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Abstract

Full-history recursive multilevel Picard (MLP) approximation schemes have been shown
to overcome the curse of dimensionality in the numerical approximation of high-dimensional
semilinear partial differential equations (PDEs) with general time horizons and Lipschitz con-
tinuous nonlinearities. However, each of the error analyses for MLP approximation schemes
in the existing literature studies the L2-root-mean-square distance between the exact solution
of the PDE under consideration and the considered MLP approximation and none of the error
analyses in the existing literature provides an upper bound for the more general LP-distance
between the exact solution of the PDE under consideration and the considered MLP approx-
imation. It is the key contribution of this article to extend the L?-error analysis for MLP
approximation schemes in the literature to a more general LP-error analysis with p € (0, 00).
In particular, the main result of this article proves that the proposed MLP approximation
scheme indeed overcomes the curse of dimensionality in the numerical approximation of high-
dimensional semilinear PDEs with the approximation error measured in the LP-sense with
p € (0,00).
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1 Introduction

It is one of the most challenging topics in computational mathematics to design and analyze
algorithms for the approximative solution of high-dimensional partial differential equations (PDEs)
and there are several promising approaches to this topic in the scientific literature.

We refer, for instance, to [11]| for approximation methods for certain high-dimensional first-
order Hamilton—Jacobi-Bellman PDEs. We refer, for instance, to [9,30,37,38] and the references
mentioned therein for approximation methods for PDEs based on density estimations and parti-
cle systems. We refer, for instance, to [7,8, 10,19, 35] and the references mentioned therein for
approximation methods based on Picard iterations and suitable projections on function spaces.
We refer, for instance, to [9,23, 24,25, 12 15] and the references mentioned therein for approxi-
mation methods for semilinear parabolic PDEs based on branching diffusion approximations. We
refer, for instance, to [13,41] for approximation methods for semilinear parabolic PDEs based on
standard Monte Carlo approximations for nested conditional expectations. We refer, for instance,
to [5,12,13,16,17,21,33,34,39,41] and the references therein for deep learning-based approximation
methods for high-dimensional PDEs. We refer, for instance, to |14, 15,29] for full-history recur-
sive multilevel Picard approximation methods for semilinear parabolic PDEs (in the following we
abbreviate full-history recursive multilevel Picard by MLP).

As of today, to the best of our knowledge, MLP approximation schemes are the only approxima-
tion schemes for high-dimensional PDEs in the scientific literature for which it has been proven that
they overcome the curse of dimensionality in the numerical approximation of semilinear heat PDEs
with general time horizons and Lipschitz continuous nonlinearities; cf. Hutzenthaler et al. [29].

The complexity analysis in [29] has been extended to more general MLP approximation schemes
and more general classes of nonlinear PDEs. More specifically, we refer to [27,30] for complexity
analyses for MLP approximation schemes for parabolic semilinear PDEs involving more general
second-order differential operators than just the Laplacian, we refer to [3] for complexity analyses
for MLP approximation schemes for parabolic semilinear PDEs with possibly non-Lipschitz contin-
uous nonlinearities such as Allen-Cahn equations, we refer to [2| for complexity analyses for MLP



approximation schemes for elliptic semilinear PDEs with Lipschitz continuous nonlinearities, we
refer to [20,31] for complexity analyses for MLP approximation schemes for parabolic semilinear
PDEs with gradient-dependent nonlinearities, and we refer to [1&] for complexity analyses for a
general class of MLP approximation schemes for semilinear heat PDEs. We also refer to [0, 15]
for numerical simulations for MLP approximation schemes. Each of the error analyses for MLP
approximation schemes in the above-mentioned articles studies the L2-root-mean-square distance
between the exact solution of the PDE under consideration and the considered MLP approxi-
mation and none of the error analyses in the above-mentioned articles provides an upper bound
for the more general LP-distance where p € (0,00) between the exact solution of the PDE under
consideration and the considered MLP approximation.

It is precisely the subject of this article to extend the L2-error analyses for MLP approximation
schemes in [29] to a more general LP-error analysis with p € (0, 00) and, thereby, also introduce a
slightly different variation of the previously studied MLP approximation schemes; see (1.2) below.

It turns out that it is not straightforward to extend the L?-error analysis for MLP approximation
schemes from the literature to a more general LP-error analysis with p € [2,00) (cf., e.g., Rio [10,
Theorem 2.1]|). A central difficulty is related to the issue that in our LP-error analysis the growth
of the number of samples used to approximate expectations via Monte Carlo averages must be
more carefully chosen; see (1.9) and (1.10) below for details.

To better illustrate the findings of this work, we present in the following result, Theorem 1.1
below, a special case of Theorem 4.6, the main result of this paper. Below Theorem 1.1 we add
some explanatory comments regarding the statement of Theorem 1.1 and the mathematical objects
appearing in Theorem 1.1 and we also present a brief sketch of our proof of Theorem 1.1.

Theorem 1.1. Let T,k,d,p € (0,00), © = [J,enZ", let f: R — R be Lipschitz continuous, let
ug € CH2([0,T] x R4 R), d € N, satisfy for alld € N, t € [0,T], x = (21, 22,...,74) € R? that
ug(t, )| < kd™(1+ 34_, |o])* and

(Frua)(t, @) = (Agua)(t,x) + f(ua(t, ), (1.1)

let (9, F,P) be a probability space, let u?: Q — [0,1], 6 € O, be i.i.d. random variables, assume for
allr € (0,1) that P(u® <7) =7, let W0 [0, T| x Q2 — R?, d € N, 0 € O, be independent standard
Brownian motions, assume that (u)gce and (W )(d,g)eNX@ are independent, let ¢: N — N and
Uff:f,L: 0,T] x RIx Q =R, d,n,m € Z, § € O, satisfy for alln € Ny, d,m €N, § € ©,t € [0,T],
r € R? that ¢(m) = max{k € N: k < exp(|ln(m)|/?)} and

n—1 (¢(m)"~
d,(0,i,k i ,(0,3,k)
Ug;fn(t,x):izowl ; [f(U R (@), g 2O ) (1.2)
; d,(6,—1,k) (4, (0,i.k) d,(0,i.k 15 [ d,(6,0,—k)
= In(i) F (UL, (0 o V2 W tu(em))] + Gty | 2 ua(0,7+ V2 )|
k=1

and for every d,n,m € N let €4, ,, € N be the number of function evaluations of f and uq(0,-) and
the number of realizations of scalar random variables which are used to compute one realization of
U (T,0): Q = R (see (4.28) for a precise definition). Then there exist c € R and 7: Nx (0,1] —
N such that for all d € N, ¢ € (0,1] it holds that

(E |:|ud<T7 0) - Ud’(Od,E)yﬂ(d,E) <T7 0) ‘p:| )l/p S € and Qtdvn(dve)vn(dve) S Cdc€7(2+5) : (13>

72

Theorem 1.1 is an immediate consequence of Theorem 4.6 in Section 4 below. Theorem 4.6,
which is the main result of this article, in turn, follows from Proposition 4.4 (see Section 4 below
for details). In the following we provide some explanatory comments concerning the mathematical
objects appearing in Theorem 1.1 above.

In Theorem 1.1 we intend to approximate the solutions of the PDEs in (1.1). The strictly
positive real number T € (0, 00) in Theorem 1.1 describes the time horizon of the PDEs in (1.1),
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the Lipschitz continuous function f: R — R specifies the nonlinearity of the PDEs in (1.1), and
the functions ug: [0,7] x R? — R, d € N, are the solutions of the PDEs in (1.1).

The strictly positive real number x € (0,00) in Theorem 1.1 is employed to formulate a reg-
ularity condition for the solutions ug4: [0,7] x RY — R, d € N, of the PDEs in (1.1) which we
impose in Theorem 1.1. More formally, in Theorem 1.1 we assume that the solution functions
ug: [0,T]x R* — R, d € N, of the PDEs in (1.1) satisfy the regularity condition that for all d € N,
t € [0,T], » € R? it holds that

Jua(t, 2)] < K" (1+ Sy fal)" (1.4)

This condition ensures that the solution functions u4: [0, T] x R — R, d € N, of the PDEs in (1.1)
are at most polynomially growing both in the spatial variable € R? and in the PDE dimension
d € N. Observe that the condition in (1.4) also ensures that solutions of the PDEs in (1.1) with
the fixed initial value functions R¢ > z + u4(0,z) € R, d € N, are unique.

In (1.2) we recursively specify the proposed MLP approximations which we employ in Theo-
rem 1.1 to approximate the solutions of the PDEs in (1.1). The proposed MLP approximation
method is a random approximation algorithm which is defined on an artificial probability space.
The probability space (€2, F,[P) in Theorem 1.1 is this artificial probability space on which we
defined the proposed MLP approximations.

To formulate the proposed MLP approximations, we need, roughly speaking, sufficiently many
independent random variables as random input sources and to formulate these sufficiently many
independent random variables, we need, roughly speaking, a sufficiently large index set over which
the sufficiently many independent random variables are defined. The set © = (J,Z" in Theo-
rem 1.1 is precisely this sufficiently large index set which allows us to introduce sufficiently many
independent random variables over this index set and the i.i.d. random variables u’: Q — [0, 1],
6 € O, and the independent standard Brownian motions W¢: [0,7] x Q@ — R? d € N, § € O,
are the sufficiently many independent random variables which we use to specify the MLP approx-
imations in (1.2). Observe that the assumption that for all r € (0,1) it holds that P(u® < r) =r
in Theorem 1.1 ensures that the random variables u?: Q — [0,1], # € ©, are on [0, 1] continuous
uniformly distributed random variables.

The MLP approximations specified in (1.2) differ from previously introduced MLP approxima-
tions, roughly speaking, in the sense that a smaller number of Monte Carlo samples is employed.
In Theorem 1.1 this smaller number of Monte Carlo samples is formulated through the function
¢: N — N which increases quite slowly to infinity. More formally, Lemma 4.5 in Subsection 4.4
below proves that for every e € (0,00) there exists ¢ € R such that for all x € [1,00) it holds
that lim, . ¢(y) = oo and ¢(x) < cz®. This slow increase to infinity is an important argument in
our LP-error analysis for the proposed MLP approximations (see (1.9), (1.10), and Subsection 4.4
below for further details).

The natural numbers &€4,,,,, € N, d,m,n € N, in Theorem 1.1 measure the computational
cost of the proposed MLP approximations. More specifically, for every d,m,n € N we have that
Canm is the sum of the number of function evaluations of the nonlinearity f: R — R, of the
number of function evaluations of the initial value function R¢ > x — u4(0,2) € R, and of the
number of one-dimensional random variables which are used to compute one realization of the
MLP approximation U2 (T,0): @ — R. We also refer to (4.28) in Proposition 4.4 in Section 4
below for the precise specification of the natural numbers €;,,,,, € N, d,m,n € N.

Theorem 1.1 reveals that the MLP approximations in (1.2) approximate the values u4(7’,0) € R,
d € N, of the solution functions ug: [0,7] x R — R, d € N, at the terminal time t = T and at
the space point z = 0 € R? with a computational effort which grows at most polynomially in the
PDE dimension d € N and up to an arbitrarily small polynomial order at most quadratically in
the reciprocal of the prescribed approximation accuracy € > 0. This arbitrarily small polynomial
order is described through the real number ¢ € (0, 00) in Theorem 1.1.

Due to the fact that the MLP approximations proposed in (1.2) differ slightly from the MLP
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approximations which have been previously employed in L2-error analyses in the scientific liter-
ature, we now briefly sketch the main ideas in the proof of Theorem 1.1. The first step in our
sketch of the proof of Theorem 1.1 is to reformulate the PDEs under consideration as stochastic
fixed-point equations. Specifically, in the context of (1.1) we have that the Feynman-Kac formula
proves that the solution functions uy: [0, 7] x R — R, d € N, of the PDEs in (1.1) are the unique
at most polynomially growing functions which satisfy for alld € N, § € ©, t € [0, T], z € R? that

gt z) = Elua(0, z + V2W)] + / t E[f(ua(s, x +V2W2Y))] ds. (1.5)

In the next step we note that (1.2), the assumption that W%?: [0, T] xQ =R deN, e, are
independent standard Brownian motions, and the assumption that u?: Q — [0, 1], 0 € O, are i.i.d.
random variables assure that for all n € Ng, d,m € N, 0 € ©, t € [0,T], x € R? it holds that

E[Udﬂ (t,2)] — Ln(n) E[ug (0,2 + vV2W)]

=t ZE[;" HOD 0w+ V2WE )Y — In(a) f (U (0, x+detu9))]] L6

[ ettt VL) 0+ VB )|

(cf. Lemmas 3.3 and 3.5 and (3.24) in the proof of Lemma 3.5 for the details). In addition, we
observe that the assumption that W4?: [0,T] x Q — R? d € N, § € O, are independent standard
Brownian motions, the assumption that u’: Q — [0,1], € O, are i.i.d. random variables, and a
telescoping sum argument demonstrate that for alln € Ng, d,m € N, 0 € ©, t € [0,T], x € R it
holds that

n—1

S OE|F(U 0 + VIWE,) = (i) (U (0w 4+ VEWE,)) |

1=0

= ]lN(n)tE[f(Un 1m(tu x+\/7Wtdiu0))} = 1n(n) {/OtE[f(U,f’@Lm(s,x—l—\/§Wtd’i))] ds]

t (1.7)

(cf. Lemmas 3.4 and 3.5). Combining (1.5), (1.6), and (1.7) indicates that for all n € Ny, d,m € N,
6cO,tel0,T], xr € R? we have that

E[ngfn(t,x)} = In(n) <E[ud(0,x+ \/§Wtd70)} n /tE[f(Ugglm(s o+ \/_Wde))] )
~ In(n) (E[ud(O,x + \/§Wtd’6)} + /tE[f(Ud(SafE + \/§Wtd—0s))] ds) (1.8)

= In(n) ug(t, z)

(cf. Lemmas 3.5 and 3.14). Observe that (1.8) suggests that the proposed MLP approximations
Uff:fn: 0, T] x REx Q = R, n € Ny, d;m € N, § € O, behave in expectation like Picard iterations
for the stochastic fixed-point equations in (1.5). The final step in our sketch of the proof of
Theorem 1.1 is to employ a Monte Carlo approach to approximate the expectations in (1.6). This
final step is where the MLP approximations proposed in (1.2) differ from the MLP approximations
which have been previously employed in L?-error analyses in the scientific literature. Specifically,
the MLP approximations proposed in (1.2) use the fact that for all n € Ny, i € {0,1,...,n — 1},
deN,0e€0,tel0,T], z € R we have that



(¢(m))"—*
d,(0,,k ; d,(0,,k
Ee ,;1 [f(U w0, 2+ aWETET))
— (@) f (UL (0009, 4 V2O k)))] (1.9)
is a Monte Carlo approximation of
E[f(Ui‘f;ff’i)(tue, z+V2WH ) = (i) F(USDD (o + VW tue))} (1.10)

employing (¢(m))"~* € N samples. The function ¢: N — N thus determines the number of samples
used in the Monte Carlo approximations in the MLP approximations proposed in (1.2).

