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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 ¢ € (0, 00)
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



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 ¢ 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 (ANNSs)

To formulate our main error analysis result within this introductory section in Theorem 1.2
below, we need to describe realization functions of ANNSs 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 ¢y, ¢1, ..., specify the dimensionalities of the domains and codomains,
respectively, of the affine functions in the compositions.

Definition 1.1 (ANNSs). For every L € N, £ = ({o,¢1,...,01) € N we denote by 0(¢) € N
the natural number given by 0(£) = S35 £i(li 1 +1) and for every L € N, £ = (Lo, 41, ...,0) €
N+ g = (01,...,050) € RO we denote by NP¥ = (./\/'f:f,...,/\/'f:zj): Rl — Rl v €
{1,2,..., L}, the functions which satisfy for allv € {0,1,...,L — 1}, x = (z1,...,2¢,) € R%,
1€ {1, 2,... ,£U+1} that

0,0 B
N1 (®) =0, 0, rin Sy 0 (0nr41)

1)
Ly £,0 (
+ Zj:l g(i—1)5v+j+zzzl Ly (Lp—1+1) (l‘]ﬂ{o} (U) + maX{Nmax{v,l},j (I)’ O}]lN(U)) :

In (1) appears the ReLU activation function R 3 z + max{z,0} € R and in Definition 1.1
we thus describe ANNs with the ReLLU activation function. Definition 1.1 essentially coincides
with the formulation of ANNSs 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, 7] x RY — 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.



Theorem 1.2. Let T € (0,00), d € N, let u € C%*([0,T] x R4 R) be at most polynomially
growing', assume for allt € (0,T), x € R? that

%u(t, z) + 2 Au(t,z) =0, (2)

let (Q, F,P) be a probability space, let T,,: Q@ — [0,T], n € N, be independent uniformly random
variables, let D C R be open and bounded, let X,,: Q@ — D, n € N, be independent uniformly
distributed random wvariables, let W™: [0,T] x Q — R?, n € N, be i.i.d. standard Brownian
motions, assume that (Tp)nen, (Xpn)nen, and (W™)pen are independent, and for every M =
(M1, M) € N2, L € N\{1}, ¢ € ({d+ 1} x NE71 x {1}) let Fprp: R?O — R satisfy for all
0 € R°O that

Fare(0) = 1 ooy IND (T, Xim) — [ on2) u(T, Xy + W] 2, (3)
Then there exists ¢ € (0,00) such that for every R € [c,00), M = (M7, Ms) € N2, L € N\{1},
0= (lo,01,...,01) € ({d+ 1} x NE=1 x {1}) and every random variable 9: Q — [—R, R]*®) it
holds that

ELI[O,T]XD ‘U(y) - N£7ﬁ(y)‘2 dy] S [R + maX{€17£2, e 7£L71}]CL(M1)_1/2

(4)
+clmin{fy, b, .. L1 3] ) 4 CE[Fagp(9) — infoe g g Fare(9)]

(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 7' € (0, 00) 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] x RY — 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 ¢ =
(€o,01,...,01) € ({d+1} x NE=1 x {1}) in (3) and (4) specifies the architecture of the considered
approximating ANNs in the sense

e that /; specifies the number of neurons on the 15! layer of the ANN (the number of neurons
on the input layer),

e that ¢; specifies the number of neurons on the 2" layer of the ANN (the number of
neurons on the 15 hidden layer),

e that /5 specifies the number of neurons on the 3'4 layer of the ANN (the number of neurons
on the 2°4 hidden layer),

*

e that ¢;_ specifies the number of neurons on the Lth layer of the ANN (the number of
neurons on the (L — 1) hidden layer), and

e that /1 specifies the number of neurons on the (L + 1) layer of the ANN (the number
of neurons on the output layer).

Note that for every d € N, every A C R, and every f: A — R it holds that f is at most polynomially growing
if and only if there exists ¢ € R such that for all z = (z1,...,24) € A it holds that |f(z)| < (1 + 3%, |z:])°.



We note that (4) in Theorem 1.2 assures that there exists a strictly positive real error constant
¢ € (0, 00) such that for every upper bound R € [c, 00) for the parameters of the ANN associated
to the stochastic optimization method, every number of random sample points M; € N in the
loss function (see (3)), every number of Monte Carlo samples My € N in the loss function
(see (3)), every depth L € N\{1} of the approximating ANNs, every architecture vector ¢ =
(€o,...,0r) € ({d+ 1} x N7t x {1}) for the approximating ANNs, and every random variable
9: Q — [~R, RP® resulting from the stochastic optimization method we have that the overall
mean squared distance

Bl fp luly) = N7 ()1 dy) (5)
on the bounded set D between the exact solution u: [0, 7] x R? — R of the PDE in (2) and the
realization function ./\/f’ﬁ: R4 — R of the ANN associated with the random ANN parameter
vector 9 is bounded by the sum of the term [R+max{¢y, £, ..., L _1}|“(M;)~"/? (that converges
to zero as M increases to infinity), of the term c[min{¢y, o, ..., 07 _1}]72/(4+5) (that converges
to zero as the minimum min{¢y, fs,...,¢r_1} increases to infinity), and of — up to the constant
¢ — the optimization error E[IFMj(ﬁ) — inf(,e[_R,R]g(@ IFM,K(H)].

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



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. Letd,L € N, { = (o, l1,...,01) € ({d} x NE~L x {1}), for every k € {0,1,...,L}
let di, € R satisfy d, = 22:1 bh(bp—1 + 1), let A: R — R be a function, and for every 6 =
(01,...,050) € RY®) Jet N¢ = (N "Ng,&;): Rfo — R% v € {1,2,...,L}, satisfy for all

v, 1

ve{0,1,...,L—1}, & = (w1,...,24) €RY, i€ {1,2,... 0,41} that

N2+1,i($) = 00,110, +i+d,
+ 300 Oty tgad, (751 0y (0) F AND (@) In(v)) 0
(cf. Definition 1.1).
Lemma 2.2. Assume Setting 2.1 and let ¢ € [0,00), c,a € R, b € (a,00) satisfy for all z € R
that |A(z)| < c(1+ |x[7). Then it holds for all k € {1,2,...,L}, 0 = (01,...,0h) € R*® that
MaX;e(1,2,...0} SUPze[qa,b]d ‘sz(x)‘

max - kmax{1,g"!
< {1, Jal, [b]}]m 00 max{1, maxjeqr 5, ay 105110 (7)

- [1 4 2max{ec, 1} max{ly, {1, ... ,Ek,l}]kmax{l’qk_l}.



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 & = (01,...,6) € R, 2 = (21,...,2q9) € [a,b]¢, i €
{1,2,...,¢1} it holds that

ING ()] = [0t + 20 Oi—)e0+5%5] < 10etoril + | 25— Oi—1)t0+5%5 |

< (d+ 1) [max{1, |al, [b]} max;c 19, a,} 16;]]

< [max{l, |LL‘, ‘b‘}]max{l,qo} [max{la maX;e{12,....do+1} |03‘}](
(04+1) max{1,¢*}

0+1) max{1,¢°} (8)

- [14 2max{c, 1}4o]
This proves (7) in the base case k = 1. For the induction step we assume that there exists
k € NN [0, L) which satisfies for all 0 = (01,...,0)) € RY®), 2 € [a,b]? that
maX;c{1,2,....0;} !Nil(az)!

max - kmax{1,g*~"
< [max{L, la], [p[} 00"} max{1, maxjeqp,...a, 165170 (9)

- [14 2max{c, 1} max{{y, (1, . . .gk}]kmax{lﬂkfl}.

Observe that (6) ensures that for all 0 = (61,...,0,)) € RO 2 € [a,b]? i€ {1,2,..., 011} it
holds that

\N2+17i(a:)! < |9£k+1ﬁk+i+dk| + [Zﬁkzl |9(i—1)£k+j+dkA(Nz,j(fﬁ))ﬂ
< [maxjeqio,..a,,03 1051] (10)
+ O [maxjeqio a, 0y 1051 [maxjepio 0 IA(NZ,j(x))I]-
Combining this and the assumption that for all = € R it holds that |A(z)| < ¢(1 + |z|?) implies
that for all 6 = (01,...,0,¢) € R°Y), z € [a,b]4, i € {1,2,..., k41 } it holds that
|N§+1,i($)| < [maxjeqio,. ., 105]
+ b [maxjeqi o a,,,1 105]] [maxjeqio, o (c+ C|N§,j(37)|q)} (11)

-----

This and (9) show for all 6 = (01,...,05¢) € R°Y), z € [a,b]%, i € {1,2,..., €541} that

INE1:(2)] < (1 + bre) [maxjeqi 2, der 1605]]

+ (re[maxjeq o, e, 105]] [max{1, |a, |b[}]amax{l.a* 1}

k 1, k—1
[max{l maxjeqiz,..a 161] 7

- [14 2max{c, 1} max{1,la,... lp_1}] akmax{Lq" 1)
< (14 €re) [maxjeqr o, ., 105]

k
+ ekC[mane{1,27_”,dk+1} WJH [max{L ’a‘7 ‘b‘}]max{l,q }

] kmax{1,q*}

(12)

. [max{l,maxje{1,27,..,dk+1} 101}
. [1 + 2max{c, 1} max{/q, s, .. -Ek}]kmax{mk}'

Hence, we obtain for all 0 = (01,...,0)) € R,z € [a,b]?, i€ {1,2,...,0,41} that

max k
NG 15 (@) < (L4 265¢) [maxjeqi o a,,,y 16;]] [max{1L, [al, [p]}]™><tha)

kmax{1,q*
- [max{1, max;e(1 2, ., 105]}] medbad

- [1+ 2max{c, 1} max{¢y, (s, .. .Ek}}kmaX{qu} (13)

max k+1) max{1,¢"
< fmax{1, al, [p[}]"00 [maxc{1, maxje 19, a,p 1051 * T

- [1+ 2max{c, 1} max{¢1, (s, ... {;}] (k1) max{1,q*}

7



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,00) satisfy for all z,y € R that
|A(z) — A(y)| < clxr —y|. Then it holds for all 0 = (01,...,0y)), ¥ = (V1,...,0)) € R,
x € [a,b]? that

|N0L(m) — le(:n)| < max{1, |al,|b|} [(3 + |A(0)]) max{c, 1} max{lgy, ¢1,. .. ,EL_l}]L (14)

L
- [maxjeqi o, oy max{1,160;],19;]}]" [max;eq1 2, o 10 — Vil].

Proof of Lemma 2.3. Throughout this proof for every k& € {0,1,...,L} let di € R satisfy
di, = S8 ln(lnoy +1). We claim that for all k € {1,2,...,L}, 8 = (01,....0), 9 =
(V1,...,Up0)) € R?O, 2 € [a,b]¢ it holds that

max;e{1,2,....0,} \sz(x) - N'Zz(x)\
k
< max{L, |al, [b|} [maxjeq1 o a,) max{L,[6;], [9;|}] (15)
k
- [1+ 2+ |A(0)]) max{c, 1} max{lo, 1, ..., lp_1}]" [maxjeq1 o a, 105 — 9]
We prove (15) by induction on k € {1,2,..., L}. For the base case k = 1 note that (1) shows that
for all 0 = (01,...,0p0)), ¥ = (V1,..., V) € RO, & = (z1,...,39) € [a,b]%, i € {1,2,..., 01}
it holds that
0 ) d d
|N1,z'(1‘) - Nl,i($)| = ‘9€1€o+i + Zj:() 9(i—1)€o+j$j - (Wléoﬂ‘ + ijo ﬂ(i—l)fo-&-jxj)‘
< Onseori — Pereoril + | 90 B—1y00+7 — Ofi—1)00+5)5]
< (d+ 1)[max{1, |al, |b]}] [max;e1 2, _a,} 105 — V5] (16)
1
S [ma'X{17 |CL‘7 ‘b‘}] [maxje{l,Q,...,d0+1} max{l, ‘9]’7 ‘19]|}]

1+ (2+ [A(0)]) max{e, 1}o]! [ max;eq1 0 a3 105 — 5]

This proves (15) in the base case k = 1. For the induction step we assume that there exists
k € NN [0, L) which satisfies for all & = (61,...,05)), ¥ = (J1,...,%) € RX®), 2 € [a,b]?
that

maX;c{1,2,..,6,} Isz(w) - Ngz($)|
< max{1, [al, [b]} [maxje12,...a,y max{L, 1051, [91}]" (17)
- [1+ (2 + |A(0)]) max{e, 1} max{€o, £1, . .., £x—1}]*[maxjero.ayy 165 — 951]-
Note that (6) demonstrates that for all 6 = (61,...,0yp)), ¥ = (U1, ..., 05)) € RO, z € [a,b]¢,
i€{1,2,...,0k41} it holds that
|NZ+1,z‘($) - NZ+1,i(x)‘
<|NOpy 1t vivdy, — Vepp 1o +itdy |
+ [Z?L ‘9(i71)3k+j+dkA(NZ,j(x)) - ﬂ(i71)2k+j+dkA(NZ,j(x))|]
< [maxjeqis, a1y 105 = 9]
+ e [maxjeqr o, a0y 105]] [maxjenap g [ANY, (2) — AN} ()]
+ 4l [maxje{l,Q,...,dkH} 10 — 193‘” [maxje{l,Q,...,Ek} \A(N}Z,j(w))!]-

