
PINNS ERROR ESTIMATES FOR NONLINEAR EQUATIONS IN
R-SMOOTH BANACH SPACES

Jiexing Gao
Moscow Research Center, 2012 Labs

Huawei Technologies Co., Ltd
gaojiexing@huawei.com

Yurii Zakharian
Moscow Research Center, 2012 Labs

Huawei Technologies Co., Ltd
zakharyan.yuriy1@huawei-partners.com

ABSTRACT

In the paper, we describe in operator form classes of PDEs that admit PINN’s error estimation. Also,
for Lp spaces, we obtain a Bramble-Hilbert type lemma that is a tool for PINN’s residuals bounding.

1 Introduction

In 2017, M. Raissi et al. introduced the Physics-informed neural network (PINN) approximating solutions to partial
differential equations (PDEs) [29, 30]. It reduces losses related to PDE and boundary/initial conditions. In recent years,
the number of papers dedicated to deep learning methods for solving PDEs, including PINNs, is constantly increasing
(see, for instance, [9, 20, 24, 21] for deep learning methods and [14, 16, 17, 18, 31, 32] for PINN). Consequently, a
thorough exploration of the theoretical aspects associated with PINNs is of great significance.

For instance, the question arises as to why PINN’s training algorithm leads us to an accurate approximation. In other
words, is it possible to control total error for sufficiently small residuals/training error? In [25], S. Mishra and R.
Molinaro presented an error estimation answering this question and offered an operator description of the sufficient
conditions for applying such a method. Yet, these conditions, while initially outlined rather generally, in practice,
require obtaining the estimate itself to verify them. Also, while these conditions were outlined for Lp spaces, examples
in [25] were all related to the problems in L2.

In [13], the authors studied a similar issue and presented PINN’s error estimation for a homogeneous initial value
problem with a linear generator of a strongly continuous semigroup as an operator. Furthermore, they applied this
method to several nonlinear equations. Yet, they used another approach for a narrower class of PDEs.

Another related question is whether there is any neural network with sufficiently small residuals. In [5], the authors
answered this question and derived an L2-bound on residuals using the Bramble-Hilbert lemma. For this reason, they
used the Bramble-Hilbert lemma [36]. The challenging moment for our research is to obtain the Bramble-Hilbert
lemma for Lp to extend results in [5] to such spaces. Also, refer to [2, 6, 7].

Therefore, the paper aims to resolve the following issues:

1. Specify PDE classes suitable for PINN’s error estimation due to S. Mishra et al.

2. At the same time, to consider a general framework, for a broad class of non-Hilbert spaces (e.g., Lp).

3. Extend the approach in [13] to a broader PDEs class. Compare the respective estimate to the one obtained by
the estimation for the PDE classes of question 2.

4. Extend results in [5] on PINN’s residuals bounding to the case of Lp spaces.

Answering the first question, we consider the following four natural equation types and define used operators.

• (Parabolic-type equation)
dw

dt
= A(t)(w) (1)
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• (Generalized parabolic-type equation)

dw

dt
+
d

dt

K∑
k=1

Ukw = A(t)(w) (2)

• (Hyperbolic-type equation)
d2w

dt2
= −Uw + F (t)(w) +A(t)

(
dw

dt

)
(3)

• (Elliptic-type equation)
A(y) = feq (4)

Regarding the second question, in [2, 5, 25], the authors repeated one procedure: they estimated the time derivative of
the total error squared L2-norm using the residuals. After that, they applied the Grönwall-Bellman lemma to obtain the
desired estimate. To extend this idea to a Banach space X , we need an existence of the time derivative of the total error
p-powered X-norm for some p > 1. For this reason, in subsection 2.1, we consider so-called R-smooth Banach spaces
and introduce a real p-form. In subsections 2.2–2.4, using this form, we define operators of (1)–(4) in such spaces. As a
result, in subsections 3.1 and 3.3–3.5, we obtain a total error estimate in general (operator) form, answering the second
question.

To answer the third question, in subsection 3.2, we expand the approach in [13] to semi-linear equations and compare
the respective estimate with the estimate derived from differentiating the p-powered norm.

Finally, in section 4, since the Bramble-Hilbert lemma was a core tool for PINN’s residuals bounding in [5], we derive a
Bramble-Hilbert type lemma for Lp and outline obtaining Lp bounds on PINN’s residuals.

2 Preliminary

In this section, to describe PDE classes (1)–(4), we first define admissible spaces. Then in such spaces, we introduce a
real p-form that is a core tool in the paper and derive its properties. Using this form, we define four types of operators
used in (1)–(4). Moreover, in these definitions, we use functions ψ, which allow us to factor in additional conditions
(boundary conditions in most cases). Precisely, we introduce (p, ψ)-submonotone, (p, ψ)-powered, (p, ψ)-submonotone
w.r.t. norm, and (p, ψ)-coercive operators and consider several examples. Also, we define (p, κ)-dissipative operators
as one essential subtype.

In what follows, we will use the following denotations. Let K be either C or R. Let R+ stand for [0; +∞). Let X
be a Banach space over K with norm ∥ · ∥, and S = {y ∈ X | ∥y∥ = 1} be a unit sphere. Also, let I = (0;T ) and
I = [0;T ] be time intervals for some T > 0.

2.1 R-smooth Banach space and real p-form

An estimation in [2, 5, 25] was based on the Grönwall-Bellman lemma. To apply the lemma, the authors estimated
the time derivative of squared norm d

dt∥w − w̃∥2L2 , where w is the solution of a PDE, and w̃ is its approximation. To
extend this idea to a Banach space X , we need an existence of the derivative d

dt∥w − w̃∥p for some p > 1. For this
reason, we consider R-smooth Banach spaces as admissible spaces. In fact, this existence is necessary only for (1)–(3),
yet R-smooth Banach spaces appear to be useful also for (4).
Definition 1. ([12]) A real-valued function φ : X → R is said to be Gateaux R-differentiable at y ∈ X if for every
χ ∈ X

∃ lim
R∋s→0

φ(y + sχ)− φ(y)

s
=: D(φ)(y;χ)

called Gateaux R-derivative at y w.r.t. direction χ.
Remark 1. We used the Gateaux derivative as in paper [12], since we don’t need s to be complex. Let us note that the
Gateaux R-derivative still satisfies the chain rule: if w : R+ → X is differentiable, D(φ)(y, ·) exists and continuous,
for φ : X → R and every y ∈ X , then

dφ(w)

dt
= D(φ)

(
w;

dw

dt

)
(5)

Definition 2. ([12]) A Banach space X is said to be R-smooth if its norm is Gateaux R-differentiable at every y ∈ S.
Remark 2. If X is a R-smooth Banach space, then for every y ∈ X \ {0},
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1. D (∥ · ∥) (y; ·) is R-linear, that is

D(∥ · ∥)(y;λ1χ1 + λ2χ2) = λ1D (∥ · ∥) (y;χ1) + λ2D (∥ · ∥) (y;χ2)

for every y1, y2 ∈ X and λ1, λ2 ∈ R.

2. D (∥ · ∥) (y; ·) is bounded and
∥D (∥ · ∥) (y; ·)∥ = 1.

3. D (∥ · ∥) (y; y) = ∥y∥.

Furthermore, D (∥ · ∥) (y; ·) is a unique real-valued functional satisfying (1)− (3) [15].

On the other hand, we can define a semi-inner-product [22],

1. [y1 + y2, y3] = [y1, y3] + [y2, y3], and [λy1, y2] = λ[y1, y2], for λ ∈ K.

2. [y, y] > 0, for y ̸= 0,

3. |[y1, y2]|2 ≤ [y1, y1][y2, y2].

which agrees with the norm, that is [y, y] = ∥y∥2.

J. R. Giles showed that the semi-inner-product [·, ·] : X ×X → K satisfies

1. (homogeneity) [y1, λy2] = λ[y1, y2], for every x, y ∈ X and any λ ∈ K.

2. (continuity) Re[y1, y2 + sy1] → Re[y1, y2] for all real s→ 0.

if and only if the respective norm is Gateaux R-differentiable at any point of unit sphere S [12]. Furthermore,

Re([χ, y]) = ∥y∥D(∥ · ∥)(y;χ), ∀y ∈ X

Hence,
[χ, y] = ∥y∥ (D(∥ · ∥)(y;χ)− iD(∥ · ∥)(y; iχ)) .

In the paper, we don’t need to use the Gateaux R-derivative of the norm or even the semi-inner product. Instead, we
need ∥y2∥p−2Re[y1, y2] for some p > 1. For this reason, we introduce the following notion.
Definition 3. Let p > 1, X be a R-smooth Banach space. We will call a form ⟨·, ·⟩p : X × X → R, where
⟨y1, y2⟩p := ∥y2∥p−2Re[y1, y2], a real p-form.
Remark 3. The real p-form is correctly defined. Really, even though at y2 = 0, the Gateaux R-derivativeD(∥·∥)(y2; y1)
does not exists, for p > 1, we have

⟨y1, y2⟩p = ∥y2∥p−1D(∥ · ∥)(y2; y1) → 0, y2 → 0.

Let us note that ∥y2∥p−2[y1, y2] (without real part) appears in literature as a semi-inner product of type p [26].
Lemma 1. A real p-form on a R-smooth Banach space satisfies the following properties.

1. ⟨y1 + y2, y3⟩p = ⟨y1, y3⟩p + ⟨y2, y3⟩p, and ⟨λy1, y2⟩p = (Reλ) ⟨y1, y2⟩p, for λ ∈ K.

2. ⟨y1, λy2⟩p = (Reλ) |λ|p−2⟨y1, y2⟩p, for any λ ∈ K.

3. ⟨y, y⟩p = ∥y∥p.

4. |⟨y1, y2⟩p| ≤ ∥y1∥∥y2∥p−1

5. ∥ · ∥p is Gateaux R-differentiable at any point and

D(∥ · ∥p)(y2; y1) = p⟨y1, y2⟩p, (6)

for every y1, y2 ∈ X .

6. ⟨χn, y⟩p → ⟨χ, y⟩p, if χn → χ.

7. If w : I → X is differentiable, then
d

dt
∥w∥p = p

〈
dw

dt
, w

〉
p

(7)

3
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8. Let w : I → X be differentiable, D(U) ⊂ X be a subspace, U : D(U) → X be a linear operator such that
Uw is differentiable and d

dtUw = U dw
dt . Then

d

dt
∥Uw∥p = p

〈
U
dw

dt
, Uw

〉
p

(8)

9. If D(∥ · ∥)(·, χ) is continuous on the ring {y ∈ X | r0 < ∥x∥ < r1}, for every χ ∈ X and 0 < r0 < r1, then
the real p-form is continuous w.r.t. the second variable, that is,

⟨χ, yn⟩p → ⟨χ, y⟩p, ∀y ∈ X,∀yn → y.

Proof. Properties 1–6 follow from the definition and semi-inner product properties. Property 7 is a consequence of 5, 6,
and (5).