In our LP-error analysis the specific choice of ¢ is a subtle issue and, in particular, in our LP-
error analysis there is some fine-tuning needed in the choice of the function ¢. On the one hand,
the function ¢ must be chosen large enough so that the error due to approximating expectations
via Monte Carlo averages is small enough. On the other hand, in our recursive Gronwall-type L”-
error analysis in Lemma 3.13 in Subsection 3.6 and Lemma 3.14 in Subsection 3.7 the exponential
term exp(m”?/p) arises in the upper bounds (see (3.72) in Lemma 3.13, (3.75) in Lemma 3.14,
and (4.38) in the proof of Proposition 4.4) where m € N will be replaced by ¢(m). To control this
term, our LP-error analysis employs the assumption that (¢(m)”?/m)men is a bounded sequence.
More specifically, if p € (0, 2], then ¢ may be chosen to be the identity, but if p € (2, 00), then ¢
must grow much slower and the choice Vm € N: ¢(m) = max{k € N: k < exp(|In(m)[*/?)} is a
suitable p-independent choice.

The remainder of this article is structured as follows. In Section 2 we establish regularity prop-
erties for solutions of stochastic fixed-point equations. Afterwards, in Section 3 we introduce MLP
approximations for the stochastic fixed-point equations from Section 2, we study their measura-
bility and integrability properties, and we establish LP-error bounds between the exact solutions
of the stochastic fixed-point equations and the MLP approximations. Finally, in Section 4 we
establish some elementary estimates for full-history recursions and combine these estimates with
the regularity properties for solutions of stochastic fixed-point equations, which we established
in Section 2, and the LP-error analysis for MLP approximations for stochastic fixed-point equa-
tions, which we established in Section 3, to obtain a computational complexity analysis for MLP
approximations for semilinear partial differential equations.

2 Stochastic fixed-point equations

In this section we establish in Corollary 2.5 below appropriate regularity results for solutions of
stochastic fixed-point equations with polynomially growing solutions. In Corollary 2.5 we assume,
among other things, that the nonlinearity f:[0,7] x R? x R — R and the terminal condition
g: R — R of the stochastic fixed-point equation in (2.18) satisfy the polynomial growth bound
that there exist £, p € [0,00) such that for all t € [0,T], x = (71, 29, ..., z4) € R? it holds that

max{] f(t,z, 0)], [g(2)|} < (1 + [0, |l2al?) (2.1)

(see above (2.18) in Corollary 2.5). Observe that in the case z = 0 € RY p = 0 we have
that (2.1) reduces to the condition that for all ¢ € [0,7] it holds that max{|f(¢,0,0)|,|g(0)|} <
S(1+ [5,[0]172) = £(1 4 0°) = 2¢.

Our proof of Corollary 2.5 uses the regularity result for stochastic fixed-point equations with
Lipschitz continuous nonlinearities in Lemma 2.3 below. Similar regularity results for stochastic
fixed-point equations can, e.g., be found in Hutzenthaler et al. [28, Lemma 2.2]. Our proof of
Lemma 2.3 uses the well-known backward formulation of the Gronwall inequality in Corollary 2.2
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below. In our proof of Corollary 2.2 we use the well-known forward formulation of the Gronwall
inequality in Lemma 2.1. Lemma 2.1 is a direct consequence of, e.g., the generalized Gronwall
inequality in Henry [22, Lemma 7.1.1].

2.1 Gronwall-type inequalities

Lemma 2.1. Let T,y € [0,00), let §: [0,T] — [O o0) be a function, let a: [0,T] — [0,00] be
measurable, and assume for all t € [0,T] that fo s)ds < oo and
¢
a(t) < p(t) +7/ a(s)ds. (2.2)
0
Then it holds for all t € [0,T] that a(t) < [sup,eo4 B(s)] exp(71).
Corollary 2.2. Let T,~ € [0,00), let §: [0,T] — [0 oo) be non-increasing, let o: [0,T] — [0, 0]
be measurable, and assume for all t € [0,T] that ft s)ds < oo and
T
a(t) < B(t) +’y/ a(s) ds. (2.3)
t

Then it holds for allt € [0,T] that a(t) < B(t) exp(y(T — 1)) < o0

Proof of Corollary 2.2. Throughout this proof let A: [0, 7] — [0, 00] and a: [0,7] — [0, c0) satisfy
for all ¢ € [0, 7] that

At)=a(T —1t) and a(t) = B(T —1). (2.4)
Note that the hypothesis that « is measurable and (2.4) ensure that A is measurable. In addition,

observe that the hypothesis that for all ¢ € [0,77] it holds that ft s)ds < oo and (2.4) assure
that for all ¢ € [0, 77 it holds that

/OtA(S)ds:/Otoz(T—S)ds:/T:a(s)dsg/OTa(s)ds<oo. (2.5)

Moreover, note that the hypothesis that § is non-increasing and (2.4) guarantee that a is non-
decreasing. Furthermore, observe that (2.3), (2.4), and (2.5) demonstrate that for all ¢ € [0,77] it
holds that

T

At)=a(T—1t) < B(T—t)Jrv/ a(s)ds = a(t)+7/0 a(T —s)ds = a(t)+7/0 A(s)ds. (2.6)

T—t

This, (2.4), the fact that A is measurable, (2.5), the fact that a is non-decreasing, and Lemma 2.1
(applied with T ~ T, v~ v, v a, a v A in the notation of Lemma 2.1) prove that for all
t € [0, 7] it holds that

At) < [sup a(s)] exp(vt) = a(t) exp(yt) < oc. (2.7)

s€[0,t]
Combining this and (2.4) establishes that for all ¢ € [0, T it holds that
a(t) < f(t) exp(y(T' — 1)) < o0, (2.8)

The proof of Corollary 2.2 is thus complete. O



2.2 A priori bounds for solutions of stochastic fixed-point equations

Lemma 2.3. Let d € N, T, L € [0,0), ¢ € [1,0), f € C([0,T] x R? x R,R), g € C(R% R),
u € C([0,T] x RER), let (2, F,P) be a probability space, let W: [0,T] x Q — R? be a standard
Brownian motion, and assume for allt € [0,T], z € RY, v,w € R that |f(t,z,v) — f(t,z,w)|] <

Liv—w|, E[|g(:p+WT_t)|+LT|f(s,x+WS_t, (s,x+Ws_y))| ds] +ft E[|u(s, z+W,)|1)"* ds < oo,
and

u(t,z) =E[g(z + Wr_)] + /t E[f(s,x+ Wi, u(s,z + W,_y))] ds. (2.9)

Then it holds for all t € [0,T], x € R? that

(E[]u(t,x + Wt)}q] )l/q (2.10)
(Ellote+ wol])" + @ - o[ [0+ w00/ ds)”q] .

Proof of Lemma 2.5. Throughout this proof let a: [0,T] x R? — [0, 00] satisfy for all t € [0, 7],
r € R? that

< exp(L(T —t))

l/q

T
a(t,z) = (E[jg(z + WT)\q])l/q + (T —t)\ "/ </ E[|f(s,z + W, 0)]7] ds) (2.11)
t
and assume without loss of generality that for all x € R? it holds that «(0,z) < co. Note that
(2.11) ensures that for all x € R? it holds that [0,7] > ¢t — a(t,z) € [0,00) is non-increasing. In

addition, observe that (2.9), the triangle inequality, Jensen’s inequality, Fubini’s theorem, and the
fact that W has independent increments assure that for all ¢ € [0,7], z € R? it holds that

(E[Ju(t, = + W,)|7)"

- (E UE[g(x + Wr_ + V[/t)] + ftTE[f(s, x4+ Wy +Whu(s, x4+ Wey + VVt))] ds !

a1\
D (2.12)
[’E[ fL‘ + WT)] }qi| )l/q + <E|:}LTE[]C(57$ + WS,U(S,l’ + WS))] dS}q] )1/q

= (E[|g(x+WT)|qDI/q +/t (E[|f(3,$+Ws,u(s,x+Ws))|q])l/qu,

(UE ZE+WT]+L [ 8$+Ws,u(8,x+Ws))]ds
< (e

Next note that the triangle inequality and the hypothesis that for all ¢t € [0,T], z € RY, v,w € R
it holds that |f(¢,x,v) — f(t,7,w)| < L|v — w| demonstrate that for all t € [0, T], z € R? it holds
that

/t (B[ (s, 2+ Wa,u(s, z + W,))[7]) " ds < / (E[If (s, + Wy, 0)]]) " ds
+/t (E[|f(s,x+Ws,u(s,x+Ws))—f(s,x+Ws,O)|q])l/qu (2.13)
S/t (E[|f(8,x+WS,O))‘qDI/qujLL/t (E[|u(s,x+Ws)|q])l/qu.

Furthermore, observe that Hélder’s inequality shows that for all ¢ € [0, 7], x € R? it holds that

/tT(E[|f(S’$+WS’O))WD% = <{/tT(E[|f(s,x+WS,O))|Q])1/q ds]q>l/q
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< ((T — 1)} /tTE[\f(s, x+ Wy, 0))]] ds)l/q (2.14)
= (T —t) "V (/tTEUf(s, z+ W, 0))]] ds)l/q

Combining this, (2.11), (2.12), and (2.13) guarantees that for all ¢t € [0, 7], z € R? it holds that
T
(E[lu(t,z + Wt)|q})l/q < alt,r)+ L/ (E[lu(s,z+ Wy)|9] )l/q ds. (2.15)
¢

This, (2.11), the fact that for all z € R? it holds that [0, 7]  t — «a(t,z) € [0, 00) is non-increasing,
the hypothesis that for all ¢ € [0,7], z € R? it holds that ftT(EHu(s,x + W,)|9) Y1 ds < oo, and
Corollary 2.2 (applied for every € R with T AT, v~ L, 8~ ([0,T] 3 t = a(t,z) € [0,00)),
a - ([0,7T] >t (El|u(t,z + W;)|9)Ye € [0,00]) in the notation of Corollary 2.2) establish that
for all ¢ € [0, 7], x € R? it holds that

(E[Ju(t, =+ W)|])"" < alt, x) exp(L(T — t)). (2.16)

The proof of Lemma 2.3 is thus complete. U

Definition 2.4. We denote by ||-||: (U ;enR?) — [0,00) the function which satisfies for all d € N,
v = (21,72,...,24) € RY that ||z]| =[5 _, |wx/".

Corollary 2.5. Letd € N, T, L, £,p € [0,00), g € [1,00), f € C([0,T]xR¢xR,R), g € C(R4, R),
u € C([0,T] x RER), let (Q,F,P) be a probability space, let W:[0,T] x Q — R? be a standard
Brownian motion, and assume for all t € [0,T], v € RY, v,w € R that |f(t,z,v) — f(t,r,w)| <
Llv — wl, max{|f(t,2,0)|,[g(x)|} < £01 + |2l"), Ellg(z + Wr_p)| + [ |f(s, 2 + W, u(s, x +
W,_4))|ds] < 0o, and

u(t,z) =E[g(x + Wr_y)] + /t E[f(s,2 4+ Wy, u(s,z + Wi_y))] ds (2.17)

cf. Definition 2.4). Then it holds for all t € [0,T], € R? that
(cf. Defi )

(E [yu(t, x+ W) }q] )l/q < £(T + 1) exp(LT)

sup (E[(l + ||z + Ws”p)q} )1/1 < 00. (2.18)

s€[0,7T

Proof of Corollary 2.5. Throughout this proof let F, C F, ¢t € [0, T, satisfy for all ¢ € [0, 7] that

F_ {ﬂse(t,T] o(o(Wrir €[0,s)UfA e FiP(A) =0}) :t<T (2.19)

o(c(Ws:s€[0,T)U{A € F: P(4) =0}) =T

and let a € C([0,T] x R4, RY) and b € C([0, T] x R4, R¥>9) satisfy for all t € [0,T], z,v € R? that
a(t,z) =0 and b(t, z)v = v. Note that (2.19) guarantees that F, C F, ¢t € [0, T], satisfies that

(I) it holds that {A € F: P(A) =0} C Fy and
(IT) it holds for all t € [0, 7] that Fy = Ny, Fs.

Combining items (I) and (II), (2.19), and, e.g., Hutzenthaler et al. |30, Lemma 2.17| (applied with
mad, T AT, WA W, He ~Fy, (FP,(Fcpor) o (2, F, P, (c(Ws:s € [0,t]) U{A €
F:P(A) = 0})ieo,r)) in the notation of [30, Lemma 2.17|) hence assures that W: [0,7] x 2 — R
is a standard (€, F, P, (F)scp0,77)-Brownian motion. Combining this, the hypothesis that for all
t€[0,T], x € RY v,w € Rit holds that |f(¢,z,v)—f(t, 7, w)| < Llv—w|, the hypothesis that for all
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t € [0,T], z € R? it holds that max{|f(t,z,0)|, |g(z)|} < £(1+]z|?), and Beck et al. |1, Corollary
3.9] (applied with d ~d, m ~d, T ~ T, L ~max{d/?, L}, €~ 0, f ~f, g g, pa onb,
W AW, (QF,P,(F)wp) O (Q,F, P, (F)cp,r) in the notation of [1, Corollary 3.9]) ensures
that

sup sup (M) < . (2.20)

s€l0,7] yera \ 1 + [y ll?

This, the fact that for all r,v,w € [0, 00) it holds that (v +w)" < 2ma{r=1L0}(y7 4 "), the triangle
inequality, and the fact that for all r € [0, 00) it holds that E[|Wr||"] < oo demonstrate that for
all t € [0, 7], z € R? it holds that

. sup 11659

T
l/q
E[(1+ o+ Wol?))" ds
L S o | @l )

/t (E[|u(s,z + Ws)|qD1/q ds <

<

[u(s,y)|
sup sup ———
se[0,7] yera 1 + [[y]|P

[u(s,y)|
sup sup ——2—
sef0,7] yere 1+ [[y]|P

/O [1 4+ 2t @[ + 9,1)))] ds (2.21)

< T [1 + 2max{p71,0}”pr + 2max{p71,0} (E[”WTHpq] )l/q] < 0.

