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Abstract In recent years, functional neural networks have been proposed and
studied in order to approximate nonlinear continuous functionals defined on
Lp([−1, 1]s) for integers s ≥ 1 and 1 ≤ p < ∞. However, their theoretical
properties are largely unknown beyond universality of approximation or the
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functional deep neural networks associated with the ReLU activation function
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Keywords Approximation theory · Deep learning theory · Functional neural
networks · ReLU · Modulus of continuity

Mathematics Subject Classification (2010) 68Q32 · 68T05 · 41A25

Linhao Song
School of Mathematical Science, Beihang University, Beijing, China
School of Data Science, City University of Hong Kong, Kowloon, Hong Kong
E-mail: linhasong2-c@my.cityu.edu.hk

Jun Fan �
Department of Mathematics, Hong Kong Baptist University, Kowloon, Hong Kong
E-mail: junfan@hkbu.edu.hk

Di-Rong Chen
School of Mathematical Science, Beihang University, Beijing, China
E-mail: drchen@buaa.edu.cn

Ding-Xuan Zhou
School of Mathematics and Statistics, University of Sydney, Sydney NSW 2006, Australia
E-mail: dingxuan.zhou@sydney.edu.au

ar
X

iv
:2

30
4.

04
44

3v
1 

 [
st

at
.M

L
] 

 1
0 

A
pr

 2
02

3



2 Linhao Song et al.

1 Introduction

The past decade has witnessed unquestionable success of deep learning based
on deep neural networks in artificial intelligence. The invention of neural net-
works was originally inspired by neuron activities in human brains which dates
back to the 1940s. Triggered by the availability of big data and the advance
in computing power, deep neural networks have become prevalent in various
fields of science, business, industry and many others. As is well known, neural
networks effectively implement nonlinear mappings approximating functions
that are learned based on a set of input-output data, typically through stochas-
tic gradient descent (SGD). In spite of their impressive performance, a more
thorough theoretical understanding of why they work so well is still highly
demanded.

The building blocks of a neural network are processing units. When an
input vector x ∈ Rd is fed into the network, a processing unit computes the
function σ(w · x + b), where σ : R → R is called an activation function,
w ∈ Rd and b ∈ R are called weight vector and threshold respectively. The
theory of function approximation by shallow or multi-layer neural networks
was well developed around 1990. In [10,8,4] much effort has been dedicated
to understand the universality of this approximation for any non-polynomial
locally bounded and piecewise continuous activation function, which was re-
cently developed for deep convolutional neural networks with ReLU in [26,27].
Besides, quantitative results about rates of approximation were also obtained
in [8,1,14,3]. However, most existing results in the literature about rates of
approximation by neural networks were developed for infinitely differentiable
activation functions σ with one of the following two special assumptions: one
is that for some u0 ∈ R,

σ(k)(u0) 6= 0, ∀k ∈ N0, (1)

where σ(k) denotes the k-th order derivative of σ. The other assumption is
that for some integer i 6= 1, there holds

lim
u→−∞

σ(u)

|u|i
= 0, and lim

u→∞

σ(u)

ui
= 1. (2)

In modern deep learning models, the rectified linear unit (ReLU) is the most
commonly used activation function due to its ease of computation and resis-
tance to gradient vanishing. The ReLU activation function is defined by

σ(u) = max{u, 0},

which is a piecewise linear function and does not satisfy the assumptions (1) or
(2). Recently, explicit rates of approximation by ReLU networks were obtained
in [9] for shallow nets, in [20] for nets with 3 hidden layers, and in [24,22,17] for
nets with more layers. Moreover, [24] shows that deep ReLU networks are more
efficient than shallow ones in approximating smooth functions and derives
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upper and lower bounds for the neural network complexity of approximation
in Sobolev spaces.

With the rapid growth of modern technology, learning with infinite dimen-
sional data (referred as functional data) has become an important and chal-
lenging task in machine learning since the pioneering work [18]. Traditional
functional data analysis based on kernel methods and functional principal com-
ponent analysis mainly focuses on the estimation of linear target functionals
[2], which is usually not true in practice. This motivates us to consider using
neural networks to approximate nonlinear functionals defined on the infinite
dimensional input space Lp([−1, 1]s) with 1 ≤ p <∞. In [21], one type of gen-
eralized neural networks is defined, where the input space X is not limited to
Rd but can be any locally convex topological vector space. It shows that if the
activation function σ guarantees that the classical shallow networks defined on
Rd are universal, then the proposed shallow generalized networks are also uni-
versal. In [19], the concept of functional multi-layer perceptrons is introduced
by letting X = Lp(Rs). The consistency of the proposed method is obtained by
adopting the results of generalized networks in [21]. Throughout the paper, we
refer the functional multi-layer perceptrons defined in [19] as functional neural
networks. To avoid learning functions in the functional neural networks, [19]
also proposes so-called parametric functional neural networks, which will be
defined in Section 2. In [16], Mhaskar shows that if the activation function sat-
isfies the assumption (1), then any continuous functional on a compact domain
can be approximated with any precision by a shallow parametric functional
neural networks with sufficient width. Both upper and lower bounds on the
rates of approximation are provided in terms of network complexity in [16].

In this paper, we propose a parametric functional neural network with
ReLU activation function aiming at approximating nonlinear continuous func-
tional defined on Lp([−1, 1]s). First, we map the infinite dimensional domain
Lp([−1, 1]s) into a finite dimensional polynomial space such that the origi-
nal problem suffices to the approximation of multivariate functions. Then we
construct a piecewise linear interpolation under a simple triangulation, not
surprising, which is also a deep ReLU network we need. At last, we show
that the same rate of approximation as in [16] can be achieved in terms of
the number of nonzero parameters in the proposed neural network under mild
regularity conditions.