In property 8, we cannot apply the chain rule since D(∥U · ∥p)(y;χ) = p⟨Uχ,Uy⟩p is not continuous w.r.t. χ in
general. However,

∥Uw(t+∆t)∥p − ∥Uw(t)∥p

∆t
=

∥Uw(t) + U (w(t+∆t)− w(t))∥p − ∥Uw(t)∥p

∆t
=

= D(∥U · ∥p)
(
w(t);U

w(t+∆t)− w(t)

∆t

)
+
o(∆t)

∆t
=

= p

〈
U
w(t+∆t)− w(t)

∆t
, w(t)

〉
p

+
o(∆t)

∆t
.

With U w(t+∆t)−w(t)
∆t → d

dtUw = U dw
dt and property 6, we obtain (8).

To prove property 9, we need to consider two cases. If y ̸= 0, then starting from some n, yn all together with y contain
in a ring, where the real p-form is continuous. If yn → 0, then ⟨χ, yn⟩p → 0 = ⟨χ, 0⟩p by property 4.

Let us describe two examples.
Example 1. Every Hilbert space is a R-smooth space. The inner product coincides with the semi-inner product, and
the real 2-form is

⟨y1, y2⟩2 = Re⟨y1, y2⟩
Example 2. If X = Lp(Ω;Cn) is a space of vector-valued functions, in a case of σ-finite measure, p > 1, with the
norm

∥y∥Lp(Ω;Cn) =

(
n∑
i=1

∥yi∥pLp(Ω;C)

) 1
p

then one can show that

[y1,y2] =

∑n
i=1

∫
Ω
|y2,i|p−1sgn(y2,i)y1,idx

∥y2∥p−2
Lp(Ω;Cn)

and real p-form is

⟨y1,y2⟩p = Re

n∑
i=1

∫
Ω

|y2,i|p−1sgn(y2,i)y1,idx

Let us note that it is continuous w.r.t. the second variable.

For other examples, see, for instance, [19].

2.2 Submonotone operators

First, we define operators A(t) used in (1) and (3). In fact, we require −A(t) instead (see remark below).
Definition 4. Let X be a R-smooth Banach space, D(A) ⊂ X be a subspace. Let A : D(A) → X be an operator on
X and M ⊂ D(A) be a subspace. We will say that A is (p, ψ)-submonotone on M for some ψ : D(A)×M → R and
p > 1 if it is true that

⟨A(χ)−A(y), χ− y⟩p ≥ ψ(χ, y)− Λ(χ, y)∥χ− y∥p,
for every χ ∈ D(A), y ∈ M, and some Λ(χ, y) ≥ 0.

4
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Here, ψ and M are related to some additional conditions (boundary in most cases). Precisely, ψ(χ, y) should vanish if
χ satisfies these conditions, and M contains functions that satisfy one of the conditions. Also, in the case of a solution
w and some PINN approximation w̃, ψ(w̃, w) should be estimated in terms of respective additional condition residual.
For this reason, we give the following definition.

Definition 5. Let M ⊂ Dψ ⊂ D(B) ⊂ X be subspaces. LetB : D(B) → Y be an operator onX and ψ : Dψ×M →
R be a function. We say that ψ is subordinate to B on M, if there exists ρ ∈ C(Y ;R+) such that s→ 0 ⇒ ρ(s) → 0
and

|ψ(χ, y)| ≤ γ(χ, y)ρ(B(χ)−B(y))

for every χ ∈ Dψ , y ∈ M, and some γ(χ, y) ≥ 0.

Remark 4. We use the name ”submonotone” due to a similar term in the paper [33]. In what follows, we will use the
fact that −A is submonotone, that is,

⟨A(χ)−A(y), χ− y⟩p ≤ ψ(χ, y) + Λ(χ, y)∥χ− y∥p.

Here we take −ψ instead of ψ since we don’t care about its sign.

Remark 5. In most cases, operator A is submonotone on M = D(A), or function ψ is subordinate on M = Dψ . For
these cases, we will say (p, ψ)-submonotone and subordinate, respectively.

Let us consider an essential case of A, where −A is submonotone. Working with semi inner-product G. Lumer and R.
S. Phillips [23] gave the following definition.

Definition 6. ([23]) Let D(A) ⊂ X be a subspace. A : D(A) → X is said to be dissipative if

Re[A(y), y] ≤ 0,

for every y ∈ D(A).

Let us note that in a R-smooth Banach space one can replace Re[·, ·] with the real p-form ⟨·, ·⟩p. We define an operator
to be dissipative on the kernel of some function κ.

Definition 7. Let D(A) ⊂ X be a subspace of a R-smooth Banach space X . An operator A : D(A) → X is said to be
(p, κ)-dissipative for some κ : D(A) → R and p > 1 if it is true that

⟨A(y), y⟩p ≤ κ(y)

for every y ∈ D(A).

Now, let A = A0 + F , where A0 : D(A0) → X is linear (p, κ)-dissipative, and F : D(F ) → X is conditionally
Lipshitz. The last means that

∥F (y1)− F (y2)∥ ≤ Λ(y1, y2)∥y1 − y2∥,
for every y1, y2 ∈ D(F ) and some Λ(y1, y2) ≥ 0. If we denote ψ(χ, y) := κ(χ− y), then −A is (p, ψ)-submonotone.

Let us consider several examples. Not to complicate, we consider simple derivatives only. The following statement
allows us to extend submonotonicity to a positive linear combination and a closure. The proof is standard. The second
property follows from the real p-form continuous property (9 of lemma 1).

Statement 1. Let X be a R-smooth Banach space. The following two properties hold.

1. If A1,2 are (p, ψ1,2)-submonotone on M, then

A(t) := g1A1 + g2A2

is (p, ψ)-submonotone on M, for ψ = g1ψ1 + g2ψ2 and every g1,2 ≥ 0.

2. Moreover, let D(∥ · ∥)(·, χ) be continuous on the ring {y ∈ X | r0 < ∥y∥ < r1}, for every 0 < r0 < r1 and
χ ∈ X . If A is (p, ψ)-submonotone, there exists a closure A, ψ is continuous w.r.t. A-norm, that is

yn → y, χn → χ, Ayn → Ay, Aχn → Aχ ⇒ ψ(χn, yn) → ψ(χ, y),

and Λ is continuous w.r.t. A-norm, then A is (p, ψ)-submonotone.

We start with (p, κ)-dissipative operators.

5
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Example 3. Let Ω ⊂ Rm, Γ = ∂Ω, X = Lp(Ω;C), 1 ≤ j ≤ m, p > 1. Then we have a (p, κ)-dissipative operator

Ay = s
∂y

∂xj
, s ∈ R.

Really, let y = η + iζ. Then

⟨Ay, y⟩p = sRe

∫
Ω

∂y

∂xj
|y|p−1sgn(y)dx = s

∫
Ω

|y|p−2

(
∂η

∂xj
η +

∂ζ

∂xj
ζ

)
dx =

=
s

2

∫
Ω

|y|p−2 ∂|y|2

∂xj
dx =

s

p

∫
Γ

|y|p(ej · nΓ)dΓ

Example 4. Let Ω ⊂ Rm, Γ = ∂Ω, X = Lp(Ω;C), 1 ≤ j ≤ m, p ≥ 4 or p = 2. Then

Ay =
∂2y

∂x2j

is (p, κ)-dissipative.

Really, let again y = η + iζ. Then

⟨Ay, y⟩p = Re

∫
Ω

∂2y

∂x2j
|y|p−1sgn(y)dx =

∫
Ω

|y|p−2

(
∂2η

∂x2j
η +

∂2ζ

∂x2j
ζ

)
dx =

=

∫
Γ

|y|p−2

(
η
∂η

∂xj
+ ζ

∂ζ

∂xj

)
(ej · nΓ)dΓ−

∫
Ω

∂

∂xj

(
|y|p−2η

) ∂η
∂xj

+
∂

∂xj

(
|y|p−2ζ

) ∂ζ
∂xj

dx =

=

∫
Γ

|y|p−2

(
η
∂η

∂xj
+ ζ

∂ζ

∂xj

)
(ej · nΓ)dΓ−

∫
Ω

|y|p−2

((
∂η

∂xj

)2

+

(
∂ζ

∂xj

)2
)
dx−

− p− 2

4

∫
Ω

|y|p−4

(
∂|y|2

∂xj

)2

dx ≤
∫
Γ

|y|p−2

(
η
∂η

∂xj
+ ζ

∂ζ

∂xj

)
(ej · nΓ)dΓ =

=

∫
Γ

|y|p−2Re

(
y
∂y

∂xj

)
(ej · nΓ)dΓ.

Example 5. Let Ω ⊂ Rm, Γ = ∂Ω, X = L2(Ω;C), 1 ≤ j ≤ m. Then

Ay = (s21 + is2)
∂2y

∂x2j
,

where s1, s2 ∈ R, is (2, κ)-dissipative.

Really, let again y = η + iζ. Then

⟨Ay, y⟩2 = Re

∫
Ω

(s21 + is2)
∂2y

∂x2j
ydx = s21

∫
Ω

(
∂2η

∂x2j
η +

∂2ζ

∂x2j
ζ

)
dx+ s2

∫
Ω

(
∂2η

∂x2j
ζ − ∂2ζ

∂x2j
η

)
dx =

=

∫
Γ

(
(s21η + s2ζ)

∂η

∂xj
+ (s21ζ − s2η)

∂ζ

∂xj

)
(ej · nΓ)dΓ− s21

∫
Ω

((
∂η

∂xj

)2

+

(
∂ζ

∂xj

)2
)
dx−

− s2

∫
Ω

(
∂η

∂xj

∂ζ

∂xj
− ∂η

∂xj

∂ζ

∂xj

)
dx ≤

∫
Γ

(
(s21η + s2ζ)

∂η

∂xj
+ (s21ζ − s2η)

∂ζ

∂xj

)
(ej · nΓ)dΓ =

=

∫
Γ

Re

(
(s21 + is2)y

∂y

∂xj

)
(ej · nΓ)dΓ.

