) + 2

)d
21+

d
2 (ℓ1)

(d+2)2

2d(d+4)

≤ c2(ℓ1)
2

d(d+4) (ℓ1)
(d+2)2

2d(d+4) = c2(ℓ1)
1
2
+ 4

d(d+4) .

(39)

Combining (33), (35), and the assumption that u ∈ C2([−1, 1]d,R) therefore ensures that there
exist c1, c2, c3 ∈ R such that for all ℓ = (ℓ0, ℓ1, ℓ2) ∈ ({d} × N× {1}) it holds that

sup
x∈(−1,1)d

|u(x)−N ℓ,θℓ
2 (x)| ≤ c1(ℓ1)

− d+2
d(d+4) sup

x∈(−1,1)d
∥(∇u)(x)∥+ c1

√
ln(ℓ1)(ℓ1)

− 1
d+4

≤ c2(ℓ1)
− d+2

d(d+4) + c2
√
ln(ℓ1)(ℓ1)

− 1
d+4 ≤ c3(ℓ1)

− 1
d+5

(40)

and sup
i∈{1,2,...,d(ℓ)}

|θiℓ| ≤ max
{
1, c3(ℓ1)

−1
2
+ 2

d(d+4)

}
≤ max{1, c3}. (41)

Hence, we obtain that there exist c1, c2 ∈ (0,∞) such that for all ℓ = (ℓ0, ℓ1, ℓ2) ∈ ({d}×N×{1})
there exists θ ∈ (−c2, c2)

d(ℓ) such that

sup
x∈(−1,1)d

|u(x)−N ℓ,θ
2 (x)| ≤ c1(ℓ1)

−1
d+5 . (42)

This implies (23). The proof of Lemma 3.1 is thus complete.

Lemma 3.2. Let d ∈ N, a ∈ R, b ∈ (a,∞), u ∈ C2([a, b]d,R). Then there exists c ∈ (0,∞)
such that for all ℓ = (ℓ0, ℓ1, ℓ2) ∈ ({d} × N× {1}) there exists θ ∈ (−c, c)d(ℓ) such that

sup
x∈(a,b)d

|u(x)−N ℓ,θ
2 (x)| ≤ c(ℓ1)

−1
d+5 (43)

(cf. Definition 1.1).

Proof of Lemma 3.2. Throughout this proof let v : [−1, 1]d → R satisfy for all x ∈ [−1, 1]d that

v(x) = u
(
b−a
2 x+ (a+b

2 , a+b
2 , . . . , a+b

2 )
)
. (44)

Observe that Lemma 3.1 shows that there exist c ∈ (0,∞) and θℓ = (θ1ℓ , . . . , θ
d(ℓ)
ℓ ) ∈ (−c, c)d(ℓ),

ℓ ∈ N3, which satisfy for all ℓ = (ℓ0, ℓ1, ℓ2) ∈ ({d} × N× {1}) that

sup
x∈(−1,1)d

|v(x)−N ℓ,θℓ
2 (x)| ≤ c(ℓ1)

−1
d+5 (45)

(cf. Definition 1.1). In the following for every ℓ = (ℓ0, ℓ1, ℓ2) ∈ N3 let ϑℓ = (ϑ1
ℓ , . . . , ϑ

d(ℓ)
ℓ ) ∈ Rd(ℓ)

satisfy that

(i) it holds for all i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , ℓ1ℓ0} that ϑi
ℓ =

2
b−aθ

i
ℓ,

(ii) it holds for all i ∈ {ℓ1ℓ0 + 1, ℓ1ℓ0 + 2, . . . , ℓ1ℓ0 + ℓ1} that ϑi
ℓ = θiℓ −

a+b
2 , and

(iii) it holds for all i ∈ {ℓ1ℓ0 + ℓ1 + 1, ℓ1ℓ0 + ℓ1 + 2, . . . , d(ℓ)} that ϑi
ℓ = θiℓ.
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Note that item (i), item (ii), and item (iii) prove that for all ℓ ∈ ({d} × N× {1}) it holds that

N ℓ,θℓ
2 (x) = N ℓ,ϑℓ

2

(
b−a
2 x+ (a+b

2 , a+b
2 , . . . , a+b

2 )
)
. (46)

Combining this, (44), and (45) demonstrates for all ℓ ∈ ({d} × N× {1}) that

sup
x∈(−1,1)d

∣∣u( b−a
2 x+ (a+b

2 , a+b
2 , . . . , a+b

2 )
)
−N ℓ,ϑℓ

2

(
b−a
2 x+ (a+b

2 , a+b
2 , . . . , a+b

2 )
)∣∣ ≤ (ℓ1)

−1
d+5 . (47)

Hence, we obtain for all ℓ ∈ ({d} × N× {1}) that

sup
x∈(a,b)d

|u(x)−N ℓ,ϑℓ
2 (x)| ≤ c(ℓ1)

−1
d+5 . (48)

In the next step we combine (45), item (i), item (ii), and item (iii) to obtain for all ℓ ∈
({d} × N× {1}), i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , d(ℓ)} that

|ϑi
ℓ| ≤ c(1 + | b−a

2 |) + |a+b
2 |. (49)

This and (48) establish (43). The proof of Lemma 3.2 is thus complete.

3.2. Error estimates for deep ANN approximations for C2-functions

Lemma 3.3. Let d ∈ N, let O ⊆ Rd be open, and let K ⊆ O be compact. Then there exists
ϕ ∈ C∞(Rd,R) such that

(i) it holds for all x ∈ K that ϕ(x) = 1 and

(ii) it holds for all x ∈ Rd\O that ϕ(x) = 0.

Proof of Lemma 3.3. Throughout this proof assume without loss of generality that K ̸= ∅
(otherwise we can choose ϕ = (Rd ∋ x 7→ 0 ∈ R)), for every r ∈ R, x ∈ Rd let Br(x) ⊆ Rd

satisfy Br(x) = {y ∈ Rd : ∥x − y∥ < r}, let R ∈ (0,∞) satisfy K ⊆ BR(0), let O ⊆ Rd satisfy
O = O ∩BR(0), let r ∈ R satisfy

r = 1
3

[
infx∈K infy∈(Rd\O) ∥x− y∥

]
, (50)

for every x ∈ Rd let fx : Rd → R satisfy for all y ∈ Rd that

fx(y) =

{
exp([∥x− y∥2 − r2]−1) : ∥x− y∥ < r,

0 : ∥x− y∥ ≥ r,
(51)

let N ∈ N ∩ (r−12d1/2,∞), let I ⊆ Rd satisfy

I = {v ∈ Rd : Nv ∈ Zd}, (52)

and let ϕ : Rd → R satisfy for all x ∈ Rd that

ϕ(x) =
(∑

v∈I, supp(fv)∩K ̸=∅ fv(x)
)(∑

v∈I fv(x)
)−1

(53)

Observe that (51), the fact that
(
[0,∞) ∋ x 7→ exp

(
1

x−r2+1[0,r2](x)

)
1[0,r2)(x) ∈ R

)
∈ C∞([0,∞),R),

and the fact that for all v ∈ Rd it holds that (Rd ∋ w 7→ ∥v − w∥2 ∈ R) ∈ C∞(Rd,R) ensure
that for all v ∈ Rd it holds that

fv ∈ C∞(Rd,R). (54)
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Next, note that (51) and (52) imply for all s ∈ (0,∞), x ∈ Bs(0) that∑
v∈I

fv(x) =
∑

v∈I∩Br+s(0)

fv(x) (55)

and
∑

v∈I, supp(fv)∩K ̸=∅

fv(x) =
∑

v∈I∩Br+s(0), supp(fv)∩K ̸=∅

fv(x). (56)

In addition, observe that (52) shows for all s ∈ (0,∞) that

#{I ∩Bs(0)} < ∞. (57)

Combining this and (55) proves for all s ∈ (0,∞) that(
Bs(0) ∋ x 7→

∑
v∈I fv(x) ∈ R

)
∈ C∞(Bs(0),R) (58)

and
(
Bs(0) ∋ x 7→

∑
v∈I, supp(fv)∩K ̸=∅ fv(x) ∈ R

)
∈ C∞(Bs(0),R). (59)

Hence, we obtain that (
Rd ∋ x 7→

∑
v∈I fv(x) ∈ R

)
∈ C∞(Rd,R) (60)

and
(
Rd ∋ x 7→

∑
v∈I, supp(fv)∩K ̸=∅ fv(x) ∈ R

)
∈ C∞(Rd,R). (61)

Moreover, note that the fact that N ≥ 2
√
d

r demonstrates that for all x = (x1, . . . , xd) ∈ Rd

there exists y = (y1, y2, . . . , yd) ∈ Rd such that for all i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , d} it holds that

|xi − yi| <
r√
d

and Nyi ∈ Z. (62)

This and (52) establish for all x ∈ Rd that there exists y ∈ I such that ∥x− y∥ < r. Combining
this and (51) ensures for all x ∈ Rd it holds that∑

v∈I
fv(x) > 0. (63)

This, (53), (60), and (61) imply that

ϕ ∈ C∞(Rd,R). (64)

Furthermore, observe that (51) shows that for all v ∈ Rd it holds that

supp(fv) = Br(v). (65)

Hence, we obtain for all x ∈ K, v ∈ I ∩Br(x) that

supp(fv) ∩K ̸= ∅. (66)

Combining this, (53), and the fact that for all x ∈ Rd it holds that
∑

v∈I fv(x) =
∑

v∈I∩Br(x)
fv(x)

proves that for all x ∈ K it holds that

ϕ(x) =
(∑

v∈I∩Br(x)
fv(x)

)(∑
v∈I∩Br(x)

fv(x)
)−1

= 1. (67)

Next we combine (50) and (65) to obtain for all x ∈ Rd\O, v ∈ Br(x) it holds that

supp(fv) ∩K = Br(v) ∩K ⊆ B2r(x) ∩K = ∅. (68)

The fact that for all x ∈ Rd it holds that
∑

v∈I, supp(fv)∩K ̸=∅ fv(x) =
∑

v∈I∩Br(x), supp(fv)∩K ̸=∅ fv(x)

hence demonstrates for all x ∈ Rd\O that

ϕ(x) =
(∑

v∈I∩Br(x), supp(fv)∩K ̸=∅ fv(x)
)(∑

v∈I fv(x)
)−1

= 0. (69)

This, (64), and (67) establish items (i) and item (ii). The proof of Lemma 3.3 is thus complete.
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Lemma 3.4. Let d ∈ N, let D ⊆ Rd be bounded, and let L ∈ N\{1}, ℓ = (ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . , ℓL)
∈ ({d}×NL−1×{1}), l ∈ ({d}×N×{1}), ϑ ∈ Rd(l). Then there exists θ ∈ [−∥ϑ∥−1, ∥ϑ∥+1]d(ℓ)

which satisfies for all x ∈ D that
N ℓ,θ

L (x) = N l,ϑ
2 (x). (70)

Proof of Lemma 3.4. Throughout this proof let ξ = (ξ1, . . . , ξd(l)) ∈ Rd(l) satisfy ξ = ϑ. Note
that, for instance, [67, Lemma 4.4.7] (applied with 2 ↶ L, L ↶ L, l ↶ l, l ↶ ℓ in the notation
of [67, Lemma 4.4.7]) ensures that there exists θ = (θ1, . . . , θd(ℓ)) ∈ Rd(ℓ) which satisfies that

(i) it holds for all x ∈ Rd that N ℓ,θ
L (x) = N l,ξ

2 (x) and

(ii) it holds that max{|θ1|, |θ2|, . . . , |θd(ℓ)|} ≤ max{1,max{|ξ1|, |ξ2|, . . . , |ξd(l)|}}.