The rest of this paper is structured as follows. Section 2 introduces the
definitions for several types of neural networks. Section 3 is concerned with
some notations, statement of assumptions and our main results. Section 4
presents two important propositions and gives proofs of the main theorems.
The paper concludes in Section 5 and some lemmas that are used in the proofs
can be found in Appendix.
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2 Definition of functional deep neural networks

Deep neural networks involve the choice of an activation function σ : R →
R and a network architecture. In this paper we focus on ReLU. For b =
(b1, · · · , bd) ∈ Rd, we define the shifted activation function σb : Rd → Rd as

σb

x1...
xd

 =

σ(x1 + b1)
...

σ(xd + bd)

 .

A network architecture (J,d) consists of a positive integer J which is the
number of hidden layers and width vector d = (d1, · · · , dJ) ∈ NJ which indi-
cates the width in each hidden layer.

Throughout the paper, we use (·)′ to denote the transpose of a vector (·).
Denote by | · |p the vector p-norm, that is, |a|p = (

∑d
i=1 |ai|p)

1
p if a is a vector

with d components. We first introduce the definition of a neural network for
approximating multivariate functions.

Definition 1 (Classical net) A multi-layer fully connected neural network
H : Rd0 → R with network architecture (J,d) is any function that takes the
form

H(x) = a′σbJ
WJσbJ−1

WJ−1 · · ·σb2
W2σb1

W1x, (3)

where x ∈ Rd0 , a ∈ RdJ ,bj ∈ Rdj , and Wj =
(
W i,k
j

)
is a dj × dj−1 weight

matrix, j = 1, · · ·, J.

Let s be a positive integer, we consider the function space Lp([−1, 1]s) =
{f : [−1, 1]s → R | f is measurable and ||f ||p <∞} where

||f ||p =

(∫
[−1,1]s

|f(x)|pdx

) 1
p

, when 1 ≤ p <∞

and

||f ||p = ess sup
x∈[−1,1]s

|f(x)|, when p =∞.

Specially when p = 2, L2([−1, 1]s) is a Hilbert space, and we denote the inner
product by 〈·, ·〉, that is,

〈f1, f2〉 =

∫
[−1,1]s

f1(x)f2(x)dx. (4)

We now introduce the definition of functional neural network [19] for ap-
proximating functional defined on Lp([−1, 1]s).
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Definition 2 (Functional net) A functional neural networkΘ : Lp([−1, 1]s)→
R with network architecture (J,d) is any functional that takes the form

Θ(f) = a′σbJ
WJσbJ−1

WJ−1 · · ·σb2
W2σb1

T (f), (5)

where f ∈ Lp([−1, 1]s), a ∈ RdJ ,bj ∈ Rdj , j = 1, · · · , J. Wj =
(
W i,k
j

)
is a

dj × dj−1 matrix, j = 2, · · ·, J. Here T : Lp([−1, 1]s) → Rd1 is a bounded

linear operator with T (f) =
( ∫

[−1,1]s f(x)g1(x)dx, · · · ,
∫
[−1,1]s f(x)gd1(x)dx

)′
for {gk}d1k=1 ∈ Lq([−1, 1]s), and q is the conjugate exponent of p satisfying
1/p+ 1/q = 1.

Remark 1 Comparing (3) and (5), the difference is that the functional net
uses a bounded linear operator T in the first hidden layer (functional layer),
while the classical net uses a numerical weight matrix W1 (numerical layer).
An example of functional net with network architecture (J = 2,d = (3, 2)) is
given in Figure 1.

Remark 2 The dual space of L∞([−1, 1]s) is larger than L1([−1, 1]s). In this
case, we can restrict the operator T to be induced by functions in L1([−1, 1]s).

Note that one drawback of this functional net is that the functions {gk}d1k=1

can not be learned directly. This can be addressed by using parametric repre-
sentation of functions as follows.

Definition 3 (Parametric functional net) Let d0 ∈ N, {vk}d0k=1 be a lin-
early independent set in Lq([−1, 1]s), and denote

νi =

∫
[−1,1]s

f(x)vi(x)dx, i = 1, · · · , d0,

then a parametric functional neural network Θv : Lp([−1, 1]s) → R with net-
work architecture (J,d) is any functional that takes the form

Θv(f) = a′σbJ
WJσbJ−1

WJ−1 · · ·σb2
W2σb1

W1ν,

ν = (ν1, · · · , νd0)′,
(6)

where f ∈ Lp([−1, 1]s), a ∈ RdJ ,bj ∈ Rdj , and Wj =
(
W i,k
j

)
is a dj × dj−1

matrix, j = 1, · · ·, J. Here the subscript v is used to indicate that the linearly
independent set in Lp([−1, 1]s) for parametrization is {vk}d0k=1.

Remark 3 Here {vk}d0k=1 is a set of known functions that does not need to be
learned, and the choice of them is related to a continuous linear operator Vm
to be defined in Subsection 4.1.

Remark 4 A functional net is also a parametric functional net if we assume
that {gi}d1i=1 in Definition 2 has a parametric representation using the linearly

independent set {vk}d0k=1, that is,

gi = W i,1
1 v1 +W i,2

1 v2 + · · ·+W i,d0
1 vd0 ,
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for some coefficients W i,k
1 ∈ R, k = 1, · · ·, d0, i = 1, · · ·, d1. Then the problem

of learning functions {gi}d1i=1 turns into learning weight matrix W1, and this
is the reason why (6) is called parametric functional net.

In addition to the network architecture (J,d), the network (6) is also deter-
mined by the numerical weight matrix Wj , shift vectors bj , j = 1, · · ·, J , and

output vector a. We denote by M(Θv) = M :=
∑J
j=1 ||Wj ||0 +

∑J
j=1 ||bj ||0 +

||a||0 the total number of nonzero weights of Θv, where || · ||0 means the num-
ber of nonzero entries in a vector or a matrix. We will use M in this paper as
the complexity of the neural networks to characterize rates of approximation.