Combining this, the hypothesis that for all ¢t € [0,T], z € RY, v, w € R it holds that |f(¢,z,v) —
f(t,z,w)| < L|v —wl|, the hypothesis that for all t € [0,T], z € R? it holds that E[|g(x + Wr_;)| +
ftT|f(s, T+ W,_,u(s, z+W,_4))| ds] < oo, and Lemma 2.3 establishes that for all ¢ € [0, 7], z € R?
it holds that

(B[Ju(t, z + W,)|7])" (2.22)

L T 1/q
< exp(L(T = 1)) | (E[lg(x + Wr)[7])" + (T — ¢ ( / E[|f(s, 2+ Wy, 0)|] ds) ]

l/q

< exp(LT) | (E[|g(z + WT)‘q])l/q + 7V (/o E[|f(s,z + W, 0)]] ds)

Next observe that the hypothesis that for all z € R it holds that |g(x)| < £(1 + ||z||P) and (2.21)
show that for all z € R? it holds that

Ellg(z +Wr)|] <E[£Y(1+ ||z + Wr|P)!] < sup E[LY(1 + ||z + W,|[")?] < oc. (2.23)
s€[0,T]

In addition, note that the hypothesis that for all ¢ € [0,7], * € R? it holds that |f(¢,z,0)| <
£(1 + ||z||P) and (2.21) assure that for all x € R it holds that

(/OTE“f(S, z + W, 0[] ds)l/q < (/OTE[ﬂq(l + o+ WP ds)l/q

(2.24)
< 7| sup (E[(1+ ||z + WsHp)qDI/q] < 0.

s€[0,T]

Combining this, (2.22), and (2.23) proves that for all ¢ € [0,T], x € R? it holds that

(E[Ju(t, =+ Wy)|]))"" < (T + 1) exp(LT)

sup (E[(1 + ||z + Wi|[P)7] )1/‘1] <o, (2.25)
s€[0,T]

The proof of Corollary 2.5 is thus complete. O
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3 Full-history recursive multilevel Picard (MLP) approxima-
tions

In this section we introduce and provide the LP-error analysis for MLLP approximations for solutions
of stochastic fixed-point equations. More specifically, we prove Corollary 3.15 below, which is a non-
recursive LP-error bound for MLP approximations for solutions of stochastic fixed-point equations.
Our proof of Corollary 3.15 uses Lemma 3.14, which provides a potentially sharper LP-error bound
for MLLP approximations for solutions of stochastic fixed-point equations. Our proof of Lemma 3.14,
in turn, employs Lemma 3.10 and the elementary auxiliary results in Lemma 3.11, Lemma 3.12,
and Lemma 3.13. Our proof of the recursive error bound in Lemma 3.10 employs Lemma 3.9. Our
proof of Lemma 3.9, in turn, is based on Lemma 3.5 and the elementary Monte Carlo approximation
results in Lemma 3.6, Corollary 3.7, and Corollary 3.8. Our proof of Lemma 3.5 uses Lemma 3.3
and Lemma 3.4, which are elementary results regarding the measurability and integrability of MLP
approximations for solution of stochastic fixed-point equations, respectively.

Lemma 3.3 is, e.g., proved as Hutzenthaler et al. [29, Lemma 3.2]. Lemma 3.4 is, e.g., proved as
Hutzenthaler et al. [29, Lemma 3.3]. Only for completeness we include in this section the detailed
proofs of Lemma 3.3 and Lemma 3.4, respectively. Lemma 3.11 and Lemma 3.12 are well-known
elementary results and we include their proofs for completeness, as well. The elementary result
Lemma 3.13 is a slight generalization of the result in Hutzenthaler et al. |27, Lemma 3.11].

3.1 MLP approximations

Definition 3.1. Let p € [2,00). Then we denote by K, € R the real number given by
It holds for every probability space (2, F,P) and every

R, =inf{ c € R: |random variable X : Q — R with E[|X]|] < oo that ) (3.1)
(E[1x — E[X]))" < e(B[IXP])”

Setting 3.2. Let d,m € N, T,L,£,p € [0,00), p € [2,00), m = K/p—-1, © = J, 2",
feC(0,T] xRT x R,R), g € C(RYLR), let F: C([0,T] x RY, R) — ([ ,T] x RY R), assume for
allt €[0,T], x € R, w0 € R, v € C([0,T] x R, R) that

|f(t,z,w) = f(t,z,w)| < Llw —w|,  max{[f(t 2,0)]]g(z)|} < L1+ [|="), (32)

and

(F(U))(t,l’) = f(t,x,v(t,:c)), (33)
let (Q, F,P) be a probability space, let u’: Q — [0,1], § € O, be i.i.d. random variables, assume for
all € ©,r € (0,1) that P(w’ <r)=r, letU’: [0,T] xQ — [0,T], 6 € O, satisfy for all t € [0,T],
0O that) =t+ (T —t)u?, let W9: [0, T] x Q = R%, 0 € O, be independent standard Brownian
motions, assume that (U%)gco and (W?)gco are independent, let u € C([0,T] x RY R) satisfy for
allt € [0,T), x € R that E[|g(x + W2_,)| + ftT|(F(u))(s xr+ WP ,)|ds] < oo and

u(t,z) =E[g(z+ Wp_,)] + /t E[(F(u))(s,z+W_,)] ds, (3.4)

and let UY: [0, T x R x Q - R, n € Z, § € O, satisfy for alln € Ny, § € ©, t € [0,T], v € R?
that

U8, ) = T

Zg@w;w)]
k=1

n—1 (T t) mn—? (35)
- (6,3,k) . (6,—1,k (le (6,3,k)
+; — ;(F(Ui ) = In()F U@, w+ W <M) )

(cf. Definitions 2./ and 3.1).
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3.2 Measurability properties of MLP approximations
Lemma 3.3. Assume Setting 3.2. Then

(i) it holds for alln € Ny, 0 € © that U’: [0,T] x R x Q — R is a continuous random field,
(ii) it holds' for alln € Ny, 0 € © that o(U?) C o(UP))yeo, W) yeo),
(i4i) it holds for all n € Ny that (U%)pco, (W?)gco, and (U°)sco are independent,

(iv) it holds for alln,m € Ny, i, k,i,t € Z with (i,k) # (i,¥) that ( ég’i’k))ge@ and (U}f’i’g))ge@ are
independent, and

(v) it holds for all n € Ny that (U%)geco are identically distributed random variables.

Proof of Lemma 3.3. We first prove item (i) by induction. For the base case n = 0 note that (3.5)
ensures that for all § € ©, t € [0,7], z € R? it holds that U¢(t,z) = 0. This implies that for
all # € © it holds that UJ: [0,T] x R? x Q — R is a continuous random field. This establishes
item (i) in the base case n = 0. For the induction step Ny 3 (n —1) --» n € Nlet n € N
and assume that for every k € {0,1,...,n — 1}, § € © it holds that U?: [0,7] x R? x  — R?
is a continuous random field. This, the hypothesis that f € C([0,T] x R4 R), (3.3), and, e.g.,
Hutzenthaler et al. [29, Item (i) in Lemma 2.9] (applied for every n € Ny, § € © with d ~ d,
T AT, (QFP)~(QFP), F~F, U~ U in the notation of [29, Item (i) of Lemma 2.9])
imply that for all £ € {0,1,...,n— 1}, 8 € © it holds that

0, 7] x R x Q3 (t,z,w) — [F([0,T] x R* 3 (s,y) — Ul(s,y,w) € R)](t,z) € R (3.6)

is a continuous random field. Combining this, the hypothesis that g € C'(R%, R), the fact that for all
6 € O it holds that W9: [0,T] x Q2 — R% and U?: [0,T] x 2 — [0, T are continuous random fields,
(3.5), Hutzenthaler et al. |30, Lemma 2.14|, and Beck et al. |1, Lemma 2.4] proves that for all § € ©
it holds that U?: [0,7] x R? x Q — R? is a continuous random field. Induction thus establishes
item (i). Next note that (3.6), Beck et al. [I, Lemma 2.4], and item (i) assure that for all n € Ny,
6 € O it holds that F(U?) is (B([0,T] x R?) @ o(U?))/B(R)-measurable. This, (3.5), the fact that
for all # € © it holds that W is (B([0, T]) ® o(W?))/B(R?)-measurable, the fact that for all § € ©
it holds that U is (B([0,T]) ® o(u?))/B([0, T])-measurable, and induction on Ny prove item (ii).
Moreover, observe that item (ii) and the fact that for all § € © it holds that (U@ ycq, (W) yc0,
WY, and u? are independent establish item (iii). Furthermore, note that item (ii) and the fact that
for all i,k,i,€,€ Z, § € © with (i,k) # (i,€) it holds that ((U@"*"))ycq, (W@HE) 5 g) and
(UG 5eq, (WO o) are independent establish item (iv). In addition, observe that the
fact that (3.5) implies that for all § € O, t € [0,T], # € R? it holds that U{(t,z) = 0, the
hypothesis that (W%)yee are independent standard Brownian motions, the hypothesis that (u%)gce
are i.i.d. random variables, items (i), (ii), (iii), and (iv), Hutzenthaler et al. |29, Corollary 2.5|, and
induction on Ny establish item (v). The proof of Lemma 3.3 is thus complete. O

3.3 Integrability properties of MLP approximations

Lemma 3.4. Assume Setting 5.2. Then it holds for allm € Ng, 0 € ©, s € [0,T], t € [s,T],
x € R? that

E[|UL(tz+ W) +E[lg(e+ W )] + E[[(FU) U 2+ Wy _,)]

T T (37)
+/ E[|UY(r,z+ W/ )|] dr +/ E[|(F(U)(r,z+ W/ )|] dr < oc.

!Note that for every A C 2% it holds that o(A) is a sigma-algebra on Q and note that for every A C 2% and
every sigma-algebra B on  with A C B it holds that ¢(A) C B.
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Proof of Lemma 3.4. Throughout this proof let z € R? and assume without loss of generality
that T € (0,00). Note that (3.2), the fact that for all r,a,b € [0,00) it holds that (a + b)" <
gmax{r=1.0}(q™ 1 "), and the fact that for all # € © it holds that E[||[IWW2||’] < oo assure that for all
s€[0,T],t€[s,T], 0 €O it holds that

Ellg(z + WL )] SE[EQ + [z + WL [IP)] < £[1+ 2710 (Jlz||? + E[[[WZ]P])] < oo. (3.8)
Next we claim that for all n € Ny, s € [0,T], ¢t € [s,T], § € O it holds that

E[JUS(t, o+ WE,)[] + E[[(FUD)U, o+ Wiy _,)]

T T 3.9
+/ E[|UY(r,z+ W/_,)|] dr +/ E[|(F(U)(r,z + W/_)|] dr < oc. (39)

We now prove (3.9) by induction on n € Ny. For the base case n = 0 note that the fact that
(3.5) implies that for all ¢ € [0,T], # € © it holds that U{(t,z) = 0 ensures that for all s € [0, 7],
t € [s,T] it holds that

E[|Ug (¢, + W )] + E[[(F(U)) U, + W]

+/ E[|Ug(r,z + W )] d’f’+/ E[|(F(U))(r,z + W )] dr (3.10)

—E[(FO)U\a+ Wiy )] + [ BIEO) o+ W) dr

In addition, observe that (3.2), (3.3), and (3.8) guarantee that for all s € [0,7], ¢t € [s,T], 0 € ©
it holds that

E[|(F(0)) @2+ Wye_)l] + / E[|(F(0)(r,z + W _)I] dr

T
SE[L(1+ [l + Wo[IP)] + / E[£(1+ ||z + W |P)] dr (3.11)

< (T +1) sup (E[L(1+ ||z + W/|PP)]) < co.

rel0,T]

Combining this and (3.10) establishes (3.9) in the base case n = 0. For the induction step Ny >
(n—1) --» n € Nlet n € N and assume that for all k € {0,1,...,n— 1}, s € [0,T], t € [s,T],
6 € O it holds that

E[UL(t, 2+ WY)[] + E[(FUD) U2+ Wiy _,)] (3.12)
+/ E[|UL(r,x+ W/_)|] dr+/ E[[(FUD)(r,x+ W/_)|] dr < cc.

Observe that (3.5) and the triangle inequality demonstrate that for all s € [0,T], ¢ € [s,T], € ©
it holds that

E(|US(t,z+WE,)|] < ) {115:[|g(x + W+ W) (3.13)
n—1 mn?
- 0,0k 0.0k 0,0k
+ 5 IS B[O N W+ W )]

. 0,—ik 0,i,k 0,1,k
+ () B[ (PO @, o+ W+ WG DI

Next note that (3.8) and the fact that (W?)yce are independent standard Brownian motions imply
that for all s € [0, 7], t € [s,T], 0 € ©, i € Z it holds that

Ellg(z+ Wi, + W) = Ellgla + Wiy an)l] =E[lgla + WE_)[] <oo.  (3.14)
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Furthermore, observe that (3.12), Lemma 3.3, the fact that (1W?)gco are independent standard
Brownian motions, the fact that (%)sco are i.i.d. random variables, the hypothesis that (W?)gce
and (U%)pco are independent, the hypothesis that for all € ©, r € (0,1) it holds that P(u’ <
r) = r, Hutzenthaler et al. [30, Lemma 2.15], and Hutzenthaler et al. [30, Lemma 3.7| guarantee
that for all i € {0,1,....,n— 1}, k€ Z, s € [0,T], t € [s,T], 6 € O it holds that

(T = O E[(FU )", e+ W+ WiTh, )]

Uy

_ / TE[|(F(U;W”))(T, e+ W+ W] dr (3.15)
= [ EIEO e+ W+ Wl ar = [ BIFE e+ W) dr < .

Combining this, (3.12), (3.13), and (3.14) establishes that for all s € [0,T], ¢t € [s,T], 6 € O it
holds that

mh—?

slofies w2 < (5 S [ i@t w o

=0 k=1

+ 1w (i) / E[[(FUL)(r,z+ W.,)[] dr

) + ll—@ {ZES;EHQ(:U +WE )]

n—1

5 / E[|(F(UY)(r,z + W?_)[] dr (3.16)

1=0

T (i) / E[|(F(U2)(rx + W )] dr| + 1n(n) E[lg(x + WE_,)I]

< 1) Ellgte + W) +2|'S [ BIE@ 0+ W) dr| < 0
This implies that for all s € [0,77], # € O it holds that
/ E[|U, (r,x +W,_)[] dr < (T - s) TEE%}E[\Uﬁ(n z+ W) (3.17)
< (T —s) <1N(n) Ellg(z + Wi_,)[] +2 r;]l/ E[|(F(U)(r,z+ W, )] er < 0.

Combining this, the triangle inequality, (3.2), (3.3), and (3.11) proves that for all s € [0,7], 0 € ©
it holds that

[ Bl e W)
S/ E[|(F(Uy) = F(0)(r,x + W,_,)[] dr+/ E[|(F(0)(r,x +W,)|] dr (3.18)
< L/ E[|US(r,x + W) )|] dr +/ E[|(F(0))(r,z + W/ ,)|] dr < cc.