(18)



The assumption that for all x,y € R it holds that |A(x) — A(y)| < ¢|z — y| hence establishes
that for all i € {1,2,... fy1}, 0 = (01,...,050), 0 = (V1,...,05)) € R?O, z € [a,b]¢ it holds
that
|NZ+1,i(l‘) - N}Z+1,i(l‘)‘
< [maxj€{1727---adk+1} 10 — ﬁj”
+ lpe[maxje(1 o, ey 105]] [Maxjcqr o, o |N2,j($) - N}?,j(x)l] (19)
+ (e|A(0)| [maxjeqr o, dp.y 10 — V5]
+ EkC[mane{Lz,.,,,dkH} 10; — 5] [maxje{m,...,ék} ‘Ngj(x)u
This, (17), and Lemma 2.2 ensure for all i € {1,2,... . £x11}, 0 = (01,...,0p)), I = (V1,...,V50))
e R, z € [a,b]? that
|NZ+1,i($) - NZ+1,¢(5U)|
< (1+ L] A0)]) [maxjeqr 2. dp ) 105 — 5]
+ lre[maje (s, dypy 101 max{L, Jaf, [b} [maxjeq.a,...a,) max{1, 1651, [9;1}]"
- [maxjeo 1, k—13 (1 + (24 |A(0)]) max{c, 1}61)]]C [max;eqio, a0 — 75]]
+lpc[maxje o a,,,) 105 — 95]] [max{1, |al, [b]}]
- [max{1, max;c(1 2, o0 |19]|}]k [1+ 2max{c, 1} max{lo, {1, ... ,EL,l}]k.
Hence, we obtain for all i € {1,2,...,4k41}, 0 = (01,...,05), U = (V1,...,050) € R,
x € [a,b]? that
\NZH,i(x) - Nﬁﬂ,i(x)\
< [maxje{l,z...,dkH} 10; — ﬁj” [max{1, |al, [b]}] [maxje{m,...,dk} max{1, \93‘17 ijk
14 (24 |A(0)]) max{c, 1} max{€o, €1, ..., €1 }]"
. [1 + Cx|A(0)] + Ekc[maxje{1727_”7dk+l} |9j|] + Ekc}

k
< [maxjeqroay,,y 167 — 95 max{1, |al, [b]}] [max;e 1.0, _a,) max{1, |6;],|9;]}] (21)
- [14 (2 + |A(0)|) max{c, 1} max{ly, {1, ... ,ﬁk,l}]k

. [1 + £ |A(0)] + 2€kc] [max{l, MAXje(12,... dysr} |0]\}]

k+1
< [maxjeqi o, 107 — 051] (max{1L, al, [bl}] [maxjeqr,2,.. a,) max{L, [6;], [9;1}]"

1+ 2+ [A(0)]) max{c, 1} max{fo, &1, ..., 3]

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

Corollary 2.4. Assume Setting 2.1, let a € R, b € (a,0), and assume A € C'(R,R). Then it
holds* for all 0 = (01, ... ,05)) € RY®), 2 € [a,b]? that

IV6(N%(2))]| < max{1, |al, [b]}(3 + |A(0)])" (22)
L

. [max{ﬁo, O, ..., 01} max{l, max;e(1,2,...0(¢)} 16|} max{1,sup,cr |A/(l‘)|}} )

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

complete. O

*Note that for all d € N, v = (v1,...,vq) € R? it holds that ||v| = [Z?:l |vi]?]*/? (standard norm).



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 C?-functions

Lemma 3.1. Let d € N, u € C?([-1,1]4,R). Then there exists ¢ € (0,00) such that for all
0= (Lo, 01, 03) € ({d} x N x {1}) there exists 0 € (—c,c)®®) such that

sup |u(x) — NP (2)| < e(ty) 775 (23)
ze(—1,1)4

(cf. Definition 1.1).
Proof of Lemma 3.1. Throughout this proof for every £ = (g, £1,02) € N let Ny, £, € 7 satisfy
d
Ne=[(0)TT]  and £ = [logy(Ny)]., (24)
let Ky: R — R satisfy for all t € R that
© L sin(esy o 771 /gin( ety 2
k= | [ (PCE) e () 25)
- sin(3) sin(3)

let (al)rez C Z satisfy for all t € R that

Ko(t) = aj exp(ikt), (26)
kEZ

let (af)peze C Z satisty for all k = (ki,...,kq) € Z% that
d
j=1

let Gy: R? — C satisfy for all 2 = (z1,...,24) € R? that

Gy(z) = Z ay exp (i S kix;), (28)

kZ(kl,...,kd)EZd

and let Jy: C([—7, 7], R) x R? — C satisfy for all g € C([-m, 7|4, R), 2 = (x1,...,24) € RY
that

How) = [ Gl gy (29)

Observe that [95, Chapter 6] demonstrates that there exist F € C1([—n, 7|4, R), € € R which
satisfy that
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(i) it holds for all x € (—1,1)¢ that F(x) = u(z),
(ii) it holds for all i € {1,2,...,d}, z = (z1,...,2q) € [-m,7]? with z; = —7 that F(z) =
F(zy,xo,...,xi—1,2; + 27, Tit1,...,2q), and
(i) it holds that sup,e[_r e [F(2)| < €supye(_y 1)a [u(z)].
In the following for every £ € N3, k = (ky,...,kq) € Z% let J,(k) € C satisfy
~ 1 .
Je(k) = (2n)d /[ y Jo(Foy1,y2, - . ya) exp(—i 00 kiyi) dyadys . .. dya (30)
and for every ¢ € N3 let vy € [0, 00| satisfy
v = > Te(k) ||kt + ko 4 ... + Kq|%. (31)
k=(k1,....kq) €L

Note that (3.8) in [79], (24), (25), and (29) establish that there exists p € R which satisfies for
all £ € ({d} x N x {1}), g € CY ([, n]%,R) that

wp!&@ﬁ—v@ﬂémel[mm vamm] (32)

te[—m,m]d xE€[—m,m]d

Observe that [79, Lemma 1] and (31) ensure that there exist 6, = (6}, .. .,02(5)) e RO, ¢ e
({d} x N x {1}), and ¢ € R which satisfy for all £ = (£, ¢1,l2) € ({d} x N x {1}) that

' 2
sup |0y < max{l, sn W} (33)
ie{1,2,...0(0)} 41
and sup | Jo(u, z) — No%(2)| < ovp max{/In(¢y), \/g}(ﬁl)*%*é. (34)

ze(—1,1)d
(cf. Definition 1.1). Note that (24), (32), (34), and item (i) imply that for all £ = (¢o, ¢1,¢2) €
({d} x N x {1}) it holds that

sup  |u(z) — Ny (2))|
ze(—1,1)4

<p(N)™b sup  [[(Vu)(@)]| + ovemax{y/In(¢y), Vd}(t) 2 (35)

ze(—1,1)d

<o) TET sup [[(T)@)] + gvemax{y/In(E), VaH(E)H 1.

ze(—1,1)¢

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 £ € ({d} x N x {1}) it holds that

vp < 2d(4mey) ey [sup,e) e max{|F(z)], |(VF)(z)[}]2713%2 S (i 4 142 E. (36)

The fact that F € C'([—m, n]%, R) hence proves that there exists ¢ € R such that for all
¢ € ({d} x N x {1}) it holds that

vp < e (i + 1420 1FE, (37)

Furthermore, note that (24) demonstrates that for all £ € ({d} x N x {1}) it holds that

L < 1+4d 144 Le+1
) ) 2 2773 —1
2 :(Z+ 1)d(2z)1+% S (£Z+ 1)d§ :(21)14-% — (24 + 1)d _ 2 ( ) .
1=0 =0 (38)
\/5 d \/5 d
< (log,(Ny) + 2)¢ 2l+5) e < log,(Ny) + 2)%(2N,) 2.
< (logg(N) +2)' 2= (217 8) < 2 (logy (Vo) +2)(200)
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This, (24), and (37) establish that there exist ¢i,c2 € R such that for all £ = (l, {1, 02) €
({d} x N x {1}) it holds that

d
vy < c1(logy(Ny) + 2)4(2N,) 12

d—+2 d 1+d (d+2)%

< 2d(d+4)

= Cl<d(d+ 4) logz(fl) + 2) 27732 (fl) (39)
2

< 02(£1)d(42+4> (51)% - 02(£1)%+W.

Combining (33), (35), and the assumption that v € C?([—1,1]¢,R) therefore ensures that there
exist ¢1, ¢, c3 € R such that for all £ = (¢y, ¢1,¢2) € ({d} x N x {1}) it holds that

d
sup  [u(w) = N} " (a)| S (0) TET sup (V)@ + en/In(Er) (0) 7
ze(—1,1)4 21 1)d o

d
< eo(0) AT 4 o/ In(01)(61)" T < c3(1)” TS

and sup |0} < max{l,c;),(fl) 2 +d<d2+4)} < max{l,cs3}. (41)
i€{1,2,...,0(0)}

Hence, we obtain that there exist ¢1, c2 € (0, 00) such that for all £ = ({y, {1, l2) € ({d} xNx{1})
there exists 0 € (—ca, c2)*® such that

—1
sup |u(x) — N;’e(x)\ < c1(ly)avs. (42)
ze(—1,1)d
This implies (23). The proof of Lemma 3.1 is thus complete. O

Lemma 3.2. Let d € N, a € R, b € (a,00), u € C?([a,b]?,R). Then there exists ¢ € (0, 00)
such that for all £ = (Lo, €1, 02) € ({d} x N x {1}) there ezists 0 € (—c,c)®®) such that

sup Ju(z) — Ni¥(2)| < e(fy) @55 (43)
z€(a,b)d

(cf. Definition 1.1).
Proof of Lemma 3.2. Throughout this proof let v: [—1,1]¢ — R satisfy for all z € [~1,1]? that

v(x) :u(b_Tax—i—(“TM,“T‘H’,...,“T‘H’)). (44)

Observe that Lemma 3.1 shows that there exist ¢ € (0,00) and 6y = (6}, ... ,GZ(Z)) € (—c,c)®®,
¢ € N3, which satisfy for all £ = (£, ¢1,¢2) € ({d} x N x {1}) that

sup  [o(x) — NP ()] < e(by) @5 (45)
ze(=1,1)4

(cf. Definition 1.1). Tn the following for every £ = (o, 1, £5) € N3 let 9y = (9},...,99")) € R
satisfy that

(i) it holds for all i € {1,2,..., 016y} that 9, = 263,
ii) it holds for all i € {f16y + 11,0140 +2,...,014y + {1} that ¥} = 0, — %2 an
ii) it holds for all i € {€16g + 1,10 +2,..., 014y + 1} that ¥) = 05 — %L and

(iii) it holds for all ¢ € {6160 + 0+ 1,06+ +2,... ,D(f)} that 19% = 92
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Note that item (i), item (ii), and item (iii) prove that for all £ € ({d} x N x {1}) it holds that
Ny (z) = Ny (b5 + (agb, af . athy), (46)
Combining this, (44), and (45) demonstrates for all £ € ({d} x N x {1}) that

_ 090 (b =1
o (gt (455t )~ (e (4 55 )] < )7 @)
x -

Hence, we obtain for all £ € ({d} x N x {1}) that

sup u(w) — NP ()] < e(ly) 5. (48)
z€(a,b)d

In the next step we combine (45), item (i), item (ii), and item (iii) to obtain for all ¢ €
({d} x Nx {1}),ie€{1,2,...,0(¢)} that

[0 < c(1+1552)) + 4521, (49)

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

3.2. Error estimates for deep ANN approximations for C?-functions

Lemma 3.3. Let d € N, let O C R¢ be open, and let K C O be compact. Then there exists
¢ € C®(R% R) such that

(1) it holds for all x € K that ¢(x) =1 and
(ii) it holds for all x € RN\O that ¢(z) = 0.