(cf. Definition 1.1). Observe that item (i), item (ii), and the fact that max{1,max{|ξ1|, |ξ2|, . . . ,
|ξd(l)|}} ≤ ∥ξ∥+ 1 imply (70). The proof of Lemma 3.4 is thus complete.

Lemma 3.5. Let d ∈ N, a ∈ R, b ∈ (a,∞), u ∈ C2([a, b]d,R). Then there exists c ∈ (0,∞)
such that for all L ∈ N\{1}, ℓ = (ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . , ℓL) ∈ ({d}×NL−1×{1}) there exists θ ∈ (−c, c)d(ℓ)

such that ∫
(a,b)d

|u(x)−N ℓ,θ
L (x)|2 dx ≤ c[min{ℓ1, ℓ2, . . . , ℓL−1}]

−2
d+5 (71)

(cf. Definition 1.1).

Proof of Lemma 3.5. Throughout this proof let l ∈ N3, ϑ ∈ Rd(l) satisfy l = (1, 2, 1) and
ϑ = (1,−1, 0, 0, 1,−1, 0). Note that, for example, [67, Lemma 2.2.7] shows that for all x ∈ R it
holds that

N l,ϑ
2 (x) = x. (72)

(cf. Definition 1.1). Observe that Lemma 3.1 proves that there exist c ∈ (0,∞) and η : ({d} ×
(∪∞

L=0NL)× {1}) → (−c, c)d(ℓ) which satisfy for all ℓ = (ℓ0, ℓ1, ℓ2) ∈ ({d} × N× {1}) that∫
(a,b)d

|u(x)−N ℓ,η(ℓ)
2 (x)|2 dx ≤ c(ℓ1)

−2
d+5 . (73)

Note that (1) and the fact that u is bounded demonstrate that there exists C ∈ R such that for
all L ∈ N\{1}, ℓ = (ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . , ℓL) ∈ ({d}× (NL−1×{1}) with min{ℓ1, ℓ2, . . . , ℓL−1} = 1 it holds
that ∫

(a,b)d
|u(x)−N ℓ,0

L (x)|2 dx =

∫
(a,b)d

|u(x)|2 dx ≤ C = C[min{ℓ1, ℓ2, . . . , ℓL−1}]
−2
d+5 . (74)

In the next step we observe that Lemma 3.4 and (72) establish that for all 𝓁 = (𝓁0,𝓁1,𝓁2) ∈
({d}×N×{1}), L ∈ N\{1}, ℓ = (ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . , ℓL) ∈ ({d}× (N∩ [max{2,𝓁1},∞))L−1 ×{1}) there
exists θ ∈ [−∥ϑ∥ − 1, ∥ϑ∥+ 1]d(ℓ) such that for all x ∈ Rd it holds that

N ℓ,θ
L (x) = N 𝓁,η(𝓁)

2 (x). (75)

Hence, we obtain that for all 𝓁 = (𝓁0,𝓁1,𝓁2) ∈ ({d} × (N ∩ [2,∞)) × {1}), L ∈ N\{1}, ℓ =
(ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . , ℓL) ∈ ({d}× (N∩ [𝓁1,∞))L−1×{1}) there exists θ ∈ (−max{∥ϑ∥+1, c},max{∥ϑ∥+
1, c})d(ℓ) such that for all x ∈ Rd it holds that

N ℓ,θ
L (x) = N 𝓁,η(𝓁)

2 (x). (76)

Combining this and (73) ensures that for all L ∈ N\{1}, ℓ = (ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . ℓL) ∈ ({d}×NL−1×{1})
with min{ℓ1, ℓ2, . . . , ℓL−1} ≥ 2 there exists θ ∈ (−max{∥ϑ∥ + 1, c},max{∥ϑ∥ + 1, c})d(ℓ) such
that ∫

(a,b)d
|u(x)−N ℓ,θ

L (x)|2 dx ≤ c[min{ℓ1, ℓ2, . . . , ℓL−1}]
−2
d+5 . (77)

This and (74) imply (71). The proof of Lemma 3.5 is thus complete.
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Corollary 3.6. Let d ∈ N, let D ⊆ Rd be measurable and bounded, and3 let u ∈ C2(D̄,R). Then
there exists c ∈ (0,∞) such that for all L ∈ N\{1}, ℓ = (ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . , ℓL) ∈ ({d} × NL−1 × {1})
there exists θ ∈ (−c, c)d(ℓ) such that∫

D
|u(x)−N ℓ,θ

L (x)|2 dx ≤ c[min{ℓ1, ℓ2, . . . , ℓL−1}]
−2
d+5 (78)

(cf. Definition 1.1).

Proof of Corollary 3.6. Note that the assumption that D is bounded shows that there exist
a ∈ R, b ∈ (a,∞) which satisfy

D̄ ⊆ (a, b)d. (79)

Observe that the assumption that u ∈ C2(D̄,R) proves that there exists an open set V ⊆ Rd

and ū ∈ C2(V,R) which satisfy for all x ∈ D̄ that

D̄ ⊆ V and u(x) = ū(x). (80)

Note that (80), Lemma 3.3, and the assumption that D is bounded demonstrate that there
exists ϕ ∈ C∞(Rd,R) which satisfies for all x ∈ D̄, y ∈ Rd\V that

ϕ(x) = 1 and ϕ(y) = 0. (81)

In the following let v : Rd → R satisfy for all x ∈ Rd that

v(x) =

{
ϕ(x)ū(x) : x ∈ V

0 : x ∈ Rd\V.
(82)

Observe that (80), (81), and (82) establish that for all x ∈ D̄ it holds that

v(x) = ϕ(x)ū(x) = ϕ(x)u(x) = u(x). (83)

Next, note that (81), (82), and the fact that ū ∈ C2(V,R) ensure that v ∈ C1(Rd,R). Combining
this, (79), (83), and Lemma 3.5 implies that there exists c ∈ (0,∞) such that for all L ∈ N\{1},
ℓ = (ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . , ℓL) ∈ ({d} × NL−1 × {1}) there exists θ ∈ (−c, c)d(ℓ) such that∫

D
|u(x)−N ℓ,θ

L (x)|2 dx ≤
∫
(a,b)d

|v(x)−N ℓ,θ
L (x)|2 dx

≤ c[min{ℓ1, ℓ2, . . . , ℓL−1}]
−2
d+5

(84)

(cf. Definition 1.1). This shows (78). The proof of Corollary 3.6 is thus complete.

Corollary 3.7. Let d ∈ N, let D ⊆ Rd be measurable and bounded, and let u ∈ C2(D̄,R).
Then there exists c ∈ (0,∞) such that for all R ∈ (0,∞], L ∈ N\{1}, ℓ = (ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . , ℓL)
∈ ({d} × NL−1 × {1}) there exists θ ∈ (−min{c,R},min{c,R})d(ℓ) such that∫

D
|u(x)−N ℓ,θ

L (x)|2 dx ≤ c1(−∞,c)(R) + c[min{ℓ1, ℓ2, . . . , ℓL−1}]
−2
d+5 (85)

(cf. Definition 1.1).

3Note that for every d, n ∈ N and every closed D ⊆ Rd it holds that Cn(D,R) = {f ∈ C(D,R) : (∃ g ∈
Cn(Rd,R) : g|D = f)}.
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Proof of Corollary 3.7. Observe that Corollary 3.6 proves that there exists c ∈ (0,∞) such that
for all L ∈ N\{1}, ℓ = (ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . , ℓL) ∈ ({d}×NL−1×{1}) there exists θ ∈ (−c, c)d(ℓ) such that∫

D
|u(x)−N ℓ,θ

L (x)|2 dx ≤ c[min{ℓ1, ℓ2, . . . , ℓL−1}]
−2
d+5 (86)

(cf. Definition 1.1). Note that (86) demonstrates that for all R ∈ [c,∞], L ∈ N\{1}, ℓ =
(ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . , ℓL) ∈ ({d} × NL−1 × {1}) there exists θ ∈ (−min{c,R},min{c,R})d(ℓ) such that∫

D
|u(x)−N ℓ,θ

L (x)|2 dx ≤ c[min{ℓ1, ℓ2, . . . , ℓL−1}]
−2
d+5 . (87)

In addition, observe that (1), the fact that u is bounded, and the assumption that f is non-
decreasing establish that there exists C ∈ (0,∞) such that for all R ∈ (0, c), L ∈ N\{1},
ℓ = (ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . , ℓL) ∈ ({d} ×NL−1 × {1}) there exists θ ∈ (−min{c,R},min{c,R})d(ℓ) such that∫

D
|u(x)−N ℓ,0

L (x)|2 dx =

∫
D
|u(x)|2 dx ≤ C = C1(−∞,c)(R). (88)

Combining this and (87) ensures (85). The proof of Corollary 3.7 is thus complete.

4. Error estimates for the deep Kolmogorov method

In this section we employ Lemma 2.2 and Corollary 2.4 from Section 2 and Corollary 3.7
from Section 3 to establish in Proposition 4.5, Theorem 4.6, Corollary 4.7, and Corollary 4.8
below error estimates for the deep Kolmogorov method. Theorem 1.2 in the introduction is an
immediate consequence of Corollary 4.8. Our proof of Proposition 4.5 also employs the well-
known Sobolev estimates with explicit embedding constants in Lemma 4.1 and Corollary 4.2
below, the Feynman-Kac representation for solutions of heat PDEs that we recall in Lemma 4.3
below, and the well-known error estimates for the Monte Carlo method in Lemma 4.4 below.
We also refer, for instance, to [92, Lemma 4] and [93, Appendix C] for abstract general error
estimates for ANN approximations in terms of the optimization error.