This, (3.16), (3.17), and induction prove (3.9). Combining (3.9) with (3.8) therefore establishes
(3.7). The proof of Lemma 3.4 is thus complete. O

3.4 Expectations of MLP approximations
Lemma 3.5. Assume Setting 3.2. Then
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(i) it holds for alln € Ny, 0 € ©, t € [0,T], x € R? that (F(UL™ N W™ 2 + Wb(f?frﬁu) -
ILN(n)(F(U(e_’In’k ))(Ut(g’n’k , T+ Wb(lg(ffk)_t), k € Z, are i.i.d. random variables,

n

(ii) it holds for allm € Ny, t € [0,T], z € R? that

E[|US(t,2)[] +E[|g(z + W8]
(3.19)

)

+2Em<“”>nwwwﬁmmwm v+ Wi )] < oo,

(i4i) it holds for allm € Ny, t € [0,T], x € R? that

E[U0(t,2)] = 1n(n) E[g(z + W% ™)]
- ' | (3.20)

+<T—w[zEwF@&”5—1MwaﬁZlnwm“%+w§£&g],

and

(iv) it holds for alln € Ny, 0 € ©, t € [0,T], x € R? that

(T = O E[|(F(US) = In(n) FUL_ ) U + W )]

T (3.21)
=l“Ewam—nmmdeJan+wfmhh<ax

Proof of Lemma 3.5. Throughout this proof let z € R%. Observe that Lemma 3.3, the hypothesis
that (U%)geo are ii.d. random variables, the hypothesis that (W?%)gco are independent standard
Brownian motions, Hutzenthaler et al. [29, Corollary 2.5], and Hutzenthaler et al. [29, Item (i) of
Lemma 2.6] (applied for every n € No, 0 € © withd ~d, T ~ T, (Q, F,P) ~ (Q, F, IP’) FAF,
U ~ U? in the notation of |29, Item (i) of Lemma 2.6]) imply that for all n € Ny, § € ©, ¢ € [0, T]
it holds that

(FULD) = 1y () FOL TN (U™ 2 + W%M) ). kez, (3.22)

n

are i.i.d. random variables. This establishes item (i). Next note that the triangle inequality,
Lemma 3.3, Lemma 3.4, (3.3), (3.5), and the fact that (W?)ce are independent standard Brownian
motions guarantee that for all n € Ny, ¢ € [0, T] it holds that

E[|UNE, )] + E[lg(z + W5 )]]
+ X5 E[I(F@) = @ PO D@ 2+ Wikl )]
<E[Up(t,2)[] + Eflgle + W2y ™)) + S B[RO D)@, o+ Wi )]
+ 3 W@ E[(FUST D@, o+ Wi )] (3.23)
<E[U(t2)|] +E[lg(@ + W_)|] +2 T E[(F(UD)) U, & + W, _,)[] < oc.

This establishes item (ii). Furthermore, observe that item (i), item (ii), Lemma 3.3, (3.3), (3.5),
and the fact that (Wg)ge@ are independent standard Brownian motions ensure that for all n € Ny,
t € [0, 7] it holds that

B[00 0)] = 0 |2 Blge+ Wi )
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—_

n—

> [miiE[(F(Ufo’i”“))—JlN(z')F(U}?’f““’))(ut(o’i’k’, + w5 )]] (3:24)

+

mn—1t (0,i,k)
= Ut

JE[g(x+ W2y

+<T—t>[ OERF(U?*’*”)—1N<¢>F<U§Eﬁ”>><ué°v’*”, + Wit tﬂ}

1=

[e=]

1=

This establishes item (iii). In addition, observe that item (i), item (ii), Lemma 3.3, the fact that
(U%)gco are i.i.d. random variables, the hypothesis that for all § € ©, » € (0,1) it holds that
P(u? < r) = r, and Hutzenthaler et al. [30, Lemma 3.7 demonstrate that for all n € Ny, 6 € ©,
t € [0, 7] it holds that
(T =) E[|(F(U}) = In(n) F(Un_)) U,z + Wy )]
T (3.25)
— [ BIF@) = i) ) W7 dr < .
t

This establishes item (iv). The proof of Lemma 3.5 is thus complete. O

3.5 Monte Carlo approximations

Lemma 3.6. Let p € (2,00), n € N, let (2, 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 it holds that

(B[IEX,) - L0, X)) < [ (E[1x - BX)1P]) . (3.26)

Proof of Lemma 3.6. First, observe that the hypothesis that for all i € {1,2,...,n} it holds that
X;: Q0 = R are i.i.d. random variables assures that

B[[EX)] — 5 (32 X)lP] = B[ (L (BIX] - X)) = n PE[|30, (B[X] - XolP]. (3.27)

Combining this, the fact that for all i € {1,2,...,n} it holds that X;: @ — R are i.i.d. random
variables, and, e.g., [10, Theorem 2.1] (applied with p ~ p, (Si)icfo1,..np N Oy (E[XK] —
Xi))ico,.mps (Xi)ier2,..ny 0 (E[Xi] = Xi)ic(1,2,...n} in the notation of [40, Theorem 2.1]) ensures
that

(E[EX)] - (2L IX)|p])2/”= L(E[X, (EIX] - X))P)”

< &0 S (BB - X:))"| = %2 [n(B[EX] - X)) (3.28)
= C(E[EX) - X, })%-
The proof of Lemma 3.6 is thus complete. O

Corollary 3.7. Let p € [2,00), n € N, let (2, 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 it holds that

n /p —11Y2 /p
(BB - 2 (CnXoP]) ™ < B2 7 (EB[1XG - BRG] P]) ™. (3.29)
Proof of Corollary 3.7. Observe that, e.g., Grohs et al. [20, Lemma 2.3| and Lemma 3.6 establish
(3.29). The proof of Corollary 3.7 is thus complete. O

Corollary 3.8. Let p € [2,00), n € N, let (2, F,P) be a probability space, and let X;: Q — R,
i€{1,2,...,n}, be i.i.d. random variables with E[|X;|] < co. Then

n p pV/D— /p
(E[IE[X] — (0, X0 [P]) " < == (E[|X4]7]) (3.30)
(cf. Definition 5.1).
Proof of Corollary 3.8. Note that Definition 3.1 and Corollary 3.7 demonstrate that (3.30) holds.
The proof of Corollary 3.8 is thus complete. O
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3.6 Recursive error bounds for MLP approximations

Lemma 3.9. Assume Setting 5.2. Then it holds for alln € Ny, t € [0,T], x € R? that

(E[jUs (.2 + wp) — B[t (o + wD)]P])

- ]li%m (E[}g(x W) H )l/p +(T =) (/tTE Df(s, x4+ W?0,0) }p] ds)l/p] (3.31)
B a0+t [ 28 -] .

Proof of Lemma 3.9. Throughout this proof let Gy: [0,T] x R x Q — R, k € Z, satisfy for all
keZ,tel0,T], z € R that

Gi(t,x) = glz + W20 ™Y) (3.32)

and let Fﬁllj [0,T] xRYx Q — R, n,i,j,k € Z, satisfy for alln € N, i € {0,1,...,n—1}, j,k € Z,
t €10,T], x € R? that

Fl5(t2) = (FU) = PO N@ 0+ Wi ). (3.33)

Observe that the hypothesis that (WW?)gco are independent standard Brownian motions and the
hypothesis that g € C(RY, R) assure that for all ¢ € [0,7T], x € R? it holds that (G (t,x))rez are
i.i.d. random variables. This and Corollary 3.8 (applied for every n € N, t € [0,7T], z € R? with
p AP, nAm, (Xe)re,2,..mmy O (Gi(t, ©))ke12,...mny in the notation of Corollary 3.8) ensure
that for all n € Ny, t € [0, 7], x € R? it holds that

mn 1/ 1/
(B[|2% [0 Gat,2)] —E[Git o) [])” < 2 B[IGu(t 2)P)) " (3.34)
Next note that item (i) of Lemma 3.5 and Corollary 3.8 (applied for every n € N, i € {0,1,...,
n—1},t € [0,T], € R with p ~ p, n ~ m"! s (Xk)keqi,2,..mn—i} (Fi{i(tﬁ))ke{l,z _____ mn—i}

in the notation of Corollary 3.8) demonstrate that for allm e N, ie{0,1,...,n—1},t € [0,T],
x € R? it holds that

(B[l [ Fike o) - EEL o))" < o IR G 2P)™. (339

Combining this, (3.5), (3.32), (3.33), (3.34), item (iii) of Lemma 3.5, and the triangle inequality
implies that for all n € Ny, t € [0, 7], x € R? it holds that

(5[ l020.2) - Elo.))])”

= (B[] (2[5, Gutt,0)] + S SRS Bt 2)])
— (In() E[G(t, )] + 305 (T — 1) E[Fy (¢, x)])}p])/p

< () (B[ 24 [0 Ga(t,2)] — E[Ga(t, )] ]) (3.36)
FET = 0l R ) - e 1))

< B (B]1Gy (1 0)P]) + S S (B[R o))
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Moreover, observe that (3.33) and items (i) and (iv) of Lemma 3.5 assure that for all n € Ny,
t € [0,7T], x € R? it holds that

n-1 _ ; n=l . -1 i
X, e (B o)) = 3 ™ (T = O B[Ry 0P

1 3.37
(T— t)“’ D/om r (0,i,1) . 0,—1i,1) (0,i,1)\ [P P ( )
- E A /t E[\(F(Ui ) = In(O)F(UZ" ) (s, 2+ W) } ds) .

Furthermore, note that (3.3), (3.5), and the triangle inequality guarantee that for all n € Ny,
t € [0,T], x € R? it holds that

= (T—t)" /e T (0,,1) . 0,—i,1) (011) 7
PP AL (/ E|[(FU) = 1@ FU2) (s, + WD) ] ds)
=0 ¢
B T p
< ]1N(n)(T7;2£p D/pm (/ E[‘f(s,:c—i— WS(E’?’U,O)‘F] ds) (3.38)
t
7—t) P~/ g 0,i,1 0,i,1) P v
+zy znmmK['EWFwﬁhb—Fw»@x+wéf»MdQ
T | | o
+ (/ E[}(F(u) — F(Ui(g’fz’l)))(s,x + WS(E’Z’I)) }p] ds) ] .
t

Combining this, Lemma 3.3, (3.2), (3.3), (3.32), (3.36), (3.37), and the fact that (W?)yco are
independent standard Brownian motions demonstrates that for all n € Ny, t € [0,T], x € R? it
holds that

(B30 B2 )"]) " < SR @G o))" + G EF )P
(Uﬂx+wfmﬂYﬂuT—www([ﬂqu@w+w&ﬁ%mHda%]
e[ el - s w] )

o ([ B[ v W as) | (3:9)

1
< lulpm

1/ T p
= L | (B[ g (o + W2_)[]) p+(T—t)(‘°1)/‘°(/t E[|f(s,2+ W2, 0)["] ds) ]
n_lLT (r=1)/p 1 T v
+ W[(lmm(Hﬂmn H(i)m /2)</t E[!(U?—U)(Sax+Wf—t)’p] ds) ]
i=0

This and the fact that W9 has independent increments ensure that for alln € Ny, t € [0,T], » € R?
it holds that

<E “Ug(t, x4+ W2) —E[UL(t, x + WD)] }p] )1/p

Y /e
< ]151(,?/)2"1 <E“g(az+qu)}p]) ' + ( ) (/ (s,z+ W, 0)| } ds) ] (3.40)
- LTt/ "
+ ) M | (Lom (@) + Loy (i < (07 = u)(s,x + WL )’]ds) :
i=0
The proof of Lemma 3.9 is thus complete. O
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Lemma 3.10. Assume Setting 3.2. Then it holds for alln € Ny, t € [0,T], x € R that

<E [\Ug@, 2+ W) — ult,x + WP \"] )l/p (3.41)

o (E[}g(:c + Wq‘%)}"] )l/p +(T =) (/tTE[\f(s, r+ WY, D)H ds)l/p]

X nzi LT )] (:/21)/pm [(]]-(On)( ) e ) (/tTEU(UZO —u)(s,z + Wso)’p] ds)l/p].

1=

< mexp(L(T —t))

Proof of Lemma 3.10. First, observe that Lemma 3.4, Corollary 2.5, and the triangle inequality
ensure that for all n € Ny, t € [0,T], € R? it holds that

(E[U(¢,2) — u(t,2)P])"”

” y (3.42)
< (E[JUS(t,2) — E[UO(t,2))P])” + (E[[EUL (¢ 2)] — u(t, x)])"".

Next note that items (ii), (iii), and (iv) of Lemma 3.5, the fact that (W?)gce are independent
standard Brownian motions, and (3.5) demonstrate that for all n € Ny, t € [0, 7], x € R it holds
that

E[U(t,z)] = 1n(n) E[g(z + Wéo_’g’_l))]

T - 0|3 E[FUP) - 1) FOS )G a4 W oo t)}] (3.43)
= In(n)Efg(z + W7_,)] + [i: /t E[(F(UD) = 14() FUCT ™)) (s, 2 + W) ds} .

In addition, observe that (3.3), the fact that (W?)yce are independent standard Brownian motions,
the fact that (U%)gee are i.i.d. random variables, items (iii) and (v) of Lemma 3.3, and [29, Lemma
2.2| prove that for all i € Ny, t € [0,T], s € [t,T], z € R? it holds that

E[(FUY) = n@) PO )) (52 + W)
=E[(FU) (5,2 + WD) = In() E [< FULT)) (s, 2+ WED)] (344)
=E[(F(U)(s, 2+ W) = In@) E[(F(UL,))(s, 2 + WJ,)].
Combining this, Lemma 3.4, and (3.43) yields that for all n € Ny, t € [0,T], z € R? it holds that
E[U(t,2)] = 1n(n) E[g(z + W}_,)]

n—1

S /t (E[(F(US))(S, z+ W) — InG) E[(F(UL)) (s, x + Wf_t)}) d8] (3.45)

1=0

+

= 1n(n) lE l9(z+Wp_)] + /tTERF(USl))(Sv v+ W)l dS] :

This and (3.4) show that for all n € Ny, t € [0,T], x € R? it holds that

u(t,z) — E[U0(t, 2)] = { ut,z) n=0 (3.46)

j;t [ (UO ))(va + Wsoftﬂ ds :né€ N

This, (3.2), (3.3), Corollary 2.5, the triangle inequality, Jensen’s inequality, Fubini’s theorem, and
the fact that W° has independent increments assure that for all n € Ny, t € [0, T], z € R? it holds
that

(E[[E[U2(t, x + WO)] — u(t, =+ WO)P])” (3.47)
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)y

< 1oy (n) (E[Jult, z + WP)P])" + n(n )(E /t E[(F(u) = F(U,_,))(s, = + W,)] ds

SHM<N[WGx+WW])+ﬂ<>[<EWﬂw—Fw2m@w+w®mﬁws
< oy () (B [Ju(t, = + W) + () L/t (E[I(u = U2_,)(s, 2 + WO)[P])"" ds.

Next observe that Holder’s inequality ensures that for all n € N, ¢ € [0, 7], # € R? it holds that
l/p

/tT(E[I(u — U0 ) (s, x+ WOP) " ds = <MT EfJtu— 02 (s, 4 WP ds} p)
< ((T — ! /tTE[I(u —UY_)(s,z+ W] ds)l/p .

= (T —t)" " (/tTEU(u —UY_) (s, + W) ds)l/p.

Combining this, Lemma 2.3, and (3.47) demonstrates that for all n € Ny, t € [0,T], x € R? it
holds that

(E [\E[Ug(t, r+ W) = u(t,x+ Wf)}"} )l/p

SHMWMW@@—wﬂmm@+wme+a’t“”%ﬁ st+mnwwgﬂ

l/p

+ In(n) L(T — ) <ftT E[|(u— U ,)(s,x + WO)P] ds) . (3.49)

This, Lemma 3.9, (3.42), and the fact that m € [1,00) guarantee that for all n € Ny, ¢t € [0,T],
x € R? it holds that

(E[|U(t, z + W0) — ult, = + WO)P])” (3.50)
mexp(L(T —t 1 _ T /e
< %W; D @l + Py + =07 ( [ Bl + w20 as) ]
t
1 1
n— L(T <p U/om T /v
# A Q@+ ) ([ ENOL — s+ WP as) .
=0 t
The proof of Lemma 3.10 is thus complete. O

Lemma 3.11. It holds for alln € N that

n n n n+1/2 n—+1/2 1 n+1
EIRI I R R R [ )
(&

3 e e e e

and
n" S 2_1/2 1/2 n+1/2 (n')e < 6/2nn-|_1/2 S (n+1)(n+1) (352)

Proof of Lemma 3.11. Throughout this proof let f: R — R satisfy for all x € [2,00) that f(x) =
(z — 3)(In(z) — In(z — 1)). Observe that for all n € N it holds that

In(n!) =In(n-(n—1)-...-2-1) = znjln(k:)

-5 [ /k :m@;) d + (m(@ - /k :m@) daz)].