Proof of Lemma 3.3. Throughout this proof assume without loss of generality that K # &
(otherwise we can choose ¢ = (R 5 2 — 0 € R)), for every r € R, 2 € R? let B, () C R?
satisfy B,(z) = {y € R%: ||z —y|| < r}, let R € (0, 00) satisfy K C Bg(0), let O C R? satisfy
O = 0N Bg(0), let r € R satisfy

r= %[mszK infy c(ra\0) |z — yHL (50)

for every x € R? let f,: RY — R satisfy for all y € R? that

Faly) = exp([le —yll* =171 llz—yll <, (51)
' 0 Nz -yl >,
let N e NN (r~'2d"/2,00), let I C R? satisfy
I={veR®: Nvezi}, (52)

and let ¢: R? — R satisfy for all z € R? that

0(2) = (Coer supp(foiro Fo(@) (Coer fol@) ™ (53)

Observe that (51), the fact that ([0, 00) 3 = — exp(m)ﬂ[o,ﬂ)(:ﬂ) € R) € C*([0,0), R),
0,r

and the fact that for all v € RY it holds that (R? > w + |lv — w||*> € R) € C>®°(R%,R) ensure
that for all v € R it holds that
fo € C®(R,R). (54)
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Next, note that (51) and (52) imply for all s € (0,00), = € B,(0) that

d fu@) = D> ful) (55)

vel ’UEIQBT+S(O)
and > folz) = > fo(). (56)
veEl, supp(fu)NK#2 vEINBr45(0), supp(fo)NK#2
In addition, observe that (52) shows for all s € (0,00) that
#{INB(0)} < oco. (57)
Combining this and (55) proves for all s € (0,00) that
(Bs(0) > @+ >, cf fulz) € R) € C=(B,(0),R) (58)
and (Bs(0) 2 z > vel, supp(fo)K 2 Jv(T) € R) € C>=(B,(0),R). (59)
Hence, we obtain that
Rz Y, fo(z) €R) € C®(RLR) (60)
and (R?> 2 D vel, supp(fo)nK o Jo(T) € R) € C>(R%,R). (61)

Moreover, note that the fact that N > QT\/Q demonstrates that for all z = (z1,...,24) € R?
there exists y = (y1,%2, ...,%q) € R? such that for all i € {1,2,...,d} it holds that

=

This and (52) establish for all 2 € R that there exists y € I such that ||z —y|| < r. Combining
this and (51) ensures for all x € R? it holds that

|z; — il < and Ny; € Z. (62)

> folz) > 0. (63)
vel
This, (53), (60), and (61) imply that
¢ € C°(R,R). (64)
Furthermore, observe that (51) shows that for all v € R? it holds that
Supp(fv) = Br(v)' (65)
Hence, we obtain for all z € K, v € I N B, (x) that
supp(fy) N K # 2. (66)

Combining this, (53), and the fact that for all z € R? it holds that Y, ., fo(z) = Zuelmm fo(2)
proves that for all z € K it holds that

-1
5&) = (Soermirs 1) (Coernpr @) " = 1. 67
Next we combine (50) and (65) to obtain for all z € RI\Q, v € B,(x) it holds that
supp(fy) N K = By(v)N K C By, (z) N K = @. (68)

The fact that for all z € R? it holds that D ovel, supp(fo)nK£o Jo(@) =22
hence demonstrates for all 2 € R4\ O that

veEINB(x), supp(fo)NK#S fo (gj)

-1
gzb(x) = (ZUEIHBT(w),supp(fv)ﬂK;é@ f”(x)) (ZUEI fv(l')) =0. (69)
This, (64), and (67) establish items (i) and item (ii). The proof of Lemma 3.3 is thus complete.
g
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Lemma 3.4. Let d € N, let D C R? be bounded, and let L € N\{1}, ¢ = ({o,¢1,...,01)
€ ({d} xNE=1x {1}), 1 € ({d} xNx {1}), 9 € R*D. Then there exists § € [—||0] — 1, |||+ 1]°®
which satisfies for all x € D that

N (@) = Ny (@), (70)
Proof of Lemma 3.4. Throughout this proof let £ = (&1,...,&q)) € RM satisfy &€ = 9. Note
that, for instance, [67, Lemma 4.4.7] (applied with 2 N L, £ ~ L, I ~ 1, [\~ £ in the notation
of [67, Lemma 4.4.7]) ensures that there exists § = (01,...,0,)) € R which satisfies that

(i) it holds for all x € R? that Nf’e(:n) — N3*(z) and
(i) it holds that max{|61], (62, ..., |0y |} < max{l, max{[&],|Eal,. .., |[&ml}}

(cf. Definition 1.1). Observe that item (i), item (ii), and the fact that max{1, max{|&1], |&2], ...,
IS} <[]l + 1 imply (70). The proof of Lemma 3.4 is thus complete. O

Lemma 3.5. Let d € N, a € R, b € (a,00), u € C?([a,b]?,R). Then there exists ¢ € (0, 00)
such that for all L € N\{1}, £ = (0o, ¢1,...,01) € ({d} x NL-=1 x {1}) there exists 0 € (—c,c)*®)
such that

/( y lu(z) — Nf’e(xﬂz dz < ¢[min{/ly, (s, . .. ,EL,l}]ﬁ% (71)
a,b

(cf. Definition 1.1).
Proof of Lemma 3.5. Throughout this proof let 1 € N3, ¢ € R gatisfy 1 = (1,2,1) and
¥ =(1,-1,0,0,1,—1,0). Note that, for example, [67, Lemma 2.2.7] shows that for all z € R it
holds that

N (z) = . (72)
(cf. Definition 1.1). Observe that Lemma 3.1 proves that there exist ¢ € (0,00) and 7: ({d} %
(U NE) x {1}) = (—c,¢)®®) which satisfy for all £ = (£g, £1,02) € ({d} x N x {1}) that

/< 10 =A@ do < el . (73)

Note that (1) and the fact that u is bounded demonstrate that there exists C' € R such that for
all L € N\{1}, £ = (o, 01,...,01) € ({d} x (NF=1 x {1}) with min{¢;,¢2,...,¢r_1} = 1 it holds
that

/( y u(z) — N7 (@)]? dz = /( . u(z)2dz < C = Clmin{ly, bo, ..., o1 }]T5.  (74)
a,b a,b

In the next step we observe that Lemma 3.4 and (72) establish that for all £ = (£,¢1,¢2) €
({d} x Nx {1}), L € N\{1}, £ = (fo, ¢1,...,¢1) € ({d} x (NN [max{2,#1},00))F"! x {1}) there
exists 0 € [—||9] — 1, |9 + 1]°© such that for all z € R? it holds that

N (@) = Ny " a). (75)

Hence, we obtain that for all £ = (£o,¢1,¢2) € ({d} x (NN [2,00)) x {1}), L € N\{1}, £ =
(€o,41,...,01) € ({d} x (NN [£1,00))E71 x {1}) there exists 6 € (— max{||9|| + 1, ¢}, max{||9|| +
1,¢})*® such that for all € R? it holds that

NE (@) = Ny 1 (). (76)

Combining this and (73) ensures that for all L € N\{1}, £ = (g, 41,...41) € ({d} x NE71 x {1})
with min{f1,fo,...,¢r_1} > 2 there exists § € (— max{||9]| + 1, c}, max{||9| + 1,¢})*® such
that

/ lu(z) - N (2)2 de < clmin{lr, bs, ..., €11 }]755. (77)
(a,0)*
This and (74) imply (71). The proof of Lemma 3.5 is thus complete. O
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Corollary 3.6. Letd € N, let D C R? be measurable and bounded, and® let w € C?(D,R). Then
there exists ¢ € (0,00) such that for all L € N\{1}, ¢ = (o, l1,...,01) € ({d} x NL=1 x {1})
there exists 0 € (—c,c)®®@ such that

/ u(z) — N0 (2)[2 da < c[min{ty, by, ..., 01} 75 (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,00) which satisfy B
D C (a,b)". (79)

Observe that the assumption that v € C?(D,R) proves that there exists an open set V C R?
and 4 € C?(V,R) which satisfy for all z € D that

DCV and u(z) = u(z). (80)

Note that (80), Lemma 3.3, and the assumption that D is bounded demonstrate that there
exists ¢ € C°(R%,R) which satisfies for all z € D, y € R4\V that

p(x) =1 and o»(y) = 0. (81)
In the following let v: R? — R satisfy for all 2 € R? that
o(x)u(x) zeV
v(z) = 82
(@) {0 cx € RAV. (82)

Observe that (80), (81), and (82) establish that for all z € D it holds that

v(z) = ¢(z)u(z) = p(x)u(z) = u(z). (83)

Next, note that (81), (82), and the fact that a € C?(V,R) ensure that v € C*(R% R). Combining
this, (79), (83), and Lemma 3.5 implies that there exists ¢ € (0, 00) such that for all L € N\{1},
0= (o, ly,...,00) € ({d} x NE=1 x {1}) there exists 6 € (—c,¢)*® such that

| @) =N @R [ o) < N @) s
(ab)e (84)

< clmin{f1, by, ..., 05 _1}] 755

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

Corollary 3.7. Let d € N, let D C R? be measurable and bounded, and let v € C?(D,R).
Then there exists ¢ € (0,00) such that for all R € (0,00], L € N\{1}, ¢ = (o, 41,...,01)
e ({d} x NE=1 x {1}) there exists 0 € (—min{c, R}, min{c, R})*®) such that

/ () — NE(@)P dz < el oo oy (R) + clmin{ty, b, ..., 011} 75 (85)
(cf. Definition 1.1).

3Note that for every d,n € N and every closed D C R? it holds that C"(D,R) = {f € C(D,R): (3g €
C"(R%,R): glp = /)}-

16



Proof of Corollary 3.7. Observe that Corollary 3.6 proves that there exists ¢ € (0, 00) such that
for all L € N\{1}, £ = (Lo, 41,...,0) € ({d} x NE=1 x {1}) there exists 8 € (—c, ¢)*® such that

/|u _NP(@)2de < clmin{fy, o, . ., (11 }]T5 (86)

(cf. Definition 1.1). Note that (86) demonstrates that for all R € [c,00], L € N\{1}, ¢ =
(o, 01,...,01) € ({d} x NE=1 x {1}) there exists § € (—min{c, R}, min{c, R})*® such that

/|u — N(@)[2dz < clmin{ly, b, ... 0y _1}]75. (87)

In addition, observe that (1), the fact that u is bounded, and the assumption that f is non-
decreasing establish that there exists € € (0,00) such that for all R € (0,¢), L € N\{1},
0= (o, ly,...,00) € ({d} x NL=1 x {1}) there exists § € (— min{c, R}, min{c, R})*® such that

/|u — N )|2d:c—/ u(z)]? da < € = €Ly (R). (88)

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

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, ® € C'((0,1)%,R). Then
o ) l/max{Q,dQ}
sup | ®(x)] < 8x/5[/ (|9 ()5 4 ||(Ve) () "2 da - (89)
(0,1)¢

z€(0,1)4

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

Lemma 4.1 is thus complete. O

Corollary 4.2. Letd € N, a € R, b € (a,0), p € [max{2,d?},o0), ® € C'((a,b)?,R). Then
p

sup [®(x)] < 16v/emax{(b—a)""*,b - a} [/ (le(@)P + [[(Ve)(2)|F) dz| . (90)

(a,b)?

z€(a,b)d

Proof of Corollary 4.2. Throughout this proof let e € R? satisfy e = (1,1,...,1) and let
T (0,1)? — R satisfy for all = (21,...,24) € (0,1)? that

U(z) = O(ae + (b—a)z). (91)
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Observe that (91) and the assumption that ® € C'((a,b)?, R) show that ¥ € C'((0,1)% R).
Lemma 4.1, the assumption that p > max{2,d*}, and Holder inequality therefore prove that
2 o 1/max{2,d2}
sup [¥(z)] < 8\/5[ / (|0 ()P BET 4 |[(V ) () |2 dx}
(0,1)4

z€(0,1)¢ (92)

< 8\/E|:/(0 l)d(\:[/(x)’max{ldz} + H(V\I/)(.’L‘)Hmax{z’dz})p/ {2.d }dl‘:| )

This, the fact that for all z,y € R, p € [1,00) it holds that || + y||? < 2P||z|]P + 27||y||?, and
the fact that max{2,d?} > 1 demonstrate that

1/p
sup [0(a)| < 162 f, (E@P = IT0EP) | (93)

x€(0,1)d
Moreover, note that (91) establishes that for all 2 € (0,1)? it holds that
(V¥)(x) = (b—a)(VP)(ae + (b—a)x) (94)

Combining this and (91) ensures that

/(0 l)d(\\ll(x)yp + (V) (2)||P) dz

< max{1, (b — a)?’} [/(0 1)d(]\I/(ae +(b—a)z)P+|(VT)(ae + (b— a):c)Hp) dx

_ maXJ(L; _(ba)_da)p} [/ )d(]\P(ae + (b—a)x)l?