4.1. Sobolev embedding estimates with explicit constants

Lemma 4.1. Let d ∈ N, Φ ∈ C1((0, 1)d,R). Then

sup
x∈(0,1)d

|Φ(x)| ≤ 8
√
e

[∫
(0,1)d

(
|Φ(x)|max{2,d2} + ∥(∇Φ)(x)∥max{2,d2}) dx]1/max{2,d2}

. (89)

Proof of Lemma 4.1. Note that, for example, [47, Corollary 2.15] implies (89). The proof of
Lemma 4.1 is thus complete.

Corollary 4.2. Let d ∈ N, a ∈ R, b ∈ (a,∞), p ∈ [max{2, d2},∞), Φ ∈ C1((a, b)d,R). Then

sup
x∈(a,b)d

|Φ(x)| ≤ 16
√
emax{(b− a)

−d/p, b− a}
[∫

(a,b)d

(
|Φ(x)|p + ∥(∇Φ)(x)∥p

)
dx

]1/p

. (90)

Proof of Corollary 4.2. Throughout this proof let e ∈ Rd satisfy e = (1, 1, . . . , 1) and let
Ψ: (0, 1)d → R satisfy for all x = (x1, . . . , xd) ∈ (0, 1)d that

Ψ(x) = Φ(ae+ (b− a)x). (91)
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Observe that (91) and the assumption that Φ ∈ C1((a, b)d,R) show that Ψ ∈ C1((0, 1)d,R).
Lemma 4.1, the assumption that p ≥ max{2, d2}, and Holder inequality therefore prove that

sup
x∈(0,1)d

|Ψ(x)| ≤ 8
√
e

[∫
(0,1)d

(
|Ψ(x)|max{2,d2} + ∥(∇Ψ)(x)∥max{2,d2}) dx]1/max{2,d2}

≤ 8
√
e

[∫
(0,1)d

(
|Ψ(x)|max{2,d2} + ∥(∇Ψ)(x)∥max{2,d2})p/max{2,d2}

dx

]1/p

.

(92)

This, the fact that for all x, y ∈ Rd, p ∈ [1,∞) it holds that ∥x + y∥p ≤ 2p∥x∥p + 2p∥y∥p, and
the fact that max{2, d2} ≥ 1 demonstrate that

sup
x∈(0,1)d

|Ψ(x)| ≤ 16
√
e

[∫
(0,1)d

(
|Ψ(x)|p + ∥(∇Ψ)(x)∥p

)
dx

]1/p

. (93)

Moreover, note that (91) establishes that for all x ∈ (0, 1)d it holds that

(∇Ψ)(x) = (b− a)(∇Φ)(ae+ (b− a)x) (94)

Combining this and (91) ensures that∫
(0,1)d

(
|Ψ(x)|p + ∥(∇Ψ)(x)∥p

)
dx

≤ max{1, (b− a)p}
[∫

(0,1)d

(
|Ψ(ae+ (b− a)x)|p + ∥(∇Ψ)(ae+ (b− a)x)∥p

)
dx

]
=

max{1, (b− a)p}
(b− a)d

[∫
(0,1)d

(
|Ψ(ae+ (b− a)x)|p

+ ∥(∇Ψ)(ae+ (b− a)x)∥p
)
d(ae+ (b− a)x)

]
=

max{1, (b− a)p}
(b− a)d

[∫
(a,b)d

(
|Φ(x)|p + ∥(∇Φ)(x)∥p

)
dx

]
(95)

= max{(b− a)−d, (b− a)p}
[∫

(a,b)d

(
|Φ(x)|p + ∥(∇Φ)(x)∥p

)
dx

]
.

This, (91), and (93) imply (90). The proof of Corollary 4.2 is thus complete.

4.2. Feynman-Kac representations for solutions of heat PDEs

Lemma 4.3. Let T ∈ (0,∞), d ∈ N, let u ∈ C([0, T ]×Rd,R) be at most polynomially growing,
assume u|(0,T )×Rd ∈ C1,2((0, T )× Rd,R), assume for all t ∈ (0, T ), x ∈ Rd that

∂
∂tu(t, x) +

1
2∆xu(t, x) = 0, (96)

let (Ω,F ,P) be a probability space, let W : [0, T ]× Ω → Rd be a standard Brownian motion, let
T : Ω → [0, T ] and X : Ω → Rd be random variables, let q ∈ [0,∞) satisfy E[∥X∥2q]+supx∈Rd((1+
|x|)−q|u(T, x)|) < ∞, and assume that (T,X) and W are independent. Then it holds P-a.s. that

E
[
u(T,X+WT−T)

∣∣(T,X)] = u(T,X). (97)

Proof of Lemma 4.3. Throughout this proof let g : Rd → R satisfy for all x ∈ Rd that g(x) =
u(T, x), let v : [0, T ]× Rd → R satisfy for all t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ Rd that

v(t, x) = u(T − t, x). (98)
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Observe that (96) and (98) show that for all t ∈ (0, T ), x ∈ Rd it holds that

∂
∂tv(t, x)−

1
2∆xv(t, x) = 0 and v(0, x) = g(x), (99)

Combining this and [57, Corollary 4.17] proves for all t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ Rd that

v(t, x) = E[g(x+Wt)]. (100)

This and (98) demonstrate for all t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ Rd that

u(t, x) = E[g(x+WT−t)]. (101)

In the following let D = [0, T ]× Rd, E = C([0, T ],Rd), let Φ: D × E → [−∞,∞] satisfy for all
(t, x) ∈ [0, T ]× Rd, W ∈ C([0, T ]× Rd) that

Φ(t, x,W) = g(x,WT−t), (102)

and let ϕ : D → [−∞,∞] satisfy for all (t, x) ∈ D that

ϕ(t, x) = E[Φ(t, x,W )]. (103)

Furthermore, note that (102), the assumption that E[∥X∥q] < ∞, the assumption that supx∈Rd((1+
∥x∥)−q|g(x)|) < ∞, and the fact that P(|T| ≤ T ) = 1 the assumption that W is a standard
Brownian motion establish that there exists c ∈ R such that

E[|Φ(T,X,W )|] = E[|g(X,WT−T)|] ≤ c
(
1 + E[∥X∥q] + E

[
supt∈[0,T ] ∥Wt∥q

])
< ∞. (104)

Next we combine (102), the assumption that supx∈Rd((1+ ∥x∥)−q|g(x)|) < ∞, and the assump-
tion that W is a standard Brownian motion to obtain that for all (t, x) ∈ D there exists c ∈ R
such that

E[|Φ(t, x,W )|] = E[|g(x,WT−t)|] ≤ c
(
1 + E

[
supt∈[0,T ] ∥Wt∥q

])
< ∞. (105)

Combining this, (102), (103), (104), the assumption that (T,X) andW are independent, and [29,
Proposition 3.15] (applied4 with Ω ↶ Ω, F ↶ F , P ↶ P, D ↶ D, E ↶ E, G ↶ σ((T,X)),
X ↶ (T,X), Y ↶ W , Φ ↶ Φ, ϕ ↶ ϕ in the notation of [29, Proposition 3.15]) ensures that it
holds P-a.s. that

E
[
g(X+WT−T)

∣∣(T,X)] = E
[
Φ(X,T,W )

∣∣(T,X)] = ϕ(T,X). (106)

This and (101) imply that it holds P-a.s. that

E
[
g(X+WT−T)

∣∣(T,X)] = u(T,X). (107)

This shows (97). The proof of Lemma 4.3 is thus complete.

4.3. Error estimates for the Monte Carlo method

Lemma 4.4. Let p ∈ [2,∞), d, n ∈ N, let (Ω,F ,P) be a probability space, and let Xi : Ω → Rd,
i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}, be i.i.d. random variables with E[∥X1∥] < ∞. Then(

E
[∥∥E[X1]− 1

n

(∑n
i=1Xi

)∥∥p])1/p
≤ 2

[p− 1

n

]1/2(
E
[
∥X1 − E[X1]∥p

])1/p
. (108)

Proof of Lemma 4.4. Observe that, for instance, [52, Corollary 2.6] proves (108). The proof of
Lemma 4.4 is thus complete.

4Note that for every set Ω, every measurable space (S,S), and every function X : Ω → S it holds that
σ(X) = {A ⊆ Ω: (∃B ∈ S : A = X−1(B))} (the smallest sigma-algebra on Ω with respect to which X is
measurable).
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4.4. Error estimates for the deep Kolmogorov method

Proposition 4.5. Let T, κ ∈ (0,∞), d ∈ N, let u ∈ C([0, T ] × Rd,R) be at most polynomially
growing, assume u|(0,T )×Rd ∈ C1,2((0, T )× Rd,R), assume for all t ∈ (0, T ), x ∈ Rd that

∂
∂tu(t, x) +

κ2

2 ∆xu(t, x) = 0, (109)

let (Ω,F ,P) be a probability space, let Tn : Ω → [0, T ], n ∈ N, be i.i.d. random variables,
let Xn : Ω → Rd, n ∈ N, be i.i.d. random variables, let Wn : [0, T ] × Ω → Rd, n ∈ N, be i.i.d.
standard Brownian motions, let q ∈ [1,∞) satisfy E[∥X1∥2q]+supx∈Rd((1+|x|)−q|u(T, x)|) < ∞,
assume that (Tn)n∈N, (Xn)n∈N, and (Wn)n∈N are independent, for every M = (M1,M2) ∈ N2,
L ∈ N\{1}, ℓ ∈ ({d+ 1} × NL−1 × {1}) let FM,ℓ : Rd(ℓ) → R satisfy for all θ ∈ Rd(ℓ) that

FM,ℓ(θ) =
1

M1

∑M1
m=1

∣∣N ℓ,θ
L (Tm,Xm)−

[
1

M2

∑M2
n=1 u(T,Xm + κWmM2+n

T−Tm
)
]∣∣2, (110)

and for every L ∈ N\{1}, ℓ ∈ ({d + 1} × NL−1 × {1}) let Fℓ : Rd(ℓ) → [0,∞] satisfy for all
θ ∈ Rd(ℓ) that

Fℓ(θ) = E
[
|N ℓ,θ

L (T1,X1)− u(T1,X1)|2
]
. (111)

Then there exists c ∈ R such that for every R1, R2 ∈ (1,∞), M = (M1,M2) ∈ N2, L ∈ N\{1},
ℓ = (ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . , ℓL) ∈ ({d+1}×NL−1 ×{1}) and every random variable ϑ : Ω → [−R2, R2]

d(ℓ) it
holds that

E[Fℓ(ϑ)] ≤
[
infθ∈(−R1,R1)d(ℓ)

Fℓ(θ)
]
+ E

[
FM,ℓ(ϑ)− infθ∈(−R1,R1)d(ℓ)

FM,ℓ(θ)
]

(112)

+ cL(d(ℓ))4q
[
max{R1, R2}max{ℓ1, ℓ2, . . . , ℓL−1}

]2L(E[(1 + ∥X1∥)2q(d(ℓ))
2])(d(ℓ))−2

(M1)
−1/2

(cf. Definition 1.1).