T
I

(3.53)



In addition, note that for all k¥ € N it holds that

In(k) — /k—l In(z) dz =In(k) — [(kIn(k) — k) — (k= 1) In(k — 1) — (k — 1))]
=1—(k—1)(In(k) — In(k — 1)). (3.54)

This and (3.53) yield that for all n € N it holds that

k

In(n!) = z [ (x)dmkizp—(k—1)(1n(/<;)—1n(k—1))}
— /1n In(z) de + éh ~ (k— 1)(In(k) — In(k — 1))] (3.55)
—nln() —n+1+4 :é(ln(k) (k= 1)) + 0,1 — (k- H(n(k) — n(k - 1))]
= (n+ 1 In(n) —n+1+§1 —fR):

Next observe that the fact that for all z € [2,00) it holds that f(z) = (z — 3)(In(z) — In(z — 1))
implies that for all = € [2, 00) it holds that

f(@) = (nfz) = In(e = 1) + (= = 5) (5 = 55)- (3.36)

This ensures that for all € [2,00) it holds that

) =2(; - 755) — (@ —3) (3 - (x—11)2)
— ity 2@ - 1) = 2w - 1) - (o - l)((:c ~ 12— a?)] (3.57)
= wep 2@ =) + (2= 5) 20— 1)] = 5 >0
Combining this and (3.56) shows that for all = € [2,00) it holds that f’ is increasing. This and
the fact that (3.56) implies that lim, . f'(x) = 0 demonstrates that for all z € [2,00) it holds
that f/(x) € (—o0,0]. Hence, we obtain that for all x € [2,00) it holds that f is non-increasing.
Combining this and the fact that lim, ., f(z) = 1 assures that for all z € [2,00) it holds that
f(z) € [1,00). This and (3.55) guarantee that for all n € N it holds that

In(nl) = (n+ 1) In(n) —n+1+ éu — f(B)] < (n+ 3 In(n) —n + 1. (3.58)

Furthermore, note that for all n € N it holds that

n

2= f(k)] = ];[ (k = 3)(In(k) = In(k — 1))] (3.59)

=Iny(n—1)[(n—1) = (n— ) In(n) + In((n — 1)1)].

Combining this, the fact that for all x € [2, 00) it holds that f is non-increasing, and (3.55) ensures
that for all n € N it holds that

gz[l — f(k)] = In(n = D[(n —1) = (n = 3) In(n) + In((n — 1)!)]
=1Iny(n—1)[In((n—1)) = (n—3HIn(n—1) = (n — 1) + 1) (3.60)
+1—(n—3%)In(n)+ (n—1)In(n —1)]
> In(n = D1 = f(n)] = In(n - D[1 = $In(2)] > —51n(2)



This and (3.55) show that for all n € N it holds that
In(n!) = (n+3)In(n) —n+1+ Y [1 — f(k)] > (n+3)In(n) —n+1 — L In(2). (3.61)
k=2

Combining this and (3.58) proves that for all n € N it holds that

n" < 2*1/2 nmt1/2) 1a)1 1.1 21/2 <l
exp(n—1) = m—exp(<n+/2> n(n) —n+1—In(2"?)) <nl »
a1 ) nnt1/2) (n+ 1)(n+1) (3.62)
< _ _ < .
<exp((n+1/2)In(n) —n+1) poy e
The proof of Lemma 3.11 is thus complete. 0

Lemma 3.12. Let |-|: R — Z satisfy for all x € R that |z] = max{n € Z: n < x}. Then for all
m € [1,00) it holds that

n/2 Lm/2 )/ 1/2
m m exp(m7?) 15
<
el S el S (me]) < exp(m ). (3.63)

Proof of Lemma 3.12. Throughout this proof let m € [1,00), let [-]: R — Z satisfy for all x € R
that [#] = min{n € Z: x < n}, and let f: Ny — R satisfy for all n € Ny that f(n) = In(m’/?) —
In(n!). We claim that

max f(n) = f(|m"?]). (3.64)

n&eNp
Note that for all n € Ny it holds that

f(n) = ln(m"/Q) — ln(n- n—1)-...-2- 1) = %ln(m) — 22:1 In(k). (3.65)

This guarantees that for all n € N it holds that

f(n) = f(n—1) = [§1In(m) - 324, In(k)] — [Tll (m) = 3521 In(k)]
Ln(m) — In(n) = In(m"?) — In(n).

This and the fact that (0,00) 3  + In(x) € R is increasing show that for all n € {1,2,..., [m"?]}
it holds that f(n) — f(n — 1) > 0. Furthermore, note that (3.66) and the fact that (0,00) > z
In(x) € R is increasing assure that for all n € NN [[m"/?], 00) it holds that f(n) — f(n —1) < 0.
Combining this and the fact that for all n € {1,2,..., [m"?]} it holds that f(n) — f(n —1) >0
demonstrates that

(3.66)

max f(n) = max{f(|m"*]), f(fm"*])}. (3.67)

neNp

Next observe that (3.65), the fact that (0,00) 3 x — In(z) € R is increasing, and the fact that for
all z € R it holds that |z] < [z] guarantee that

F([m*21) = F(|m¥?))

= ([m" 1 n(m"?) = S (k) — (Im¥? m(m") — S8 (k)

= (Fm"?] = [m"*]) In(m*?) — (2 (k) — S0 n(k) (3.68)
= Loy(m**) In(m**) = £ "), | (k) = Las(m') [In(m¥2) = In([m'2])] <o0.

Combining this and (3.67) establishes (3.64). In addition, observe that Lemma 3.11, the fact that
for all z € R it holds that |z| < z, and the fact that In(6) < 2 ensure that

F(lm¥*1) = n(m"™ ") ~ In([m"2])
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< In(m ™) — (|m*) + 2 In([m)) + [m*] =1+ Ln(2)
= [in(m!™ ) = = (| ])] = Sin([m2]) + [m2] =1+ $In(2)  (3.69)
< 3m(3) - dn([m')) + [m"*] = 1+ 1In(2)

< lm'] — Sn(lm" ) < m" — Sin(m)).

1
2

Combining this, (3.64), and the fact that R 5 x +— exp(x) € (0, 00) is monotone yields that

n/2 Lm'/2)/2
_ m m 2 1 1/2
Inré%%exp(f( n)) = gé%}oi o < ]l < exp(m 5 n([m j)) -
_ eXp( 1/2> /2
- (Lml/2J>1/2 — exp( )
The proof of Lemma 3.12 is thus complete. O

Lemma 3.13. Let M\,N € N, T € (0,00), 7 € [0,T], a,b € [0,00), p € [1,00), let |-|]: R = Z
satisfy for allx € R that x| = max{n € Z: n < x}, let f,: [T, T] — [0,00], n € Ny, be measurable,
assume supge(. 71| fo(s)| < oo, and assume for alln € {1,2,..., N}, t € [1,T] that

mn/g U | fils I”dS] ] (3.71)

n—1

-+
=0

Then

| (40T — )

YEEEETN T

H (L+b(T — 7))
MN/Qexp(—Mp/Q/p) .

flr) < [a+ T — TWP[ sup [1fs)

(3.72)

< [aer(T—T)l/p[ sup |fofs)

se[r,T]

Proof of Lemma 3.13. Note that Hutzenthaler et al. [27, Lemma 3.10] (applied with ¢ «~ M~"2,
a1, T in the notation of Hutzenthaler et al. [27, Lemma 3.10]) assures that

el < fasotr = | sup 60| |[swp 2 v T - ey

se[r,T]

This, the fact that a,b € [0,00), and Lemma 3.12 (applied with M «~ MP in the notation of
Lemma 3.12) prove that

1/;7 N—-1
) < [arsofm =2 sup g | BT (3.71)
O 2 o) | S e |
1 L+ b(T — 7))
oo [ S
[ ( ) se[TPT]‘f()( ) M*/2 exp(—M"?/p)
The proof of Lemma 3.13 is thus complete. 0

3.7 Non-recursive error bounds for MLP approximations

Lemma 3.14. Assume Setting 3.2 and let |-|: R — 7Z satisfy for all x € R that |x| = max{n €
Z:n < z}. Then it holds for allm € Ny, t € [0,T], v € R? that

(E[\U,?(t, T+ Wto) —u(t,x + WtO)‘p} )1/10
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S(T + 1) exp(LT)(1 + 2LT)" ’
me(l+ Vep(LD)A+2LT)" ) (B[ (1+ e+ woy] ) (8.75)
m D (| mp/2 1) e s€[0,T]

me(T +1 LTY(1 +2LT)" | /v
m"2 exp (—m"*/p) | selo.7]

Proof of Lemma 3.1/. Throughout this proof assume without loss of generality that 7" € (0, 00),
let t € [0,T], b =2LT" "»m, let a: R? — R satisfy

) T p
a(z) = mexp(LT) (E[\g(m + qu)\p]) e (/0 E[\f(s, -+ W2, 0)\’“] ds) ] , (3.76)

and let f,1: [t,T] x R — [0,00], n € Ng, k € {0,1,...,n}, satisfy for all n € Ny, k € {0,1,...,n},
r e [t,T], v € R? that

Foi(r,2) = (B[|UL(r, 2 + WO) — u(r,x + WO)[P])". (3.77)
Note that (3.77) ensures that for all n € Ny, k € {0,1,...,n} it holds that f, is measurable. In
addition, observe that (3.76), (3.77), and Lemma 3.10 assure that for all n € Ny, & € {0,1,...,n},
r e [t,T], z € R? it holds that
[Fus(r, )| = (E[|UR(r, 2 + WD) —ulrw + WOP])”

ex - 1 ’ v
< Mo~ 7)) @U¢x+m@wpﬁ+<T—rW1w(/’Enﬂax+W&0Whm)]

m"/?
k—1 _ 1
L(T = r)* o | r J
M [(mo,n)@) ) ([ B — (s, + WP s
=0 r
LT ) T p
me’;fn(/Q ) (E[lg(x + W) + 10 (/ E[|f(s, 2+ WP, 0)[] ds) ] (3.78)
0
e 2LT" Vrm

T 1/p
o (/ E[|(UL — u)(s,z + W)["] ds)

k=1 T 1/p
_ a(z) b ,
e =+ Z [W {/T |fn7@'<8, :L’)| ds} )

1=0

Next note that (3.5), (3.76), and Corollary 2.5 assure that for all n € Ny, r € [¢,T], z € R? it holds
that

[Fno(r @) = (B[S, + WP) = u(r,z + WP = (E[Ju(r,z + W)[P])"

< (T + 1) exp(LT)

sup (E[(1+ ||z + Wsllp)q})l/q] < 0. (3.79)

s€[0,T]

Combining this, (3.76), (3.77), (3.78), and Lemma 3.13 (applied for every n € N, x € R? with
ana(@),b b, Nan, T ET AT, (fi)eeqor,..ny O ([ET] 27 = Fpi(r,x) € [0,00])kefo1,...n}
in the notation of Lemma 3.13) guarantees that for all n € N, z € R? it holds that

(E[|U(t, 2+ WO) — ult, z + WO P])" = fun(t, )
(1 + b(T . t)l/p)nfl
m(nftm"/%)/z( |m?/2 | 1) /e

< |ate) +(7 =% | sup (s, )| (3.50)

s€[t,T)
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H (1+b(T — 1))

< [a(l’) +0(T —t)" [ sup |[fn.o(s, z)| o eXp(—mp/Q/p) .

s€t,T)

In addition, observe that (3.2) demonstrates that for all z € R? it holds that
) T /p
Elloto + WP+ 70 ([VE( s, W 0P ds)
0

1/p
< S(E[(1+ [l + W2|[P)] )1/" + T <£T sup E[(1+ ||z + W§||P)P}) (3.81)

s€[0,7T

sup (E[(1+ |Jz +W2|7)*])"”].
s€[0,T]

< &(T+1)

This, the fact that b = 2LT" "*m, (3.76), and (3.79) show that for all n € N, 2 € R? it holds that

o) + 0T = 0] s [faols.2)]

s€t,T)

< [142LT" (T — ) me(T + 1) exp(LT)

ap @+l wr)?| s

s€[0,T]

< [1+2LTmEL(T + 1) exp(LT)

sup (E[(1+ ||+ Wpr)pDI/p] :

s€[0,T]

Combining this, (3.80), and the fact that for all n € N it holds that

(L4+06(T — )" ™ = (14 2LT (T — )"~ < (1 +2LT)" (3.83)
proves that for all n € N, x € R? it holds that
(E[UE, z + WD) — u(t,z+ W)P])"
m&(T + 1) exp(LT)(1 + 2LT)" | 1,
< ( - )m (LT)( ) sup (E[(l + ||+ W;)Hp)p])/p (3.84)
mC DR (I mP/2 1) s€[0,7]
m&(T + 1) exp(LT)(1 + 2LT)" | N
< sup (E{(1+ ||z + W/]||P)? .
o |2 (e W)
Combining this and (3.79) establishes (3.75). The proof of Lemma 3.14 is thus complete. O

Corollary 3.15. Assume Setting 5.2. Then it holds for alln € Ny, t € [0,T], v € R? that

(E[|U2(t,2) — u(t, )] )l/”

_ mE(T + 1) exp(LT)(1 + 2LT)"
- m"/? exp ( —m??/ P)

(3.85)

sup <E[(1 + ||z + WSOHp)p] )1/1 .

s€[0,T

Proof of Corollary 3.15. Throughout this proof let Vi: [0,T —t| x R? — R, t € [0, 7], satisfy for
allt € [0,7],t € [0,T —t], z € R? that

Vilt,z) = ult + t, ), (3.86)

let Gy: C([0, T —4 x R%, R) — C([0, T— 4 x R%, R), t € [0, T, satisfy for all t € [0, T], t € [0, T —4],
r€RY v e C([0,T - x RYR) that

(G(v))(t,x) = (F(v))(t + t, ), (3.87)
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let RY: [0, —4 x Q—[0,T—14, t€[0,T], 0 € O, satisfy for all t € [0, 7], t € [0, — 1], 6 € ©
that
R =t + (T — (t + ), (3.88)

and let U2 [0, T — ) x RTx Q — R, t € [0,T], n € Ny, 0 € O, satisfy for all t € [0,7], n € Ny,
6 €O, tE[OT t], z € R? that

VOt 2) = UL (t + t, 7). (3.89)

Observe that (3.4), (3.86), (3.87), and the fact that W has independent increments ensure that
forall t € [0,T], ¢t € [0,T — ], x € R? it holds that

Vit ) = u(t+t,2) = E[g(z + Wr_)] + /@H) E[(F(u))(s, 7+ W (19)] ds

=E[g(z + W(OT—t)—t)} + /t(T ’ E[(F(w)(s+tz+W.,)]ds (3.90)