(V) ae + (b — a)e) ?) <ae+<b—a>x>]

max{1, (b —a)P}
- LS [ e + (v de| (95)
— max{(b - a>-d, (b ay) [ /( (PG4 TR @IP) i)
This, (91), and (93) imply (90). The proof of Corollary 4.2 is thus complete. O

4.2. Feynman-Kac representations for solutions of heat PDEs

Lemma 4.3. Let T € (0,00), d € N, let u € C([0,T] x R% R) be at most polynomially growing,
assume ul (o r)xrd € C12((0,T) x R R), assume for all t € (0,T), x € R? that

Su(t,z) + $Au(t,x) =0, (96)

let (2, F,P) be a probability space, let W: [0,T] x Q — R? be a standard Brownian motion, let
T: Q — [0,7] and X: Q — R? be random variables, let q € [0, 00) satisfy E[||X||?4]+sup,epa ((1+
|2)) " u(T, z)|) < oo, and assume that (T,X) and W are independent. Then it holds P-a.s. that

E[uw(T,X + Wr_r)|(T, X)] = u(T, X). (97)

Proof of Lemma 4.3. Throughout this proof let g: R? — R satisfy for all z € R? that g(z) =
u(T,x), let v: [0,T] x R — R satisfy for all ¢ € [0,T], € R 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), z € R? it holds that
%v(t,x) — 2Au(t, ) =0 and v(0,z) = g(x), (99)
Combining this and [57, Corollary 4.17] proves for all ¢ € [0,T], x € R? that
v(t,z) = Elg(z + Wy)]. (100)
This and (98) demonstrate for all ¢ € [0,T], 2 € R? that
u(t,z) = E[g(z + Wr—)]. (101)

In the following let D = [0,T] x R%, E = C([0, T],R%), let ®: D x E — [—00, 0] satisfy for all
(t,z) € [0,T] x RY, W € C([0,T] x RY) that

O(t,x, W) = g(x, Wp_y), (102)
and let ¢: D — [—00, 00| satisfy for all (¢,2) € D that
o(t, z) = E[®(t, 2, W)]. (103)

Furthermore, note that (102), the assumption that E[||X]|9] < oo, the assumption that sup,cgpa((1+
lz])~%|g(x)|) < oo, and the fact that P(|T| < T') = 1 the assumption that W is a standard
Brownian motion establish that there exists ¢ € R such that

E[[@(T, X, W)[] = E[lg(X, Wr_1)|] < ¢(1 + E[X|[] + E[supejo 1 [We[[1]) <oo.  (104)

Next we combine (102), the assumption that sup,cga((1+ ||z]])9|g(z)|) < oo, and the assump-
tion that W is a standard Brownian motion to obtain that for all (¢,2) € D there exists ¢ € R
such that

E[[(t, 2, W) = Ellg(z, Wr—)]| < e(1 + E[supreio.r) [Wil17]) < oc. (105)

Combining this, (102), (103), (104), the assumption that (T, X) and W are independent, and [29,
Proposition 3.15] (applied* with Q ~ Q, F A F, P AP, D ~n D, E ~ E, G~ o((T,X)),
XA (T,X),Y AW, ® P, ¢ ¢ in the notation of [29, Proposition 3.15]) ensures that it
holds P-a.s. that

E[g(X+ Wr_r)|(T,X)] = E[®(X, T, W)|(T, X)] = ¢(T,X). (106)

This and (101) imply that it holds P-a.s. that
Elg(X+ Wr_1)[(T,X)] = u(T, X). (107)
This shows (97). The proof of Lemma 4.3 is thus complete. O]

4.3. Error estimates for the Monte Carlo method
Lemma 4.4. Letp € [2,00), d,n € N, let (Q, F,P) be a probability space, and let X;: Q — R?,
i€ {1,2,...,n}, be i.i.d. random variables with E[|| X1]|] < co. Then

(B[EX] - 2(Z, X0) Hp])l/p = 2[]0%1] P Elx - EXIPD. (0

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

“Note that for every set ©, every measurable space (S,S), and every function X: Q — S it holds that
X)) ={A C Q: (3B c S: A= X"'B))} (the smallest sigma-algebra on Q 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,k € (0,00), d € N, let u € C([0,T] x R R) be at most polynomially
growing, assume ul g r)xrd € CY2((0,T) x R R), assume for allt € (0,T), x € R? that

%u(t, x) + %QAxu(t, x) =0, (109)

let (Q,F,P) be a probability space, let Tp,: Q@ — [0,T], n € N, be i.i.d. random variables,
let X,: Q@ — R, n €N, be i.i.d. random variables, let W™: [0,T] x Q@ — R?, n € N, be i.i.d.
standard Brownian motions, let q € [1,00) satisfy E[||X1]/29]+sup,epa((1+|z]) ~9|u(T, z)|) < oo,
assume that (Tp)nen, (Xn)nen, and (W™),en are independent, for every M = (My, Ms) € N2,
LeN\{1}, £ € ({d+ 1} x NE7Lx {1}) let Fprp: RO — R satisfy for all € R*®) that

2
Fare(®) = 5 Somty IND (T Xim) = [ o2 w(T, X + W] (110)

n=

and for every L € N\{1}, £ € ({d + 1} x NE=1 x {1}) let Fy: R — [0,00] satisfy for all
0 € R°®) that
Fo(0) = E[INDY(T1, X1) — w(Ty, X)) (111)

Then there exists ¢ € R such that for every Ry, Ry € (1,00), M = (M, Ms) € N?, L € N\{1},
0= (o, ly,...,00) € ({d+1} x NE=1 x {1}) and every random variable 9: Q — [— Ry, Ro]*©) it
holds that

E[F(9)] < [infpc(_g, gy Fe(0)] +E[Fare(9) —infoc g, ryyow Fare(6)] (112)
+ " (2(6)" [max{Ry, Ro} max{f1, by, ..., €_1}] " (E[(1 + 3, ) 220@7]) OO (ay) =1
(cf. Definition 1.1).

Proof of Proposition 4.5. Throughout this proof let U: [0, T] x R — R satisfy for all ¢t € [0, T7,
r € R? that U(t,z) = u(t,kz), let G: R — R satisfy for all # € R? that G(x) = u(T, kz), for
every n € N let X,,: Q — R? satisfy X,, = k71X, for every L € N, £ = (lo,¢1,...,01) € N+
0 e R, A€ C(R,R) let Ny = (NJGA . NUOA) R — R v e {1,2,..., L}, satisfy for

v,1 >

allv e {0,1,...,L -1}, 2 = (x1,...,24) €R? i€ {1,2,...,4,11} that
2,0,A
N’U—i—l,i(x) = Ozv-‘—lgv“ri—"zz:l Zh(£lb—1+1) (113)
' £,0,A
+ Zj:l H(i_l)fv+j+21}i:1 Ly (Lp—1+1) (‘TJ]]‘{O} (U) + A(Nmax{'u,l},j (ZE))ILN('U)),
let G C F satisty
G =o0((T1,Xy)), (114)

let o, € C1(R,R), n € Ny, satisfy that
(i) it holds for all 2 € R that lim sup,, ., [|#n(z) — max{z,0}| + () (x) — L(9,00)()|] = 0,
(ii) it holds for all € R that ofy(x) = max{x,0}, and
(iii) it holds that sup,cysup,er |(n) (z)| < oo

(cf. [66, Lemma 2.4]), for every n € No, L € N\{1}, M € N, £ = ({p,¢1,...,4) € {d+ 1} x
NETL o {1}) let ST, R — R satisfy for all § € R*) that

m0(0) = E[[NY (Ty, kX0) — [ M (X + W) ], (115)

and for every n € No, L € N\{1}, M = (M, My) € N2, £ = (Lo, ¢1,...,01) € ({d+1} x NE71 x
{1}) let Sp: R — R satisfy for all § € R?®) that

n £,0,9p m n\1 |2
Rre(0) = 1 S [N (T, kX ) — [ 002 G(Xoy + W] (116)
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Note that Lemma 2.2, the fact that sup,cra((1 + ||z]|)79|G(x)|) < oo, the assumption that
E[||X1]|?7] < oo, and the assumption that W is a standard Brownian motion demonstrate that
for every M € N, L € N\{1}, £ = (€g,01,...,¢1) € ({d+ 1} x NL=1 x {1}) and every bounded
set D C R*® there exists ¢ € R such that for all § € D it holds that

E[NFO(T1, £X1) 2] < e(1+E[|T1 %] + E[| X1[*]) < oo (117)
and
2
E[\ﬁ SN GXy+ W) ] < (1 +E[|X1]1%] + E[supyepor |Well?]) < co. (118)

(cf. Definition 1.1). Combining this and (115) establishes that for all M € N, L € N\{1},
0= (o, ly,...,00) € ({d+1} x NL71 x {1}), # € R%® it holds that

S41.(0) = B[ [NT/(T1,1X4) — E[ 4 0, G(Xa + W1, )[6]
+ B[ ML G+ WP, )IG] — [ S, GOG + W )] ]
= E[N;7(T1, #X0) = B[ Sy G(Xa + Wity )IG] 7]
+E[|E[ Tnios G + Wik, )IG] — [ Sony G(Xa + Witp ]|

In the next step we combine (109), the assumption that for all t € [0,T], = € R? it holds that
U(t,z) = u(t,kx), and the assumption that for all x € R? it holds that G(z) = u(T,kx) to
obtain that for all ¢t € (0,7), z € R? it holds that

(119)

2U(t,x) + 3A,U(t,x) = 0. (120)

This, (114), the fact that (T,)nen, (Xpn)nen, and (W™),en are independent, the fact that
E[||X1]]9] < oo, and Lemma 4.3 ensure that for all M € N it holds P-a.s. that

1
E (7 Yoms G(Xa + Wiy, )[G] = 52 30 BIG(Xy + Wiy, )|(T1, X1)]

= LM U(Ty, Xy) = U(Ty, Xy).

Combining this and (119) implies for all M € N, L € N\{1}, £ = (¢p,¢1,...,¢1) € ({d+ 1} x
N1 % {1}), 8 € R*® that

(121)

S%7.0(0) = E[IN7? (1, 8X1) — U(T1, X1)|?]

22
+EJU(, X)) - [ YA 60+ Wi, ] "

Next, observe that (111), the fact that X; = xX;, and the assumption that for all ¢ € [0, 77,
x € R it holds that U(t,z) = u(t, kx) show that for all L € N\{1}, £ € ({d+ 1} x NF--1 x {1}),
6 € R°® it holds that

Fy(0) = E[JN7'(T1, 6X1) — U(T1, X1)[?]. (123)
This and (122) prove that for all M € N, R € (0,00], L € N\{1}, ¢ = (lo,l1,...,4L) €
({d + 1} x NE=1 x {1}) it holds that

infee(_RJ%)a(Z) S(])VM(H) = infee(_RyR)a(a FZ(G)

+E [‘U(Tlv X1) = [ﬁ Z%:l G(Xy + W'}n—Tl)] ‘2] : .

Hence, we obtain for all M € N, R € (0,00], L € N\{1}, £ = (¢o,l1,...,€r) € ({d+1} x NI=1 x
{1}) that

_ [l NM m 2

E[‘U(Tl»xl) (37 2ome1 G(Xa + WT—’]]‘l)] | } (125)

= inf@é(—R,R)a(a S%/M(Q) — infee(_RR)a(z) F[(a)
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Combining this and (122) demonstrates for all M € N, R € (0,00], L € N\{1}, ¢ = (o, ¢1,. ..,
(1) € ({d+ 1} x NE=1 x {1}), ¥ € R*® that
S%.0(0) = E[IN}(T1, kX1) — U(T1, X1)|?]

: : (126)
+ [lnfee(_Rﬂ)a(e) S%Le(e)] - [lnfOE(—R,R)D(D F[(a)] .

This establishes for all M € N, R € (0,00], L € N\{1}, £ = (o, l1,...,01) € ({d+1} x NI=1 x
{1}), ¥ € R*® that
E[IN"(T1,5X1) = U(T1, X1)!] < S31,(9) — infoe g gy Sr.0(6)

: (127)
+infpc g gy Fe(6).

Combining this and (111) ensures for all M € N2, R € (0,00], L € N\{1}, £ = (¢o,41,...,01)
€ ({d+1} x NE-1 x {1}), 9 € R*® that

Fo(9) < [infoe (g mpw Fe(0)] + (S3;,(0) — infoc g gy Sir(0))- (128)

The fact that for all M = (M, My) € N?, L € N\{1}, £ = ({o, l1,...,01) € ({d+1}xNE-1x{1})
it holds that S?\@,E and [Fp7, are continuous hence implies that for all M € N2 Ry € (1,00],
Ry € (1,00), L e N\{1}, £ = (£y,¢1,...,01) € {d+1} x NL=1 x {1}), ¥ € [~ Ro, Ro]?® it holds
that

Fg(ﬁ) < [inf()e(le,Rl)D(l) Fg(@)] + (FM,Z(ﬁ) — iane(le,Rl)C‘(l) FM74(9))

" ! (129)
+ [SUPpe(_ Ry Rp)e® S04,.0(0) = Fare(O)]] + [subge g, pyye 1Sy, 0(0) — Fare(0)]].

In addition, note that (110), (117), (118), the assumption that sup,cga((1+|z|) " u(T, x)|) < oo,
the assumption that W is a standard Brownian motion, and the assumption that P(T <T) =1
show that for all R € (0,00], M € N2, L € N\{1}, £ = (o, l1,...,01) € ({d+1} x NE-1 x {1})
there exists ¢ € (0, 00) such that
E[infee(_R7R)O(l) ]FMJ(Q)]

, , (130)
< E[F1r,(0)] < (1 +B[[X0 7] + B [supepozy |Wil*]) < oc.