Example 6. Let Ω ⊂ Rm, Γ = ∂Ω, X = L2(Ω;Rn), 1 ≤ j ≤ m. Then

Ay =
∂σ

∂xσj
Qy,

is (2, κ)-dissipative, where σ ≥ 0 and Q ∈ Rn×n is a such matrix that{
(−1)

σ
2Q ≤ 0, σ = 2l

Q = QT , σ = 2l + 1

6
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Really, if σ = 2l,

⟨Ay,y⟩2 =

∫
Ω

(
∂σ

∂xσj
Qy · y

)
dx =

l−1∑
ν=0

∫
Γ

(−1)ν

(
∂σ−1−ν

∂xσ−1−ν
j

Qy · ∂
ν

∂xνj
y

)
(ej · nΓ) dΓ+

+

∫
Ω

(
(−1)lQ

∂l

∂xlj
y · ∂l

∂xlj
y

)
dx ≤

l−1∑
ν=0

∫
Γ

(−1)ν

(
∂σ−1−ν

∂xσ−1−ν
j

Qy · ∂
ν

∂xνj
y

)
(ej · nΓ) dΓ

If σ = 2l + 1,

⟨Ay,y⟩2 =

∫
Ω

(
∂σ

∂xσj
Qy · y

)
dx =

l−1∑
ν=0

∫
Γ

(−1)ν

(
∂σ−1−ν

∂xσ−1−ν
j

Qy · ∂
ν

∂xνj
y

)
(ej · nΓ) dΓ+

+ (−1)l
∫
Ω

(
∂l+1

∂xlj
Qy · ∂l

∂xlj
y

)
dx

Since ∫
Ω

(
∂l+1

∂xl+1
j

Qy · ∂l

∂xlj
y

)
dx =

∫
Γ

(
∂l

∂xlj
Qy · ∂l

∂xlj
y

)
(ej · nΓ) dΓ−

−
∫
Ω

(
∂l

∂xlj
Qy · ∂

l+1

∂xl+1
j

y

)
dx

and Q = QT , then

⟨Ay,y⟩2 =

l−1∑
ν=0

∫
Γ

(−1)ν

(
∂σ−1−ν

∂xσ−1−ν
j

Qy · ∂
ν

∂xνj
y

)
(ej · nΓ) dΓ+

+
(−1)l

2

∫
Γ

(
∂l

∂xlj
Qy · ∂l

∂xlj
y

)
(ej · nΓ) dΓ

Now, let us consider other submonotone operators.
Example 7. Let X = Lp((a; b);R), p > 1. We consider the following operator

A(y) = syy′,

where s ∈ R. Then −A is (p, ψ)-submonotone.

Really, if ŷ = y1 − y2, then we have

A(y1)−A(y2) = sŷŷ′ + sŷy′2 + sy2ŷ
′.

Hence, the desired estimate is

⟨A(y1)−A(y2), ŷ⟩p =
∫ b

a

(sŷŷ′ + sŷy′2 + sy2ŷ
′)|ŷ|p−1sgn(ŷ)dx ≤

≤ s

p+ 1
|ŷ|p+1

∣∣∣b
a
+ |s|∥y2∥C1([a;b];R)∥ŷ∥pLp((a;b);R) +

s

p
|ŷ|py2

∣∣∣b
a
− s

p

∫ b

a

y′2|y|pdx ≤

≤
(

s

p+ 1
|ŷ|p+1 +

s

p
|ŷ|py2

) ∣∣∣b
a
+ |s|

(
1 +

1

p

)
∥y2∥C1([a;b];R)∥ŷ∥pLp((a;b);R).

The following example is a multidimensional case of example 7; yet it’s negative is submonotone on a subspace.
Example 8. Here we consider in Lp(Ω;Rm), p > 1, the nonlinearity of the Navier-Stokes equation for an incompress-
ible fluid. Let Ω ⊂ Rm, Γ = ∂Ω, X = Lp(Ω;Rm), and

A(y) = s(y · ∇)y,

where s ∈ R. Then −A is (p, ψ)-submonotone on M = {y | ∇ · y = 0} (continuity condition).

Really, if we put ŷ = χ− y, y ∈ M, then

A(χ)−A(y) = s(ŷ · ∇)ŷ + s(ŷ · ∇)y + s(y · ∇)ŷ.

7
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For the first term, we have

s⟨(ŷ · ∇)ŷ, ŷ⟩p = s

m∑
i=1

∫
Ω

|ŷi|p−1sgn(ŷi)

m∑
j=1

ŷj
∂ŷi
∂xj

dx =

=
s

p

∫
Γ

|ŷ|p (ŷ · nΓ) dΓ− s

p

∫
Ω

|ŷ|p (∇ · ŷ) dx ≤

≤ s

p

∫
Γ

|ŷ|p (ŷ · nΓ) dΓ + |s|
∥χ∥C(Ω;Rm) + ∥y∥C(Ω;Rm)

p2

(
(p− 1)∥ŷ∥pLp(Ω;Rm) + ∥∇ · ŷ∥pLp(Ω;R)

)
For the second term,

s⟨(ŷ · ∇)y, ŷ⟩p = s

m∑
i=1

∫
Ω

|ŷi|p−1sgn(ŷi)

m∑
j=1

ŷj
∂yi
∂xj

dx ≤

≤ |s|
m∑
i=1

m∑
j=1

∥∇y∥L∞(Ω;Rm×m)

∫
Ω

|ŷi|p−1|ŷj |dx ≤ m|s|∥∇y∥L∞(Ω;Rm×m)∥ŷ∥pLp(Ω;Rm)

Finally,

s⟨(y · ∇)ŷ, ŷ⟩p = s

m∑
i=1

∫
Ω

|ŷi|p−1sgn(ŷi)

m∑
j=1

yj
∂ŷi
∂xj

dx =

=
s

p

∫
Γ

|ŷ|p (y · nΓ) dΓ− s

p

∫
Ω

|ŷ|p (∇ · y) dx =
s

p

∫
Γ

|ŷ|p (y · nΓ) dΓ

Let us note that ψ contains the term with ∇ · ŷ, which is subordinate to the continiuty condition operator.

Example 9. Let Ω ⊂ Rm, Γ = ∂Ω, X = Lp(Ω;R), p ≥ 2, and let A be a p-Laplace operator, that is

A(y) = ∇ ·
(
|∇y|p−2∇y

)
.

Then −A is (p, ψ)-submonotone.

Really, let ŷ = y1 − y2. Then

⟨A(y1)−A(y2), ŷ⟩p =
∫
Ω

∇ ·
(
|∇y1|p−2∇y1 − |∇y2|p−2∇y2

)
|ŷ|p−1sgn(ŷ)dx =

=

∫
Γ

|ŷ|p−1sgn(ŷ)
((
|∇y1|p−2∇y1 − |∇y2|p−2∇y2

)
· nΓ

)
dΓ−

− (p− 1)

∫
Ω

|ŷ|p−2
(
|∇y1|p−2∇y1 − |∇y2|p−2∇y2

)
· (∇y1 −∇y2)dx

With the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality in Rm and the Young inequality,

−
(
|∇y1|p−2∇y1 − |∇y2|p−2∇y2

)
· (∇y1 −∇y2) =

= −|∇y1|p − |∇y2|p +
(
|∇y1|p−2 + |∇y2|p−2

)
(∇y1 · ∇y2) ≤

= −|∇y1|p − |∇y2|p + |∇y1|p−1|∇y2|+ |∇y2|p−1|∇y1| ≤ 0

Hence,

⟨A(y1)−A(y2), ŷ⟩p ≤
∫
Γ

|ŷ|p−1sgn(ŷ)
((
|∇y1|p−2∇y1 − |∇y2|p−2∇y2

)
· nΓ

)
dΓ

Example 10. Let Ω ⊂ Rm, Γ = ∂Ω, X = Lp(Ω;R), p > 1, and let

A(y) = −y|y|p−2

As in example 9, one can show that
⟨A(y1)−A(y2), y1 − y2⟩p ≤ 0,

that is −A is (p, ψ)-submonotone.

8
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2.3 Powered operators and submonotone operators w.r.t. norm

In [2], the authors considered the one-dimensional Camassa-Holm equation involving mixed derivative ∂3

∂t∂x2 . For
a sufficiently regular solution, one can take it as − d

dtU , where U = − d2

dx2 . For such cases, we extend a concept of
submonotonicity/subordination (for simplicity, we deal with the whole domain only). Precisely, we define operators U
and A(t) used in (2). Remarkably, we can use such a definition of U in hyperbolic-type equation (3).

Definition 8. Let X be a R-smooth Banach space, and D(U) ⊂ X be a subspace. Let U : D(U) → X be a
linear operator on X . We will say that U is (p, ψ)-powered for some ψ : (D(U))

4 → R, if there exists an operator
U

1
p : D

(
U

1
p

)
→ X , D(U) ⊂ D

(
U

1
p

)
, satisfying

⟨U(χ1 − χ2), y1 − y2⟩p = ψ(χ1, χ2, y1, y2) +
〈
U

1
p (χ1 − χ2), U

1
p (y1 − y2)

〉
p
,

for every χ1, χ2, y1, y2 ∈ D(U).

Now, we unveil the following extension of definition 4.

Definition 9. Let X be a R-smooth Banach space, {Uk}Kk=1 be a set of (p, ψk)-powered operators, and D(A) ⊂

D(Uk) ⊂ D
(
U

1
p

k

)
be subspaces. We say thatA is (p,ψ)-submonotone, w.r.t. norm ∥·∥∑

U
1
p
k

for some ψ : (D(A))
2 →

R, if

⟨A(χ− y), χ− y⟩p ≤ ψ(χ, y) + Λ(χ, y)

(
∥χ− y∥p +

K∑
k=1

∥∥∥∥U 1
p

k χ− U
1
p

k y

∥∥∥∥p
)
,

for all χ, y ∈ D(A) and some Λ(χ, y) > 0.

Also, we need to describe ψ and ψk as in definition 5.

Definition 10. Let Dψ ⊂ D(B) ⊂ X and Dψ ⊂ D(Uk) ⊂ D
(
U

1
p

k

)
⊂ X be subspaces, 1 ≤ k ≤ K. Let {Uk}Kk=1

be a set of (p, ψk)-powered operators, Im(Uk) ⊂ D(B); B : D(B) → Y be an operator on X , and ψ : (Dψ)2 → R
be a function. We say that ψ is subordinate to B w.r.t. U1,. . . ,UK if there exist ρ0, . . . , ρK ∈ C(Y ;R+), such that
s→ 0 ⇒ ρk(s) → 0 and

|ψ(χ, y)| ≤ γ0(χ, y)ρ0(B(χ)−B(y)) +

K∑
k=1

γk(χ, y)ρk(B(Ukχ)−B(Uky)),

for every χ, y ∈ Dψ , and some γk(χ, y) ≥ 0, 0 ≤ k ≤ K.

Definition 11. Let Dψ ⊂ D(B) ⊂ X be subspaces. Let B : D(B) → Y be an operator on X and ψ : (Dψ)4 → R be
a function. We say that ψ is subordinate to B if there exists ρ ∈ C(Y ;R+) such that s → 0 ⇒ ρ(s) → 0 and the
following conditions holds,

|ψ(χ1, χ2, y1, y2)| ≤ γ(χ1, χ2, y1, y2)ρ(B(y1)−B(y2)),

for every χ1, χ2, y1, y2 ∈ Dψ and some γ(χ1, χ2, y1, y2) ≥ 0.

Before considering the examples, we formulate an extension of (p, ψ)-powered property to a closure.