Proof of Proposition 4.5. Throughout this proof let U : [0, T ]×Rd → R satisfy for all t ∈ [0, T ],
x ∈ Rd that U(t, x) = u(t, κx), let G : Rd → R satisfy for all x ∈ Rd that G(x) = u(T, κx), for
every n ∈ N let Xn : Ω → Rd satisfy Xn = κ−1Xn, for every L ∈ N, ℓ = (ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . , ℓL) ∈ NL+1,

θ ∈ Rd(ℓ), A ∈ C(R,R) let Nℓ,θ,A
v = (Nℓ,θ,A

v,1 , . . . ,Nℓ,θ,A
v,ℓv

) : Rℓ0 → Rℓv , v ∈ {1, 2, . . . , L}, satisfy for

all v ∈ {0, 1, . . . , L− 1}, x = (x1, . . . , xℓ0) ∈ Rℓ0 , i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , ℓv+1} that

Nℓ,θ,A
v+1,i(x) = θℓv+1ℓv+i+

∑v
h=1 ℓh(ℓh−1+1)

+
∑ℓv

j=1 θ(i−1)ℓv+j+
∑v

h=1 ℓh(ℓh−1+1)

(
xj1{0}(v) + A(Nℓ,θ,A

max{v,1},j(x))1N(v)
)
,

(113)

let G ⊆ F satisfy
G = σ((T1,X1)), (114)

let 𝒜n ∈ C1(R,R), n ∈ N0, satisfy that

(i) it holds for all x ∈ R that lim supn→∞
[
|𝒜n(x)−max{x, 0}|+ |(𝒜n)

′(x)− 1(0,∞)(x)|
]
= 0,

(ii) it holds for all x ∈ R that 𝒜0(x) = max{x, 0}, and

(iii) it holds that supn∈N supx∈R |(𝒜n)
′(x)| < ∞

(cf. [66, Lemma 2.4]), for every n ∈ N0, L ∈ N\{1}, M ∈ N, ℓ = (ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . , ℓL) ∈ ({d + 1} ×
NL−1 × {1}) let Sn

M,ℓ : Rd(ℓ) → R satisfy for all θ ∈ Rd(ℓ) that

Sn
M,ℓ(θ) = E

[∣∣Nℓ,θ,𝒜n

L (T1, κX1)−
[

1
M

∑M
m=1G(X1 +Wm

T−T1
)
]∣∣2], (115)

and for every n ∈ N0, L ∈ N\{1}, M = (M1,M2) ∈ N2, ℓ = (ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . , ℓL) ∈ ({d+1}×NL−1 ×
{1}) let Snℓ : Rd(ℓ) → R satisfy for all θ ∈ Rd(ℓ) that

SnM,ℓ(θ) =
1

M1

∑M1
m=1

∣∣Nℓ,θ,𝒜n

L (Tm, κXm)−
[

1
M2

∑M2
n=1G(Xm +WmM2+n

T−Tm
)
]∣∣2. (116)
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Note that Lemma 2.2, the fact that supx∈Rd((1 + ∥x∥)−q|G(x)|) < ∞, the assumption that
E[∥X1∥2q] < ∞, and the assumption that W is a standard Brownian motion demonstrate that
for every M ∈ N, L ∈ N\{1}, ℓ = (ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . , ℓL) ∈ ({d+ 1} × NL−1 × {1}) and every bounded
set D ⊆ Rd(ℓ) there exists c ∈ R such that for all θ ∈ D it holds that

E
[
|N ℓ,θ

L (T1, κX1)|2
]
≤ c(1 + E[∥T1∥2] + E[∥X1∥2]) < ∞ (117)

and

E
[∣∣ 1

M

∑M
m=1G(X1 +Wm

T−T1
)
∣∣2] ≤ c

(
1 + E[∥X1∥2q] + E

[
supt∈[0,T ] ∥Wt∥2q

])
< ∞. (118)

(cf. Definition 1.1). Combining this and (115) establishes that for all M ∈ N, L ∈ N\{1},
ℓ = (ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . , ℓL) ∈ ({d+ 1} × NL−1 × {1}), θ ∈ Rd(ℓ) it holds that

S0
M,ℓ(θ) = E

[∣∣N ℓ,θ
L (T1, κX1)− E

[
1
M

∑M
m=1G(X1 +Wm

T−T1
)|G

]
+ E

[
1
M

∑M
m=1G(X1 +Wm

T−T1
)|G

]
−
[

1
M

∑M
m=1G(X1 +Wm

T−T1
)
]∣∣2]

= E
[∣∣N ℓ,θ

L (T1, κX1)− E
[

1
M

∑M
m=1G(X1 +Wm

T−T1
)|G

]∣∣2]
+ E

[∣∣E[ 1
M

∑M
m=1G(X1 +Wm

T−T1
)|G

]
−
[

1
M

∑M
m=1G(X1 +Wm

T−T1
)
]∣∣2].

(119)

In the next step we combine (109), the assumption that for all t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ Rd it holds that
U(t, x) = u(t, κx), and the assumption that for all x ∈ Rd it holds that G(x) = u(T, κx) to
obtain that for all t ∈ (0, T ), x ∈ Rd it holds that

∂
∂tU(t, x) + 1

2∆xU(t, x) = 0. (120)

This, (114), the fact that (Tn)n∈N, (Xn)n∈N, and (Wn)n∈N are independent, the fact that
E[∥X1∥q] < ∞, and Lemma 4.3 ensure that for all M ∈ N it holds P-a.s. that

E
[

1
M

∑M
m=1G(X1 +Wm

T−T1
)|G

]
=

1

M

∑M
m=1 E[G(X1 +Wm

T−T1
)|(T1,X1)

]
= 1

M

∑M
m=1 U(T1,X1) = U(T1,X1).

(121)

Combining this and (119) implies for all M ∈ N, L ∈ N\{1}, ℓ = (ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . , ℓL) ∈ ({d + 1} ×
NL−1 × {1}), θ ∈ Rd(ℓ) that

S0
M,ℓ(θ) = E

[
|N ℓ,θ

L (T1, κX1)− U(T1,X1)|2
]

+ E
[∣∣U(T1,X1)−

[
1
M

∑M
m=1G(X1 +Wm

T−T1
)
]∣∣2]. (122)

Next, observe that (111), the fact that X1 = κX1, and the assumption that for all t ∈ [0, T ],
x ∈ Rd it holds that U(t, x) = u(t, κx) show that for all L ∈ N\{1}, ℓ ∈ ({d+1}×NL−1×{1}),
θ ∈ Rd(ℓ) it holds that

Fℓ(θ) = E
[
|N ℓ,θ

L (T1, κX1)− U(T1,X1)|2
]
. (123)

This and (122) prove that for all M ∈ N, R ∈ (0,∞], L ∈ N\{1}, ℓ = (ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . , ℓL) ∈
({d+ 1} × NL−1 × {1}) it holds that

infθ∈(−R,R)d(ℓ) S
0
M,ℓ(θ) = infθ∈(−R,R)d(ℓ) Fℓ(θ)

+ E
[∣∣U(T1,X1)−

[
1
M

∑M
m=1G(X1 +Wm

T−T1
)
]∣∣2]. (124)

Hence, we obtain for all M ∈ N, R ∈ (0,∞], L ∈ N\{1}, ℓ = (ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . , ℓL) ∈ ({d+1}×NL−1×
{1}) that

E
[∣∣U(T1,X1)−

[
1
M

∑M
m=1G(X1 +Wm

T−T1
)
]∣∣2]

= infθ∈(−R,R)d(ℓ) S
0
M,ℓ(θ)− infθ∈(−R,R)d(ℓ) Fℓ(θ).

(125)
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Combining this and (122) demonstrates for all M ∈ N, R ∈ (0,∞], L ∈ N\{1}, ℓ = (ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . ,
ℓL) ∈ ({d+ 1} × NL−1 × {1}), ϑ ∈ Rd(ℓ) that

S0
M,ℓ(ϑ) = E

[
|N ℓ,ϑ

L (T1, κX1)− U(T1,X1)|2
]

+
[
infθ∈(−R,R)d(ℓ) S

0
M,ℓ(θ)

]
−
[
infθ∈(−R,R)d(ℓ) Fℓ(θ)

]
.

(126)

This establishes for all M ∈ N, R ∈ (0,∞], L ∈ N\{1}, ℓ = (ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . , ℓL) ∈ ({d+ 1} ×NL−1 ×
{1}), ϑ ∈ Rd(ℓ) that

E
[
|N ℓ,ϑ

L (T1, κX1)− U(T1,X1)|2
]
≤ S0

M,ℓ(ϑ)− infθ∈(−R,R)d(ℓ) S
0
M,ℓ(θ)

+ infθ∈(−R,R)d(ℓ) Fℓ(θ).
(127)

Combining this and (111) ensures for all M ∈ N2, R ∈ (0,∞], L ∈ N\{1}, ℓ = (ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . , ℓL)
∈ ({d+ 1} × NL−1 × {1}), ϑ ∈ Rd(ℓ) that

Fℓ(ϑ) ≤
[
infθ∈(−R,R)d(ℓ) Fℓ(θ)

]
+
(
S0
M,ℓ(ϑ)− infθ∈(−R,R)d(ℓ) S

0
M,ℓ(θ)

)
. (128)

The fact that for allM = (M1,M2) ∈ N2, L ∈ N\{1}, ℓ = (ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . , ℓL) ∈ ({d+1}×NL−1×{1})
it holds that S0

M2,ℓ
and FM,ℓ are continuous hence implies that for all M ∈ N2, R1 ∈ (1,∞],

R2 ∈ (1,∞), L ∈ N\{1}, ℓ = (ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . , ℓL) ∈ ({d+1}×NL−1×{1}), ϑ ∈ [−R2, R2]
d(ℓ) it holds

that

Fℓ(ϑ) ≤
[
infθ∈(−R1,R1)d(ℓ)

Fℓ(θ)
]
+
(
FM,ℓ(ϑ)− infθ∈(−R1,R1)d(ℓ)

FM,ℓ(θ)
)

+
[
supθ∈(−R2,R2)d(ℓ)

|S0
M2,ℓ

(θ)− FM,ℓ(θ)|
]
+
[
supθ∈(−R1,R1)d(ℓ)

|S0
M2,ℓ

(θ)− FM,ℓ(θ)|
]
.