This and (129) prove that for every M € N2, Ry € (1,0], Ry € (1,00), L € N\{1}, ¢ =
(o, l1,...,41) € ({d+ 1} x NL=1 x {1}) and every random variable ¥: Q — [—Ry, Ro?® it
holds that

E[F¢(9)] < E[infge_p, g,y Fo(0)] +E[Fare(9) — infoc g, giyow Fare(8)]

0 0 (131)
+E[SUDge(_ gy yyo@) [S54,,(0) — Fare(0)[] + E[supge( g, 7))o [S,,0(0) — Fare(0)]]-

Moreover, observe that (115), (116), and Corollary 4.2 demonstrate that there exists € € R
which satisfies for all n € N, M = (M1, M) € N2, L € N\{1}, £ € ({d + 1} x Nt=1 x {1}),
9 e R, pe (0(0)?,00), R € [12,00] that

E[Supee(—R,R)w ’SnMg,é(e) - STJ\L/M(QHP]

= E[Supee(—R,R)au) \S%,Z(G) - E[S%x(é)]m (132)

< REPE[ g (S31,(0) ~ IS5 (0)]F + [(V3,)(60) — EL(YS3, )O)]17) ]

= |REP [_p o (B[1S}10(0) — E[Sh, (0)]7] + E[[[(VS};)(0) — EI(VS; ) (0)]]F]) d6.
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Note that (132) establishes that for all n € N, M = (My, Ms) € N2, L e N\{1}, £ € ({d + 1} x
N1 x {1}), p € (0(£))?,00), R € [1/2,00] it holds that
E [suPge (g, ry [Shs, 0(0) = Sty o(0)[7]
< [REP RO supye_p o E[|S3(6) — B[S}, ()] (133)
+[REP(2R)*Y supge _ g ppo E[[|(VS,)(0) — EL(VSE, ) (0)]]|].
Furthermore, observe that Lemma 4.4, (116), the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, the fact that for
all z,y € R%, p € [1,00) it holds that ||z +y||P < 2P~ z||P+2P~!||y|[?, and the fact that for every
p € [2,00) and every random variable X : Q — R? it holds that E[[|X — E[X]|P] < 2PE[||X|?]
ensure that for all n € Ng, M = (M, M) € N2, L € N\{1}, £ € ({d + 1} x NL=1 x {1}),
¥ € R, p e [2,00) it holds that
B[S} () — E[Shr e ()]"]

<[t ]\}11],,/ B (NG (T, 1) — [ M2, GOy + W )])
—E[(N"(T1, 6X1) — [ Somk) G(Xy + Wi —inls (134)

— 177/2
< 2% [P | TR INGT N (T, X0) — [ Sty G+ Wi, )] 7]

_1[p— 177 09,5l 2
<2v 1{71} (B[INT" ™ (T1, 6X0) 7] + E[| 5 X2y GXa + Witp)[7]).
In the next step we note that (116) implies that for all n € N, L € N\{1}, £ = (¢, ¢1,...,¢1) €
({d+ 1} x NE=1 x {1}), N = (N1, Ny) € N2, 6 € R*® it holds that
(VSR,0(0) = 57 (S 2(NL " (T, 5Xom) = [ o021 G (X + WDE)])

135
V(NG (T, X)) (135)

Combining this, Lemma 4.4, the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality inequality, the fact that for all
z,y € RY p € [1,00) it holds that ||z + y||P < 2P~!||z||P 4 2P~1||y||P, and the fact that for every
p € [2,00) and every random variable X : @ — R? it holds that E[|| X — E[X]|P] < 2PE[||X|?]
shows that for alln € N, M = (My, My) € N2, L e N\{1}, £ € ({d+ 1} x NE-1x {1}), 9 € R¥®),
p € [2,00) it holds that

E[I(VShr,)(9) = E[(VSi,) ()]
=7 mﬂp/QE[H2(NW”<T1,mxn (3 X2y GO+ Wit,)]) [V (N (T4, 5X0))])
—E[2(NG"(Ty, 6X1) — [ S22 G(Xy + WE_p)]) [Va (N7 (T4, 5X0))] ||P]

— 177/
< 2 (2o | B[ (NG (0, wX0) = [3f; £ G + W3, )]) [Va (NG (T wX))] ]
— 17#/
< 2 2| P RINGS 1, 1)~ [ S GO+ W, )] 7]

01 [ L) ey, )| (10

— 177/
< 2 (L] R I T )]+ 2% (2] R | S 6K + W, )]

+ 0 L) R[N (7, kX)) 7).

Next we combine the fact that sup,cga(1+||z||)79|G(z)| < oo, the assumption that W™, 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, g, c3 € R such that for all M € N, p € [2,00) it holds that

M n 2
EH% Y1 G(X1 + WTle)} p]
LM BG(Xy + Wi_p )] = E[|G(Xy + Wi_p )]
1|27 + |1 [PPAE[| X [|29) + |e1[2P9E [supepo rp W29 (137)

2 2p
a2+ |eaPPE]IXa 7]+ Jeal* (5P ) T ([2pg))

< [2¢3P (B[ X4 [*7] + (2pg)*?) < |es[*P(pa)P"E[(1 + | Xa[|)?1].

IN N

IN

Next, observe that Corollary 2.4 and item (iii) prove that there exist ¢1,c2 € (0,00) such
that for all R € (1,00, n € N, M = (My,Ms) € N2, L € N\{1}, ¢ = (lo,l1,...,01) €
({d+1} x NETUx {1}), 9 = (91,...,Up) € [-R, R, p € [2,00) it holds that

E[[| Vo (NG (T1, 6X1)) || ]

2pL
< E|max{1, ||(Ty, xX1)|**} max{l, max ]ﬁj\sz} {301 max{{y, {1, . .. ,&1}} ]
je{1,2,...,0(¢)}

< (c2)PPR*P [max{lo, 01, ..., L1 }*PPE[(1 + | X1 )]
= (c2)" [Rmax{lo, 1, ..., (o1 }*PPE[(1 + [IX4]))?]. (138)
In addition, note that Lemma 2.2 and item (iii) demonstrate that there exist ¢1,co € (0,00)

such that for all R € (1,00], n € N, M = (M, Ms) € N2, L € N\{1}, ¢ = (fo,¢1,...,0L) €
({d+1} x NETUx {1}), 9 = (91,...,U5) € [-R, R, p € [2,00) it holds that

E[|NG"(Ty, kX1)[*)

2pL
<E max{l,||(T1,I£X1)||2p}max{1 |0 \QPL} [361 max{[o,fl,...,ELl}} ]

J { 727 (ﬁ)}
S (CQ)QPLRZPL[HI&X{K(), él, . ,EL_l}]szE [(1 =+ ”X1H)2p]
< (e3)PL[Rmax{ly, 01, ..., €51 YJPEE[(1 + | X4])27]. (139)

This, (134), (136), (137), (138), and the fact that ¢ > 1 establish that there exists ¢ € (0, 00)
such that for all R € (1,00], n € N, M = (M, Ms) € N2, L € N\{1}, ¢ = (€o,¢1,...,0L) €
({d+1} x NL=Ux {1}), 9 = (91,...,U50) € [-R, RP’¥), p € [2,00) it holds that

sup  E[|Sh () — B[S} (D] +  sup  E[[[(VS}; ) () — E[(VSh0) (][]
YE[—R,R]P®) 9€[—R,RP(®)
< L (pgP[Rnax{lo, b1, .., 1 PPE[(1+ X)) (M) . (140)
Combining this and (133) ensures that there exists ¢ € R such that for all n € N, M =
(M, Ms) € N2, L € N\{1}, £ = (bo,01,...,¢1) € {d+ 1} x Nt x {1}), R € (1,0], p €
[(0(£))?, o0) it holds that
[Supae D () ‘87]7(427£(9) - S}%/[’E(@Np]

by - , o (141)
< P (pP )P Rmax{fo, &1, . .., L1 }PPPE[(1 + || X [[)2P4] (M) /2.

This, item (i), item (ii), item (iii), and the fact that for all M € N2, L € N\{1}, ¢ € ({d} x
NE- i x {1}), 6 € R*®) it holds that Fp () = 89\4,[(‘9) imply that there exists ¢ € R such that

for all M = (M, Ma) € N2, L € N\{1}, £ = (£, {1, ....01) € ({d+1} xNE"Ux {1}), R € (1, 00],
p € [(0(¢))?, ) it holds that
E[suppe(_ .y [S3,.0(0) — Fare(0)[7]
< E[SUPee(—R,R)M |S%42,z(9) - S(J)w,e(@)’p] (142)
< c2ch(p2q)pq[R max{{y, {1, ... ,EL,IHQPLE[(l + HXlH)qu] (Ml)_p/Q.
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Holder’s inequality therefore shows that there exists ¢ € R such that for all M = (M, M) € N2,
L e N\{1}, £ = (o, 01,...,01) € ({d+ 1} x NE71 x {1}), R € (1,00] it holds that

E[supge(— g ryo® (S, 0(0) — Fare(9)]] (143)

< (0 [ Rmax{lo, b1, ... L1 PP (E[(1+ [Xa )220 ) D (g =2
Combining this and the fact that for all L € N\{1}, ¢ = ({o,¢1,...,¢1) € ({d+1} x N1 x {1})
it holds that max{ly, ¢1,...,0r—1} < (d+1) max{¢1,¥s,...,0 1} proves that there exists c € R
which satisfies for all M = (M, My) € N2, L € N\{1}, ¢ = (¢g,01,...,01) € ({d+ 1} x NE71 x
{1}), R € (1, 0] that

E[supge(— g ryo® [Sh,.0(0) — Fare(9)]]

2L 4 2L 2¢(0(£))27) (@(0) 2 —1/ (144)
< A (0))M[Rmax{ly, by, ..., 01} (B[(1 + [|Xy]])2CE)]) (M)~

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

Theorem 4.6. Let T,x € (0,00), d € N, let u € C?([0,T] x R4 R) be at most polynomially
growing, assume for allt € (0,T), x € R? that

%u(t, x) + %Amu(t, x) =0, (145)

let ¢ € [1,00) satisfy supcpa((1 + |z|)"u(T, x)|) < oo, let (2, F,P) be a probability space,
let T,: Q — [0,T], n € N, be i.i.d. random variables, let X,: Q@ — R? n € N, be i.i.d.
random variables, let W™: [0,T] x Q — R? n € N, be i.i.d. standard Brownian motions, let
D C (0,T)xR? be non-empty, open, and bounded, assume that (T1,X1) is uniformly distributed
on D, assume that (Tp)nen, (Xp)nen, and (W™),en are independent, and for every M =
(M1, M) € N2, L € N\{1}, £ € ({d+ 1} x NE71 x {1}) let Fprp: R?O — R satisfy for all
0 € R that

2
Fare(®) = 50 Somry IND2 (T, Xn) = [ Son2) u(T, Xy + 6WEE ]| (146)

(cf. Definition 1.1). Then there exists ¢ € R such that for every Ry, Ry € (1,00), M =
(M1, Ms) € N2, L € N\{1}, £ = (Lo, 41,...,€1) € ({d+ 1} x NE71 x {1}) and every random
variable 9: Q — [— Ry, Ro®Y it holds that

E[ [ lu(y) = N7’ ()] dy] < (g, o0)(c) + MD) E[Fare(9) — infe gy gy Fare(0)] (147)

2

+ P (0(0)* [max{ Ry, Ro} max{€1, lo, ..., €1 }]** (M) =2 + ¢[min{ty, s, ..., 011 }] 7
(cf. Definition 1.1).
Proof of Theorem 4.6. Throughout this proof for every L € N\{1}, £ € ({d+ 1} x NF=1 x {1})
let Fy: R?) — [0, oc] satisfy for all § € R?®) that

Fy(0) = E[IN7?(T1,X1) — u(T1, X1)[?]. (148)

Observe that (148), Proposition 4.5, and the fact that X; is a bounded random variable establish
there exists ¢ € (0,00) such that for every Ry, Ry € (1,00), M = (M1, M) € N?, L € N\{1},
0= (o, ly,...,00) € ({d+1} x NI=1 x {1}) and every random variable 9: Q — [~ Ry, Ro]?¥) it
holds that

E[F,(9)] < [infée(le,Rl)D(@ Fo(0)] + E[Fae(9) — infoc(_p, Ry )® Fare(0)]

149
+cL(D(€))4q [maX{Rl,Rg}max{fl,éz,...,fol}}QL(Ml)—l/z‘ (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}, £ = (fo,1,...,4r) € ({d + 1} x NE=1 x {1}),
0 € R°® it holds that

/ u(y) — N @) dy. (150)

Combining this and (149) implies that there exists ¢ € (0,00) such that for every Ry, R2 €
(1,00), M = (M7, Ms) € N?>, L € N\{1}, £ = (o, 41,...,¢1) € ({d+1} x NL=1 x {1}) and every
random variable ¥: Q — [~ Ry, Ro]?® it holds that

E[ [ luly) — N7” ()] dy]
=< [infGE(le,Rl)DM) (A(D)Ff(e))] + A(D)E [FM,Z(ﬁ) - inf@e(le,Rl)U(f) FM,K(G)] (151)
+ (A(D))cH(0(6))* [max{Ry, Ry} max{fy, la, ..., 0r 1 }]*" (My) =2

Furthermore, observe that the assumption that D is open and bounded and Corollary 3.7
(applied with d »~d, D~ D, u - u|p in the notation of Corollary 3.7) show that there exists
c € (0,00) which satisfies for all R € (0,00], L € N\{1}, £ = (Yo, ¢1,...,€1) € ({d+1} x NE71 x
{1}) that

;2
infe (g apo [p [u@) = NP @) < el (oo (R) + c[min{ly, fo, ..., L1 }]T55. (152)

Note that (150) and (152) prove that for all R € (0,00], L € N\{1}, ¢ = (lo,%1,...,0L)
€ ({d+ 1} x NF=1 x {1}) it holds that
—2
infee(—R,R)D(é) ()\(D)Fg(e)) < ﬂ(R,oo) (C) + [min{ﬂl, 52, ce ,ELfl}] d+5, (153)

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

Corollary 4.7. Let T,k € (0,00), d € N, let u € C?([0,T] x R4 R) be at most polynomially
growing, assume for all t € (O,T), x € RY that

%u(t, x) + %Axu(t, x) =0, (154)

let ¢ € [1,00) satisfy sup,cgra((1 + |z|)7u(T,z)|) < oo, let (2, F,P) be a probability space,
let T,: Q — [0,T], n € N, be ii.d. random variables, let X,: Q — R?, n € N, be i.i.d.
random variables, let W™: [0,T] x Q — R, n € N, be i.i.d. standard Brownian motions, let
D C (0,T) xR? be non-empty, open, and bounded, assume that (T1,X1) is uniformly distributed
on D, assume that (Tp)nen, (Xn)nen, and (W™),en are independent, and for every M =
(My, M) € N2, L € N\{1}, £ € ({d+ 1} x NE=1 x {1}) let Fprp: R?O — R satisfy for all
0 € R°O that

0,0 m n\7 12
Fare(8) = 3 Sms WL (T Xim) = [ Snly (T, Ko + 6WFEZ ]| (155)

(cf. Definition 1.1). Then there exists ¢ € R such that for every Ri,Re € (1,00), M =
(M1, M) € N2, L € N\{1}, £ = (lo,1,...,41) € ({d+ 1} x Nt-=1 x {1}) and every random
variable 9: Q — [— Ry, Ro]*©) it holds that

E[[p lu(y) — N7’ ()% dy]
< ¢ (0(£))% [max{ Ry, Ro} max{y, o, ..., 01}]*" (M1)™"2 + coxp(— R1)1(_ooc)(R1) (156)
+ c[min{él, 62, o ,ﬁL_l}]ﬁ25 =+ A(D) E[FMI(Q% — infae(_Rth)a(@) ]FMvg(e)]

(cf. Definition 1.1).
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Proof of Corollary 4.7. Observe that Theorem 4.6 establishes that there exists ¢ € (0, 00) which
satisfies for every Ry, Ry € (1,00), M = (M, Ms) € N2, L € N\{1}, ¢ = (o,41,...,01) €
({d+ 1} x NL=1 x {1}) and every random variable 9: Q — [~ Ry, Ro]°® it holds that

E[ [ u(y) = N7 ()] dy] < cll(p, o0)(€) + MD) E[Fare(9) — infoe gy g,y Fare(0)] (157)
+ CL(D(E))M [max{Rl, RQ} max{fl,ﬁg, . ,BL_l}] 2L(M1)_1/2 + c[min{@l, 52, .. 7€L—1}] _ﬁ.