(T-9
~E[glo+ W ]+ [ E[G) s,z + W2] ds
t
Combining this, (3.86), (3.87), and the hypothesis that for all ¢ € [0,7], x € R? it holds that

Ellg(z + WP_,)| + LT|F(u))(s,:E + WY ,)|ds] < oo implies that for all t € [0,7T], t € [0,T — 4,
r € R? it holds that

(T—1)
E!ﬂx+W%w4ﬂ+lﬁ KG@@M&x+Wi»M4

(3.91)

T

= E{‘g(w + Wg_(Ht))‘ +/( )}(F(u))(s T+ W () ‘ ds] < 00.
i+t

Next note that (3.2), (3.3), and (3.87) demonstrate that for all t € [0,7], ¢t € [0,T — ], = € R4,

v,w € C([0,T — t] x R4 R) it holds that

(Gu))(t,2) = (Gw))(t, )| = [(F(0))(t + t,2) = (F(w))(t + t,2)|

=|ft+ta,vt+tz) — ft+ta,wit+ta) < Lot +tz) —wt+t ). (3.92)

In addition, observe that (3.2), (3.3), and (3.87) show that for all t € [0,T], t € [0,T — t], z € R?
it holds that
(G (0)) (&, )| = [f(t+ 2, 0)] < L1+ [l=]*). (3.93)

Moreover, note that (3.86), (3.90), and the hypothesis that u € C([0, 7] x R%, R) assure that for all
te[0,7),t€[0,T —1, x € R? it holds that V; € C([0,T — t] x R R). Furthermore, observe that
(3.88), the hypothesis that (u’)gco are i.i.d. random variables, and the hypothesis that (W%)yco
and (U%)gco are independent ensure that for all t € [0, 7] it holds that (W?)gce and (R%!)eco are
independent on [0,7 — t|. Next note that (3.89) implies that for all t € [0,7], n € Ny, 0 € O,
t€[0,T —t], » € R? it holds that

WAt ) = UVt + 4, ) = 1N<">[2< + WD) (3.94)

k=1

+z< [2 (P = 1) F(US ) Uy e+ W |-

" =1 (4o — T

Combining this, the fact that for all t € [0,T], § € © that U, =t + (T — t)u’, (3.87), (3.88), and
(3.89) shows that for all t € [0,7], n € Ny, 0 € ©,t € [0,T — t], x € R? it holds that

00,0) = 52 8 o4 W)
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(Ya _E [ U IEOS) = 1@ PO+ RO +W<i;fzn tﬂ]

=0
= Lun) {Z gz + W% ] (3.95)
z e [Ek L@ ) = 1 G R 2 Wgﬁ,’%t_g]}

Combining this, (3.90), (3.91), (3.92), (3.93), the fact that 1 +m~"? < 2, the fact that for all
te[0,7],t € [0, T —1, x € R? it holds that V; € C([0,T — t| x R4, R), and Lemma 3.14 (applied
for every t € [0, T with L "L, £ A" L pappap T~ (T—-1,g9ng F G
U geo N (R"Y)geo, u - Vi, (UD)mpyenoxe O (TE) mpenoxo in the notation of Lemma 3.14)
demonstrates that for all t € [0,T],t € [0,T —t], x € R% n € Ny it holds that

(B0 (¢« + W) — Vilt, x + WO)P])”

_ mE((T =) + 1) exp(L(T = §)(1 +2L(T — 1))" [

- m"/2 exp (—m"*/p) s€
m&(T + 1) exp(LT)(1 + 2LT)"

- m"/2 exp (—m"*/p)

This and (3.89) prove that for all t € [0,T], x € R?, n € Ny it holds that

sup (E[(1 + ||z + W2|[?)"] )1/"] (3.96)

sup (E[(1+ ||z + W2|P)])”

s€[0,T]

(E[|UO(t, 2) — u(t, 2)[P])" = (B[40, 2 + W) — Vi(0, 2 + W) F])"

m&(T + 1) exp(LT)(1 + 2LT)" (3.97)
< METH DepUWDUL2LTN | (g 4 wo)e])
m"/? exp (=m"/p) s€[0,7]
The proof of Corollary 3.15 is thus complete. O

4 Computational complexity analysis for MLP approxima-
tions

In this section we use the results from Section 3 to provide the complexity analysis for MLP
approximations of solutions to stochastic fixed-point equations and semilinear PDEs. The main
result of this section is Theorem 4.6 in Subsection 4.4 below. The proof of Theorem 4.6 employs
Proposition 4.4 and the elementary auxiliary result in Lemma 4.5. The proof of Proposition 4.4,
in turn, is based on Corollary 3.15 and the elementary estimate for full-history recursions in
Corollary 4.3. Our proof of Corollary 4.3 employs the elementary result for full-history recursions
in Lemma 4.2. Our proof of Lemma 4.2, in turn, is based on the elementary result for two-step
recursions in Lemma 4.1. Lemma 4.1 is a special case of Hutzenthaler et al. [32, Lemma 2.1]. Only
for completeness we include in this section the detailed proof of Lemma 4.1.

4.1 Elementary estimates for two-step recursions

Lemma 4.1. Let 5y, B2, b1, b2, 0,01, 9,... € C and let x, € C, k € Ny, satisfy for all k € Ny,
] € {1,2} that zp = o + Loy (k) B1 Tmaxih—1,00 + Lzoo) (k) B2 Tmaxir—2,01, (61)* # —4B2, and
2(61 (—=1)7y/(B1)? —1—462). Then it holds for all k € Ny that by — by = /(1) +4P2 # 0
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and

vy = R Zal([bl]kdrl# B [b2]k+lfl)

=0
_ zk: ozl((51 + v/ (B1)? + 462)k+17l B [51 VBT 462]k+14)
= 20103/ (B1)? + 452 -

Proof of Lemma 4.1. Throughout this proof let x_1,z_5 € C satisfy that x_y = x_5 = 0 and let
yr € C, k € Ny, satisfy for all &k € Ny that

(4.1)

1 k B -
Yk = m gal([bﬂkﬂ 1 [bl]kJrl z). (4.2)

Note that (4.2) and the fact that o = o ensure that
_ 1 0 b 1— b 1-1 b b _ B i3
yo—mlzzoal([ﬂ —[b] ) = (bgb). ap - (by — b)) = ag = zp. (4.3)

This, (4.2), the fact that for all £ € Ny it holds that =, = oy + fi1xr_1 + Boxk_2, the fact that
r_1 = 2x_o =0, and the fact that b; 4+ by = 1 prove that

e bl) Z on (6o = [01]*™) = s oo (102 — [04)%) + e (b2 — by)]

=og(by +b2) +oq = apfr + a1 = 291 + g = a1 + Prxg + far—1 = 7.

(4.4)

Next observe that the quadratic formula implies that for all j € {1, 2} it holds that (b;)* = S1b;+ Sa.
This and (4.2) assure that for all £ € Ny it holds that

1 k+2 _ B e (baby) | ED B
s = g 3 (o] = ] = el 157 e (1) - 0]
(ba —b1) = &
k+1
= sz 2 gy (o] Bibe o+ ol = [T [Biby + Bu)) (4.5)

and
k41

k+1
Yrt2 = 51[2 (b2 b1 N kt2—1 k+2 l)} + B {ZZ()W([I)Q]IC—H 1 [bl]k—l—l—l) + apis

@&
k
= b1Yrt1 + P2 [Z Ba—bD) (b ba) T - [bl]kﬂ_l)} + Qg2 = B1Yrt1 + BoaYr + ipo. (4.6)

Combining (4.3), (4.4), and (4.6) hence ensures that for all k& € Ny it holds that y, = . The
proof of Lemma 4.1 is thus complete. O

4.2 Elementary estimates for full-history recursions

Lemma 4.2. Let v € {0,1}, f € (0,00), let a € C, k € Ny, and x, € C, k € Ny, satisfy for all
k € Ny that

T = Qg + Z ﬂ/ﬁ(k D {L‘l + lN(l) {L‘max{l_LQ}] . (47)

Then it holds for all k € Ny that

k
§ ]]-N(l) 276amax{l71,0}+1[2,oo) (l) 7ﬁ2amax{172,0}} (4 8)
k+1-1 E+1—I\ —1 .
21+W (k=1) | /5W52+4W5( [3“/54_1 /5“/524_4“{5} — [?nﬁ_, /5Wﬁ2+4wﬁ] )
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zk: [al_]lN(l) ﬁanlax{l—l,o}} ([ﬁ-ﬁ-m] Rt [ﬁ_m} k+14) L
1=0 2/82+8 V=
= zk: [Oéz—llN(l) zﬁa"‘ax“_l’o}+1[27°O)(l)520411]&,{“_2,0}] .

D TN e PPN A P

Proof of Lemma 4.2. Throughout this proof let x_q,x_9,x_3,a_1,a_9,a_3 € C satisfy that x_,
=z 9=x_3=0a_1 =a_y=a_3=0. Note that (4.7) ensures that for all k£ € Ny it holds that

k—1
T = o + Z (k’ — l)ﬂ/ﬁ(k_l)[l‘l + xl—l]- (49)
1=0
Hence, we obtain that for all k£ € Ny it holds that
k k—1
Thy1 — 6.Tk = |og41 + E(/{Z +1-— l)vﬁ(k—i_l_l) [SL’[ + xll]:| — 6 |:Oék + E (l{l — l)fyﬁ(k_l)[l’l + SL’l,l]
1=0 1=0

= Og+1 — 6ak + ﬁ[l‘k + {L‘k_l] + ki:l ﬁ(kJrlil)[(/{J +1-— l)ﬂf - (/{3 - l)fy][l‘l + {L‘l_l]. (410)
=0

This implies that for all £ € Ny it holds that

1
Tr1 — By = apr — Bag + Blak + zp—1] + L (7) Do BE D[y + 4] (4.11)
i=0

This proves that for all £ € Ny it holds that

k—1

Tpr1 = Qpy1 — Bag + 2Bz + Bak_1 + Ly (v) D BEF D2y + 274). (4.12)
i=0

This and the fact that o = ag show that for all £ € {—1,0,1,2,...} it holds that

k=2
o = o — Baga] + 281+ Brr—o + Ly () 22 8% Day + 24, (4.13)
1=0

Therefore, we obtain that for all & € N it holds that
k—2
T — By = |:[04k — Bag_1] + 2Bxp—1 + Bry—o + Ly (7) S B* [z + 901—1]}
1=0

k=3
-8 |:[ak—1 — Pag_s] + 2822 + Bar—3+ Ly (7) lZ BE=1=D[g; + xl_l]]
=i
= [Oék — 2By + 520%72] + 28251 + B[l — Blor—z — B2xp—2 — FPais

_ e
+1ay(7) EZOQ BE D+ x4] - leﬁ(k_l)[m + 901—1]} (4.14)

= [Oék — 2By + 520%72] + 28251 + B[l — Blag—z — B[wr—2 + T3]
+ Ly (7) B2wn—2 + w3
= [ — 2Bay_1 + BPaj_s] + 281 + B[l — Blar—s — Lioy(7) B*[h—2 + T4_3).
This ensures that for all £ € Ny it holds that
x, = (o — 2Bay_1 + BPan—s] + 3Bxy_1 + B[l — Blay—s — Loy () B[k—2 + Th—3). (4.15)
Combining this, (4.13), and Lemma 4.1 yields that for all k € Ny it holds that

Zk: [al—ﬁaz_1] ([26+\/m} k+1—l_ [Zﬁ—\/M] k+1—z)

=0 2(k+l_l)\/462+45 : 7 = O

Ty = ; k+1—1 k+1—1 (4.16)
> ([38+/Gorras—apz| —[s8—\/BBP+aB—452] ) N
=0 [01*2501714#3204172} 712(’““_1) (38)2+48—432 .
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This proves that for all £ € Ny it holds that

[al_ﬁal—l} ([B+M] L [5-@] kH_l)

k
=0
e 2/ !
l‘]{; — k k41— (417)
S (=201 vtpona] ([so+v/orman) " “fo-vomras) )
=0 2(k+1 l)\/562+46 . /7 frnd
The proof of Lemma 4.2 is thus complete. O

Corollary 4.3. Let v € {0,1}, 5 € [1,00), ag, a1, Tg, 1, X2, ... € [0,00) satisfy for all k € Ny that

zp < In(k) (oo + ark)B" + Z 0D B% D 2 + Zaaxi—1,03) - (4.18)
=0

Then it holds for all k € Ny that
(Ozo + Oél)ﬁk]lN<k) o ]lN(k>(a0 + &1)2_1(1 + 21/2>k6k Y= 0
(4 + '7)1/2(1 + 2(1+7)/2)7k ]lN(k‘)(Oéo + Oz1)5_1/2(35)k Y= 1.

Proof of Corollary /.3. Throughout this proof let A: Ny — [0,00) satisfy for all k& € Ny that
Ay, = In(k)(ao + ar1k)B*. Note that (4.18) ensures that zy = 0. This assures that for all k € Ny it
holds that

o < (4.19)

k—1
T < ]lN(/{Z) (Oé() + Oélk)ﬁk + Z (k - l)vﬁ(k_l) [«Tl + .’L‘max{lfl,(]}}
=0

(4.20)
k—1
= 1In(k)(co + crk) B + Y (k — )7+ [901 + In(1) :L‘max{lfl,O}]
1=0
Next observe that for all [ € Ny it holds that
Al — ]]-N(l)ﬁAmax{lfl,O} = [1N<l)(a0 + Oéll) — ]1N<l)]lN(l — 1)(0[0 + Oél<l — 1))]ﬁl (4 21)

=1y (1) (a0 + a1)B
and
A = In(1)28 Amaxii—1,00 + Li2,00) (1) B° Amasx{i—2,0}
= [In(0)(ao + arl) — In(0)2Ln(1 — 1)(co + a1 (L — 1)) + In(l — 2) (a0 + an (1 — 2))] 8" (4.22)
= 1y (D)(ao + a1)B — Ly (Do 8.
Lemma 4.2 therefore proves that for all k& € Ny it holds that

[6+\/62 } [6-/B2+8)"

zp < In(k) (o + o

- B+ 5 (4.23)
< 1B (ao + )5 2 = ] < 10y vayg
and
38+ V557 + 4ﬁr - [38- B+ 45}k
zr < In(k) (a0 + 1)
2k /532 + 40
[36+ ‘/562+45r " [3+~/5+%]k (4.24)
< In(k)(ao + o) f-— = In(k)(ao + o)
28\/50% + 40 2k, /5 + 3
< 1() 7 3y
Combining (4.23) and (4.24) hence establishes (4.19). The proof of Corollary 4.3 is thus complete.
0
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4.3 Complexity analysis in the case of stochastic fixed-point equations