Fig. 1 A functional net with 2 hidden layers. The input neuron (rectangle) is a function,
the rest 5 hidden neurons (circle) and the output neuron (diamond) are real numbers. In
the first hidden layer, three functional weights g1, g2, g3 are used.

3 Main results on rates of approximation

In this section, we state our main results and the proof will be given in Section
4. Let F : Lp([−1, 1]s) → R be the target functional. We are interested in
approximating F by constructing a parametric functional net.

3.1 Assumptions on input function and target functional

When deriving the quantitative results about rates of approximation for a
function defined on Rd, we need to make priori assumptions on its smoothness.
For a target functional, we can make a similar assumption by adopting the
definition of modulus of continuity. We assume that the target functional F :
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Lp([−1, 1]s)→ R, though unknown, is continuous with modulus of continuity
ωF : (0,∞)→ (0,∞) given by

ωF (r) = sup
{
|F (f1)− F (f2)| : f1, f2 ∈ Lp([−1, 1]s), ||f1 − f2||p ≤ r

}
.

It is well known that the modulus of continuity ωF is an increasing function
and satisfies the following property

|F (f1)− F (f2)| ≤ ωF (||f1 − f2||p) , ∀f1, f2 ∈ Lp([−1, 1]s).

Moreover, the sub-additive property holds, that is,

ωF (r1 + r2) ≤ ωF (r1) + ωF (r2), r1, r2 > 0.

3.2 Properties of compact subsets of Lp([−1, 1]s)

We make a priori assumption that the input function belongs to a compact
subset K of Lp([−1, 1]s). Under this assumption, according to [11, page 33],
there exists a constant cK such that

||f ||p ≤ cK , ∀f ∈ K, (7)

and the approximation by polynomials in Πm := Πm([−1, 1]s), the class of all
polynomials in s variables of coordinatewise degree not exceeding m, can be
bounded as

min
Q∈Πm

||f −Q||p ≤ εm,K , ∀f ∈ K, (8)

where
{
εm,K

}∞
m=1

is a sequence converging to 0 which depends only on K,
meaning that the convergence is uniformly on f ∈ K.

Now we are in the position to state our main results.

Theorem 1 Let s,m,M ∈ N, 1 ≤ p < ∞, and set d0 = (2m + 1)s. If F :
Lp([−1, 1]s) → R is a continuous functional with modulus of continuity ωF ,
then for any compact set K ⊂ Lp([−1, 1]s), there exists a parametric functional
deep ReLU network Θv with the depth J = d20 + d0 + 1 and the number of
nonzero weights M such that

sup
f∈K
|F (f)−Θv(f)| ≤ ωF (Cεm,K) + 2(2m+ 1)sωF

Cd 4
d0
0 mθ

M
1
d0

 ,

where θ = 2s| 1p −
1
2 |, and C is a constant independent of m or M , which will

be given explicitly in the proof.

We give two examples to illustrate (8) in the following remarks.
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Remark 5 Let k ≥ 1 be an integer. We consider the Sobolev spaceW k,p([−1, 1]s),
which consists of functions whose partial derivatives of order up to k belong
to Lp([−1, 1]s). The Sobolve norm of f ∈W k,p([−1, 1]s) is defined by

||f ||Wk,p :=
∑

0≤α≤k

||Dαf ||p,

where for multi-integer α = (α1, · · · , αs) ∈ Zs, 0 ≤ α ≤ k means each entry of
α is an integer between 0 and k. Let |α| =

∑s
j=1 |αj | and

D
αf =

∂|α|f

∂xα1
1 · · ·x

αs
s
, α ≥ 0.

It is well-known [15] that there exists a constant cs,k,p such that

min
Q∈Πm

||f −Q||p ≤ cs,k,pm−k||f ||Wk,p , ∀m ≥ 0.

If we set K to be the unit ball of W k,p([−1, 1]s), then εm,K = cs,k,pm
−k.

Remark 6 Take into account the set of functions satisfying a Hölder condition
of order β > 0, denoted by Cβ([−1, 1]s). For 0 < β ≤ 1, Cβ([−1, 1]s) consists
of Lipschitz-β functions with norm

||f ||Cβ = ||f ||∞ + sup
x 6=y

|f(x)− f(y)|
|x− y|β2

.

For β = k + β′ with k ∈ N and 0 < β′ ≤ 1, Cβ([−1, 1]s) consist of k times
differentiable functions whose partial derivatives of order k are Lipschitz-β′

functions with an equivalent norm

||f ||Cβ :=
∑
|α|≤k

||Dαf ||∞ +
∑
|α|=k

||Dαf ||Cβ′ .

It is well-known that for any β > 0, s ∈ N, there exists a constant cs,β such
that

min
Q∈Ξm

||f −Q||∞ ≤ cs,βm−β ||f ||Cβ , ∀m ≥ 0,

where Ξm = Ξm([−1, 1]s) is the class of all polynomials on [−1, 1]s of degree
up to m. Setting K to be the unit ball of Cβ([−1, 1]s), then εm,K = cs,βm

−β

as Ξm ⊂ Πm.

Theorem 2 Let s,M ∈ N, 1 ≤ p < ∞, β > 0 and K be the unit ball of
Cβ([−1, 1]s). If ωF (r) ≤ c6rλ for some λ ∈ (0, 1], then we can find a paramet-
ric functional deep ReLU network Θv with depth

J ≤ C̃
(

logM

log(logM)

)2
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and number of nonzero weights M such that

sup
f∈K
|F (f)−Θv(f)| = O

((
logM

log(logM)

)− βλs )
, (9)

where c6 is a positive constant, and C̃ is a positive constant depending on
s, λ, β, p.