(cf. Definition 1.1). Note that the fact that for all z € (—oo, ¢) it holds that exp(—z) > exp(—c)
ensures that for all R € (0,00) it holds that

L(r,)(€) = L(—oo0)(R) < exp(c) exp(—R) 1 (oo ) (R)- (158)
Combining this and (157) implies (156). The proof of Corollary 4.7 is thus complete. O

Corollary 4.8. Let T,r € (0,00), d € N, let u € C%([0,T] x R%,R) be at most polynomially
growing, assume for allt € (0,T), x € R? that

Dult,x) + 5 Agu(t,z) =0, (159)

let (Q, F,P) be a probability space, let T,,: Q@ — [0,T], n € N, be i.i.d. random variables, let
Xn: Q@ = RY n € N, be ii.d random variables, let W™: [0,T] x Q@ — R?, n € N, be i.i.d.
standard Brownian motions, let D C (0,T) x R? be non-empty, open, and bounded, assume
that (T1,Xy) is uniformly distributed on D, assume that (Tp)nen, (Xn)nen, and (W™)pen are
independent, and for every M = (My, My) € N?, L € N\{1}, £ € ({d+ 1} x NE=1 x {1}) let
Fare: RO — R satisfy for all 0 € R*®) that

Fare(t) = = oo IND (T, Xom) — [ 02 w(T, X + s W] (160)

n—=

(cf. Definition 1.1). Then there exists ¢ € (0,00) such that for every R € (1,00), M =
(M1, M) € N2, L € N\{1}, £ = (lo,1,...,41) € ({d+ 1} x Nt=1 x {1}) and every random
variable ¥: Q — [~ R, R]?®) it holds that

E[[, [u(y) — N’ (y)]?dy] < [R+max{l1,la, ..., L1} (M)~

+ c[min{ly, by, ..., 01,1} 74 4 \(D) E[Fare(d) — infye oo Fare(6)] (161
(cf. Definition 1.1).
Proof of Corollary 4.8. Throughout this proof let g € [1,00) satisfy
¢ = sup (1+ [2)“u(T, 2)]). (162)

rER4

Observe that (162) and Corollary 4.7 show that there exists ¢ € (0, 00) which satisfies for every
R, Ry € (1,00), M = (Ml,Mg) € N2, Le N\{l}, = (fo,fl, R 7€L) € ({d—l— 1} x NE~1 {1})
and every random variable ¥: Q — [~ Ry, Ro]?® it holds that

B[ luly) = N7 () dy]
< CL(0(£)>4(1 [max{Rl, RQ} max{ﬁl, ly,. .. ,gL—l}] 2L<M1)71/2 + CeXp(—Rl)]l(_oqc)(Rl) (163)
—2
+ c[min{ﬁl, ly,. .. 7£L—1}]m + )\(D) E[FM’E(’&) — inf@e(le,Rl)“(f) ]FM/(G)]

(cf. Definition 1.1). Note that (163) proves that for every R € (1,00), M = (M, Ms) € N2,
L € N\{1}, £ = (o, l1,...,€r) € ({d+ 1} x NI=1 x {1}) and every random variable J: Q —
[—R, RP® it holds that

IEUD lu(y) —Nf’ﬁ(y)\zdy] < cl(a(e))a [Rmax{ﬁl,ﬁg, . ,EL_l}] 2L(Ml)—l/2

=2 (164)
+ c[min{ﬁl, lo, ... 7€L—1}] 5 + \(D)E []FM,g(ﬁ‘) — infee(_gc)a(z) FM,K(Q)]-
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In the next step we observe that the fact that for all L € N\{1}, £ = (¢, 1,...,¢1) € ({d+
1} x NE=1 x {1}) it holds that d(f) = ZiLzl li(;i—1 + 1) demonstrates that for all L € N\{1},
0= (lo,01,...,0r) € ({d+ 1} x NL=1 x {1}) it holds that

L-1
o(l) = (d+ 1)1 + [Z Ci(li—q + 1)] +20p 4
i=2

< (d + 1)[max{€1, KQ, ... ,€L_1}]2 + 2(L — 2)[max{€1, 52, ... ,gL_l}]Q (165)
+ 2[max{fy, b2, ..., lr_1}]?
< (2L + d)[max{fy, {o, ..., 01 }]*

This and (164) establish that for every R € (1,00), M = (M, Ms) € N?, L € N\{1}, ¢ =
(o, 01, ...,41) € ({d+1} x NL=1 x {1}) and every random variable 9: Q — [~ R, R]°® it holds
that

E[ [, [u(y) — NP7 (y)]? dy] < cE(2L + d)* 9 [Rmax{y, by, . .., 0 }]2EH89(My) =2
—2
+c[min{ly, o, ... L1} + N(D)E[Faze() — infoe . ot Fare(6)].

Hence, we obtain for every R € (1,00), M = (M, Ms) € N*, L € N\{1}, £ = (lo, t1,...,0L) €
({d + 1} x NL=1 x {1}) and every random variable 9: Q — [—R, R]>®) that

E[[, luly) =N ()Pdy] <c (2L + d)4q[R + max{gl, Cy, .y by Y0 (M) =2
+ c[min{ﬂl, 62, .. EL 1}] d+d + )\ E|F, inf@e(—c )2(®) FMyg(e)] .

(166)

(167)

Next, note that the fact that for all z € (0, ) it holds that 2* > z ensures that there exist
c1,¢2 € (0,00) such that for all R € (1,00), L € N\{1}, ¢ = (fo,¢1,...,¢1) € {d+1} x NF=1 x
{1}) it holds that

CL(QL + d)4q [R + rnax{ﬁl, lo, ... ,EL_l}]4L+16q
S 2L62L€1 [R + max{ﬁl, EQ, e ’gL_l}}4L+16q S [R + max{ﬁl, 62, .o ,EL_l}]L€2.
Combining this and (167) implies (161). The proof of Corollary 4.8 is thus complete. O

(168)

4.5. Convergence results for the deep Kolmogorov method

Corollary 4.9. Let T,x € (0,00), d € N, let u € C?([0,T] x R4 R) be at most polynomially
growing, assume for allt € (0,T), x € RY that

Su(t,z) + $A.u(t,x) =0, (169)

let ¢ € [1,00) satisfy supyepa((1 + ||z]]) " u(T, z)|) < oo, let (2, F,P) be a probability space,
let T,: Q — [0,T], n € N, be i.i.d. random variables, let X,: Q@ — R? n € N, be i.i.d.
random variables, let W™: [0,T] x Q@ — R%, n € N, be i.i.d. standard Brownian motions, let
D C (0,T) xR? be non-empty, open, and bounded, assume that (T1,X1) is uniformly distributed
on D, assume that (Tp)nen, (Xp)nen, and (W™)pen are independent, for every k € N let
MF = (M}, M§) e N2, L e N\{1}, € = (0,6}, ... £1%) € ({d+1} x NE—1x {1}), Ry € [1, 00)
and let Fi,: R%) 5 R satisfy for all 0 € R¥) that

mM +n

K 7
assume liminfy_, min{ﬁl,ﬁk, . ,Kﬁk_l} = o0, assume limsupy_, . ((Ry)*"* [max{ﬁ,lq,ﬁi, cee

Ei’“_l}]‘lLkJqu(Mf)_l) =0, and let Oy: Q — [~ Ry, Rp?), k € N, be random variables which
satisfy lim supy_, oo E[Fr(9)) — infy_goce,) Fr(0)] = 0 (¢f. Definition 1.1). Then

limsupy_,o E[[}, [u(y) — N7 (y)[2 dy] = 0. (171)
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Proof of Corollary 4.9. Observe that Corollary 4.7 shows that there exists ¢ € (0,00) which
satisfies for all £ € N that

E[[p, [u(y) — N7 (y)|2 dy) < cPx(0(0r)) [ R max{€}, €3, ..., £+ })2Ee (MF) =2
+cmin{€}, 2, ..., (1T 4 A(D) E[Fr(9k) — infypocey) Fi(6)]-

Note that the fact that for all L € N\{1}, ¢ = ({o,¢1,...,¢;) € NI*! it holds that d(¢) =
Zle l;(¢i—1 + 1) proves that for all k£ € N it holds that

(172)

Lp—1
2(ly) = (d+ 1)eL + kz G 4 1)| + 200!

< (d+ V) [max{£}, 3, ... L5724 2(Ly, — 2)[max{e}, 63, ... 571y (173)
+ 2[max{ £}, 62, ... 1Y)
< (2L, + d)[max{f}, 62, ... £ 12
This and (172) demonstrate for all k¥ € N that
E[fp [u(y) — ./\/f’ﬂ’“ (y)|?dy] < cl* (2L + d)*(Ry)?*Ex [max{(}, 02, ... ,fé’rl\JL]QL’#l"‘q(Mllg)*l/2
+elmin{e}, 2, ... (51T 4 CE[Fy(0)) — infyepor) Fr(0)]
< (2d)%ebr (Ly)39(Ry ) 2Ex maxc{€}, 3, . . ., £+~ }2Let8a(pff) =1/ (174)
+efmin{f}, €2, ... (F TS 4 A(D)E[F() — infyepocey Fr(6)].

The fact that sup,,cy 2"~ % < co hence establishes that there exists ¢ € (0,00) such that for
all k € N with max{(}, (2, ... ,65’“71} > max{c, 2} it holds that

E[f,, [u(y) — N7 (y)]? dy] < e(Ry)?P* [max{€}, 3. .., 05+~ Y| ErtSa (Al =2

: 1 42 Lp—1y1—% . (175)
+ clmin{ly, 67, ..., 0,5} #5 + X(D) E[Fr(9k) — infypocey) Fr(0)].
Combining this, the assumption that
likrllinfmin{ﬁllc,fz, U g (176)
—00
the assumption that lim inf,_, o, min{¢, E%, . ,E’k-j’“_l} = 00, and the assumption that lim sup;_, .,

E[Fr (V) —i inf_pocey) Fr(6)] = 0 ensures (171). The proof of Corollary 4.9 is thus complete. [

Corollary 4.10. Let T € (0,00), d € N, let u € C?([0,T] x R% R) be at most polynomially
growing, assume for allt € [0,T], x € R? that

Lu(t,x) + 3Azu(t,z) =0, (177)

let (Q, F,P) be a probability space, let T,,: Q@ — [0,T], n € N, be i.i.d. random variables, let
Xn: Q@ = RY, n € N, be ii.d random variables, let W™: [0,T] x Q — R?, n € N, be i.i.d.
standard Brownian motions, let D C (0,T) x R? be non-empty, open, and bounded, assume
that (T1,Xy) is uniformly distributed on D, assume that (Ty)nen, (Xn)nen, and (W™)pen are
independent, for every k € N let M* = (M{“,MQ) € N2, L e N\{1}, 4, = (Eg,é,lg,...,fék) €
({d+ 1} x NI==1 5 {1}), Ry, € (1,00) and let Fy,: R¥) — R satisfy for all § € R that

Mf 23,0 M§+
Fy(0) = ﬁf Y ome1 ‘NLk (T, Xim) — [ﬁ; Zn 1 u(T, X + WJT T,, n)] ) (178)
assume lim infy,_, o min{¢}, (3, ... ,Eé’“_l} = 00, aSSUME SUP.¢(q,o0) lim SUPy_yo0 ([ R +max{l}, (2,

-agikfl}]CL’“ (M{C)fl) =0, and let 9: Q — [—Rk,Rk]D(ék), k € N, be random variables which
satisfy lim supy,_, oo B [Fr(9%) — infy o) Fr(0)] = 0 (cf. Definition 1.1). Then

lim supy, o0 B[ [}, [u(y) — N[ (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 R > 0 imply that for all £ € N it holds that

Ry, +max{lt, 02, ... 60"} > [Rpymax{£}, 62, ... 0112 (180)
This and the assumption that sup.¢( ) lim SUDL_yo0 ([Ri+max{l}, 62, ... ,Eék‘_l}]CLk (MF)™1) =
0 show that
lim sup([Rg max{¢}, €3, ..., 0k )4e (MF)~1) = 0. (181)
k—o0
The assumption that for all £ € N it holds that Ry > 1 and the assumption that for all £ € N
it holds that Lj > 1 therefore prove that

lim sup((Ryg ) [max{€}, 2, ... £+~ )4 Eet8a () =1) = 0. (182)
k—o0

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

Acknowledgements

This work has been partially funded by the European Union (ERC, MONTECARLO, 101045811).
The views and the opinions expressed in this work are however those of the authors only and do
not necessarily reflect those of the European Union or the European Research Council (ERC).
Neither the European Union nor the granting authority can be held responsible for them.
We also gratefully acknowledge the Cluster of Excellence EXC 2044-390685587, Mathemat-
ics Minster: Dynamics-Geometry-Structure funded by the Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft
(DFG, German Research Foundation). Most of the specific formulations in the proofs of this
work have been created using [74].