Statement 2. Let X be a R-smooth Banach space. Moreover, let D(∥ · ∥)(·, χ) be continuous on the ring {y ∈ X |
r0 < ∥y∥ < r1} for every 0 < r0 < r1 and χ ∈ X . If U is (p, ψ)-powered, there exist closures U

1
p and U with

property

χn → χ, Uχn → Uχ ⇒ U
1
pχn → U

1
pχ,

and ψ is continuous w.r.t. U -norm, then U is (p, ψ)-powered and U
1
p = U

1
p .

Remark 6. One can also consider properties of submonotone w.r.t. norm operator, similar to statement 1.

We start with (p, ψ)-powered operators.
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Example 11. Let X = Lp(Ω;Rn), and U = diag(µ1, . . . , µn), µi > 0, that is

U : y = (y1, . . . , yn)
T 7→ (µ1y1, . . . , µnyn)

T = Uy, ∀y ∈ Lp(Ω;Rn).

Then U is (p, ψ)-powered with U
1
p = diag

(
µ

1
p

1 , . . . , µ
1
p
n

)
and ψ ≡ 0. Such operators appear, for instance, in the

Maxwell equation. Furthermore, if p = 2, U can be any symmetric, positively defined matrix.

Example 12. Let X = L2((a; b);R) (one can also consider C-valued functions), U = (−1)σ ∂2σ

∂x2σ . Then U is
(2, ψ)-powered and

√
U = ∂σ

∂xσ . Really,

⟨Uχ, y⟩2 =
〈
(−1)σχ(2σ), y

〉
2
=

σ∑
ν=1

(−1)σ+ν−1χ(2σ−ν)y(ν)
∣∣∣b
a
+
〈
χ(σ), y(σ)

〉
2

Moreover, respective
√
U -norm is the Sobolev Hσ((a; b);R)-norm.

Now, let us turn to a submonotone w.r.t. a norm operator.
Example 13. Let X = L2((a; b);R). Then

A(y) =
d
dx

(
|y|2y(σ)

)
y

= 2y′y(σ) + yy(σ+1),

where σ ≥ 0, is (2, ψ)-submonotone w.r.t. Sobolev H⌈σ
2 ⌉((a; b);R)-norm (see Example 12). In other words, let us

show that
⟨A(y1)−A(y2), ŷ⟩2 ≤ ψ(ŷ) + Λ(y1, y2)∥ŷ∥2

H⌈σ
2 ⌉((a;b);R)

, ŷ = y1 − y2,

for some ψ and some Λ.

We have
A(y1)−A(y2) = 2

(
ŷ′ŷ(σ) + y′2ŷ

(σ) + ŷ′y
(σ)
2

)
+ ŷŷ(σ+1) + y2ŷ

(σ+1) + ŷy
(σ+1)
2 =

= A(ŷ) + 2
(
y′2ŷ

(σ) + ŷ′y
(σ)
2

)
+ y2ŷ

(σ+1) + ŷy
(σ+1)
2

Hence, we need to estimate ⟨A(ŷ), ŷ⟩2 and four terms of form ⟨χŷσ̃, ŷ⟩2, 0 ≤ σ̃ ≤ σ + 1, χ ∈ Cσ+1−[ σ̃2 ]([a; b];R).
First,

⟨A(ŷ), ŷ⟩2 = ŷ2ŷ(σ)
∣∣∣b
a
,

where y2y(σ)|ba is subordinate, for instance, to the periodic boundary conditions operator
(
y
∣∣∣b
a
, . . . , y(σ)

∣∣∣b
a

)T
.

Let us show that ∣∣∣⟨χŷ(σ̃), ŷ⟩2∣∣∣ ≤ ψ(ŷ) + Λ(∥χ∥
C

σ+1−[ σ̃2 ]([a;b];R)
)∥ŷ∥2

H[
σ̃
2 ]((a;b);R)

where ψ(y) is subordinate to the periodic boundary conditions operator.

We consider two possible cases. First, let σ̃ = 2l. Then∣∣∣⟨χŷ(σ̃), ŷ⟩2∣∣∣ = ∫ b

a

χŷ(2l)ŷdx =

l∑
ν=1

(−1)ν−1ŷ(2l−ν) (χŷ)
(ν)
∣∣∣b
a
+ (−1)l

∫ b

a

ŷ(l) (χŷ)
(l)
dx

The first sum is subordinate to the periodic boundary conditions operator. It remains to consider∣∣∣∣∣
∫ b

a

ŷ(l) (χŷ)
(l)
dx

∣∣∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣∣∣
∫ b

a

ŷ(l)
l∑

ν=0

(
l

ν

)
χ(l−ν)ŷ(ν)dx

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ 2l∥χ∥Cl([a;b];R)∥ŷ∥2Hl((a;b);R).

Now, let σ̃ = 2l + 1. Then, similarly,∣∣∣⟨χŷ(σ̃), ŷ⟩2∣∣∣ = ∫ b

a

χŷ(2l+1)ŷdx =

l+1∑
ν=1

(−1)ν−1ŷ(2l+1−ν) (χŷ))
(ν)
∣∣∣b
a
+

+ (−1)l+1

∫ b

a

ŷ(l) (χŷ)
(l+1)

dx

10
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Again, we need to estimate∣∣∣∣∣
∫ b

a

ŷ(l) (χŷ)
(l+1)

dx

∣∣∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣∣∣
∫ b

a

ŷ(l)
l+1∑
ν=0

(
l + 1

ν

)
χ(l+1−ν)ŷ(ν)dx

∣∣∣∣∣ .
If ν ≤ l, then we estimate the following expression as in the previous case,∣∣∣∣∣

∫ b

a

ŷ(l)χ(l+1−ν)ŷ(ν)dx

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ ∥χ∥Cl+1([a;b];R)∥ŷ∥2Hl((a;b);R)

It remains to estimate ∣∣∣∣∣
∫ b

a

ŷ(l)χŷ(l+1)dx

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
∣∣∣∣∣χ
(
ŷ(l)
)2

2

∣∣∣b
a

∣∣∣∣∣+
∣∣∣∣∣
∫ b

a

(
ŷ(l)
)2

2
χ′dx

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
≤

∣∣∣∣∣χ
(
ŷ(l)
)2

2

∣∣∣b
a

∣∣∣∣∣+ 1

2
∥χ∥C1([a;b];R)∥ŷ∥2Hl((a;b);R)

Hence, in both cases, we obtain the desired estimate.
Remark 7. One can consider an operator in Lp((a; b);R), p > 1, similar to the one of example 13. Really, let

A(y) =
d
dx

(
|y|py(σ)

)
|y|p−1sgn(y)

= py′y(σ) + yy(σ+1),

where σ ≥ 0, and if p is not an even integer, ⌈σ2 ⌉ ≤ p− 1.

With Faà di Bruno’s formula, one can show that −A(y) is (p, ψ) submonotone w.r.t. W ⌈σ
2 ⌉,p((a; b);R) norm, that is,

⟨A(y1)−A(y2), ŷ⟩p ≤ ψ(ŷ) + Λ(y1, y2)∥ŷ∥p
W⌈σ

2 ⌉,p
((a;b);R)

, ŷ = y1 − y2.

However, for the case p ̸= 2, the (p, ψ)-power of the differentiation operator (as in example 12) cannot be built. In
other words, we cannot connect W ⌈σ

2 ⌉,p((a; b);R) norm with some (p, ψ)-powered operator U . Alternatively, we can
try to consider operators U1 and U2 such that〈

U1

(
dU2(y)

dt
, y

)
, y

〉
p

= ψ(. . . ) +

〈
dU

1
p (y)

dt
, U

1
p (y)

〉
p

,

however, such constructions lead us to the nonlinear and artificial operators. Really, one can check that even for an
operator U

1
p = ∂σ

∂xσ , in Lp((a; b);R) space, we have〈
d
dt

∂σ

∂xσ (sgn(y
(σ))|y(σ)|p−1)

(−1)σ(p− 1)|y|p−2
, y

〉
p

= ψ

(
y, . . . , y(σ),

dy

dt
, . . . ,

dy(σ)

dt

)
+

〈
dy(σ)

dt
, y(σ)

〉
p

2.4 Coercive operators

The last type of equations we consider is elliptic (4). In [25], the authors considered similar equations, and for this
reason, they took an operator A to have a conditional Lipschitz inverse operator. Dealing with a R-smooth Banach
space, we consider instead an extended version. Precisely, we define the following type of operators. Again, we consider
the case of the whole domain only.
Definition 12. Let X be a R-smooth Banach space, D(A) ⊂ X be a subspace. We will say that an operator
A : D(A) → X is (p, ψ)-coercive, for some ψ : D(A)×D(A) → R and p > 1, if it is true that

∥χ− y∥p ≤ ψ(χ, y) + Λ(χ, y)⟨A(χ)−A(y), χ− y⟩p
for every χ, y ∈ D(A), and some Λ(χ, y) ≥ 0.

Again, we can consider the following extention of (p, ψ)-coercivity to a positive linear combination and a closure.
Statement 3. Let X be a R-smooth Banach space. The following two properties hold.

11
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1. If A1,2 are (p, ψ1,2)-coercive, then
A := s1A1 + s2A2

is (p, ψ)-coercive for ψ = s1ψ1 + s2ψ2 and every s1,2 ≥ 0.

2. Moreover, let D(∥ · ∥)(·, χ) be continuous on the ring {y ∈ X | r0 < ∥y∥ < r1} for every 0 < r0 < r1 and
χ ∈ X . If A is (p, ψ)-coercive, there exists a closure A, and ψ, Λ are continuous w.r.t. A-norm, then A is
(p, ψ)-coercive.

It is natural to consider an elliptic operator. For simplicity, we deal with its the first term only.

Example 14. Let Ω ⊂ Rm be a Lipschitz domain, Γ = ∂Ω, X = L2(Ω;R). Also, let for every x ∈ Ω and some ε > 0,
matrix Q(x) ∈ Rm×m satisfy

QT (x) = Q(x) and Q(x)ξ · ξ ≥ ε∥ξ∥2Rm , ξ ∈ Rm.

If Qij ∈ L∞(Ω;R), for every 1 ≤ i, j ≤ m, then an elliptic operator

Ay = −∇ · (Q(x)∇y)

is (2, ψ)-coercive.

Really, let ŷ = y1 − y2. Then

⟨Aŷ, ŷ⟩2 =

∫
Ω

(−∇ · (Q(x)∇ŷ)) ŷdx = −
∫
Γ

((Q(x)∇ŷ) · nΓ) ŷdx+

∫
Ω

∇ŷ ·Q(x)∇ŷdx ≥

= −
∫
Γ

((Q(x)∇ŷ) · nΓ) ŷdx+ ε∥∇ŷ∥2L2(Ω;Rm)

With the Poincare inequality, for some q > 0,

∥ŷ∥2L2(Ω;R) ≤ 2

∥∥∥∥ŷ − 1

|Ω|

∫
Ω

ŷdx

∥∥∥∥2
L2(Ω;R)

+
2

|Ω|

∣∣∣∣∫
Ω

ŷdx

∣∣∣∣2 ≤ q∥∇ŷ∥2L2(Ω;Rm) +
2

|Ω|

∣∣∣∣∫
Ω

ŷdx

∣∣∣∣2 ≤

≤ 2

|Ω|

∣∣∣∣∫
Ω

ŷdx

∣∣∣∣2 + q

ε
+

∫
Γ

((Q(x)∇ŷ) · nΓ) ŷdx+
q

ε
⟨Aŷ, ŷ⟩2.