To approximate the Hölder space Cβ([−1, 1]s), generalized translation net-
works were used in [16] with infinitely differentiable activation functions sat-
isfying the assumption (1), and a rate of approximation

ωF

(
logMp

log(logMp)

)− βs
was derived in [16], where Mp denotes the total number of parameters in the
translation network. Here, Theorem 2 is doing the same thing and it reveals
that we can still achieve the same rate by using functional deep ReLU net-
works if the modulus of continuity ωF satisfies some condition. Also, by using
the nonlinear N -width for the set of functionals with a common modulus of
continuity ωF in the case of certain compact K ⊂ L2([−1, 1]s), [16] further
established a lower bound

ωF

(
(logMp)

− βs
)
.

As we can see, the rate given in (9) matches this lower bound up to the
log(log(Mp)) term in the denominator.

4 Approximation by continuous linear operators and deep ReLU
networks

In this section, we introduce two important propositions and then use them
to prove Theorems 1 and 2.

4.1 Discretizing functions into vectors

It is well-known in approximation theory that there exists a continuous linear
operator Vm : Lp([−1, 1]s)→ Π2m such that

||f − Vmf ||p ≤ c min
Q∈Πm

||f −Q||p, ∀f ∈ Lp([−1, 1]s), (10)

where c is a positive constant depending only on p and s. One example of
operators satisfying (10) is mentioned in [15], the construction of which is
based on the de la Vallée Poussin operator. Actually, there are many such
operators known in the literature [23,12].
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Due to the continuity, linearity and finite range of Vm, we can represent
it in an explicit way. For simplicity here we consider Legendre polynomials
which form a classical orthonormal basis of the function space L2([−1, 1]s). In
the univariate case, Legendre polynomials are defined by

Ln(x) :=
(−1)n

√
n+ 1/2

2nn!

(
d

dx

)n
{(1− x2)n}, n = 0, 1, 2, · · ·

For x = (x1, · · · , xs) ∈ Rs, and k = (k1, · · · , ks) ∈ Zs+, we write

Lk(x) :=

s∏
j=1

Lkj (xj).

Note that the {Lk}k∈Zs+ satisfies

〈Lk,Lk′〉 =

{
1, if k = k′,

0, otherwise,

with respect to the inner product 〈·, ·〉 defined in (4). We replace the multi
index set {0, 1, · · · }s by the usual one {1, 2, · · · } with an order arranged by
the total degrees, then the set {Lk(x)}k∈Zs+ becomes {Lk(x)}k≥1. It is easy

to see that the first (2m + 1)s functions {L1, · · · ,L(2m+1)s} form a basis of
the polynomial space Π2m. If 1 ≤ p < ∞ and take q to be the conjugate
exponent of p, then there exist functions {vk ∈ Lq([−1, 1]s), k = 1, ..., (2m +
1)s} depending on Vm such that,

Vm(f)(x) =

(2m+1)s∑
k=1

(∫
[−1,1]s

f(x)vk(x)dx

)
Lk(x), x ∈ [−1, 1]s. (11)

For simplicity, we use t = t(m) = (2m+ 1)s in the rest of this paper, and we
choose {vk}tk=1 to be the set used for parametrization in Definition 3 in the
following theoretical analysis. As for the case p = ∞, the form (11) dose not
hold, since the dual space of L∞([−1, 1]s) is much larger than L1([−1, 1]s),
therefore p =∞ is not included in this paper. But for a specific family of op-
erators {Vm}, it is possible to choose {vk} ⊂ L1([−1, 1]s) in the representation
(11), then the case p =∞ can be covered.

Proposition 1 Let s,m ∈ N, 1 ≤ p < ∞ and set t = (2m + 1)s. Take
any {vk}tk=1 and Vm satisfying (10) and (11). If F : Lp([−1, 1]s) → R is a
continuous functional with modulus of continuity ωF , then for any compact set
K ⊂ Lp([−1, 1]s) and any f ∈ K, we have

|F (f)− F (Vmf)| ≤ ωF (cεm,K).
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Proof. By the definition of modulus of continuity, we have

|F (f)− F (Vmf)| ≤ ωF (||f − Vmf ||p). (12)

The non-decreasing property of ωF together with (8) and (10) lead to

ωF (||f − Vmf ||p) ≤ ωF (cεm,K), ∀f ∈ K. (13)

The desired conclusion follows by combining (12) and (13). �

Define an isometric isomorphism φ :
(
Π2m, || · ||2

)
→
(
Rt, | · |2

)
given by

φ(Q) =
(
〈Q,L1〉, · · ·, 〈Q,Lt〉

)′
for Q ∈ Π2m and denote by φ−1 the inverse of φ. We define µm,F := F ◦
φ−1 : Rt → R, then F (Vmf) = F ◦ φ−1(φ(Vmf)) = µm,F (φ(Vmf)). The input
function f is then discretized to a vector with t components

φ(Vmf) =

(∫
[−1,1]s

f(x)v1(x)dx, · · ·,
∫
[−1,1]s

f(x)vt(x)dx

)′
. (14)

4.2 Constructing neural networks for approximation

For our analysis, we need a lemma on comparing Lp-norms of polynomials
which can be found in [16] as Lemma 3.1.

Lemma 1 Let p, q ∈ [1,∞], then for any m ∈ N and Q ∈ Π2m, we have

||Q||p ≤ c1m2smax{ 1
q−

1
p ,0}||Q||q,

where c1 is a constant independent of m.

By the isometry of φ, we have

|φ(Vmf)|∞ ≤ |φ(Vmf)|2 = ||Vmf ||2.

Furthermore, by Lemma 1 we have ||Vmf ||2 ≤ c1m
2smax{ 1

p−
1
2 ,0}||Vmf ||p. We

know from (7), (8) and (10) that ||Vmf ||p ≤ ||f−Vmf ||p+||f ||p ≤ cεm,K+cK ≤
CK := supm∈N cεm,K + cK . Denote

R = Rm,K := c1CKm
2smax{ 1

p−
1
2 ,0},

then φ(Vmf) falls in the cube [−R,R]t for all f ∈ K.