References

[1] ABDELJAWAD, A., AND GROHS, P. Approximations with deep neural networks in Sobolev
time-space. Anal. Appl. (Singap.) 20, 3 (2022), 499-541.

[2] ACKERMANN, J., JENTZEN, A., Krusg, T., Kuckuck, B., AND PADGETT, J. L.
Deep neural networks with ReLLU, leaky ReLLU, and softplus activation provably overcome
the curse of dimensionality for Kolmogorov partial differential equations with Lipschitz
nonlinearities in the LP-sense. arXiv:2309.13722 (2023), 52 pages.

[3] ACKERMANN, J., JENTZEN, A., Kuckuck, B., AND PADGETT, J. L. Deep neu-
ral networks with ReLU, leaky ReLU, and softplus activation provably overcome the
curse of dimensionality for space-time solutions of semilinear partial differential equa-
tions. arXiv:2406.10876 (2024), 64 pages.

[4] ALEJO, M. A., CosseTTI, L., FANELLI, L., MuNOz, C., AND VALENZUELA, N. Error
bounds for Physics Informed Neural Networks in Nonlinear Schrodinger equations placed
on unbounded domains. arXiv:2409.17938 (2024), 31 pages.

[5] ANDERSSON, K., ANDERSSON, A., AND OOSTERLEE, C. W. Convergence of a robust
deep FBSDE method for stochastic control. SIAM J. Sci. Comput. 45, 1 (2023), A226—
A255.

[6] ANDERSSON, K., GNOATTO, A., AND TRILLOS, C. A. G. A deep solver for backward
stochastic Volterra integral equations. arXiv:2505.18297 (2025), 25 pages.

30


https://arxiv.org/abs/2309.13722
https://arxiv.org/abs/2406.10876
https://arxiv.org/abs/2409.17938
https://arxiv.org/abs/2505.18297

[7]

[14]

ARIEL NEUFELD, TUAN ANH NGUYEN, S. W. Deep ReLU neural networks overcome the

curse of dimensionality when approximating semilinear partial integro-differential equa-
tions. arXiw:2510.15581 (2023), 36 pages.

BEck, C., BECKER, S., CHERIDITO, P., JENTZEN, A., AND NEUFELD, A. Deep splitting
method for parabolic PDEs. SIAM J. Sci. Comput. 43, 5 (2021), A3135-A3154.

BeEck, C., BECKER, S., GROHS, P., JAAFARI, N., AND JENTZEN, A. Solving the
Kolmogorov PDE by means of deep learning. J. Sci. Comput. 88, 3 (2021), Paper No. 73,
28.

BEck, C., HUTZENTHALER, M., JENTZEN, A., AND KUCKUCK, B. An overview on deep

learning-based approximation methods for partial differential equations. Discrete Contin.
Dyn. Syst. Ser. B 28, 6 (2023), 3697-3746.

Beck, C., JENTZEN, A., AND Kuckuck, B. Full error analysis for the training of deep
neural networks. Infin. Dimens. Anal. Quantum Probab. Relat. Top. 25, 2 (2022), Paper
No. 2150020, 76.

BENEVENTANO, P., CHERIDITO, P., JENTZEN, A., AND VON WURSTEMBERGER, P.

High-dimensional approximation spaces of artificial neural networks and applications to
partial differential equations. arXiv:2012.04326 (2020), 31 pages.

BERNER, J., DABLANDER, M., AND GROHS, P. Numerically solving parametric fam-
ilies of high-dimensional kolmogorov partial differential equations via deep learning. In
Advances in Neural Information Processing Systems (2020), H. Larochelle, M. Ranzato,
R. Hadsell, M. Balcan, and H. Lin, Eds., vol. 33, Curran Associates, Inc., pp. 16615-16627.

BERNER, J., GROHS, P., AND JENTZEN, A. Analysis of the generalization error: empir-
ical risk minimization over deep artificial neural networks overcomes the curse of dimen-

sionality in the numerical approximation of Black-Scholes partial differential equations.
SIAM J. Math. Data Sci. 2, 3 (2020), 631-657.

Biacini, F., GONON, L., AND WALTER, N. Approximation rates for deep calibration of
(rough) stochastic volatility models. STAM J. Financial Math. 15, 3 (2024), 734-784.

BicHucH, M., AND Hou, J. Deep PDE solution to BSDE. Digit Finance 6 (2024),
727-T58.

BLEcHSCHMIDT, J., AND ERNST, O. G. Three ways to solve partial differential equations
with neural network—a review. GAMM-Mitt. 44, 2 (2021), Paper No. €202100006, 29.

BokaNoOwsKkI, O., ProsT, A., AND WARIN, X. Neural networks for first order HJB

equations and application to front propagation with obstacle terms. Partial Differ. Equ.
Appl. 4,5 (2023), Paper No. 45, 36.

BOUSSANGE, V., BECKER, S., JENTZEN, A., KUCKUCK, B., AND PELLISSIER, L. Deep
learning approximations for non-local nonlinear PDEs with Neumann boundary condi-
tions. Partial Differ. Equ. Appl. 4, 6 (2023), Paper No. 51, 51.

CAIl, S., MAo, Z., WANG, Z., YIN, M., AND KARNIADAKIS, G. E. Physics-informed
neural networks (PINNs) for fluid mechanics: a review. Acta Mech. Sin. 37, 12 (2021),
1727-1738.

CARMONA, R., AND LAURIERE, M. Convergence analysis of machine learning algorithms
for the numerical solution of mean field control and games I: The ergodic case. SIAM J.
Numer. Anal. 59, 3 (2021), 1455-1485.

31


https://arxiv.org/abs/2310.15581
https://arxiv.org/abs/2012.04326

[22]

23]

[24]

[25]

[26]

[27]

[28]

[29]

CASTRO, J. Deep learning schemes for parabolic nonlocal integro-differential equations.
Partial Differ. Equ. Appl. 3, 6 (2022), Paper No. 77, 35.

CHAN-WAI-NAM, Q., MIKAEL, J., AND WARIN, X. Machine learning for semi linear
PDEs. J. Sci. Comput. 79, 3 (2019), 1667-1712.

CHASSAGNEUX, J.-F., CHEN, J., AND FRIKHA, N. Deep Runge-Kutta schemes for
BSDEs. arXiv:2212.14372 (2022), 33 pages.

CHEN, F., HuaNG, J., WANG, C., AND YANG, H. Friedrichs learning: weak solutions
of partial differential equations via deep learning. SIAM J. Sci. Comput. 45, 3 (2023),
A1271-A1299.

CHERIDITO, P., AND ROSSMANNEK, F. Efficient Sobolev approximation of linear
parabolic PDEs in high dimensions. arXiv:2306.16811 (2023), 28 pages.

Cuomo, S., ScHiaANO D1 CorA, V., GiaAMpAOLO, F., RozzA, G., RAIssI, M., AND
PicciaLni, F. Scientific machine learning through physics-informed neural networks:
where we are and what’s next. J. Sci. Comput. 92, 3 (2022), Paper No. 88, 62.

DE Ryck, T., AND MISHRA, S. Numerical analysis of physics-informed neural networks
and related models in physics-informed machine learning. Acta Numer. 33 (2024), 633—
713.

DEREICH, S., GRAEBER, R., AND JENTZEN, A. Non-convergence of Adam and other
adaptive stochastic gradient descent optimization methods for non-vanishing learning
rates. arXiv:2407.08100 (2024), 54 pages.

Do, T., HANNIBAL, S., AND JENTZEN, A. Non-convergence to global minimizers in
data driven supervised deep learning: Adam and stochastic gradient descent optimization
provably fail to converge to global minimizers in the training of deep neural networks with
ReLU activation. arXiv:2410.10533 (2024), 91 pages.

DOUMECHE, N., BacH, F., Biau, G., AND BOYER, C. Physics-informed kernel learning.
arXiv:2409.13786 (2024), 35 pages.

DouMECHE, N., BacH, F., Biau, G., AND BoOYER, C. Physics-informed machine
learning as a kernel method. arXiv:2402.07514 (2024), 52 pages.

E, W., HaN, J., AND JENTZEN, A. Deep learning-based numerical methods for high-
dimensional parabolic partial differential equations and backward stochastic differential
equations. Commun. Math. Stat. 5, 4 (2017), 349-380.

E, W., HAN, J., AND JENTZEN, A. Algorithms for solving high dimensional PDEs: from
nonlinear Monte Carlo to machine learning. Nonlinearity 35, 1 (2022), 278-310.

E, W., AND YU, B. The deep Ritz method: a deep learning-based numerical algorithm
for solving variational problems. Commun. Math. Stat. 6, 1 (2018), 1-12.

EIGEL, M., SCHNEIDER, R., TRUNSCHKE, P., AND WOLF, S. Variational Monte Carlo—
bridging concepts of machine learning and high-dimensional partial differential equations.
Adv. Comput. Math. 45, 5-6 (2019), 2503—-2532.

ELBRACHTER, D., GrROHS, P., JENTZEN, A., AND SCHWAB, C. DNN expression rate

analysis of high-dimensional PDEs: application to option pricing. Constr. Approx. 55, 1
(2022), 3-71.

32


https://arxiv.org/abs/2212.14372
https://arxiv.org/abs/2306.16811
https://arxiv.org/abs/2407.08100
https://www.arxiv.org/abs/2410.10533
https://arxiv.org/abs/2409.13786
https://arxiv.org/abs/2402.07514

[38]

[39]

[42]

[43]

[44]

[45]

[46]

[47]

[48]

[53]

FEiscHL, M., LASSER, C., LuBIiCcH, C., AND NICK, J. Regularized dynamical parametric
approximation. arXiv:2403.1923/ (2024), 38 pages.

FRrREY, R., AND KOCK, V. Convergence analysis of the deep splitting scheme: the case
of partial integro-differential equations and the associated forward backward SDEs with
jumps. SIAM J. Sci. Comput. 47, 1 (2025), A527-A552.

GARCiA-CERVERA, C. J., KESSLER, M., AND PERIAGO, F. Control of partial differential
equations via physics-informed neural networks. J. Optim. Theory Appl. 196, 2 (2023),
391-414.

GERMAIN, M., PHAM, H., AND WARIN, X. Neural networks-based algorithms for
stochastic control and PDEs in finance. arXiv:2101.08068 (2021), 27 pages.

GERMAIN, M., PHAM, H., AND WARIN, X. Approximation error analysis of some deep
backward schemes for nonlinear PDEs. SIAM J. Sci. Comput. 44, 1 (2022), A28-A56.

Grau, K., AND WUNDERLICH, L.. The deep parametric PDE method and applications
to option pricing. Appl. Math. Comput. 432 (2022), Paper No. 127355, 21.

GOBET, E., LOPEZ-SALAS, J. G., AND VAzQUEzZ, C. Quasi-regression Monte-Carlo
scheme for semi-linear PDEs and BSDEs with large scale parallelization on GPUs. Arch.
Comput. Methods Eng. 27, 3 (2020), 889-921.

GoONON, L. Random feature neural networks learn Black-Scholes type PDEs without
curse of dimensionality. J. Mach. Learn. Res. 24 (2023), Paper No. [189], 51.

GONON, L. Deep neural network expressivity for optimal stopping problems. Finance
Stoch. 28, 3 (2024), 865-910.

GoNON, L., Gross, P., JENTZEN, A., KOFLER, D., AND Si1SkA, D. Uniform error
estimates for artificial neural network approximations for heat equations. IMA J. Numer.
Anal. 42, 3 (2022), 1991-2054.

GonNoN, L., JEnTZEN, A., Kuckuck, B., LIANG, S., RIEKERT, A., AND VON
WURSTEMBERGER, P. An overview on machine learning methods for partial differ-
ential equations: from physics informed neural networks to deep operator learning.
arXiv:2408.13222 (2024), 59 pages.

GONON, L., AND SCHWAB, C. Deep ReLU network expression rates for option prices in
high-dimensional, exponential Lévy models. Finance Stoch. 25, 4 (2021), 615-657.