Here
∣∣∫

Ω
ŷdx

∣∣2 is subordinate to the constant mean value condition. Let us note, that in one-dimensional case, we can
take Cauchy boundary conditions instead, as following inequality holds

∥ŷ∥2L2((a;b);R) ≤ (b− a)|ŷ(a) + ŷ(b)|2 + (b− a)2∥ŷ′∥2L2((a;b);R)

Example 15. Let Ω ⊂ Rm, Γ = ∂Ω, X = Lp(Ω;R), p ≥ 2. Let

A0(y) = −∇ ·
(
|∇y|p−2∇y

)
be a minus p-Laplace operator, and

A1(y) = |y|p−2y.

Then
A(y) = A0(y) + q1A1(y) + q2y,

is (p, ψ)-coercive, for q1 ≥ 0, q2 > 0. In examples 9 and 10, we showed that

⟨A0(y1)−A0(y2), y1 − y2⟩p ≥ −
∫
Γ

|ŷ|p−1sgn(ŷ)
((
|∇y1|p−2∇y1 − |∇y2|p−2∇y2

)
· nΓ

)
dΓ,

and
⟨A1(y1)−A1(y2), y1 − y2⟩p ≥ 0,

where ŷ = y1 − y2. Hence,

∥y1 − y2∥p ≤
1

q2

∫
Γ

|ŷ|p−1sgn(ŷ)
((
|∇y1|p−2∇y1 − |∇y2|p−2∇y2

)
· nΓ

)
dΓ+

+
1

q2
⟨A(y1)−A(y2), y1 − y2⟩p

12
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3 PINN’s error estimation

In this section, we obtain PINN’s error estimates for PDEs’ types (1)–(4). Also, in the case of semilinear parabolic-type
equations, we compare the estimation with an approach in [13].

Let us note that we describe in detail only the case of parabolic-type equations (1). In other cases, for simplicity, we
omit some conditions. For instance, we give an estimate based on training error for the parabolic-type equations (1)
only. Also, we consider the case of submonotonicity/subordination on a subspace for this type only. For other cases, we
deal with the whole domain.

3.1 Parabolic-type equation

Consider the problem (9) in a R-smooth Banach space X

dw

dt
= A(t)(w)

w
∣∣∣
t=0

= w0

B(t)(w) = hb

(9)

where A(t) : D(A(t)) → X and B(t) : D(B(t)) → Y are nonlinear operators, D(A(t)) ⊂ D(B(t)) ⊂ X are
subspaces, Y is a Banach space. We also consider the following subspace of D(A(t))

M(A(t), B(t)) := (B(t))−1(hb(t)) ∩ D(A(t)) (10)

For a solution of 9, we assume w ∈ C(I;X) ∩ C1(I;X) and w(t) ∈ M(A(t), B(t)) for t ∈ I .

Let us consider a neural network wθ with parameter θ, approximating solution w of (9), and the following PINN
residuals

Req =
dwθ
dt

−A(t)(wθ),

Rin = wθ|t=0 − w0,

Rbn = B(t)(wθ)− hb.

(11)

We are interested in the following total error

E := ∥wθ − w∥qLq(I;X) (12)

Also, we need to consider approximating rules for norms of residuals (quadrature rules in particular).

1. Let Teq ⊂ I × Rm, and let there exist QN,eq : L
p(I;X)× T N

eq → R with∣∣∥w∥Lp(I;X) −QN,eq(w, (t1, x1), . . . , (tN , xN ))
∣∣ ≤ β∗

eq(w)N
−αeq ,

for some β∗
eq(w) ≥ 0, αeq > 0 and every N ∈ N, w ∈ Lp(I;X), and {(ti, xi)}Ni=1 ⊂ Teq .

2. Let Tin ⊂ Rm, and let there exist QN,in : X × T N
in → R with

|∥y∥X −QN,in(y, x1, . . . , xN )| ≤ β∗
in(y)N

−αin

for some β∗
in(y) ≥ 0, αin > 0 and every N ∈ N, y ∈ X , and {xi}Ni=1 ⊂ Tin.

3. Let Tbn ⊂ I , and let there exist QN,bn : L1(I;R)× T N
bn → R with∣∣∥g∥L1(I;R) −QN,bn(g, t1, . . . , tN )

∣∣ ≤ β∗
bn(g)N

−αbn

for some β∗
bn(g) ≥ 0, αbn > 0 and every N ∈ N, g ∈ L1(I;R), and {ti}Ni=1 ⊂ Tbn.

Given training sets {(ti, xi)}
Neq

i=1 ⊂ Teq , {xi}Nin

i=1 ⊂ Tin, {ti}Nbn

i=1 ⊂ Tbn, we have the following training errors

ET,eq = QNeq,eq(Req, (t1, x1), . . . , (tNeq
, xNeq

)),

ET,in = QNin,in(Rin, x1, . . . , xNin),

ET,bn = QNbn,bn(ρ(Rbn), t1, . . . , tNbn
)

13



PINNs error estimates in R-smooth Banach spaces

Theorem 1. Let us given a solution w of problem (9), and a neural network wθ with residuals (11) and total error (12).
Let, moreover, −A(t) be (p, ψ(t))-submonotone on M(A(t), B(t)), with ψ(t) subordinate to B(t) on M(A(t), B(t)),
for every t ∈ I . (M(A(t), B(t)) is defined in (10)). Furthermore, let respective γ(·, wθ(·), w(·)) ∈ C(I;R), ρ(t) ≡ ρ,
and Λ(·, wθ(·), w(·)) ∈ L1(I;R). Then

E ≤ C
q
p

(
p(e

q(p−1)T
p − 1)

q(p− 1)

)
eq∥Λ(·,wθ(·),w(·))∥L1(I;R) ,

where
C = ∥Rin∥p + ∥Req∥pLp(I;X) + p∥γ(·, wθ(·), w(·))∥C(I;R)∥ρ(Rbn)∥L1(I;R)

Proof. With a denotation ŵ := wθ − w the total error and the residuals can be expressed as

E = ∥ŵ∥qLq(I;X) and
Req =

dŵ

dt
−A(t)(wθ) +A(t)(w),

Rin = ŵ|t=0,

Rbn = B(t)(wθ)−B(t)(w).

With (7), we have
d

dt
∥ŵ∥p = p

〈
dŵ

dt
, ŵ

〉
p

= p ⟨Req, ŵ⟩p + p ⟨A(t)(wθ)−A(t)(w), ŵ⟩p

With properties of p-form and the Young inequality,

p
∣∣∣⟨Req, ŵ⟩p

∣∣∣ ≤ p∥Req∥∥ŵ∥p−1 ≤ ∥Req∥p + (p− 1)∥ŵ∥p

Since −A(t) is (p, ψ(t))-submonotone on M(A(t), B(t)), ψ(t) is subordinate to B(t) on M(A(t), B(t)), then
⟨A(t)(wθ)−A(t)(w), ŵ⟩p ≤ ψ(t, w(t), wθ(t)) + Λ(t, wθ(t), w(t))∥ŵ∥p ≤
≤ γ(t, wθ(t), w(t))ρ(B(t)(wθ)−B(t)(w)) + Λ(t, wθ(t), w(t))∥ŵ∥p =
= γ(t, wθ(t), w(t))ρ(Rbn) + Λ(t, wθ(t), w(t))∥ŵ∥p

Hence,
d

dt
∥ŵ∥p ≤ ∥Req∥p + pγ(t, wθ(t), w(t))ρ(Rbn) + (p− 1 + pΛ(t, wθ(t), w(t)))∥ŵ∥p

Integrating from 0 to t ≤ T ,
∥ŵ∥p ≤ ∥Rin∥p + ∥Req∥pLp(I;X) + p∥γ(·, wθ(·), w(·))∥C(I;R)∥ρ(Rbn)∥L1(I;R)+

+

∫ t

0

(p− 1 + pΛ(t, wθ(t), w(t)))∥w∥pdτ

With the Grönwall-Bellman lemma,

∥ŵ∥p ≤ Ce(p−1)t+p
∫ t
0
(Λ(t,wθ(t),w(t)))dτ ,

where
C = ∥Rin∥p + ∥Req∥pLp(I;X) + p∥γ(·, wθ(·), w(·))∥C(I;R)∥ρ(Rbn)∥L1(I;R)

Taking q-powered Lq-norm on t, 1 ≤ q <∞,

E = ∥ŵ∥qLq(I;X) ≤ C
q
p

(
p(e

q(p−1)T
p − 1)

q(p− 1)

)
eq∥Λ(·,wθ(·),w(·))∥L1(I;R)

Remark 8. In theorem 1, instead of Lq(I;X) norm, one can take another one. Also, we assume that solution w and
network wθ are sufficiently regular to have finite Lq-norm.
Corollary 1. With conditions of theorem 1 and training errors, we have

E ≤ C̃
q
p

(
p(e

q(p−1)T
p − 1)

q(p− 1)

)
eq∥Λ(·,wθ(·),w(·))∥L1(I;R) ,

where
C̃ =

(
ET,in + β∗

in(w,wθ)N
−αin

)p
+
(
ET,eq + β∗

eq(w,wθ)N
−αeq

)p
Lp(I;X)

+

+ p∥γ(·, wθ(·), w(·))∥C(I;R)
(
ET,bn + β∗

bn(w,wθ)N
−αbn

)
Remark 9. Approximation (quadrature) constants depend on some norm of residuals.
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PINNs error estimates in R-smooth Banach spaces

3.2 Parabolic-type equation, non-smooth Banach space

We briefly descibe an extension of the approach presented in [13] to the semilinear problem 13 in arbitrary Banach
space X , and compare obtained estimate with the one of the previous subsection.

dw

dt
= Aw + F (t)(w)

w
∣∣∣
t=0

= w0

B(w) = 0

(13)

where A : D(A) → X and B : D(B) → Y are linear operators, D(A) ⊂ D(B) ⊂ X are subspaces, Y is a Banach
space. Again, we consider the following subspace of D(A)

M(A,B) := Ker(B) ∩ D(A).

Residuals are

Req =
dwθ
dt

−Awθ − F (t)(wθ),

Rin = wθ|t=0 − w0,

Rbn = B(wθ).