Proposition 4.4. Let T, L,p,q,a,3,0,B € [0,00), mi,ma,ms,... € N, © = [J, 2", let fq €
C(0,T] x R x R,R), d € N, and let g4 € C(RY,R), d € N, assume for all d € N, t € [0,T],
v = (21,9,...,24) € RY v, w € R that

hjrggf m; = 00, Mar1 < Bmy, |fa(t,z,v) — fa(t,z,w)| < Ljv —w], (4.25)
and max{| fa(t, ,0)|, |ga(z)|} < LdP(1+320_ |2k])?, let (Q, F,P) be a probability space, let u®: Q —
0,1], 0 € ©, be i.i.d. random variables, assume for all r € (0,1) it holds that P(u® < r) = 7’, let
U [0,T] x Q — [0,T], § € O, satisfy for allt € [0,T), § € © that U =t + (T — t)u’, let
W0 [0, T] x Q@ — RY, d € N, § € O, be independent standard Brownian motions, assume for
every d € N that (Ue)ge@ and (Wd‘g)ge@ are independent, let ug € C([0,T] x R4 R), d € N, satisfy
foralld e N, t € [0,T], v € R? thatE[|gd(x+Wﬁf)t)|+ﬁT|fd (s, 24+ W ugy(s, SL’—FWS%)H ds] < o0
and

T
ua(t, z) = E[ga(z + Wil + / E[fa(s,x + W, ua(s, z + W) ds, (4.26)
t

let Up?: [0,T) xR x Q = R, d,j,n € Z, § € O, satisfy for alln € Ny, d,j €N, 0 € ©, t €[0,T,
x € R? that

(mj)™
1
Ue(t, x) = N@[Z ga(z + W40 ’“)]

k=1

n—i

7/7]

n—1 (T — 1) [(mj)

— (my)"~

[fd (ut(ﬁ,z‘ B W (eelzkl)c ) [e-(0:i:0) (U(sz v fffk?’ t)) (4.27)
k=1
~ 1n(d) fd(ut(e,ik LW (QGszl)c . e (6,—i.k) (U(sz LW (QGszl)c t))]

i—1,7 ’

and let €4, ; € R, d,n,j € Ny, satisfy for all d,j € N, n € Ny that

i
L

Qd,n,j S ]].N(TL) ada(mj)" + (mj)"_k (O[dD + Qd,k,j + Qtd,max{kfl,O},j) . (428)

??‘

—0
Then there exist 72: NxR — N and ¢ = (¢p.5)ps)erz : R = R such that for alld € N, €,0 € (0,00),
p € [2,00) with limsup,_, . [(m)"?/j] < oo it holds that

(72(d, €))°Cantae) miae) < ad’((d, ) (1 + V2) (mn(da))n(d,e)

4.29
< ac, 5da+(p+Q)(2+5)(m1n{1 el (2+9) ( )

and

1/
sup  sup (E[}ud(t,x) UZ(?ie n(da)(t,x)’pD ' <e. (4.30)
t€[0,T) ze[—L,L]¢

Proof of Proposition J./. Throughout this proof let m, = &,v/p — 1, p € [2,00),let F{ C F, d € N,
t € [0,T], satisfy for all d € N, ¢t € [0,T] that

Fd — {ﬂse(uT}a(U(WTd’O: rel0,s)u{deF:P(A) = O}) t<T

" o(o(WE: s € [0,T)) U{A € F: P(A) = 0}) T (4.31)

let ag € C([0,T] x RY, RY), d € N, satisfy for all d € N, t € [0,T], z € R? that a4(t,z) = 0, let
bg € C([0,T] x RY,R*) d € N, satisfy for all d € N, ¢t € [0,T], x,v € R? that by(t,z)v = v, let
Nap € [0,00), d € N, p € [2,00), satisfy for all p € [2,00), d € N that

T mpLQmax{q,l}derq((l + L2)q/2 + (qp + 1)1/p) eXp(w + (L + 1)T)7 (4_32)
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and let 72: N x R — [1, 00] satisfy for all d € N, ¢ € (0, 00) that

n(d,e) = (4.33)
m " 2,00) with
. (142L7) exp ( )2 pe 2
inf | ¢ n € N: |sup na, [ (mn)l(/2 ) <€ fimsup iP5 < o0 U {oo}
J—00

(cf. Definition 3.1). Observe that (4.31) guarantees that F¢ C F, d € N, t € [0, T], satisfies that
(I) it holds for all d € N that {A € F: P(A) =0} C Fd and
(IT) it holds for all d € N, ¢ € [0,T] that F{ = Ny Fe.

Combining item (I), item (II), (4.31), and Hutzenthaler et al. [30, Lemma 2.17] therefore assures
that for all d € N it holds that W40 [0,7] x Q — R? is a standard (2, F, P, (F¢);cp0,7])-Brownian
motion. In addition, note that (4.31) ensures that for all d € N, z € R? it holds that [0,7] x 2 >
(t,w) = x4+ W w) € R is an (Ff)iepo.r1/B(R?)-adapted stochastic process with continuous
sample paths. This, the fact that for all d € N, ¢t € [0,T], x € R? it holds that ay(¢,7) = 0, and
the fact that for all d € N, t € [0,T], x,v € R? it holds that by(¢, z)v = v yield that for all d € N,
z € R? it holds that [0, 7] x Q 3 (t,w) — = + W (w) € R? satisfies for all ¢ € [0, 77 it holds P-a.s.
that

t t t t
x4+ W ::c+/ 0ds+/ de’O:er/ aq(s, z +W2H0) ds+/ ba(s, x4+ WE) dWE. (4.34)
0 0 0 0

Combining this and Hutzenthaler et al. [30, Lemma 2.6] (applied for every d € N, z € R? with
dnnd maond T AT, C ~nd Co N0, FATFL &Nz, 1 ag, o by, W WO
X A~ ([0,T] x Q3 (t,w) — z+ W (w) € RY) in the notation of [30, Lemma 2.6]) ensures that
for all r € [0,00), d € N, z € R%, t € [0, T] it holds that

E[llz + W] < max{T, 1}((1 + ||l||*)7 + (r + 1)d"?) exp ("F2T) < o0 (4.35)

(cf. Definition 2.4). This, the triangle inequality, and the fact that for all v,w € [0, 00), r € (0, 1]
it holds that (v +w)" < " + w" assure that for all p € [2,00), d € N, z € R? it holds that

sup (E[(1+ |z + W2 ") <1+ sup (E[||z + Wo|e])”
s€[0,7T s€[0,T
1/
<1+ sup (max(T, 1H((L+ [al?)™ + (pp + 1)) exp (2222 )
s€[0,T (436)
< 1+ maX{Tl/", 1}(<1 + Hx”Q)Q/Q + <qp + 1)1/Pd¢Z/2) eXp(Q(qp-2i-3)T)

< 2((1+ 272 + (qp + 1)Pd”?) exp (L2FIT 4 1)

< 2((1 + [|2]12)" + (gp + 1)7°d"?) exp (M@EIHTY o

Combining this, (4.32), and the fact that for all d € N, z € [~L, L] it holds that ||z|| < Ld"?
demonstrates that for all p € [2,00), d € N it holds that

m -1, +1)ex su su + ||x + ' 1
pLzmax{q 10}dp+¢I/2(T 1) p(LT) p P (E[(l || WSdOHQ)P}) /v
z€[—L,L]4 s€[0,T

< my, L2m e L0 gp 2 oy (LT + T)

: [ sup ]d[2(<1+ |2)%)7> + (qp+1)1/*’dq/2)eXp(i[q(qpf)H]T)]] (4.37)
ze[—L,L
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< m, L2 g (14 L2d)7 + (gp + 1)Vd"?) exp (L 2HIT 4 ([ 4 1)T)
< my L2m e gpra (14 L2)72 4 (gp + 1)) exp (LRI (1 1 1)T) = gy < 0.

This and (4.25) guarantee that for all p € [2, 00) which satisfy limsup;_, . [(m)"?/;] < oo it holds
that

n

= 0. (4.38)

. (14 2LT) exp((mn)"?/n)
lglﬁs;}p nd,p (mn) 1/2

Combining this and (4.33) implies that for all d € N, ¢ € (0, 00) it holds that 7(d,c) € N. Next
observe that the fact that for all m € N, r,vy,vq,...,0, € [0,00) it holds that [} ;" v;]" <
mmaxd{r=L0}S™" ] and the hypothesis that for all d € N, ¢t € [0,T], © = (v1,79,...,74) € R
it holds that max{|fs(t,x,0)|,|ga(x)|} < LdP(1 + Ei:1|xk|)q ensure that for all d € N, z =
(w1, 79, ..., 24) € R? it holds that

max{] fat, z, 0)], |ga(x) [} < LaP (1 + 325 Jaa])* < L2m=a b0 ap[1 4 (325 |ol) ]

-1,0 2—1 d a/2 - (4.39)
< Lot ge [y 4 (@700 g |?) ] < L2mada=LOdgpra2 (1 4 || 2)|9).

This, (4.25), and Corollary 3.15 (applied for every p € [2,00), d,j € N with m v~ m;, m «\~ m,,
pAG fFfo, g gy, T AT, L L, &~ L2maxla-10getaz 0 ~yf 10 ~ Ul o~ wee,
u N ug, US A Ui’? in the notation of Corollary 3.15) assure that for all p € [2,00), n € Ny,
d,j €N, t€0,T], x € R? it holds that

(E[Juat =) — Ut 2)[7])” (4.40)
m.. [,omax{qg—1,0} gp+q/2 (T + 1) exp(LT) 14 2LT n y
< ()" exp (—mi)”/y) ( | o (BL(L+ e+ W)™ |
J s s

Combining this, (4.32), (4.36), and (4.37) demonstrates that for all p € [2,00), n € Ny, d,j € N,
t € [0,T], x € [-L, L]% it holds that

(1+2LT)" exp(m)™/y)
(m;)"

(E[|ua(t, z) — U,‘f;?(t,xﬂp])l/p < Nayp (4.41)

This, (4.33), and the fact that for all d € N, € € (0, 00) it holds that 7(d, ¢) € N prove that for all
p € [2,00) with limsup,_, [(m)*?/j] < oo, d €N, t € [0,T], x € [-L, L]%, € € (0,00) it holds that

i 7(d,e)
E||lug t,r) — Ud,O tx p1\ VP < M (1 + QLT) exp((mﬂ(d’e))ph)
ﬂ(d,&),n(d,g) Y

(M ()P

(4.42)

<e.

< MNd,p

7(d,
(1+2LT) exp((mn(d,s))m/ﬂ(dﬁ))] )

(M (a,e))

This establishes (4.29). Next note that (4.28) implies that for all d,j € N, n € Ny it holds that
n—1 n—1
Cony < In(n) ad®(my)" + Y (my)" Fad® + > (m;)" *(€ap; + Comaxin10}5)
w0 =0 (4.43)

< In(n) (ad® + nad®) (m;)" + ) ()" (Cap; + Camaxfh-1,01j)-
0

—

B
Il

Combining this and Corollary 4.3 (applied for every d,7 € N with v ~ 0, 8~ m;, ag v ad’,
ar N ad®, (Tn)neny O (€anj)nen, in the notation of Corollary 4.3) guarantees that for all n € N,
d,j € N it holds that

Cony < In(n) ad® (14 v/2)" (my)". (4.44)
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Furthermore, observe that (4.33), the fact that for all j € N it holds that m; € N, and the fact
that for all p € [2,00), d € N it holds that 7y, € [0,00) ensure that for all p € [2,00), d € N,
e € (0,00) with limsup;_,[(m)"?/;] < co and 7(d,e) € NN [2,00) it holds that

(1+2LT) GXp((mﬂ(d&)—l)p/Q/(ﬂ(d,s)fl))

(M (de)-1)"?

> min{1,¢e}. (4.45)

(n(d,e)—1)
nd,p ]

Combining this and (4.44) demonstrates that for all p € [2,00), d € N, €,§ € (0,00) with
limsup;_, . [(m)"?/;] < 0o and 7(d, ) € NN [2,00) it holds that

(72(d, £))°Ca piacymiae) < In(z(d, ) ad (1 + V2)" @ (r(d, €))* (Mpas ) "

> n(dye) (2+9)
_ ol (14 V2)me) ap

- (2(d,e))=" min{1, e}

n(d,e)—1
(1—|—2LT) eXp((m”(d’E)1)p/2/(n(d,a)1))]( (d,e)—1)

(My(de)—1) "

(4.46)

_ ad®(ng,) o _<7Z<d, £)?((1 4 2LT) eXp((mn(d,s)fl)p/Q/(n(d,E)—l)))(ﬂ(d,e)il)(QJr&)
(min{1,e})2+9) i ((1+\/ﬁ)mn(d@))—n(dﬁ)(mn(d’a)_l)(n(d,a)—l)(1+6/2))

ad®(14,) ) [ ((n + 1)5((1 + \/§)mn+1)(n+1) ((1 +2LT) exp((mn)m/n) )n(2+5)>

= (min{1,e})® ek (1) H72)

0P (1 + V) (14)
(min{1,e})@+9)

sup
neN

((n + 1)1 (M) (1 + V2)(1 + 2LT) exp(wﬂ/n)))] .

(mn)n(mn)n(%)

This and (4.25) ensure that for all p € [2,00), d € N, €,§ € (0,00) with lim supjﬁoo[(mj)w/j] < 0
and 7(d,e) € NN [2,00) it holds that
(ﬂ(da 6))ﬁ€d,ﬂ(d,€),ﬂ(d,€) (447)

_ ad®(1 + ﬂ)(nd7p)(2+5) (n + 1)5;32n+1m1 ((1 + \/é)(l +2LT) exp((mn)pm/n) )n(2+6)
=7 (min{L e 00 (1) 707

admy (1 4+ VDB(nap) 20 [ (04 D7 ((1+ V2)B(L+2LT) exp(im2/a) )\
< . sup - .
(min{1,e})2+9) neN (my)?
Moreover, note that (4.25), (4.28), and the fact that for all p € [2,00), d € N it holds that
Nap € [0,00) ensure that for all p € [2,00), d € N, £,6 € (0,00) with limsup;_, [(m)"?/;] < oo it
holds that
Qtd,l,l S adbml + ma (OzdD + Qtd,O,O + Qd,O,O) S 2ad°m1 S Ozdb(]_ + ﬁ)%ml
< ad®m; (14 v/2)B(max{1, ng, )
: ({1, £ )

. [SUp ((n + 1)3/”((1 + \/5)%(1 +2LT) exp ((mn)p/g/n) )(2+5) )n]

(M)

(4.48)

neN

Combining this and (4.47) demonstrates that for all p € [2,00), d € N, €,§ € (0,00) with
limsup;_, . [(m)"?/;] < oo it holds that
(72(d, €))°Ca niae) e (4.49)

_ ad®my(1+ v2)B(max{1, ng, }) >+ (n + 1)/ (B(1 + 2LT) exxp ((mn)”2/n) )TV Y
B (ming1, £} (1+v2)7L(m,)* -

sup
neN
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This, the fact that m; € N, (4.37), (4.38), and (4.47) prove that for all p € [2,00), d € N,
e,6 € (0,00) with limsup,_,[(m)"?/;] < oo it holds that

(ﬂ’(dv 5))B€d,ﬂ(d,€),ﬂ(d,5)
dmi(1+v2)B [SUp ( (n+ D7 (1 + VOB + 2LT) exp(0m)"*/n) ) )1

(min{1,e})2+9) (my,)?
. (max{l, m, L2m A grra (1 4 L)Y 4 (gp + 1)) exp(w +(L+1)T) })

amy Bd™H 0D (n+ 1) (1 4+ v2)B(1 + 2LT) exp (m)”2/)
- u

(L4 v2) " (min{1, ) | e ()
(2+9)

' (max{l’mpmmax{qvl}((l + I3 4 (gp+ 1)) exp (LT (4 1)T)}) < o0

(4.50)

(249)

neN

Combining (4.44) and (4.50) hence establishes (4.30). The proof of Proposition 4.4 is thus complete.
0

4.4 Complexity analysis in the case of semilinear partial differential
equations

Lemma 4.5. Let p € (0,00) and let ¢: R — N satisfy for all x € [1,00) that ¢(z) = max{k €
N: k < exp(|In(x)|V2)}. Then

(i) it holds that limsup,_, [M + =0 and

x o(x )}
(1) it holds for all x € N that ¢p(z + 1) < 2¢(x).