(129)

In addition, note that (110), (117), (118), the assumption that supx∈Rd((1+|x|)−q|u(T, x)|) < ∞,
the assumption that W is a standard Brownian motion, and the assumption that P(T ≤ T ) = 1
show that for all R ∈ (0,∞], M ∈ N2, L ∈ N\{1}, ℓ = (ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . , ℓL) ∈ ({d+ 1} ×NL−1 × {1})
there exists c ∈ (0,∞) such that

E
[
infθ∈(−R,R)d(ℓ) FM,ℓ(θ)

]
≤ E[FM,ℓ(0)] ≤ c

(
1 + E[∥X1∥2q] + E

[
supt∈[0,T ] ∥Wt∥2q

])
< ∞.

(130)

This and (129) prove that for every M ∈ N2, R1 ∈ (1,∞], R2 ∈ (1,∞), L ∈ N\{1}, ℓ =
(ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . , ℓL) ∈ ({d + 1} × NL−1 × {1}) and every random variable ϑ : Ω → [−R2, R2]

d(ℓ) it
holds that

E[Fℓ(ϑ)] ≤ E
[
infθ∈(−R1,R1)d(ℓ)

Fℓ(θ)
]
+ E

[
FM,ℓ(ϑ)− infθ∈(−R1,R1)d(ℓ)

FM,ℓ(θ)
]

+ E
[
supθ∈(−R2,R2)d(ℓ)

|S0
M2,ℓ

(θ)− FM,ℓ(θ)|
]
+ E

[
supθ∈(−R1,R1)d(ℓ)

|S0
M2,ℓ

(θ)− FM,ℓ(θ)|
]
.

(131)

Moreover, observe that (115), (116), and Corollary 4.2 demonstrate that there exists C ∈ R
which satisfies for all n ∈ N, M = (M1,M2) ∈ N2, L ∈ N\{1}, ℓ ∈ ({d + 1} × NL−1 × {1}),
ϑ ∈ Rd(ℓ), p ∈ (d(ℓ))2,∞), R ∈ [1/2,∞] that

E
[
supθ∈(−R,R)d(ℓ) |Sn

M2,ℓ
(θ)− SnM,ℓ(θ)|p

]
= E

[
supθ∈(−R,R)d(ℓ) |SnM,ℓ(θ)− E[SnM,ℓ(θ)]|p

]
(132)

≤ |RC|pE
[∫

[−R,R]d(ℓ)

(
|SnM,ℓ(θ)− E[SnM,ℓ(θ)]|p + ∥(∇SnM,ℓ)(θ)− E[(∇SnM,ℓ)(θ)]∥p

)
dθ

]
= |RC|p

∫
[−R,R]d(ℓ)

(
E
[
|SnM,ℓ(θ)− E[SnM,ℓ(θ)]|p

]
+ E

[
∥(∇SnM,ℓ)(θ)− E[(∇SnM,ℓ)(θ)]∥p

])
dθ.
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Note that (132) establishes that for all n ∈ N, M = (M1,M2) ∈ N2, L ∈ N\{1}, ℓ ∈ ({d+ 1} ×
NL−1 × {1}), p ∈ (d(ℓ))2,∞), R ∈ [1/2,∞] it holds that

E
[
supθ∈(−R,R)d(ℓ) |Sn

M2,ℓ
(θ)− SnM,ℓ(θ)|p

]
≤ |RC|p(2R)d(ℓ) supθ∈(−R,R)d(ℓ) E

[∣∣SnM,ℓ(θ)− E[SnM,ℓ(θ)]
∣∣p]

+ |RC|p(2R)d(ℓ) supθ∈(−R,R)d(ℓ) E
[∥∥(∇SnM,ℓ)(θ)− E[(∇SnM,ℓ)(θ)]

∥∥p]. (133)

Furthermore, observe that Lemma 4.4, (116), the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality, the fact that for
all x, y ∈ Rd, p ∈ [1,∞) it holds that ∥x+y∥p ≤ 2p−1∥x∥p+2p−1∥y∥p, and the fact that for every
p ∈ [2,∞) and every random variable X : Ω → Rd it holds that E

[
∥X − E[X]∥p

]
≤ 2pE

[
∥X∥p

]
ensure that for all n ∈ N0, M = (M1,M2) ∈ N2, L ∈ N\{1}, ℓ ∈ ({d + 1} × NL−1 × {1}),
ϑ ∈ Rd(ℓ), p ∈ [2,∞) it holds that

E
[
|SnM,ℓ(ϑ)− E[SnM,ℓ(ϑ)]|p

]
≤ 2p

[p− 1

M1

]p/2
E
[∣∣(Nℓ,ϑ,𝒜n

L (T1, κX1)−
[

1
M2

∑M2
m=1G(X1 +Wm

T−T1
)
])2

− E
[(
Nℓ,ϑ,𝒜n

L (T1, κX1)−
[

1
M2

∑M1
m=1G(X1 +Wm

T−T1
)
])2]∣∣p]

≤ 22p
[p− 1

M1

]p/2
E
[∣∣Nℓ,ϑ,𝒜n

L (T1, κX1)−
[

1
M2

∑M2
m=1G(X1 +Wm

T−T1
)
]∣∣2p]

≤ 24p−1
[p− 1

M1

]p/2(
E
[
|Nℓ,ϑ,𝒜n

L (T1, κX1)|2p
]
+ E

[∣∣ 1
M2

∑M2
m=1G(X1 +Wm

T−T1
)
∣∣2p]).

(134)

In the next step we note that (116) implies that for all n ∈ N, L ∈ N\{1}, ℓ = (ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . , ℓL) ∈
({d+ 1} × NL−1 × {1}), N = (N1, N2) ∈ N2, θ ∈ Rd(ℓ) it holds that

(∇SnN,ℓ)(θ) =
1
N1

(∑N1
m=1 2

(
Nℓ,θ,𝒜n

L (Tm, κXm)−
[

1
N2

∑N2
n=1G(Xm +WmN2+n

T−Tm
)
])

·
[
∇θ(N

ℓ,θ,𝒜n

L (Tm, κXm))
])
.

(135)

Combining this, Lemma 4.4, the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality inequality, the fact that for all
x, y ∈ Rd, p ∈ [1,∞) it holds that ∥x+ y∥p ≤ 2p−1∥x∥p + 2p−1∥y∥p, and the fact that for every
p ∈ [2,∞) and every random variable X : Ω → Rd it holds that E

[
∥X − E[X]∥p

]
≤ 2pE

[
∥X∥p

]
shows that for all n ∈ N, M = (M1,M2) ∈ N2, L ∈ N\{1}, ℓ ∈ ({d+1}×NL−1×{1}), ϑ ∈ Rd(ℓ),
p ∈ [2,∞) it holds that

E
[
∥(∇SnM,ℓ)(ϑ)− E[(∇SnM,ℓ)(ϑ)]∥p

]
≤ 2p

[p− 1

M1

]p/2
E
[∥∥2(Nℓ,ϑ,𝒜n

L (T1, κX1)−
[

1
M2

∑M2
n=1G(X1 +Wn

T−T1
)
])[

∇ϑ(N
ℓ,ϑ,𝒜n

L (T1, κX1))
])

− E
[
2
(
Nℓ,ϑ,𝒜n

L (T1, κX1)−
[

1
M2

∑M2
n=1G(X1 +Wn

T−T1
)
])[

∇ϑ(N
ℓ,ϑ,𝒜n

L (T1, κX1))
]∥∥p]

≤ 23p
[p− 1

M1

]p/2
E
[∥∥(Nℓ,ϑ,𝒜n

L (T1, κX1)−
[

1
M2

∑M2
n=1G(X1 +Wn

T−T1
)
])[

∇ϑ(N
ℓ,ϑ,𝒜n

L (T1, κX1))
]∥∥p]

≤ 23p+1
[p− 1

M1

]p/2
E
[∣∣Nℓ,ϑ,𝒜n

L (T1, κX1)−
[

1
M2

∑M2
n=1G(X1 +Wn

T−T1
)
]∣∣2p]

+ 23p+1
[p− 1

M1

]p/2
E
[∥∥∇ϑ(N

ℓ,ϑ,𝒜n

L (T1, κX1))
∥∥2p] (136)

≤ 25p
[p− 1

M1

]p/2
E
[
|Nℓ,ϑ,𝒜n

L (T1, κX1)|2p
]
+ 25p

[p− 1

M1

]p/2
E
[∣∣ 1

M2

∑M2
n=1G(X1 +Wn

T−T1
)
∣∣2p]

+ 23p+1
[p− 1

M1

]p/2
E
[∥∥∇ϑ(N

ℓ,ϑ,𝒜n

L (T1, κX1))
∥∥2p].

Next we combine the fact that supx∈Rd(1+∥x∥)−q|G(x)| < ∞, the assumption that Wm, m ∈ N,
are i.i.d. standard Brownian motions, Doob’s inequality, and Cauchy–Schwarz inequality to
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obtain that there exist c1, c2, c3 ∈ R such that for all M ∈ N, p ∈ [2,∞) it holds that

E
[∣∣ 1

M

∑M
n=1G(X1 +Wn

T−T1
)
∣∣2p]

≤ 1
M

∑M
n=1 E[|G(X1 +Wn

T−T1
)|2p] = E[|G(X1 +W 1

T−T1
)|2p]

≤ |c1|2pq + |c1|2pqE[∥X1∥2pq] + |c1|2pqE
[
supt∈[0,T ] |W 1

t |2pq
]

≤ |c2|2pq + |c2|2pqE[∥X1∥2pq] + |c2|2pq
( 2pq

2pq − 1

)2p
T 2p(⌈2pq⌉)!!

≤ |2c3|2pq
(
E[∥X1∥2pq] + (2pq)pq

)
≤ |c3|2pq(pq)pqE

[
(1 + ∥X1∥)2pq

]
.