(14)

Remark 10. For main results in the operator semigroup theory, see for instance, [28]. For generator A of a strongly
continuous semigroup V (t), −A is ”submonotone” in the following sense. In a R-smooth Banach space, an operator of
form −(A0 + ωI), where A0 is dissipative and ω ∈ R, is submonotone. Since A is a generator of strongly continuous
semigroup, then for some M ≥ 1 and ω ∈ R, it is true that

∥(sI −A)−1∥ ≤ M

s− ω
, ∀s > ω.

Then, for A0 := A− ωI , we have

∥(sI −A0)
−1∥ ≤ M

s
, ∀s > 0.

There exists an equivalent norm ∥ · ∥V for which

∥(sI −A0)
−1∥V ≤ 1

s
, ∀s > 0,

that is, A0 is dissipative (in the meaning similar to the Banach space case).

Returning to problem (13), we have the following result.
Theorem 2. Let us given a solution w of problem (13), and a neural network wθ with residuals (14) and total error
(12). Let A

∣∣∣
M(A,B)

be a generator of a semigroup V (t), ∥V (t)∥ ≤ Meωt. Let B be right invertible, and for a

right inverse Θ, let
(
A
∣∣∣
M(A,B)

)
· Θ be bounded. Also, let F (t) be conditionally Lipschitz for every t ∈ I and

Λ(·, wθ(·), w(·)) ∈ L1(I;R). Then we have an estimate

E ≤ C
∫ T

0

e
M∥Λ(·,wθ(·),w(·))∥

L1(I;R)e
ωt

ω dt (15)

where
C = ∥ΘRbn∥+MeωT ∥Rin∥+MeωT ∥ΘRbn(0)∥+

+MeωT ∥Req∥L1(I;X) +MeωT ∥AΘ∥∥Rbn∥L1(I;X) +MeωT
∥∥∥∥dΘRbn

dt

∥∥∥∥
L1(I;X)

Proof. Given fixed w and wθ, let again ŵ = wθ −w. Then w̃ := ŵ−ΘRbn ∈ M(A,B) is a solution to the following
problem

dw̃

dt
= Aw̃ + z(t),

w̃|t=0 = Rin −ΘRbn(0),

15
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where
z = Req + F (t)(wθ)− F (t)(w) +AΘRbn − dΘRbn

dt
Then w̃ is also a ”mild” solution, that is, it satisfies the following integral equation

w̃(t) = V (t)w̃|t=0 +

∫ t

0

V (t− τ)z(τ)dτ.

Hence,
∥ŵ∥ ≤ ∥ΘRbn∥+MeωT ∥Rin∥+MeωT ∥ΘRbn(0)∥+MeωT ∥Req∥L1(I;X)+

+MeωT ∥AΘRbn∥L1(I;X) +MeωT
∥∥∥∥dΘRbn

dt

∥∥∥∥
L1(I;X)

+

+M

∫ t

0

Λ(t, wθ(t), w(t))e
ω(t−τ)∥ŵ∥dτ ≤ ∥ΘRbn∥+MeωT ∥Rin∥+MeωT ∥ΘRbn(0)∥+

+MeωT ∥Req∥L1(I;X) +MeωT ∥AΘ∥∥Rbn∥L1(I;X) +MeωT
∥∥∥∥dΘRbn

dt

∥∥∥∥
L1(I;X)

+

+M

∫ t

0

Λ(t, wθ(t), w(t))e
ω(t−τ)∥ŵ∥dτ = C +M

∫ t

0

Λ(t, wθ(t), w(t))e
ω(t−τ)∥ŵ∥dτ,

for a.e. t ∈ I , where
C = ∥ΘRbn∥+MeωT ∥Rin∥+MeωT ∥ΘRbn(0)∥+

+MeωT ∥Req∥L1(I;X) +MeωT ∥AΘ∥∥Rbn∥L1(I;X) +MeωT
∥∥∥∥dΘRbn

dt

∥∥∥∥
L1(I;X)

With the Grönwall-Bellman lemma,

∥ŵ∥ ≤ Ce
∫ t
0
Λ(t,wθ(t),w(t))eω(t−τ)dτ ≤ Ce

M∥Λ(·,wθ(·),w(·)∥
L1(I;R)e

ωt

ω

for a.e. t ∈ I .

Finally,

E ≤ C
∫ T

0

e
M∥Λ(·,wθ(·),w(·))∥

L1(I;R)e
ωt

ω dt

Remark 11. Let us compare this estimate with the one of theorem 1. (15) contains W 1,1(I;Y ) norm of the additional
conditions residual and a double exponent on T if the semigroup is not uniformly bounded.

The assumption of right invertibility is natural for ”good” additional conditions, as the following example demonstrates.
Example 16. Let y ∈ C1([a; b];R) and By = (y(b)− y(a), y′(b)− y′(a))T ∈ R2. Let us denote f1 := y(b)− y(a),
f2 := y′(b)− y′(a). We need to construct such a linear operator Θ : R2 → D(B), that AΘ is bounded for some A.

We just put Θ to be a polynomial of degree ≤ 2, and

Θ(f1, f2)(x) :=
f2

2(b− a)
x2 +

2f1 − (b+ a)f2
2(b− a)

x.

One can show that BΘ(f1, f2) = (f1, f2)
T . Since ran(Θ) is finite dimensional, AΘ is bounded for every linear

operator A.

3.3 Generalized parabolic-type equation

For simplicity, we deal with submonotonicity/subordination on the whole domain. Consider problem (16) in a R-smooth
Banach space X

dw

dt
+
d

dt

K∑
k=1

Ukw = A(t)(w)

w
∣∣∣
t=0

= w0

B(t)(w) = hb,0
B(t)(Ukw) = hk,b, 1 ≤ k ≤ K,

(16)

16
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where A(t) : D(A(t)) → X and B(t) : D(B(t)) → Y are nonlinear operators, D(A(t)) ⊂ D(B(t)) ⊂ X are

subspaces, Y is a Banach space. Also, Uk are (p, ψk)-powered, Im(Uk) ⊂ D(B(t)), D(A(t)) ⊂ D(Uk) ⊂ D
(
U

1
p

k

)
,

Uk and U
1
p

k commute with d
dt , U

1
p

k commute with
∣∣∣
t=0

, 1 ≤ k ≤ K. For a solution of (16), we assume w ∈
C(I;X) ∩ C1(I;X).

Consider a neural network wθ with parameter θ, approximating solution w of (16), and the PINN residuals

Req =
dwθ
dt

+
d

dt

K∑
k=1

Ukwθ −A(t)(wθ),

Rin = wθ|t=0 − w0,

R0,bn = B(t)(wθ)− hb,0,

Rk,bn = B(t)(Ukwθ)− hb,k

(17)

Again, the total error is given by formula
E := ∥wθ − w∥qLq(I;X) (18)

Theorem 3. Let us given a solution w of problem (16), and a neural network wθ with residuals (17) and to-
tal error (18). Let also −A(t) be a (p, ψ(t))-submonotone w.r.t. norm ∥ · ∥∑

U
1
p
k

, with (p, ψk)-powered oper-

ators Uk, where ψk are subordinate to B(t), ψ(t) is subordinate to B(t) w.r.t. U1, . . . , Uk, for every t ∈ I .
Also, let respective γ̃k

(
dwθ

dt (·), dwdt (·), wθ(·), w(·)
)
,γk(·, wθ(·), w(·)) ∈ C(I;R), ρk(t) ≡ ρk, ρ̃k(t) ≡ ρ̃k, and

Λ(·, wθ(·), w(·)) ∈ L1(I;R). Then we have an estimate

E ≤ C
q
p

(
p(e

q(p−1)T
p − 1)

q(p− 1)

)
eq∥Λ(·,wθ(·),w(·))∥L1(I;R) ,

where

C = ∥Rin∥p +
K∑
k=1

∥U
1
p

k Rin∥p + ∥Req∥pLp(I;X) + p∥γ0(·, wθ(·), w(·))∥C(I;R)∥ρ0 (R0,bn) ∥L1(I;X)+

+ p

K∑
k=1

∥γk(·, wθ(·), w(·))∥C(I;R)∥ρk (Rk,bn) ∥L1(I;X)+

+ p

∥∥∥∥γ̃k (dwθdt (·), dw
dt

(·), wθ(·), w(·)
)∥∥∥∥

L1(I;R)
∥ρ̃k (R0,bn) ∥L1(I;X)

Proof. With a denotation ŵ := wθ − w the total error and the residuals can be expressed as

E = ∥ŵ∥qLq(I;X) and

Req =
dŵ

dt
+
d

dt

K∑
k=1

Ukŵ −A(t)(wθ) +A(t)(w),

Rin = ŵ|t=0,

R0,bn = B(t)(wθ)−B(t)(w),

Rk,bn = B(t)(Ukwθ)−B(t)(Ukw)

With (7) and (8), we have

d

dt
∥ŵ∥p +

K∑
k=1

d

dt
∥U

1
p

k ŵ∥
p = p

〈
dŵ

dt
, ŵ

〉
p

+ p

K∑
k=1

〈
U

1
p

k

dŵ

dt
, U

1
p

k ŵ

〉
p

= p

〈
dŵ

dt
, ŵ

〉
p

+ p

K∑
k=1

〈
Uk
dŵ

dt
, ŵ

〉
p

−

− p

K∑
k=1

[
ψk

(
dwθ
dt

(t),
dw

dt
(t), wθ(t), w(t)

)]
= p ⟨Req, ŵ⟩p + p ⟨A(t)(wθ)−A(t)(w), ŵ⟩p−

− p

K∑
k=1

[
ψk

(
dwθ
dt

(t),
dw

dt
(t), wθ(t), w(t)

)]
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Again,

p
∣∣∣⟨Req, ŵ⟩p

∣∣∣ ≤ p∥Req∥∥ŵ∥p−1 ≤ ∥Req∥p + (p− 1)∥ŵ∥p

Also,

⟨A(t)(wθ)−A(t)(w), ŵ⟩p ≤ ψ(t, w(t), wθ(t)) + Λ(t, wθ(t), w(t))

(
∥ŵ∥p +

K∑
k=1

∥∥∥∥U 1
p

k ŵ

∥∥∥∥p
)

≤

≤ γ0(t, wθ(t), w(t))ρ0(B(t)(wθ)−B(t)(w)) +

K∑
k=1

γk(t, wθ(t), w(t))ρk(B(t)(Ukwθ)−B(t)(Ukw))+

+ Λ(t, wθ(t), w(t))

(
∥ŵ∥p +

K∑
k=1

∥∥∥∥U 1
p

k ŵ

∥∥∥∥p
)

= γ0(t, wθ(t), w(t))ρ0 (R0,bn) +

K∑
k=1

γk(t, wθ(t), w(t))ρk (Rk,bn)+

+ Λ(t, wθ(t), w(t))

(
∥ŵ∥p +

K∑
k=1

∥∥∥∥U 1
p

k ŵ

∥∥∥∥p
)

Moreover,∣∣∣∣ψk (dwθdt (t),
dw

dt
(t), wθ(t), w(t)