Lemma 2 Let ωµm,F be the modulus of continuity of µm,F , then

ωµm,F (r) ≤ ωF (c1m
2smax{ 1

2−
1
p ,0}r), ∀r > 0,

where c1 is the constant given in Lemma 1.
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(a) Triangulation in R2. Each triangle
is called a simplex.

(b) S0 in R2. The blue line segment
is the boundary of ∂S0, and the co-
ordinate of red dot is (0, 0), where
the “spike” function ψ equals to 1.

Fig. 2 Triangulation and S0 in R2.

Proof. By the definition of the modulus of continuity of F , Lemma 1 and
isometry of φ, for any y1,y2 ∈ Rt, we have

|µm,F (y1)− µm,F (y2)| = |F
(
φ−1y1

)
− F

(
φ−1y2

)
|

≤ ωF
(
||φ−1y1 − φ−1y2||p

)
≤ ωF

(
c1m

2smax{ 1
2−

1
p ,0}||φ−1(y1 − y2)||2

)
= ωF

(
c1m

2smax{ 1
2−

1
p ,0}|y1 − y2|2

)
,

which yields the desired conclusion. �

Once we know the modulus of continuity of µm,F , we can construct a
continuous piecewise linear interpolation under a simple triangulation to ap-
proximate it.

We denote a simplex in Rt by

40 =
{
y = (y1, · · ·, yt) ∈ Rt : 0 ≤ y1 ≤ · · · ≤ yt ≤ 1

}
.

Then we shift 40 by n = (n1, · · ·, nt) ∈ Zt, and permute the coordinates to
get a new simplex

4n,ρ =
{
y ∈ Rt : 0 ≤ yρ(1) − nρ(1) ≤ · · · ≤ yρ(t) − nρ(t) ≤ 1

}
,

where ρ ∈ Pt, the set of all permutations of t elements. According to Lemma
4 in Appendix, we know that {4n,ρ}n∈Zt,ρ∈Pt is a partition of Rt. Therefore,

dissecting the whole space Rt into small simplexes {4n,ρ}n∈Zt,ρ∈Pt can be

viewed as a triangulation. Figure 2(a) shows this triangulation on R2.
Denote 0 = (0, ..., 0) ∈ Rt, and it is easy to see that there exists a unique

function ψ : Rt → R such that
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(a) ψ(0) = 1, and ψ(y) = 0 for y ∈ Zt \ {0};
(b) ψ is continuous in Rt;
(c) ψ is linear in each simplex 4n,ρ for n ∈ Z, ρ ∈ Pt.

Denote by S0 the support of ψ. From properties (a), (b) and (c), we know
S0 is the union of all simplexes that contains 0, that is,

S0 =
⋃

0∈4n,ρ

4n,ρ.

Figure 2(b) shows S0 in R2, which contains 6 simplexes. According to Lemma
5 in Appendix, we know S0 is a convex set, which implies an explicit repre-
sentation of ψ as follows by Lemma 3.1 in [7]:

ψ(y) = σ

(
min
4∈T
{h4(y)}

)
,

where T = {4n,ρ : 0 ∈ 4n,ρ} and h4 is the global linear function such that
h4 = ψ on the simplex 4. With the help of Lemma 6 in Appendix, we know
that h4(y) is either of the form 1 + yk − yj , k 6= j or 1± yk, hence

ψ(y) = σ
(

min
{

min
k 6=j

(1 + yk − yj),min
k

(1 + yk),min
k

(1− yk)
})
. (15)

We illustrate the function ψ in R2 by Figure 3.

Fig. 3 Spike function ψ on R2.

Lemma 3 Let x = (x1, · · ·, xd) ∈ Rd, then function min(x) = min(x1, · · ·, xd)
can be seen as a ReLU neural network with d−1 hidden layers and d2 +4d−5
nonzero weights.

Proof. Recall that σ(u) − σ(−u) = u for u ∈ R. We prove the statement by
induction on d. The case d = 2 is easy because min(x1, x2) = x2 − σ(x2 −
x1) = σ(x2)− σ(−x2)− σ(x2 − x1) can be seen as a ReLU net with 1 hidden
layer and 7 nonzero weights. We assume that min{x1, ..., xk} can be seen as
a ReLU net with k − 1 hidden layers and k2 + 4k − 5 nonzero weights for
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any 2 ≤ k ≤ d − 1. Then min(x1, ..., xd) = min(min(x1, ..., xd−1), xd) = xd −
σ(xd −min{x1, ..., xd−1}), which has 1 + (d − 2) = d − 1 hidden layers since
min{x1, ..., xd−1} has d − 2 hidden layers by our induction hypothesis. Let
J ∈ N, and denote AJ : R→ R2 by

AJ(x) = σ0WJ · · ·σ0W2σ0W1x, x ∈ R,

where W1 = (1,−1)′, Wj = I2 is the 2 × 2 identity matrix for j = 2, · · ·, J .
Then AJ(x) = (σ(x), σ(−x))′ for any J ∈ N. It has J hidden layers and 2J
nonzero weights. Therefore we have

min{x1, ..., xd} = W ′1σ0I2Ad−2(xd)− σ(W ′1Ad−2(xd)−min{x1, ..., xd−1}),

which is a ReLU net with number of nonzero weights

M1 +M2 + 2||W1||0 + ||I2||0 + 1 = d2 + 4d− 5,

where M1 = 2(d − 2) is the number of nonzero weights of Ad−2, and M2 =
(d−1)2 +4(d−1)−5 is the number of nonzero weights of min{x1, ..., xd−1} by
our induction hypothesis. This completes the induction procedure and proves
the lemma. �

Figure 4 illustrates how to express min{x1, x2, x3} as a ReLU network.