(137)

Next, observe that Corollary 2.4 and item (iii) prove that there exist c1, c2 ∈ (0,∞) such
that for all R ∈ (1,∞], n ∈ N, M = (M1,M2) ∈ N2, L ∈ N\{1}, ℓ = (ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . , ℓL) ∈
({d+ 1} × NL−1 × {1}), ϑ = (ϑ1, . . . , ϑd(ℓ)) ∈ [−R,R]d(ℓ), p ∈ [2,∞) it holds that

E
[∥∥∇ϑ(N

ℓ,ϑ,𝒜n

L (T1, κX1))
∥∥2p]

≤ E
[
max{1, ∥(T1, κX1)∥2p}max

{
1, max

j∈{1,2,...,d(ℓ)}
|ϑj |2pL

}[
3c1max{ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . , ℓL−1}

]2pL]
≤ (c2)

2pLR2pL[max{ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . , ℓL−1}]2pLE
[
(1 + ∥X1∥)2p

]
= (c2)

2pL[Rmax{ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . , ℓL−1}]2pLE
[
(1 + ∥X1∥)2p

]
. (138)

In addition, note that Lemma 2.2 and item (iii) demonstrate that there exist c1, c2 ∈ (0,∞)
such that for all R ∈ (1,∞], n ∈ N, M = (M1,M2) ∈ N2, L ∈ N\{1}, ℓ = (ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . , ℓL) ∈
({d+ 1} × NL−1 × {1}), ϑ = (ϑ1, . . . , ϑd(ℓ)) ∈ [−R,R]d(ℓ), p ∈ [2,∞) it holds that

E
[∣∣Nℓ,ϑ,𝒜n

L (T1, κX1)
∣∣2p]

≤ E
[
max{1, ∥(T1, κX1)∥2p}max

{
1, max

j∈{1,2,...,d(ℓ)}
|ϑj |2pL

}[
3c1max{ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . , ℓL−1}

]2pL]
≤ (c2)

2pLR2pL[max{ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . , ℓL−1}]2pLE
[
(1 + ∥X1∥)2p

]
≤ (c3)

2pL[Rmax{ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . , ℓL−1}]2pLE
[
(1 + ∥X1∥)2p

]
. (139)

This, (134), (136), (137), (138), and the fact that q ≥ 1 establish that there exists c ∈ (0,∞)
such that for all R ∈ (1,∞], n ∈ N, M = (M1,M2) ∈ N2, L ∈ N\{1}, ℓ = (ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . , ℓL) ∈
({d+ 1} × NL−1 × {1}), ϑ = (ϑ1, . . . , ϑd(ℓ)) ∈ [−R,R]d(ℓ), p ∈ [2,∞) it holds that

sup
ϑ∈[−R,R]d(ℓ)

E
[
|SnM,ℓ(ϑ)− E[SnM,ℓ(ϑ)]|p

]
+ sup

ϑ∈[−R,R]d(ℓ)
E
[
∥(∇SnM,ℓ)(ϑ)− E[(∇SnM,ℓ)(ϑ)]∥p

]
≤ c2pL(pq)pq[Rmax{ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . , ℓL−1}]2pLE

[
(1 + ∥X1∥)2pq

]
(M1)

−p/2. (140)

Combining this and (133) ensures that there exists c ∈ R such that for all n ∈ N, M =
(M1,M2) ∈ N2, L ∈ N\{1}, ℓ = (ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . , ℓL) ∈ ({d + 1} × NL−1 × {1}), R ∈ (1,∞], p ∈
[(d(ℓ))2,∞) it holds that

E
[
supθ∈(−R,R)d(ℓ) |Sn

M2,ℓ
(θ)− SnM,ℓ(θ)|p

]
≤ c2pLc(p2q)pq[Rmax{ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . , ℓL−1}]2pLE

[
(1 + ∥X1∥)2pq

]
(M1)

−p/2.
(141)

This, item (i), item (ii), item (iii), and the fact that for all M ∈ N2, L ∈ N\{1}, ℓ ∈ ({d} ×
NL−1 × {1}), θ ∈ Rd(ℓ) it holds that FM,ℓ(θ) = S0M,ℓ(θ) imply that there exists c ∈ R such that

for all M = (M1,M2) ∈ N2, L ∈ N\{1}, ℓ = (ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . , ℓL) ∈ ({d+1}×NL−1×{1}), R ∈ (1,∞],
p ∈ [(d(ℓ))2,∞) it holds that

E
[
supθ∈(−R,R)d(ℓ) |S0

M2,ℓ
(θ)− FM,ℓ(θ)|p

]
≤ E

[
supθ∈(−R,R)d(ℓ) |S0

M2,ℓ
(θ)− S0M,ℓ(θ)|p

]
≤ c2pLc(p2q)pq[Rmax{ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . , ℓL−1}]2pLE

[
(1 + ∥X1∥)2pq

]
(M1)

−p/2.

(142)
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Holder’s inequality therefore shows that there exists c ∈ R such that for all M = (M1,M2) ∈ N2,
L ∈ N\{1}, ℓ = (ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . , ℓL) ∈ ({d+ 1} × NL−1 × {1}), R ∈ (1,∞] it holds that

E
[
supθ∈(−R,R)d(ℓ) |S0

M2,ℓ
(θ)− FM,ℓ(θ)|

]
≤ c2L(d(ℓ))4q[Rmax{ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . , ℓL−1}]2L

(
E
[
(1 + ∥X1∥)2q(d(ℓ))

2])(d(ℓ))−2

(M1)
−1/2.

(143)

Combining this and the fact that for all L ∈ N\{1}, ℓ = (ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . , ℓL) ∈ ({d+1}×NL−1×{1})
it holds that max{ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . , ℓL−1} ≤ (d+1)max{ℓ1, ℓ2, . . . , ℓL−1} proves that there exists c ∈ R
which satisfies for all M = (M1,M2) ∈ N2, L ∈ N\{1}, ℓ = (ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . , ℓL) ∈ ({d+ 1} × NL−1 ×
{1}), R ∈ (1,∞] that

E
[
supθ∈(−R,R)d(ℓ) |S0

M2,ℓ
(θ)− FM,ℓ(θ)|

]
≤ c2L(d(ℓ))4q[Rmax{ℓ1, ℓ2, . . . , ℓL−1}]2L

(
E
[
(1 + ∥X1∥)2q(d(ℓ))

2])(d(ℓ))−2

(M1)
−1/2.

(144)

This and (131) demonstrate (112). The proof of Proposition 4.5 is thus complete.

Theorem 4.6. Let T, κ ∈ (0,∞), d ∈ N, let u ∈ C2([0, T ] × Rd,R) be at most polynomially
growing, assume for all t ∈ (0, T ), x ∈ Rd that

∂
∂tu(t, x) +

κ2

2 ∆xu(t, x) = 0, (145)

let q ∈ [1,∞) satisfy supx∈Rd((1 + |x|)−q|u(T, x)|) < ∞, let (Ω,F ,P) be a probability space,
let Tn : Ω → [0, T ], n ∈ N, be i.i.d. random variables, let Xn : Ω → Rd, n ∈ N, be i.i.d.
random variables, let Wn : [0, T ] × Ω → Rd, n ∈ N, be i.i.d. standard Brownian motions, let
D ⊆ (0, T )×Rd be non-empty, open, and bounded, assume that (T1,X1) is uniformly distributed
on D, assume that (Tn)n∈N, (Xn)n∈N, and (Wn)n∈N are independent, and for every M =
(M1,M2) ∈ N2, L ∈ N\{1}, ℓ ∈ ({d + 1} × NL−1 × {1}) let FM,ℓ : Rd(ℓ) → R satisfy for all
θ ∈ Rd(ℓ) that

FM,ℓ(θ) =
1

M1

∑M1
m=1

∣∣N ℓ,θ
L (Tm,Xm)−

[
1

M2

∑M2
n=1 u(T,Xm + κWmM2+n

T−Tm
)
]∣∣2 (146)

(cf. Definition 1.1). Then there exists c ∈ R such that for every R1, R2 ∈ (1,∞), M =
(M1,M2) ∈ N2, L ∈ N\{1}, ℓ = (ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . , ℓL) ∈ ({d + 1} × NL−1 × {1}) and every random
variable ϑ : Ω → [−R2, R2]

d(ℓ) it holds that

E
[∫

D |u(y)−N ℓ,ϑ
L (y)|2 dy

]
≤ c1(R1,∞)(c) + λ(D)E

[
FM,ℓ(ϑ)− infθ∈(−R1,R1)d(ℓ)

FM,ℓ(θ)
]

(147)

+ cL(d(ℓ))4q
[
max{R1, R2}max{ℓ1, ℓ2, . . . , ℓL−1}

]2L
(M1)

−1/2 + c
[
min{ℓ1, ℓ2, . . . , ℓL−1}

]− 2
d+5

(cf. Definition 1.1).

Proof of Theorem 4.6. Throughout this proof for every L ∈ N\{1}, ℓ ∈ ({d+ 1} ×NL−1 × {1})
let Fℓ : Rd(ℓ) → [0,∞] satisfy for all θ ∈ Rd(ℓ) that

Fℓ(θ) = E
[
|N ℓ,θ

L (T1,X1)− u(T1,X1)|2
]
. (148)

Observe that (148), Proposition 4.5, and the fact that X1 is a bounded random variable establish
there exists c ∈ (0,∞) such that for every R1, R2 ∈ (1,∞), M = (M1,M2) ∈ N2, L ∈ N\{1},
ℓ = (ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . , ℓL) ∈ ({d+1}×NL−1 ×{1}) and every random variable ϑ : Ω → [−R2, R2]

d(ℓ) it
holds that

E[Fℓ(ϑ)] ≤
[
infθ∈(−R1,R1)d(ℓ)

Fℓ(θ)
]
+ E

[
FM,ℓ(ϑ)− infθ∈(−R1,R1)d(ℓ)

FM,ℓ(θ)
]

+ cL(d(ℓ))4q
[
max{R1, R2}max{ℓ1, ℓ2, . . . , ℓL−1}

]2L
(M1)

−1/2.
(149)
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(cf. Definition 1.1). Moreover, note that (148) and the assumption that (T,X) is uniformly
distributed on D ensure that for all L ∈ N\{1}, ℓ = (ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . , ℓL) ∈ ({d + 1} × NL−1 × {1}),
θ ∈ Rd(ℓ) it holds that

Fℓ(θ) =
1

λ(D)

∫
D
|u(y)−N ℓ,θ

L (y)|2 dy. (150)

Combining this and (149) implies that there exists c ∈ (0,∞) such that for every R1, R2 ∈
(1,∞), M = (M1,M2) ∈ N2, L ∈ N\{1}, ℓ = (ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . , ℓL) ∈ ({d+1}×NL−1×{1}) and every
random variable ϑ : Ω → [−R2, R2]

d(ℓ) it holds that

E
[∫

D |u(y)−N ℓ,ϑ
L (y)|2 dy

]
≤

[
infθ∈(−R1,R1)d(ℓ)

(
λ(D)Fℓ(θ)

)]
+ λ(D)E

[
FM,ℓ(ϑ)− infθ∈(−R1,R1)d(ℓ)

FM,ℓ(θ)
]

+ (λ(D))cL(d(ℓ))4q
[
max{R1, R2}max{ℓ1, ℓ2, . . . , ℓL−1}

]2L
(M1)

−1/2.