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ γ̃k

(
dwθ
dt

(t),
dw

dt
(t), wθ(t), w(t)

)
ρ̃k(B(t)(wθ)−B(t)(w)) =

= γ̃k

(
dwθ
dt

(t),
dw

dt
(t), wθ(t), w(t)

)
ρ̃k (R0,bn)

Hence,

d

dt
∥ŵ∥p +

K∑
k=1

d

dt
∥U

1
p

k ŵ∥
p ≤ ∥Req∥p + pγ0(t, wθ(t), w(t))ρ0 (R0,bn) + p

K∑
k=1

γk(t, wθ(t), w(t))ρk (Rk,bn)+

+ pγ̃k

(
dwθ
dt

(t),
dw

dt
(t), wθ(t), w(t)

)
ρ̃k (R0,bn) + (p− 1 + pΛ(t, wθ(t), w(t)))∥ŵ∥p + pΛ(t, wθ(t), w(t))

(
K∑
k=1

∥∥∥∥U 1
p

k ŵ

∥∥∥∥p
)

≤

≤ ∥Req∥p + pγ0(t, wθ(t), w(t))ρ0 (R0,bn) + p

K∑
k=1

γk(t, wθ(t), w(t))ρk (Rk,bn)+

+ pγ̃k

(
dwθ
dt

(t),
dw

dt
(t), wθ(t), w(t)

)
ρ̃k (R0,bn) + (p− 1 + pΛ(t, wθ(t), w(t)))

(
∥ŵ∥p +

K∑
k=1

∥∥∥∥U 1
p

k ŵ

∥∥∥∥p
)

Integrating from 0 to t ≤ T ,

∥ŵ∥p +
K∑
k=1

∥U
1
p

k ŵ∥
p ≤ C +

∫ t

0

(p− 1 + pΛ(t, wθ(t), w(t)))

(
∥ŵ∥p +

K∑
k=1

∥∥∥∥U 1
p

k ŵ

∥∥∥∥p
)
dτ,

where

C = ∥Rin∥p +
K∑
k=1

∥U
1
p

k Rin∥p + ∥Req∥pLp(I;X) + p∥γ0(·, wθ(·), w(·))∥C(I;R)∥ρ0 (R0,bn) ∥L1(I;X)+

+ p

K∑
k=1

∥γk(·, wθ(·), w(·))∥C(I;R)∥ρk (Rk,bn) ∥L1(I;X)+

+ p

∥∥∥∥γ̃k (dwθdt (·), dw
dt

(·), wθ(·), w(·)
)∥∥∥∥

L1(I;R)
∥ρ̃k (R0,bn) ∥L1(I;X)

The rest of the proof is similar to the one of theorem 1.
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3.4 Hyperbolic-type equation

We apply the classical technique to reduce hyperbolic-type equations to the parabolic-type (see, for instance, [4]).
We consider the Hilbert space case only. One can deal with a smooth R-smooth Banach space, but, as stated in
remark 7, it seems unuseful in practice. For simplicity, we consider exactly one (2, ψ)-powered operator and with
submonotonicity/subordination on the whole domain. Let us given problem (19) in a Hilbert space X

d2w

dt2
= −Uw + F (t)(w) +A(t)

(
dw

dt

)
w
∣∣∣
t=0

= w0,
dw

dt

∣∣∣
t=0

= wt,0

B1(t)(w) = hb, B2(t)

(
dw

dt

)
= ht,b

(19)

whereA(t) : D(A(t)) → X andB1,2(t) : D(B1,2(t)) → Y1,2 are nonlinear operators, D(F (t)) ⊂ D(B1(t)) ⊂ X and
D(A(t)) ⊂ D(B2(t)) ⊂ X are subspaces, Y1,2 are Banach spaces. Also, U is (2, ψ̃)-powered, D(F (t)) ⊂ D(U) ⊂
D
(
U

1
2

)
, D(A(t)) ⊂ D

(
U

1
2

)
, U and U

1
2 commute with d

dt , U
1
2 commute with

∣∣∣
t=0

. For a solution of (19), we

assume w ∈ C1(I;X) ∩ C2(I;X).

Consider a neural network wθ with parameter θ, approximating solution w of (19), and the PINN residuals

Req =
d2wθ
dt2

+ Uwθ − F (t)(wθ)−A(t)

(
dwθ
dt

)
Rin = wθ

∣∣∣
t=0

− w0

Rin,t =
dwθ
dt

∣∣∣
t=0

− wt,0

Rbn = B1(t)(wθ)− hb

Rbn,t = B2(t)

(
dwθ
dt

)
− ht,b

(20)

Again, the total error is given by formula

E := ∥wθ − w∥qLq(I;X) (21)

Theorem 4. Let us given a solution w of problem (19), and a neural network wθ with residuals (20) and total
error (21). Let also −A(t) be (2, ψ(t))-submonotone, F (t) be conditionally Lipschitz w.r.t. to U

1
2 -norm (see remark

12), with (2, ψ̃)-powered operator U , where ψ̃, ψ(t) are subordinate to B2(t), for every t ∈ I . Also, let respective
γ̃
(
wθ(·), w(·), dwθ

dt (·), dwdt (·)
)
,γ(·, wθ(·), w(·)) ∈ C(I;R), ρ(t) ≡ ρk, ρ̃(t) ≡ ρ̃k, ΛA

(
·, dwθ

dt (·), dwdt (·)
)
∈ L1(I;R)

and ΛF (·, wθ(·), w(·)) ∈ L2(I;R). Then we have an estimate

E ≤ C
q
2
(eqT − 1)

q
e
q

(∥∥∥ΛA

(
·, dwθ

dt (·), dwdt (·)
)∥∥∥

L1(I;R)
+∥ΛF (·,wθ(·),w(·))∥2

L2(I;R)

)
,

where

C = ∥Rin∥2 + ∥Rin,t∥2 + ∥U 1
2Rin∥2 + ∥Req∥2L2(I;X)+

+ 2

∥∥∥∥γ (·, dwθdt (·), dw
dt

(·)
)∥∥∥∥

C(I;R)
∥ρ (Rbn,t) ∥L1(I;X)+

+ 2

∥∥∥∥γ̃ (wθ(·), w(·), dwθdt (·), dw
dt

(·)
)∥∥∥∥

C(I;R)
∥ρ̃ (Rbn,t) ∥L1(I;X)
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Proof. With a denotation ŵ := wθ − w the total error and the residuals can be expressed as

E = ∥ŵ∥qLq(I;X) and

Req =
d2ŵ

dt2
+ Uŵ − F (t)(wθ) + F (t)(w)−A(t)

(
dwθ
dt

)
+A(t)

(
dw

dt

)
Rin = ŵ

∣∣∣
t=0

Rin,t =
dŵ

dt

∣∣∣
t=0

Rbn = B1(t)(wθ)−B1(t)(w)

Rbn,t = B2(t)

(
dwθ
dt

)
−B2(t)

(
dw

dt

)
Let us consider wθ,1 = wθ, w1 = w, ŵ1 = ŵ, wθ,2 = dwθ

dt , w2 = dw
dt , ŵ2 = dŵ

dt . Then we have a parabolic-type
equation, {

dŵ1

dt = ŵ2
dŵ2

dt = Req − Uŵ1 + F (t)(wθ,1)− F (t)(w1) +A(t)(wθ,2)−A(t)(w2)

Hence, one can deal with the space X̃ = D(U
1
2 )×X endowed the following norm∥∥∥∥(y1y2

)∥∥∥∥2
X̃

:= ∥y1∥2 + ∥y2∥2 + ∥U 1
2 y1∥2,

With (7) and (8), we have

d

dt

∥∥∥∥(ŵ1

ŵ2

)∥∥∥∥2
X̃

=
d

dt
∥ŵ1∥2 +

d

dt
∥ŵ2∥2 +

d

dt
∥U 1

2 ŵ1∥2 = 2

〈
dŵ1

dt
, ŵ1

〉
2

+ 2

〈
dŵ2

dt
, ŵ2

〉
2

+ 2

〈
U

1
2 dŵ1

dt
, U

1
2 ŵ1

〉
2

=

= 2⟨ŵ2, ŵ1⟩2 + 2⟨Req, ŵ2⟩2 − 2⟨Uŵ1, ŵ2⟩2 + 2⟨F (t)(wθ,1)− F (t)(w1), ŵ2⟩2 + 2⟨A(t)(wθ,2)−A(t)(w2), ŵ2⟩2+

+ 2⟨U 1
2 ŵ1, U

1
2 ŵ2⟩2 = 2⟨ŵ2, ŵ1⟩2 + 2⟨Req, ŵ2⟩2 + 2⟨F (t)(wθ,1)− F (t)(w1), ŵ2⟩2 + 2⟨A(t)(wθ,2)−A(t)(w2), ŵ2⟩2−

− 2ψ̃(w1,θ(t), w1(t), w2,θ(t), w2(t)) ≤ ∥ŵ1∥2 + 2∥ŵ2∥2 + ∥Req∥2 + 2Λ2
F (t, wθ,1(t), w1(t))

(
∥ŵ1∥2 + ∥U 1

2 ŵ1∥2
)
+

+ 2ψ(t, w2,θ(t), w2(t)) + 2ΛA(t, w2,θ(t), w2(t))∥ŵ2∥2 − 2ψ̃(w1,θ(t), w1(t), w2,θ(t), w2(t)) ≤

≤ ∥ŵ1∥2 + 2∥ŵ2∥2 + ∥Req∥2 + 2Λ2
F (t, wθ,1(t), w1(t))

(
∥ŵ1∥2 + ∥U 1

2 ŵ1∥2
)

+ 2γ(t, w2,θ(t), w2(t))ρ(Rbn,t) + 2ΛA(t, w2,θ(t), w2(t))∥ŵ2∥2 + 2γ̃(w1,θ(t), w1(t), w2,θ(t), w2(t))ρ̃(Rbn,t)

Hence, after integrating from 0 to t ≤ T , we obtain∥∥∥∥(ŵ1

ŵ2

)∥∥∥∥2
X̃

≤ C + 2

∫ t

0

(1 + Λ2
F (t, wθ,1(t), w1(t)) + ΛA(t, w2,θ(t), w2(t)))

∥∥∥∥(ŵ1

ŵ2

)∥∥∥∥2
X̃

dτ ,

where

C = ∥Rin∥2 + ∥Rin,t∥2 + ∥U 1
2Rin∥2 + ∥Req∥2L2(I;X) + 2∥γ(·, w2,θ(·), w2(·))∥C(I;R)∥ρ (Rbn,t) ∥L1(I;X)+

+ 2∥γ̃(w1,θ(·), w1(·), w2,θ(·), w2(·))∥C(I;R)∥ρ̃ (Rbn,t) ∥L1(I;X)

The rest of the proof is similar to the one of theorem 1.