GoNON, L., AND SCHWAB, C. Deep ReLU neural networks overcome the curse of di-
mensionality for partial integrodifferential equations. Anal. Appl. (Singap.) 21, 1 (2023),
1-47.

GRIBONVAL, R., KUTYNIOK, G., NIELSEN, M., AND VOIGTLAENDER, F. Approximation
spaces of deep neural networks. Constr. Approz. 55, 1 (2022), 259-367.

GROHS, P., HORNUNG, F., JENTZEN, A., AND VON WURSTEMBERGER, P. A proof
that artificial neural networks overcome the curse of dimensionality in the numerical
approximation of Black-Scholes partial differential equations. Mem. Amer. Math. Soc.
284, 1410 (2023), v+93.

Gu, K., FanG, P., Sun, Z., AND Du, R. Error analysis of the mixed residual method
for elliptic equations. Numer. Math-Theory. Me 17, 2 (2024), 534-554.

33


https://arxiv.org/abs/2403.19234
https://arxiv.org/abs/2101.08068
https://arxiv.org/abs/2408.13222

[54]

[55]

[56]

[57]

[65]

[66]

[67]

[69]

[70]

GUHRING, I., KUTYNIOK, G., AND PETERSEN, P. Error bounds for approximations with
deep ReLU neural networks in W*P? norms. Anal. Appl. (Singap.) 18, 5 (2020), 803-859.

GUHRING, I., RASLAN, M., AND KUTYNIOK, G. Expressivity of deep neural networks. In
Mathematical aspects of deep learning. Cambridge Univ. Press, Cambridge, 2023, pp. 149—
199.

GUHRING, I., AND RASLAN, M. Approximation rates for neural networks with encodable
weights in smoothness spaces. Neural Networks 134 (2021), 107-130.

HAIRER, M., HUTZENTHALER, M., AND JENTZEN, A. Loss of regularity for Kolmogorov
equations. arXiv:1209.6035 (2012), 62 pages.

Han, J., Hu, R., AND LonG, J. Convergence of deep fictitious play for stochastic
differential games. Front. Math. Finance 1, 2 (2022), 287-319.

HaN, J., JENTZEN, A., AND E, W. Solving high-dimensional partial differential equations
using deep learning. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 115, 34 (2018), 8505-8510.

Han, J., AND LoNG, J. Convergence of the deep BSDE method for coupled FBSDEs.
Probab. Uncertain. Quant. Risk 5 (2020), Paper No. 5, 33.

Hu, R., AND LAURIERE, M. Recent developments in machine learning methods for
stochastic control and games. Numer. Algebra Control Optim. 14, 3 (2024), 435-525.

Hu, Z., SHukLA, K., KARNIADAKIS, G. E.; AND KawaGuUcHI, K. Tackling the curse
of dimensionality with physics-informed neural networks. Neural Networks 176 (2024),
106369.

Hurg, C., PuAM, H., AND WARIN, X. Deep backward schemes for high-dimensional
nonlinear PDEs. Math. Comp. 89, 324 (2020), 1547-1579.

HUTZENTHALER, M., JENTZEN, A., KRUSE, T., AND NGUYEN, T. A. A proof that
rectified deep neural networks overcome the curse of dimensionality in the numerical
approximation of semilinear heat equations. Partial Differ. Equ. Appl. 1, 2 (2020), Paper
No. 10, 34.

HUTZENTHALER, M., JENTZEN, A., KUCKUCK, B., AND PADGETT, J. L. Strong LP-
error analysis of nonlinear Monte Carlo approximations for high-dimensional semilinear
partial differential equations. arXiv:2110.08297 (2021), 42 pages.

HUTZENTHALER, M., JENTZEN, A., PoHL, K., RIEKERT, A., AND SCARPA, L.. Conver-
gence proof for stochastic gradient descent in the training of deep neural networks with
ReLU activation for constant target functions. arXiv:2112.07369 (2021), 71 pages.

JENTZEN, A., KUCKUCK, B., AND VON WURSTEMBERGER, P. Mathematical Introduc-
tion to Deep Learning: Methods, Implementations, and Theory. arXiv:2310.20360 (2025),
737 pages.

JIANG, Y., AND L1, J. Convergence of the deep BSDE method for FBSDEs with non-
Lipschitz coefficients. Probab. Uncertain. Quant. Risk 6, 4 (2021), 391-408.

Jiao, Y., Lar, Y., Lo, Y., WANG, Y., AND YANG, Y. Error Analysis of Deep Ritz
Methods for Elliptic Equations. arXiv:2107.14478 (2021), 23 pages.

Jiao, Y., LAl Y., WANG, Y., YANG, H., AND YANG, Y. Convergence Analysis of the
Deep Galerkin Method for Weak Solutions. arXiv:2302.02405 (2023), 21 pages.

34


https://arxiv.org/abs/1209.6035
https://arxiv.org/abs/2110.08297
https://arxiv.org/abs/2112.07369
https://arxiv.org/abs/2310.20360
https://arxiv.org/abs/2107.14478
https://arxiv.org/abs/2302.02405

[71]

[72]

78]

[79]

[30]

[81]

[82]

[83]

Jiao, Z., Jia, W., AND ZHU, W. Solving a class of stochastic optimal control problems
by physics-informed neural networks. arXiv: 2402.15592 (2024), 8 pages.

JovaNovi¢, B. s. S., AND SULI, E. Analysis of finite difference schemes, vol. 46 of
Springer Series in Computational Mathematics. Springer, London, 2014. For linear partial
differential equations with generalized solutions.

KNOCHENHAUER, C., HAGER, O., REIMERS, C., SCHNELL, L., AND WURSCHMIDT, M.
Convergence Rates for a Deep Learning Algorithm for Semilinear PDEs. SSRN FElectronic
Journal (2021).

Kuckuck, B. Some useful latex commands. https://latex.bennokuckuck.de [Accessed
22- August-2025] (2025).

KuTtyNiOK, G., PETERSEN, P., RASLAN, M., AND SCHNEIDER, R. A theoretical analysis
of deep neural networks and parametric PDEs. Constr. Approz. 55, 1 (2022), 73-125.

Lu, J., Lu, Y., AND WANG, M. A Priori Generalization Analysis of the Deep Ritz
Method for Solving High Dimensional Elliptic Partial Differential Equations. Proc. Mach.
Learn. Res. 134 (2021), 1-46.

Lu, J., SHEN, Z., YANG, H., AND ZHANG, S. Deep network approximation for smooth
functions. SIAM J. Math. Anal. 53, 5 (2021), 5465-5506.

Luo, T., AND YANG, H. Two-Layer Neural Networks for Partial Differential Equations:
Optimization and Generalization Theory. arXiv:2006.15733 (2020), 31 pages.

Mao, T., AND ZHOU, D.-X. Rates of approximation by ReLLU shallow neural networks.
J. Complezity 79 (2023), Paper No. 101784, 21.

MIiSHRA, S., AND MOLINARO, R. Estimates on the generalization error of physics-
informed neural networks for approximating PDEs. IMA J. Numer. Anal. 43, 1 (2023),
1-43.

Munoz, C., AND VALENZUELA, N. Bounds on the approximation error for deep neural
networks applied to dispersive models: Nonlinear waves. arXiv:2405.13566 (2024), 50

pages.

NEUFELD, A., AND NGUYEN, T. A. Rectified deep neural networks overcome the curse
of dimensionality in the numerical approximation of gradient-dependent semilinear heat
equations. arXiv:2403.09200 (2024), 25 pages.

NEUFELD, A., AND NGUYEN, T. A. Rectified deep neural networks overcome the curse
of dimensionality when approximating solutions of McKean-Vlasov stochastic differential
equations. J. Math. Anal. Appl. 541, 1 (2025), Paper No. 128661, 25.

NEUFELD, A., AND SCHMOCKER, P. Universal approximation property of Banach space-
valued random feature models including random neural networks. arXiv:2312.08410
(2023), 44 pages.

NEUFELD, A., SCHMOCKER, P., AND WU, S. Full error analysis of the random deep
splitting method for nonlinear parabolic PDEs and PIDEs. arXiv:2405.05192 (2024), 42

pages.

OPSCHOOR, J. A. A., PETERSEN, P. C., AND SCHWAB, C. Deep ReLU networks and
high-order finite element methods. Anal. Appl. (Singap.) 18, 5 (2020), 715-770.

35


https://arxiv.org/abs/2402.15592
https://latex.bennokuckuck.de
https://arxiv.org/abs/2006.15733
https://arxiv.org/abs/2405.13566
https://arxiv.org/abs/2403.09200
https://arxiv.org/abs/2312.08410
https://arxiv.org/abs/2405.05192

[87]

[33]

[89]

[90]

[94]

[95]

[96]

[97]

[99]

[100]

[101]

[102]

[103]

OuvaNng, D., X1a0, J., AND WANG, X. Generalization Error Analysis of Deep Backward
Dynamic Programming for Solving Nonlinear PDEs. arXiv:2407.14566 (2024), 29 pages.

PENG, Y., WEIL, P., AND WEI, W. Deep Penalty Methods: A Class of Deep Learning
Algorithms for Solving High Dimensional Optimal Stopping Problems. arXiv:2405.11392
(2024), 27 pages.

PETERSEN, P., AND VOIGTLAENDER, F. Optimal approximation of piecewise smooth
functions using deep ReLLU neural networks. Neural Networks 108 (2018), 296-330.

RaAitssi, M., PERDIKARIS, P., AND KARNIADAKIS, G. E. Physics-informed neural net-
works: a deep learning framework for solving forward and inverse problems involving
nonlinear partial differential equations. J. Comput. Phys. 378 (2019), 686-707.

REISINGER, C., AND ZHANG, Y. Rectified deep neural networks overcome the curse of
dimensionality for nonsmooth value functions in zero-sum games of nonlinear stiff systems.

Anal. Appl. (Singap.) 18, 6 (2020), 951-999.

ScHMIDT-HIEBER, J. Nonparametric regression using deep neural networks with ReLU
activation function. Ann. Statist. 48, 4 (2020), 1875-1897.

ScHMIDT-HIEBER, J. Supplement to ”Nonparametric regression using deep neural net-
works with ReLU activation function”. arXiv:1708.06633 (2020), 16 pages.

SIRIGNANO, J., AND SPILIOPOULOS, K. DGM: a deep learning algorithm for solving
partial differential equations. J. Comput. Phys. 375 (2018), 1339-1364.

STEIN, E. M. Singular integrals and differentiability properties of functions, vol. No. 30
of Princeton Mathematical Series. Princeton University Press, Princeton, NJ, 1970.

THOMEE, V. Galerkin finite element methods for parabolic problems, second ed., vol. 25
of Springer Series in Computational Mathematics. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2006.

VALENZUELA, N. A new approach for the fractional Laplacian via deep neural networks.
arXiv:2205.05229 (2022), 55 pages.

WaNG, W., WANG, J., L1, J., Gao, F., AND Fu, Y. Deep learning numerical methods
for high-dimensional fully nonlinear PIDEs and coupled FBSDEs with jumps. arXiv:
2501.12895 (2023), 26 pages.

WANG, Y., N1, Y.-H., CHEN, Z., AND ZHANG, J.-F. Probabilistic framework of
Howard’s policy iteration: BML evaluation and robust convergence analysis. IEEE Trans.
Automat. Control 69, 8 (2024), 5200-5215.

WANG, Z., AND TANG, S. Gradient convergence of deep learning-based numerical meth-
ods for BSDEs. Chinese Ann. Math. Ser. B 42, 2 (2021), 199-216.

X1a0, J., Fu, F., AND WANG, X. Deep Learning Based on Randomized Quasi-
Monte Carlo Method for Solving Linear Kolmogorov Partial Differential Equation. arXiv:
2810.18100 (2023), 38 pages.

X1A0, J., AND WANG, X. Error analysis for empirical risk minimization over clipped
ReLU networks in solving linear Kolmogorov partial differential equations. arXiv:
2310.12582 (2023), 28 pages.

YAROTSKY, D. Error bounds for approximations with deep ReLLU networks. Neural
Networks 94 (2017), 103-114.

36


https://arxiv.org/abs/2407.14566
https://arxiv.org/abs/2405.11392
 https://doi.org/10.1214/19-AOS1875SUPP
https://arxiv.org/abs/2205.05229
https://arxiv.org/abs/2301.12895
https://arxiv.org/abs/2301.12895
https://arxiv.org/abs/2310.18100
https://arxiv.org/abs/2310.18100
https://arxiv.org/abs/2310.12582
https://arxiv.org/abs/2310.12582

[104] YE, Z., AND WANG, W. FBSJNN: A Theoretically Interpretable and Efficiently Deep
Learning method for Solving Partial Integro-Differential Equations. arXiv:2412.11010
(2024), 29 pages.

37


https://arxiv.org/abs/2412.11010

	Introduction
	Artificial neural networks (ANNs)
	Error analysis for the deep Kolmogorov method
	Literature review
	Structure of this article

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

	Error estimates for ANN approximations
	Error estimates for shallow ANN approximations for C2-functions
	Error estimates for deep ANN approximations for C2-functions

	Error estimates for the deep Kolmogorov method
	Sobolev embedding estimates with explicit constants
	Feynman-Kac representations for solutions of heat PDEs
	Error estimates for the Monte Carlo method
	Error estimates for the deep Kolmogorov method
	Convergence results for the deep Kolmogorov method