(151)

Furthermore, observe that the assumption that D is open and bounded and Corollary 3.7
(applied with d ↶ d, D ↶ D, u ↶ u|D̄ in the notation of Corollary 3.7) show that there exists
c ∈ (0,∞) which satisfies for all R ∈ (0,∞], L ∈ N\{1}, ℓ = (ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . , ℓL) ∈ ({d+1}×NL−1×
{1}) that

infθ∈(−R,R)d(ℓ)
∫
D |u(y)−N ℓ,θ

L (y)|2 ≤ c1(−∞,c)(R) + c[min{ℓ1, ℓ2, . . . , ℓL−1}]
−2
d+5 . (152)

Note that (150) and (152) prove that for all R ∈ (0,∞], L ∈ N\{1}, ℓ = (ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . , ℓL)
∈ ({d+ 1} × NL−1 × {1}) it holds that

infθ∈(−R,R)d(ℓ)
(
λ(D)Fℓ(θ)

)
≤ 1(R,∞)(c) + [min{ℓ1, ℓ2, . . . , ℓL−1}]

−2
d+5 . (153)

This and (151) demonstrate (147). The proof of Theorem 4.6 is thus complete.

Corollary 4.7. Let T, κ ∈ (0,∞), d ∈ N, let u ∈ C2([0, T ] × Rd,R) be at most polynomially
growing, assume for all t ∈ (0, T ), x ∈ Rd that

∂
∂tu(t, x) +

κ2

2 ∆xu(t, x) = 0, (154)

let q ∈ [1,∞) satisfy supx∈Rd((1 + |x|)−q|u(T, x)|) < ∞, let (Ω,F ,P) be a probability space,
let Tn : Ω → [0, T ], n ∈ N, be i.i.d. random variables, let Xn : Ω → Rd, n ∈ N, be i.i.d.
random variables, let Wn : [0, T ] × Ω → Rd, n ∈ N, be i.i.d. standard Brownian motions, let
D ⊆ (0, T )×Rd be non-empty, open, and bounded, assume that (T1,X1) is uniformly distributed
on D, assume that (Tn)n∈N, (Xn)n∈N, and (Wn)n∈N are independent, and for every M =
(M1,M2) ∈ N2, L ∈ N\{1}, ℓ ∈ ({d + 1} × NL−1 × {1}) let FM,ℓ : Rd(ℓ) → R satisfy for all
θ ∈ Rd(ℓ) that

FM,ℓ(θ) =
1

M1

∑M1
m=1

∣∣N ℓ,θ
L (Tm,Xm)−

[
1

M2

∑M2
n=1 u(T,Xm + κWmM2+n

T−Tm
)
]∣∣2 (155)

(cf. Definition 1.1). Then there exists c ∈ R such that for every R1, R2 ∈ (1,∞), M =
(M1,M2) ∈ N2, L ∈ N\{1}, ℓ = (ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . , ℓL) ∈ ({d + 1} × NL−1 × {1}) and every random
variable ϑ : Ω → [−R2, R2]

d(ℓ) it holds that

E
[∫

D |u(y)−N ℓ,ϑ
L (y)|2 dy

]
≤ cL(d(ℓ))4q

[
max{R1, R2}max{ℓ1, ℓ2, . . . , ℓL−1}

]2L
(M1)

−1/2 + c exp(−R1)1(−∞,c)(R1)

+ c[min{ℓ1, ℓ2, . . . , ℓL−1}]
−2
d+5 + λ(D)E

[
FM,ℓ(ϑ)− infθ∈(−R1,R1)d(ℓ)

FM,ℓ(θ)
] (156)

(cf. Definition 1.1).
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Proof of Corollary 4.7. Observe that Theorem 4.6 establishes that there exists c ∈ (0,∞) which
satisfies for every R1, R2 ∈ (1,∞), M = (M1,M2) ∈ N2, L ∈ N\{1}, ℓ = (ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . , ℓL) ∈
({d+ 1} × NL−1 × {1}) and every random variable ϑ : Ω → [−R2, R2]

d(ℓ) it holds that

E
[∫

D |u(y)−N ℓ,ϑ
L (y)|2 dy

]
≤ c1(R1,∞)(c) + λ(D)E

[
FM,ℓ(ϑ)− infθ∈(−R1,R1)d(ℓ)

FM,ℓ(θ)
]

(157)

+ cL(d(ℓ))4q
[
max{R1, R2}max{ℓ1, ℓ2, . . . , ℓL−1}

]2L
(M1)

−1/2 + c
[
min{ℓ1, ℓ2, . . . , ℓL−1}

]− 2
d+5 .

(cf. Definition 1.1). Note that the fact that for all x ∈ (−∞, c) it holds that exp(−x) ≥ exp(−c)
ensures that for all R ∈ (0,∞) it holds that

1(R,∞)(c) = 1(−∞,c)(R) ≤ exp(c) exp(−R)1(−∞,c)(R). (158)

Combining this and (157) implies (156). The proof of Corollary 4.7 is thus complete.

Corollary 4.8. Let T, κ ∈ (0,∞), d ∈ N, let u ∈ C2([0, T ] × Rd,R) be at most polynomially
growing, assume for all t ∈ (0, T ), x ∈ Rd that

∂
∂tu(t, x) +

κ2

2 ∆xu(t, x) = 0, (159)

let (Ω,F ,P) be a probability space, let Tn : Ω → [0, T ], n ∈ N, be i.i.d. random variables, let
Xn : Ω → Rd, n ∈ N, be i.i.d. random variables, let Wn : [0, T ] × Ω → Rd, n ∈ N, be i.i.d.
standard Brownian motions, let D ⊆ (0, T ) × Rd be non-empty, open, and bounded, assume
that (T1,X1) is uniformly distributed on D, assume that (Tn)n∈N, (Xn)n∈N, and (Wn)n∈N are
independent, and for every M = (M1,M2) ∈ N2, L ∈ N\{1}, ℓ ∈ ({d + 1} × NL−1 × {1}) let
FM,ℓ : Rd(ℓ) → R satisfy for all θ ∈ Rd(ℓ) that

FM,ℓ(θ) =
1

M1

∑M1
m=1

∣∣N ℓ,θ
L (Tm,Xm)−

[
1

M2

∑M2
n=1 u(T,Xm + κWmM2+n

T−Tm
)
]∣∣2 (160)

(cf. Definition 1.1). Then there exists c ∈ (0,∞) such that for every R ∈ (1,∞), M =
(M1,M2) ∈ N2, L ∈ N\{1}, ℓ = (ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . , ℓL) ∈ ({d + 1} × NL−1 × {1}) and every random
variable ϑ : Ω → [−R,R]d(ℓ) it holds that

E
[∫

D |u(y)−N ℓ,ϑ
L (y)|2 dy

]
≤ [R+max{ℓ1, ℓ2, . . . , ℓL−1}]cL(M1)

−1/2

+ c[min{ℓ1, ℓ2, . . . , ℓL−1}]−2/(d+5) + λ(D)E
[
FM,ℓ(ϑ)− infθ∈(−c,c)d(ℓ) FM,ℓ(θ)

] (161)

(cf. Definition 1.1).

Proof of Corollary 4.8. Throughout this proof let q ∈ [1,∞) satisfy

q = sup
x∈Rd

((1 + |x|)−q|u(T, x)|). (162)

Observe that (162) and Corollary 4.7 show that there exists c ∈ (0,∞) which satisfies for every
R1, R2 ∈ (1,∞), M = (M1,M2) ∈ N2, L ∈ N\{1}, ℓ = (ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . , ℓL) ∈ ({d+ 1} ×NL−1 × {1})
and every random variable ϑ : Ω → [−R2, R2]

d(ℓ) it holds that

E
[∫

D |u(y)−N ℓ,ϑ
L (y)|2 dy

]
≤ cL(d(ℓ))4q

[
max{R1, R2}max{ℓ1, ℓ2, . . . , ℓL−1}

]2L
(M1)

−1/2 + c exp(−R1)1(−∞,c)(R1)

+ c[min{ℓ1, ℓ2, . . . , ℓL−1}]
−2
d+5 + λ(D)E

[
FM,ℓ(ϑ)− infθ∈(−R1,R1)d(ℓ)

FM,ℓ(θ)
] (163)

(cf. Definition 1.1). Note that (163) proves that for every R ∈ (1,∞), M = (M1,M2) ∈ N2,
L ∈ N\{1}, ℓ = (ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . , ℓL) ∈ ({d + 1} × NL−1 × {1}) and every random variable ϑ : Ω →
[−R,R]d(ℓ) it holds that

E
[∫

D |u(y)−N ℓ,ϑ
L (y)|2 dy

]
≤ cL(d(ℓ))4q

[
Rmax{ℓ1, ℓ2, . . . , ℓL−1}

]2L
(M1)

−1/2

+ c
[
min{ℓ1, ℓ2, . . . , ℓL−1}

] −2
d+5 + λ(D)E

[
FM,ℓ(ϑ)− infθ∈(−c,c)d(ℓ) FM,ℓ(θ)

]
.

(164)
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In the next step we observe that the fact that for all L ∈ N\{1}, ℓ = (ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . , ℓL) ∈ ({d +
1} × NL−1 × {1}) it holds that d(ℓ) =

∑L
i=1 ℓi(ℓi−1 + 1) demonstrates that for all L ∈ N\{1},

ℓ = (ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . , ℓL) ∈ ({d+ 1} × NL−1 × {1}) it holds that

d(ℓ) = (d+ 1)ℓ1 +

[
L−1∑
i=2

ℓi(ℓi−1 + 1)

]
+ 2ℓL−1

≤ (d+ 1)[max{ℓ1, ℓ2, . . . , ℓL−1}]2 + 2(L− 2)[max{ℓ1, ℓ2, . . . , ℓL−1}]2

+ 2[max{ℓ1, ℓ2, . . . , ℓL−1}]2

≤ (2L+ d)[max{ℓ1, ℓ2, . . . , ℓL−1}]2.

(165)

This and (164) establish that for every R ∈ (1,∞), M = (M1,M2) ∈ N2, L ∈ N\{1}, ℓ =
(ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . , ℓL) ∈ ({d+1}×NL−1 ×{1}) and every random variable ϑ : Ω → [−R,R]d(ℓ) it holds
that

E
[∫

D |u(y)−N ℓ,ϑ
L (y)|2 dy

]
≤ cL(2L+ d)4q[Rmax{ℓ1, ℓ2, . . . , ℓL−1}]2L+8q(M1)

−1/2

+ c[min{ℓ1, ℓ2, . . . , ℓL−1}]
−2
d+5 + λ(D)E

[
FM,ℓ(ϑ)− infθ∈(−c,c)d(ℓ) FM,ℓ(θ)

]
.

(166)

Hence, we obtain for every R ∈ (1,∞), M = (M1,M2) ∈ N2, L ∈ N\{1}, ℓ = (ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . , ℓL) ∈
({d+ 1} × NL−1 × {1}) and every random variable ϑ : Ω → [−R,R]d(ℓ) that

E
[∫

D |u(y)−N ℓ,ϑ
L (y)|2 dy

]
≤ cL(2L+ d)4q[R+max{ℓ1, ℓ2, . . . , ℓL−1}]4L+16q(M1)

−1/2

+ c[min{ℓ1, ℓ2, . . . , ℓL−1}]
−2
d+5 + λ(D)E

[
FM,ℓ(ϑ)− infθ∈(−c,c)d(ℓ) FM,ℓ(θ)

]
.