Remark 12. Conditionally Lipschitz continuity of F w.r.t. U
1
2 -norm stands for

∥F (χ)− F (y)∥ ≤ ΛF (χ, y)
(
∥χ− y∥2 + ∥U 1

2χ− U
1
2 y∥2

) 1
2

In fact, instead of this, one can consider a ”weak (2, ψF )-Lipschitz continuity w.r.t. U
1
2 -norm”, that is

|⟨F (χ1)−F (y1), χ2−y2⟩2| ≤ ψF (χ1, y1, χ2, y2)+Λ2
F (χ1, y1, χ2, y2)

(
∥χ− y∥2 +

∥∥∥U 1
2χ− U

1
2 y
∥∥∥2)+∥χ2−y2∥2.
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Remark 13. Let us note that obtained estimate does not depend on Rbn. However, in practice, we can observe such
dependence. For instance, let U = ∂2

∂x2 in L2((a; b);R),〈
−Uw, dw

dt

〉
2

=
∂w

∂x

dw

dt

∣∣∣b
a
+

〈
U

1
2w,U

1
2
dw

dt

〉
2

Hence, if we have Neumann-type boundary conditions, then, substituting w with dw
dt , respective ψ̃ subordinates to such

an operator.

3.5 Elliptic equation

Consider problem (22) in a R-smooth Banach space X

A(y) = feq
B(y) = fb,

(22)

where A : D(A) → X and B : D(B) → Y are nonlinear operators, D(A) ⊂ D(B) ⊂ X are subspaces, Y is a Banach
space.

Let us consider a neural network yθ with parameter θ, approximating solution y of (22) and the PINN residuals

Req = A(yθ)− feq,

Rbn = B(yθ)− fb.
(23)

Total error is
E := ∥yθ − y∥q, q > 1. (24)

Theorem 5. Let us given a solution y of problem (22), and a neural network yθ with residuals (23) and total error (24).
Let also A be (p, ψ)-coercive, with ψ subordinate to B. Then we have an estimate

E ≤ p
q
p

(
γ(yθ, y)ρ(Rbn) +

1

p
Λp(yθ, y)∥Req∥p

) q
p

Proof. With a denotation ŷ := yθ − y the total error and the residuals can be expressed as

E = ∥ŷ∥q and
Req = A(yθ)−A(y),

Rbn = B(yθ)−B(y)

With conditions of the theorem,

∥ŷ∥p ≤ ψ(yθ, y) + Λ(yθ, y)⟨A(yθ)−A(y), ŷ⟩p = ψ(yθ, y) + Λ(yθ, y)⟨Req, ŷ⟩p ≤
≤ γ(yθ, y)ρ(Rbn) + Λ(yθ, y)∥Req∥∥ŷ∥p−1.

Then with the Young inequality,

∥ŷ∥p ≤ γ(yθ, y)ρ(Rbn) +
Λp(yθ, y)

p
∥Req∥p +

p− 1

p
∥ŷ∥p.

Hence,

E ≤ p
q
p

(
γ(yθ, y)ρ(Rbn) +

1

p
Λp(yθ, y)∥Req∥p

) q
p

.

4 PINN’s residuals upper bound

In [5], the authors proved the existence of a two-layer tahn neural network approximation for a sufficiently regular
solution of the Navier-Stokes equation. Also, they obtained L2 upper bounds for the residuals depending on the neural
network width. The core theorem underlying this result claims the existence of a tahn neural network, approximating a
function from Hσ(Ω), where Ω ⊂ Rm is an integer right parallelepiped and σ ≥ 3. We obtain a similar theorem in
Wσ,p(Ω).

Let Ω ⊂ Rm be a convex bounded domain, and let p ≥ 1. First, we need to obtain the Bramble-Hilbert lemma in
Wσ,p(Ω), similar to the result of [36]. R. Verfürth in [36] noted that the core point for such extension is a Poincaré
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inequality with a ”good” constant in W 1,p(Ω) for zero mean value functions. However, for such functions (i.e.
1
|Ω|
∫
Ω
ydx = 0), a constant is known only for one-dimensional cases [11]. We provide slightly another idea: the mean

value in L2(Ω) is a projection to the set of constant functions, and for a function with vanishing projection, there is a
”good” Poincaré inequality. The projection operator is defined as follows.
Statement 4. Let p ≥ 1, and Ω ⊂ Rm be a convex bounded domain. Then there exists an operator Jp : Lp(Ω;R) → R,

Jp(y) :=

{
1
|Ω|
∫
Ω
ydx, 1 ≤ p < 2,

argmins∈R ∥y − s∥Lp(Ω;R), p ≥ 2

with the following properties:
Jp(−y) = −Jp(y),
Jp(y − Jp(y)) = 0.

Proof. If 1 ≤ p < 2, the result is clear. Let p ≥ 2. Given fixed element y ∈ Lp(Ω;R), let us consider the following
function

φ : R → R, φ(s) := ∥y − s∥Lp(Ω;R)

Then φ is a differentiable convex function. Since

φ(s) ≥ |s||Ω|
1
p − ∥y∥

we have that φ(+∞) = φ(−∞) = +∞, and, therefore, φ attends a global minimum. We have two possible cases.

If y ≡ s0 for some s0 ∈ R, then we have an exactly one minimum φ(s0) = 0. If y ̸≡ const, then the equality condition
in the Minkowski inequality implies that φ is strictly convex. Hence, φ attends its global minimum exactly at one point.

Thus, an operator
Jp(y) := argmin

s∈R
∥y − s∥Lp(Ω;R)

is correctly defined.

Also, we have
∥ − y − (−Jp(y))∥Lp(Ω;R) = ∥y − Jp(y)∥Lp(Ω;R) ≤ ∥ − y − s∥Lp(Ω;R)

and
∥y − Jp(y)∥Lp(Ω;R) ≤ ∥y − Jp(y)− s∥Lp(Ω;R)

for every s ∈ R. Hence, Jp has the desired properties.

We turn to the Poincaré inequality.
Lemma 2. (Poincaré inequality) For every y ∈W 1,p(Ω;R) with Jp(y) = 0, the following inequality holds

∥y∥Lp(Ω;R) ≤ πpdiam(Ω)∥∇y∥Lp(Ω;R),

where

πp =


1
2 , p = 1

π
2
p−221−

2
p , 1 < p < 2

p sin(π
p )

2π(p−1)
1
p
, p ≥ 2

(25)

Proof. For p = 2, the inequality is a result from [27] which was correctly proved in [3]. For p = 1, it was proved in [1].
In [3], there is a remark that the proof in [1] also contains a similar mistake, but the authors of [1] corrected their text
after the paper was posted.

If p ≥ 2, then Jp(y) = 0 implies
∫
Ω
y|y|p−2dx = 0. Really, since s = Jp(y) = 0 is a stationary point of φ, we have

0 =
dφ

ds

∣∣∣
s=0

= −p
∫
Ω

y|y|p−2dx

For such functions, the inequality was proved in [10].

Finally, in case 1 < p < 2, the constant πp can be obtained by the Riecz-Thorin interpolation theorem between L1 and
L2.
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As a result, we have
Statement 5. (Bramble-Hilbert lemma in Wσ+1,p(Ω;R)) Let Ω ⊂ Rm be a convex bounded domain, p ≥ 1,
y ∈Wσ+1,p(Ω;R). Then there exists a polynomial Py in m variables of degree at most σ such that

|y − Py|W ν,p(Ω;R) ≤ cσ+1,ν,p (diam(Ω))
σ+1−ν |y|Wσ+1,p(Ω;R), ∀0 ≤ ν ≤ σ,

where

cσ,ν,p ≤ πσ−νp

(
m+ ν − 1

ν

) 1
p ((σ − ν)!)

1
p(⌈

σ−ν
m

⌉
!
)m

p
(26)

and πp is defined in (25).

Proof. As in [36], we define polynomials Py,σ,. . . ,Py,0 =: Py recursively

Py,σ :=
∑

ι∈Nm,|ι|=σ

1

ι!
xιJp(∂ιy)

and
Py,ν−1 := Py,ν +

∑
ι∈Nm,|ι|=ν−1

1

ι!
xιJp (∂ι(y − Jp(y))) , σ ≥ ν ≥ 1.

As in [36], with properties of Jp, one can show that

∂ξ(Py,σ−σ̃) = Py,σ−σ̃−ν(∂
ξy)

and
Jp
(
∂ξ(y − Py,σ−σ̃(y))

)
= 0,

for all y ∈W σ̃,p(Ω;R), 0 ≤ ν ≤ σ̃, and ξ ∈ Nm with |ξ| := ξ1 + · · ·+ ξm = ν.

The rest of the proof is similar to the one in [36].

As a corollary, arguing exactly as in [5], one can obtain a theorem on neural network approximation existence in
Wσ,p(Ω;R).
Theorem 6. Let p ≥ 1, m ≥ 2, σ ≥ 3, δ > 0, aj , bj ∈ Z, aj < bj , for 1 ≤ j ≤ m, Ω =

∏m
j=1[aj , bj ]

and y ∈ Wσ,p(Ω;R). Then for every N ∈ N with N > 5 there exists a tanh neural network yθ,N with two
hidden layers, one of width at most 3

⌈
σ
2

⌉ (
σ+m−1
m+1

)
+
∑m
j=1(bj − aj)(N − 1) and another of width at most

3
⌈
m+2
2

⌉ (
2m+1
m+1

)
Nm+1

∏m+1
i=1 (bj − aj), such that for ν ∈ {0, 1, 2} it holds that,

∥y − yθ,N∥W ν,p(Ω;R) ≤ 2ν3nAν,σ,m,y(1 + δ) lnν
(
Bν,δ,d,yNm+σ+2

)
N−σ+ν , (27)

where

Bν,δ,m,y =
5 · 2νmmax

{∏m
j=1(bj − aj),m

}
max{∥y∥W ν,∞(Ω;R), 1}

3mδmin{1,Aν,σ,m,y}
, (28)

and
Aν,σ,m,y = max

0≤l≤ν
cσ,l,p

(
3
√
m
)σ−l |y|Wσ,p(Ω;R), (29)

where cσ,l,p is defined in (26).

Furthermore, the weights of yθ,N scale as O
(
N

max
{

σ2

2 ,m(1+
σ
2 +m

2 )
})

.

5 Conclusion

Hence, we gave an operator description of four PDE classes to which the error estimation, due to S. Mishra et al., can
be applied. These classes cover a wide range of equations. Furthermore, we dealt with a more general real p-form
instead of the inner product. For each class, we obtained an exact error estimate. Also, replacing the mean value with a
projection, we extended the Bramble-Hilbert lemma to the non-Hilbert Sobolev spaces. Finally, we stated the theorem
on neural network approximation existence in such a space.

However, obtained estimates remain a posteriori since we cannot guarantee that the training error will be small. It is still
an open question under what conditions the gradient descent algorithm converges to a global minimum in the context of
the PINN training.
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