Fig. 4 min{x1, x2, x3} can be seen as a RuLU netwrok. This network has 16 connections
and all threshold parameters are zero, hence it has 16 nonzero parameters.
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Proposition 2 Let s,m,M ∈ N, 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞ and set t = (2m + 1)s. If
F : Lp([−1, 1]s) → R is a continuous functional with modulus of continuity
ωF , then there exists a deep ReLU network H : Rt → R with depth J = t2+t+1
and number of nonzero weights M such that

sup
y∈[−R,R]t

|µm,F (y)−H(y)| ≤ 2(2m+ 1)sωF

(
c5t

4
tmθ

M
1
t

)
,

where c5 is a constant independent of m,M or θ = 2s| 1p −
1
2 |.

Proof. The proof can be divided into three steps.

– Step 1. We construct a continuous piecewise linear interpolation of µm,F .
The construction is motivated by [25]. We consider the grid

G =

{
−R+

2R

N
i : i = 0, · · ·, N

}t
on the cube [−R,R]t, and we denote

4Nn,ρ =

{
y ∈ Rt : 0 ≤ yρ(1) −

2Rnρ(1)

N
≤ · · · ≤ yρ(t) −

2Rnρ(t)

N
≤ 2R

N

}
,

(16)
for n = (n1, · · ·, nt) ∈ Zt, y = (y1, · · ·, yt) and ρ ∈ Pt. By scaling the grid
and using Lemma 4 in Appendix, we know

{
4Nn,ρ

}
n∈Zt,ρ∈Pt

is a partition

of Rt. Now we define the piecewise linear interpolant H : Rt → R as

H(y) =
∑
ξ∈G

µm,F (ξ)ψ

(
N

2R
(y − ξ)

)
.

According to properties (a), (b) and (c) satisfied by ψ, we know H is
continuous on Rt, linear on every simplex 4Nn,ρ and interpolates µm,F at
every ξ ∈ G.

– Step 2. We show that H can be viewed as a deep ReLU net and we calculate
depth and number of nonzero weights of H.
Recall the expression (15) for ψ and fix ξ ∈ G. We concatenate elements in
{1− N

2Rξk+ N
2Ryk}

t
k=1, {1+ N

2Rξk−
N
2Ryk}

t
k=1 and {1+ N

2R (yk−yj)}k 6=j,k,j=1,...,t

into a vector a = (a1, ..., at2+t) ∈ Rt2+t, then by (15), we know

ψ

(
N

2R
(y − ξ)

)
= σ

(
min{ai : i = 1, ..., t2 + t}

)
= σ

(
min{σ(ai) : i = 1, ..., t2 + t}

)
.

The last equality above is obtained by discussing the two cases of mini{ai} <
0 and mini{ai} ≥ 0. According to Lemma 3, we know min{σ(ai) : i =
1, ..., t2 + t} is actually a ReLU network with depth t2 + t− 1 and number
of nonzero weights (t2 + t)2 + 4(t2 + t)− 5 when (σ(ai))i is viewed as the
input vector. Moreover, it requires 1 hidden layer and 3t(t−1)+4t nonzero
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weights from y to σ(a), therefore H can be viewed as a ReLU network with
depth J = t2 + t− 1 + 2 = t2 + t+ 1 and number of nonzero weights

M ≤ c3t4(N + 1)t, (17)

for some absolute constant c3.
– Step 3. We approximate µm,F by H and estimate the approximation error.

For any y ∈ [−R,R]t, we know that there exists at least one simplex given
in (16) that contains y, and we denote this simplex by 4. Moreover, we
denote by H̃ = H|4 the restriction of H to 4. The modulus of continuity

of H̃ can be bounded by that of µm,F due to the piecewise linearity of H.
Actually, if we use µ instead of µm,F for simplicity, then for r > 0,

ωH̃(r) = sup
{
|H̃(y1)− H̃(y2)| : |y1 − y2|2 ≤ r,y1,y2 ∈ 4

}
= sup

{
|∇H̃(y2)

T
(y1 − y2))| : |y1 − y2|2 ≤ r,y1,y2 ∈ 4

}
≤ sup

y2∈4
|∇H̃(y2)|2r ≤

√
t sup
y2∈4

|∇H̃(y2)|∞r,

where ∇ = (∂1, ..., ∂t) is the gradient operator. Since H̃ is linear and coin-
cides with µ on every node in 4, we have ∂kH̃(y2) = N

2R (µ(ξk)−µ(ηk)) ≤
N
2Rωµ

(
2R
N

)
for k = 1, ..., t, where ξk, ηk are the vertices of 4 having the

same coordinates except the k-th coordinate, hence |ξk − ηk| = 2R
N . There-

fore, we have

ωH̃(r) ≤
√
tN

2R
ωµ

(
2R

N

)
r. (18)

Let e(y) = µ(y) − H(y), denote by y∗ a nearest vertex of 4 to y. Note

that e(y∗) = 0 and |y − y∗| ≤
√
tR
N , then

|e(y)| = |e(y)− e(y∗)| ≤ ωe(|y − y∗|2)

≤ ωe
(√

tR

N

)
≤ ωµ

(√
tR

N

)
+ ωH̃

(√
tR

N

)
.

Observe that the integer part b
√
tc of

√
t is no less then

√
t/2. Then by the

sub-additivity of the modulus of continuity, we have

ωµ

(√
tR

N

)
= ωµ

(√
t

2

2R

N

)
≤ ωµ

(
b
√
tc2R
N

)
≤ b
√
tcωµ

(
2R

N

)
≤
√
tωµ

(
2R

N

)
.

This together with (18) leads to

sup
y∈[−R,R]t

|µm,F (y)−H(y)| ≤
√
tωµ

(
2R

N

)
+
t

2
ωµ

(
2R

N

)
≤ 2tωµ

(
2R

N

)
≤ 2(2m+ 1)sωF

(
c2m

θ

N

)
,
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where the last inequality is due to Lemma 2, c2 = 2c21CK is a constant and

θ = 2s| 1p −
1
2 |. From (17), we know N ≥ c4M

1
t t−

4
t for some constant c4,

then

sup
y∈[−R,R]t

|µm,F (y)−H(y)| ≤ 2(2m+ 1)sωF

(
c5t

4
tmθ

M
1
t

)
with c5 = c2/c4.