Proof of Lemma /.5. Throughout this proof let ¢: R — R satisfy for all x € [1,00) that ¢(z) =
exp(|In(x)|'/?). Note that the fact that for all # € [1,00) it holds that In(x) € [0, c0) assures that
for all x € (1, 00) it holds that

d o PE(In@]7)"
O e

(4.51)

This and the fact that for all € [1,00) it holds that In(z) € [0, 00) ensure that for all x € (1, 00)

it holds that ( (|1 ( )| / ))p[Ql ( ) |1 ( )| / 1]
2 ()P — _ PAXP n(z)|/? n(z) — plln(z)[V/2 +
w=(V(2) 422|In(x)|3/2 :

(4.52)

Combining this and (4.51) shows that (exp([p+ v/max{0, p? — 8}]/4),00) > z — L(¥(z))? € Riis
decreasing. This, the fact that (4.51) implies that for all 2 € (1, 00) it holds that - (¢(z))? € [0, 00),
and L’Hopital’s rule establish that

lim sup @@)”
2500 z T—00 T—00

= lim YO — Jim 4 (y(z))P = 0. (4.53)

Combining this, the fact that for all € [1,00) it holds that ¢(x) < (x), the fact that for
all € [1,00) it holds that ¢(x) € N, and the fact that for all x € [1,00) it holds that ¢ is
non-decreasing proves that

lim sup[(d)( 2)” 4 ¢( } < hmsup( @)” 4 lim sup ¢( 7 < hmsup( (z) +hmsup 3@ = 0 (4.54)

T—r00 T—00 T—00 T—00

This establishes item (i). Next note that for all z € (1,00) it holds that

o(x+1) _ max{k € N: k < exp(|In(1 + x)|"/?)} < exp(|In(1 + z)[*/?)
o(x) max{k € N: k < exp(|ln(x)['/2)} ~ exp(|ln(x)|*/?) =1

(4.55)

35



In addition, observe that the fact that for all x € (1, 00) it holds that In(x) € (0, 00) demonstrates
that for all x € (1,00) it holds that

d exp((In(1 +x))'"?)
dx exp((In(z))¥/?) — 1

4.56
_exp(|ln(z +1)['?) 1 B exp(|ln()['?) <0 (450)
- 2[exp(|In(@)[V2) = 1] [(1 + 2)[In(z + 1)[V2 zlexp(|n(z)[/2) — 1][In(z)[/2] =
This implies that for all x € [3,00) it holds that
1/2 1/2
expllin(1+2)"?) _exp(n(®]) _, .
xp(I@[7?) — 1 = exp(Im(3)[7) — 1
Combining this and the fact that
2 k< In(2)[/2
(b( ) - max{k; eN: k< exp(‘ Il( )‘ >} exp(|ln(2)|1/2) < exp(ln(2)) —9 (4.58)

(1)  max{k € N: k <exp(|In(1)|/2)} ~

proves that for all x € N it holds that ¢(x 4+ 1) < 2¢(x). This establishes item (ii). The proof of
Lemma 4.5 is thus complete. O

Theorem 4.6. Let p,q,T,r,0 € [0,00), © =, nZ", [ € C(R,R), let ug € C**([0,T] x R%,R),
d € N, assume for alld € N, t € [0,T], v = (21, 22,...,74) € R, v,w € R that |f(v) — f(w)] <
Klo —wl, Jua(t, )| < wd?(1+ 35, |2k])?, and

(%ud)(t, x) 4+ (Agug)(t, x) + f(uq(t,x)) =0, (4.59)

let (Q, F,P) be a probability space, let u’: Q — [0,1], § € O, be i.i.d. random variables, assume for
all7 € (0,1) that P(u® <7r) =7, letU’: [0,T] x Q — [0,T], 0 € O, satisfy for allt € [0,T], 6 € ©
that U = t+(T—t)u?, let W [0, T]xQ2 — RY, 0 € ©, d € N, be independent standard Brownian
motions, assume for all d € N that (U%)gco and (Wd‘g)ge@ are independent, let ¢: N — N and
Und:fn: 0, T] xR x Q - R, d,n,m € Z, § € O, satisfy for alln € Ny, d,m €N, § € ©, t € [0,T],
z € R? that ¢(m) = max{k € N: k < exp(|In(m)|"/?)} and

—1

n (p(m)™~* A
_ d,(0,i.k 0,3k d,(0,i.k
%MMZQQML{Q[M%’W(MwWW@&» (4.60)

. (¢(m)"
. d,(0,—i.k (6, k (6,i,k) n d,(0,0,—k
— (i) FUPTP UOH T s t))H + G [ > ug(T,z +V2WeGO )|

and let g m € R, d,n,m € Ny, satisfy for all d,m € N, n € Ny that

—_

Qd,n,m S ]]-N(n) ’%da(gb(m))n + (gb(m))n_k ('L{’dD + Qtd,k,m + Qtd,maux{k—l,O},m)- (461)
0

3

i

Then there exist z: N x R — N and ¢ = (¢p6)pserz: R* = R such that for alld € N, ,6,p €
(0, 00) it holds that €q ey n(de) < Cpod®tPTIET) (min{1,e})~C) and

l/p
sup sup (E[’ud(t,x) - Ud((zle) e (b x)}p]) <e. (4.62)
te[0,T] ze[—v/2k,v/2k]4

Proof of Theorem 4.6. Throughout this proof let ¢: (0, 00) — [2, 00) satisfy for all z € (0, 00) that
¢(z) = max{2, 2}, let ® = max{2%?x, |f(0)|}, let F! C F, d € N, t € [0,T), satisfy for all d € N,
t € [0, 7] that

Fg:{ﬂsew o(o(Wi:re(0,s]) UfAe F: P(A)=0}) :t<T

(e(We0: s € [0,T)) U{A € F: P(A) = 0}) Y (4.63)
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let ag € C([0,T] x R4, RY), d € N, and by € C([0,T] x RY, R d € N, satisfy for all d € N,
t €10,T], z,v € R that a4(t,z) = 0 and by(t, z)v = 20, let My, My, Ms, ... € N satisfy for all
j € N that M; = ¢(j), let V;: [0,T] x R? — R, d € N, satisfy for all d € N, ¢ € [0,7], x € R? that
Va(t,z) = ug(t,/2x), let Fy: [0,7] x R x R — R, d € N, satisfy for all d € N, t € [0,7], 2 € R?,
w € R that Fy(t,z,w) = f(w), and let %Z’gz 0, T] x REx Q = R, d,n,j € Z, 0 € O, satisfy for
all d,n,j € 7,0 €0,te[0,T], v €R? that %Zg(t,x) = Ui’?(t, v22). Note that the hypothesis
that for all v,w € R it holds that |f(v) — f(w)| < k|v — w| assures that for all d € N, ¢ € [0, T,
x € R% v,w € R it holds that

|Fu(t, 2,0) — Falt,z,w)] = | £(0) — f(w)] < wlo—w]. (4.64)

Next observe that the hypothesis that for all d € N, ¢ € [0, 7], z € R? it holds that |us(t, z)| < kdP
(1+ 3¢ |z4])P ensures that for all d € N, t € [0,T], = (21, Za, . . ., 24) € R? it holds that

max{|Fy(t, 2, 0)|, |Va(t, «)[} = max{|f(0)], [ua(t, V2 2)|}

) . (4.65)
< max{|f(0)], s (1 + 35 _y|v22])7} < DdP(1 + 3T5_ |wa])*.
In addition, note that (4.63) guarantees that F¢ C F, d € N, t € [0, T], satisfies that
(I) it holds for all d € N that {A € F: P(A) =0} C Fd and
(I) it holds for all d € N, t € [0, 7] that F{ = Ny Fe.
Combining items (I) and (II), (4.63), and Hutzenthaler et al. [30, Lemma 2.17] (applied with

mad, T NT, WA W, H AFE (QF,P, (Fepr) o (Q,FP,(c(WE: s € [0,t])) U{A €
F:P(A) = 0})eco,r) in the notation of [30, Lemma 2.17]) therefore assures that for all d € N it
holds that W0: [0,T] x Q — R? is a standard (Q, F,P, (F¢);e(0,r)-Brownian motion. This, the
hypothesis that for all t € [0,7], z € R? v,w € R it holds that |f(v) — f(w)| < kv — w|, the
hypothesis that for all d € N, t € [0,T], z € R? it holds that |ug(t,z)| < kdP(1 + Zzzl\kaq,
and, e.g., Beck et al. [1, Corollary 3.9| (applied for every d € N with d ~ d, m ~ d, T ~ T,
L~ max{V2d,x}, €~ 0, f N f, g (RES 2 ug(T, ) €R), pp ag, o o by, WO~ WO,
(Q, F, P, (Fp)icior)) » (2, F, P, (Ff)epo,r)) in the notation of [1, Corollary 3.9]) ensure that for all
deN,tel0,T], zeR?it holds that Efjug(T,z + V2 W) |+ft | f(ug(s, 2 +V2WH)) | ds] < oo
and

T
ug(t,r) = Elug(T, o + V2WE%)] + / E[f(ua(s,z + V2WE)] ds. (4.66)
t
Combining this, the fact that for all d € N, ¢ € [0,T], x € R? it holds that Vy(¢,2) = ug(t, V2 ),
and the fact that for all d € N, t € [O,T], r € RY w € R it holds that Fy(t,z,w) = f(w)
demonstrates that for all d € N, ¢t € [0,T], x € R? it holds that
T
E {\Vd(T, x4+ W)+ / |Ey(s, x4+ WS, Va(s, 2 + WE)) ds]
t
T
— B[+ WE + [V + W) s (4.67
t

_E [m(T, V(e WD)+ [ 1t V3 WD) ds} < oo
and
Va(t, z) = ug(t, \/5:6) = [ud(T \/_<SL’ + W}lot))} +/ E[ (uq(s, \/5(3: + iji)))] ds

T
=E[Vy(T,x + Wi°))] +/ E[f(Va(s,z + W5))] ds (4.68)



T
—E[V(T.o + W] + [ B[Fuls, o+ WS, Vals, o+ W) ds.
t

Moreover, note that the fact that for all j € N it holds that M; = ¢(j) and (4.60) show that for
alln € Ny, d,j €N, 0€0,tel0,T], z€ R it holds that

\n—1

n—1 (AA]) . .
Ung(t:v2e) = 3 (,Efj)i’_i[ > US4+ Wl ) (4.69)

k=1

(M;)" d,(6,0,—k)
. (0,—i.k 0,ik (0,i,k) In(n) ug(T,V2(z+W, )
— (i) F(UST (U, V2(a +W<ezk) t)))]]+{ > ——— A '

21_]
k=1

This and the fact that for all d,n,j € Z, § € ©, t € [0,T], x € R? it holds that Q]Z’g(t,:c) =
Uff:?(t, V2 x) imply that for all n € Ny, d,j7 € N, 0 € ©, t € [0,7T], 2 € R? it holds that

d,0 _ aqdf
Usd(t,V2z) = B¢, 2)

n—1 (M) .
(T—1) 4.008) (1O k). d (9 ik)
> W-i[ 3 [FOEI @ e Wi ) (1.70)
, 4,0:—i) (1 Oik) d,(0,i.k) D" 1) Va (@t w00
= 1) SO P @ W) )|+ by sl

Combining this and the fact that for alld € N, ¢t € [0,T], z € R, w € R it holds that Fy(t, z,w) =
f(w) yields that for all n € Ny, d,j € N, 0 € ©, ¢ € [0,T], z € R? it holds that

In(n ] _
(¢, 2 (/;1“4(‘)21 > V(T + W00 m)] (4.71)
J _
— (T —1) NG 0,i.k d,(0,i.k 4,(0,,k) (4 (0,0, (0,i,k)
Dy V= [Fd(u( e+ W (fgz’@)t,%i;} Rl (7RI (9,2) D))
i=0 J k=1

_ ]lN(Z) F, (u(G )i k T+ Wd g@llkl)c L Q]C'l,(G,fi,k) (ut(G,Z k) T+ Wd gefk]; t))}

i—1,7

Furthermore, observe that Lemma 4.5 and the fact that for all m € N it holds that ¢(m) =
max{k € N: k < exp(|In(m)|"/2)} imply that

(A) it holds for all p € (0,00) that limsup; . [M)"®/?/; 4+ 1/am,] = limsup,_, . [€G)""/?/; 4
4] = 0 and
(B) it holds for all j € N that M1 = ¢(j + 1) < 2¢(j) = 2M,.

Combining items (A) and (B), (4.64), (4.65), (4.67), (4.68), (4.71), and Proposition 4.4 (applied
witha Nk, 0N, ank B0 pAD ¢ggG B2, LAD, T AT, (Mmj)jen v (M;)jen,
é AP, fa N Fy gi o (RES x = Vy(T,z) € R), ug ~ Vg, (,F,P) ~ (Q,F,P), u ~
U AU, W ~ TV Udf A EUZ’E in the notation of Proposition 4.4) hence guarantees that
there exists 72: N x R — N and ¢ = (¢p5)(p.6)cr2: R? — R such that for all d € N, £,§ € (0, 00),
p € [2,00) it holds that €y, (ge) (e < Cpsd® T PHOCH) (min{l,e})~+9 and

sup sup (E[|Va(t,z) — Q]d?de) et Dl/p <e. (4.72)

t€[0,T] z€[—k,x]4

This and Holder’s inequality prove that there exist 72: N x R — N and ¢ = (cp5) (p,6)cr2 : R? - R
such that for all d € N, ¢,d,p € (0, 00) it holds that

Can(de)nide) < Cpod T PHICT) (min{1, e}) =+ (4.73)
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and
d7
sup sup E[|Vy(t,z) — Q]n?d’a)’n(d’a)(t, z)|?]
te[0,T] z€[—k,k]4

< sup sup (E[|Vy(t,z) - Q]i’?d,e),ﬂ(d,e)(t,:c)|“’(p)})p/“’(”) < eb,

te[0,T] x€[—k,k]? N

(4.74)

Combining (4.73), (4.74), and the fact that for all n € Ny, d,7 € N, 0 € ©, t € [0,T], z € R? it
holds that wu,(t, x) = Vy(t,*/v2) and Und:?(t,x) = %Z’g(t,x/\/i) hence establishes (4.62). The proof
of Theorem 4.6 is thus complete. O
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