(167)

Next, note that the fact that for all x ∈ (0,∞) it holds that 2x ≥ x ensures that there exist
𝒸1,𝒸2 ∈ (0,∞) such that for all R ∈ (1,∞), L ∈ N\{1}, ℓ = (ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . , ℓL) ∈ ({d+1}×NL−1×
{1}) it holds that

cL(2L+ d)4q[R+max{ℓ1, ℓ2, . . . , ℓL−1}]4L+16q

≤ 2Lc2L𝒸1 [R+max{ℓ1, ℓ2, . . . , ℓL−1}]4L+16q ≤ [R+max{ℓ1, ℓ2, . . . , ℓL−1}]L𝒸2 .
(168)

Combining this and (167) implies (161). The proof of Corollary 4.8 is thus complete.

4.5. Convergence results for the deep Kolmogorov method

Corollary 4.9. Let T, κ ∈ (0,∞), d ∈ N, let u ∈ C2([0, T ] × Rd,R) be at most polynomially
growing, assume for all t ∈ (0, T ), x ∈ Rd that

∂
∂tu(t, x) +

1
2∆xu(t, x) = 0, (169)

let q ∈ [1,∞) satisfy supx∈Rd((1 + ∥x∥)−q|u(T, x)|) < ∞, let (Ω,F ,P) be a probability space,
let Tn : Ω → [0, T ], n ∈ N, be i.i.d. random variables, let Xn : Ω → Rd, n ∈ N, be i.i.d.
random variables, let Wn : [0, T ] × Ω → Rd, n ∈ N, be i.i.d. standard Brownian motions, let
D ⊆ (0, T )×Rd be non-empty, open, and bounded, assume that (T1,X1) is uniformly distributed
on D, assume that (Tn)n∈N, (Xn)n∈N, and (Wn)n∈N are independent, for every k ∈ N let
Mk = (Mk

1 ,M
k
2 ) ∈ N2, Lk ∈ N\{1}, ℓk = (ℓ0k, ℓ

1
k, . . . , ℓ

Lk
k ) ∈ ({d+1}×NLk−1×{1}), Rk ∈ [1,∞)

and let Fk : Rd(ℓk) → R satisfy for all θ ∈ Rd(ℓk) that

Fk(θ) =
1

Mk
1

∑Mk
1

m=1

∣∣N ℓk,θ
L (Tm,Xm)−

[
1

Mk
2

∑Mk
2

n=1 u(T,Xm +W
mMk

2 +n
T−Tm

)
]∣∣2, (170)

assume lim infk→∞min{ℓ1k, ℓ2k, . . . , ℓ
Lk−1
k } = ∞, assume lim supk→∞((Rk)

4Lk [max{ℓ1k, ℓ2k, . . . ,
ℓLk−1
k }]4Lk+8q(Mk

1 )
−1) = 0, and let ϑk : Ω → [−Rk, Rk]

d(ℓk), k ∈ N, be random variables which
satisfy lim supk→∞ E

[
Fk(ϑk)− infθ∈Rd(ℓk) Fk(θ)

]
= 0 (cf. Definition 1.1). Then

lim supk→∞ E[
∫
D |u(y)−N ℓk,ϑk

L (y)|2 dy] = 0. (171)

28



Proof of Corollary 4.9. Observe that Corollary 4.7 shows that there exists c ∈ (0,∞) which
satisfies for all k ∈ N that

E[
∫
D |u(y)−N ℓk,ϑk

L (y)|2 dy] ≤ cLk(d(ℓk))
4q[Rk max{ℓ1k, ℓ2k, . . . , ℓ

Lk−1
k }]2Lk(Mk

1 )
−1/2

+ c[min{ℓ1k, ℓ2k, . . . , ℓ
Lk−1
k }]

−2
d+5 + λ(D)E

[
Fk(ϑk)− infθ∈Rd(ℓk) Fk(θ)

]
.

(172)

Note that the fact that for all L ∈ N\{1}, ℓ = (ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . , ℓL) ∈ NL+1 it holds that d(ℓ) =∑L
i=1 ℓi(ℓi−1 + 1) proves that for all k ∈ N it holds that

d(ℓk) = (d+ 1)ℓ1k +

[
Lk−1∑
i=2

ℓik(ℓ
i−1
k + 1)

]
+ 2ℓLk−1

k

≤ (d+ 1)[max{ℓ1k, ℓ2k, . . . , ℓ
Lk−1
k }]2 + 2(Lk − 2)[max{ℓ1k, ℓ2k, . . . , ℓ

Lk−1
k }]2

+ 2[max{ℓ1k, ℓ2k, . . . , ℓ
Lk−1
k }]2

≤ (2Lk + d)[max{ℓ1k, ℓ2k, . . . , ℓ
Lk−1
k }]2.

(173)

This and (172) demonstrate for all k ∈ N that

E[
∫
D |u(y)−N ℓ,ϑk

L (y)|2 dy] ≤ cLk(2Lk + d)4q(Rk)
2Lk [max{ℓ1k, ℓ2k, . . . , ℓ

Lk−1
k }]2Lk+16q(Mk

1 )
−1/2

+ c[min{ℓ1k, ℓ2k, . . . , ℓ
Lk−1
k }]

−2
d+5 + cE

[
Fk(ϑk)− infθ∈Rd(ℓk) Fk(θ)

]
≤ (2d)8qcLk(Lk)

8q(Rk)
2Lk [max{ℓ1k, ℓ2k, . . . , ℓ

Lk−1
k }]2Lk+8q(Mk

1 )
−1/2 (174)

+ c[min{ℓ1k, ℓ2k, . . . , ℓ
Lk−1
k }]

−2
d+5 + λ(D)E

[
Fk(ϑk)− infθ∈Rd(ℓk) Fk(θ)

]
.

The fact that supn∈N 2nn−4q < ∞ hence establishes that there exists 𝒸 ∈ (0,∞) such that for

all k ∈ N with max{ℓ1k, ℓ2k, . . . , ℓ
Lk−1
k } ≥ max{c, 2} it holds that

E[
∫
D |u(y)−N ℓ,ϑk

L (y)|2 dy] ≤ 𝒸(Rk)
2Lk [max{ℓ1k, ℓ2k, . . . , ℓ

Lk−1
k }]4Lk+8q(Mk

1 )
−1/2

+ c[min{ℓ1k, ℓ2k, . . . , ℓ
Lk−1
k }]

−2
d+5 + λ(D)E

[
Fk(ϑk)− infθ∈Rd(ℓk) Fk(θ)

]
.

(175)

Combining this, the assumption that

lim inf
k→∞

min{ℓ1k, ℓ2k, . . . , ℓ
Lk−1
k } = ∞, (176)

the assumption that lim infk→∞min{ℓ1k, ℓ2k, . . . , ℓ
Lk−1
k } = ∞, and the assumption that lim supk→∞

E
[
Fk(ϑk)− infθ∈Rd(ℓk) Fk(θ)

]
= 0 ensures (171). The proof of Corollary 4.9 is thus complete.

Corollary 4.10. Let T ∈ (0,∞), d ∈ N, let u ∈ C2([0, T ] × Rd,R) be at most polynomially
growing, assume for all t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ Rd that

∂
∂tu(t, x) +

1
2∆xu(t, x) = 0, (177)

let (Ω,F ,P) be a probability space, let Tn : Ω → [0, T ], n ∈ N, be i.i.d. random variables, let
Xn : Ω → Rd, n ∈ N, be i.i.d. random variables, let Wn : [0, T ] × Ω → Rd, n ∈ N, be i.i.d.
standard Brownian motions, let D ⊆ (0, T ) × Rd be non-empty, open, and bounded, assume
that (T1,X1) is uniformly distributed on D, assume that (Tn)n∈N, (Xn)n∈N, and (Wn)n∈N are
independent, for every k ∈ N let Mk = (Mk

1 ,M
k
2 ) ∈ N2, Lk ∈ N\{1}, ℓk = (ℓ0k, ℓ

1
k, . . . , ℓ

Lk
k ) ∈

({d+ 1} × NLk−1 × {1}), Rk ∈ (1,∞) and let Fk : Rd(ℓk) → R satisfy for all θ ∈ Rd(ℓk) that

Fk(θ) =
1

Mk
1

∑Mk
1

m=1

∣∣N ℓk,θ
L (Tm,Xm)−

[
1

Mk
2

∑Mk
2

n=1 u(T,Xm +W
mMk

2 +n
T−Tm

)
]∣∣2, (178)

assume lim infk→∞min{ℓ1k, ℓ2k, . . . , ℓ
Lk−1
k } = ∞, assume supc∈[1,∞) lim supk→∞([Rk+max{ℓ1k, ℓ2k,

. . . , ℓLk−1
k }]cLk(Mk

1 )
−1) = 0, and let ϑk : Ω → [−Rk, Rk]

d(ℓk), k ∈ N, be random variables which
satisfy lim supk→∞ E

[
Fk(ϑk)− infθ∈Rd(ℓk) Fk(θ)

]
= 0 (cf. Definition 1.1). Then

lim supk→∞ E
[∫

D |u(y)−N ℓk,ϑk
L (y)|2 dy

]
= 0. (179)
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Proof of Corollary 4.10. Observe that the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the fact that for all
k ∈ N it holds that Rk > 0 imply that for all k ∈ N it holds that

Rk +max{ℓ1k, ℓ2k, . . . , ℓ
Lk−1
k } ≥ [Rk max{ℓ1k, ℓ2k, . . . , ℓ

Lk−1
k }]1/2 (180)

This and the assumption that supc∈[1,∞) lim supk→∞([Rk+max{ℓ1k, ℓ2k, . . . , ℓ
Lk−1
k }]cLk(Mk

1 )
−1) =

0 show that
lim sup
k→∞

([Rk max{ℓ1k, ℓ2k, . . . , ℓ
Lk−1
k }]4Lk(Mk

1 )
−1) = 0. (181)

The assumption that for all k ∈ N it holds that Rk ≥ 1 and the assumption that for all k ∈ N
it holds that Lk ≥ 1 therefore prove that

lim sup
k→∞

((Rk)
4Lk [max{ℓ1k, ℓ2k, . . . , ℓ

Lk−1
k }]4Lk+8q(Mk

1 )
−1) = 0. (182)

Combining this and Corollary 4.9 demonstrates (179). The proof of Corollary 4.10 is thus
complete.
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