All the three steps lead to the desired conclusion. �

Another natural approach to approximate the function µm,F on [−R,R]t

is to first apply the classical result [14, Theorem 3.2] on approximation by
a network F̃ of depth dlog t/ log 2e + 1 induced by a sigmoid type activation
function like σ2(u) = (max{u, 0})2 and then approximate σ2 by a ReLU net.
However, this approach raises a technical barrier: while σ2 may be approxi-
mated to an arbitrary accuracy by a ReLU network of a fixed width, it can be
approximated to an accuracy ε > 0 by a ReLU net only if the net has O(log 1

ε )
depth and O( 1

ε log 1
ε ) width, as shown in [25]. The increasing depth and width

as ε→ 0 lead to more complicated estimates involving the parameter sizes of
the network F̃ and much more work for getting rates of approximation as t
increases. It would be interesting to carry out the complete analysis for this
approach.

4.3 Proof of main results

Now we are in the position to prove Theorems 1 and 2 stated in Section 3.

Proof of Theorem 1. From (14), we know H(φ(Vmf)) can be seen as a para-
metric functional neural network in (6). In this case d0 = t. Denote Θv(f) :=
H(φ(Vmf)). The numerical weights in Θv are the same as those in H, therefore
M(Θv) = M.

Combining Propositions 1 and 2, we have

sup
f∈K
|F (f)−Θv(f)| ≤ sup

f∈K
|F (f)− F (Vmf)|+ sup

f∈K
|µm,F (φ(Vmf))−H(φ(Vmf))|

≤ sup
f∈K
|F (f)− F (Vmf)|+ sup

y∈[−R,R]t
|µm,F (y)−H(y)|

≤ ωF (cεm,K) + 2(2m+ 1)sωF

(
c5t

4
tmθ

M
1
t

)
,

which completes the proof of Theorem 1 with C = max{c, c5}. �

Proof of Theorem 2. Since K is a set of functions satisfying a Hölder condition
of order β, we have εm,K = c7m

−β for some constant c7 as stated in Remark
6. Then from Theorem 1 we have

sup
f∈K
|F (f)−Θv(f)| ≤ c6

(
Cc7m

−β)λ + 2c6(2m+ 1)s

(
Cmθt

4
t

M
1
t

)λ
. (19)
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Note that (2m)s ≤ t = (2m+ 1)s ≤ (3m)s. We can simplify the bound in (19)
to the form

sup
f∈K
|F (f)−Θv(f)| ≤ c8

(
m−βλ +ms+θλ

(
(3m)4s

M

) λ
(2m)s

)
,

where c8 = c6(Cc7)λ + 2 · 3sc6(C)λ. To find a good choice of m, we try to
balance the two terms of the above bound, and compare m−(βλ+s+θλ) with(

(3m)4s

M

) λ
(2m)s

. Taking logarithms yields−(βλ+s+θλ) logm and λ
(2m)s (4s log(3m)− logM).

When 4s log(3m)� logM , we can compare−(βλ+s+θλ) logm with− λ
(2m)s logM .

Therefore, we choose m to be the integer such that

c9m
s log(3m) ≤ logM < c9(m+ 1)s log(3(m+ 1)), (20)

where c9 =
(
8s+ 21+s(s/λ+ θ + β)

)
. This integer exists when logM ≥ 2c9 log 3.

Under this choice, 4s log(3m) ≤ 1
2 logM and thereby, λ

(2m)s (4s log(3m)− logM) ≤
− 1

2
λ

(2m)s logM , which implies

ms+θλ

(
(3m)4s

M

) λ
(2m)s

≤ exp

{
(s+ θλ) logm− 1

2

λ

(2m)s
logM

}
≤ exp {−βλ logm} = m−βλ.

It follows that

sup
f∈K
|F (f)−Θv(f)| ≤ 2c8m

−βλ.

From (20), we find ms ≤ logM
c9 log(3m) ≤

logM
c9 log 3 ≤ logM , which implies log(3(m+

1)) ≤ 6 log(m) ≤ 6
s log(logM). It then follows that

logM < c9(m+ 1)s log(3(m+ 1))

≤ 6c9
s

(m+ 1)s log(logM)

≤ 6c92s

s
ms log(logM).

Therefore

sup
f∈K
|F (f)−Θv(f)| ≤ 2c8

(
s

6c92s

)− βλs ( logM

log(logM)

)− βλs
.

Again from (20), we know logM < c9(m+ 1)s log(3(m+ 1)) ≤ 3c9(m+ 1)s+1,

which implies log(3m) > log(m+1) > log(logM/(3c9))
s+1 ≥ log(

√
logM)

s+1 = log log(M)
2(s+1)

as long as logM ≥ (3c9)2. It then follows that

logM ≥ c9ms log(3m) >
c9

2(s+ 1)
ms log(logM).
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Then the depth is

J = (2m+ 1)2s + (2m+ 1)s + 1

≤ (3m)2s + (3m)s + 1 < 3(3m)2s

≤ 32s+1 4(s+ 1)2

c29

(
logM

log(logM)

)2

.

This proves the desired conclusion when logM ≥ max{2c9 log 3, (3c9)2} := c10.
When logM < c10, we take m = 1 and the direct statement is also seen. This
proves Theorem 2. �

5 Discussion

In this paper, we construct a parametric functional deep ReLU network Θv
by the piecewise linear interpolation under a simple triangulation. We derive
a rate of approximation in Theorem 1 in terms of the degree of polynomial
approximation of f and the total number of nonzero weights in the network
Θv. Theorem 2 shows that the proposed parametric functional deep ReLU
network can achieve almost the same rate as shallow functional neural net-
works in [16] with infinitely differentiable activation functions satisfying the
assumption (1). It would be interesting to extend our study to the approxima-
tion of nonlinear functionals with structures by structured functional neural
networks such as convolutional neural networks [27,5,13] and applications in
generalization analysis and some practical applications [6].

6 Appendix

This appendix contains some lemmas which follow immediately from some
known results in the literature. For completeness, we provide proofs.

Lemma 4 Let d ∈ N, we denote by 4n,ρ a simplex in Rd defined by

4n,ρ =
{
x ∈ Rd : 0 ≤ xρ(1) − nρ(1) ≤ · · · ≤ xρ(d) − nρ(d) ≤ 1

}
,

where n = (n1, · · ·, nd) ∈ Zd and ρ is a permutation of d elements. Let Pd
be the set of all permutations of d elements, then the set of all simplexes
{4n,ρ}n∈Zd,ρ∈Pd is a partition of Rd.

Proof. We denote In = [n1, 1 + n1]× · · · × [nd, 1 + nd], which is a unit cube in
Rd with n being one of its vertices. First, it is obvious that

4n,ρ1 ∩4n,ρ2 = ∅, ∀ρ1 6= ρ2,

and note that for any x ∈ In, there exists a permutation ρ such that {x1 −
n1, ..., xd − nd} can be ordered in the following way

xρ(1) − nρ(1) ≤ · · · ≤ xρ(d) − nρ(d),
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therefore {4n,ρ}ρ∈Pd is a partition of In. Moreover, since {In}n∈Zd is partition
of Rd, we know {4n,ρ}n∈Zd,ρ∈Pd is a partition of Rd. �

Lemma 5 Let d ∈ N and denote S0 to be the union of all simplexes defined
in Lemma 4 that contain 0 ∈ Rd, that is,

S0 =
⋃

0∈4n,ρ

4n,ρ,

then S0 is a convex set.

Proof. Denote

S′ =
⋂

k,l=1,...,d
l 6=k

{
x ∈ Rd : 1 + xk ≥ 0, 1− xk ≥ 0, 1 + xl ≥ xk

}
.

Notice that S′ is a convex set since the intersection of half-spaces is convex, it
suffices to show S0 = S′ in the rest of the proof.

Firstly, we show that S0 ⊂ S′. For any simplex 4n,ρ that contains 0, we
have

0 ≤ −nρ(1) ≤ · · · ≤ −nρ(d) ≤ 1,

which implies n ∈ {−1, 0}d and if nρ(j0) = −1 for some j0, then nρ(j) = −1
for j > j0.

– When n = 0, we have 4n,ρ =
{
x ∈ Rd : 0 ≤ xρ(1) ≤ · · · ≤ xρ(d) ≤ 1

}
. For

any x ∈ 4n,ρ, we have |xk| ≤ 1 for all k and xk ≤ 1 + xl for any k 6= l,
which implies x ∈ S′, that is, 4n,ρ ⊂ S′;

– When n 6= 0, we denote j∗ to be smallest integer such that nρ(j∗) = −1.
For any x ∈ 4n,ρ, we have

0 ≤ xρ(1) ≤ · · · ≤ xρ(j∗−1) ≤ xρ(j∗) + 1 ≤ · · · ≤ xρ(d) + 1 ≤ 1,

which implies |xk| ≤ 1 for all k and xk ≤ 1 + xl for any k 6= l, that is
4n,ρ ⊂ S′.

Therefore we have4n,ρ ⊂ S′ for any4n,ρ containing 0, which implies S0 ⊂ S′.
Secondly, we show that S′ ⊂ S0. Let x ∈ S′, then xk ∈ [−1, 1] for k =

1, ..., d. We define n = (n1, ..., nd) by

nk =

{
0, if xk ∈ [0, 1],

−1, if xk ∈ [−1, 0),
k = 1, ..., d.

Now we have 0 ≤ xk − nk ≤ 1 for all k. Moreover, the elements in the {x1 −
n1, · · · , xd − nd} can be order as below

0 ≤ xρ(1) − nρ(1) ≤ · · · ≤ xρ(d) − nρ(d) ≤ 1,

with some permutation ρ, which means x ∈ 4n,ρ. Besides, we know 0 ∈ 4n,ρ

from the definition of n, therefore S′ ⊂ S0, and the proof is completed. �
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Lemma 6 Let d ∈ N, 4n,ρ be a simplex defined in Lemma 4 having 0 ∈ Rd
as a vertex, and denote U to be the set of all vertices of 4n,ρ. If h : Rd → R is
a linear function satisfying that h(0) = 1, and h(x) = 0 for x ∈ U \ {0}, then

h ∈ {x 7→ 1 + axl − bxk : (a, b) ∈ {(1, 0), (1, 1), (−1, 0)}, k, l ∈ {1, ..., d}, k 6= l} .

Proof. Note that the simplex 4n,ρ can be viewed as the intersection of d+ 1
closed half-spaces,

4n,ρ = ∩d−1j=1 {x : xρ(j) − nρ(j) ≤ xρ(j+1) − nρ(j+1)} ∩ {x : nρ(1) ≤ xρ(1)}
∩ {x : xρ(d) ≤ nρ(d) + 1}.

If we denote ρ(y) = (yρ(1), ..., yρ(d)) for any vector y ∈ Rd, then the set of all
vertices U can be represented by

U =
{
ui ∈ Rd : ρ(ui) = ρ(n) + ei : i = 0, 1, ..., d

}
,

where ei is the vector such that the last i entries are 1, and the rest of entries
are 0. Since h is linear, we can write h as the following form

h(x) = 〈a, ρ(x)− ρ(n)〉+ a0,

for some a = (a1, ..., ad) ∈ Rd, a0 ∈ R. Since 0 is in U , there must exist
k ∈ {0, ..., d} such that ρ(n) + ek = 0. The proof is completed by directly
solving the linear system with d+ 1 variables (a0, ..., ad),

h(ui) = 〈a, ei〉+ a0 = δik, j = 0, ..., d,

where δik = 1 if i = k, and δik = 0 if i 6= k. �
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