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Deep Neural Networks are Adaptive to Function Regularity and
Data Distribution in Approximation and Estimation
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Abstract

Deep learning has exhibited remarkable results across diverse areas. To understand its
success, substantial research has been directed towards its theoretical foundations. Nevertheless,
the majority of these studies examine how well deep neural networks can model functions with
uniform regularity. In this paper, we explore a different angle: how deep neural networks can
adapt to different regularity in functions across different locations and scales and nonuniform data
distributions. More precisely, we focus on a broad class of functions defined by nonlinear tree-
based approximation. This class encompasses a range of function types, such as functions with
uniform regularity and discontinuous functions. We develop nonparametric approximation and
estimation theories for this function class using deep ReLLU networks. Our results show that deep
neural networks are adaptive to different regularity of functions and nonuniform data distributions
at different locations and scales. We apply our results to several function classes, and derive the
corresponding approximation and generalization errors. The validity of our results is demonstrated
through numerical experiments.

1 Introduction

Deep learning has achieved significant success in practical applications with high-dimensional data,
such as computer vision (Krizhevsky et al., 2012), natural language processing (Graves et al.,
2013; Young et al., 2018), health care (Miotto et al., 2018; Jiang et al., 2017) and bioinformatics
(Alipanahi et al., 2015; Zhou and Troyanskaya, 2015). The success of deep learning demonstrates
the power of neural networks in representing and learning complex operations on high-dimensional
data.

In the past decades, the representation power of neural networks has been extensively stud-
ied. Early works in literature focused on shallow (two-layer) networks with continuous sigmoidal
activations (a function o(z) is sigmoidal, if o(x) — 0 as z — —o0, and o(z) — 1 as * — o0)
for a universal approximation of continuous functions in a unit hypercube (Irie and Miyake, 1988;
Funahashi, 1989; Cybenko, 1989; Hornik, 1991; Chui and Li, 1992; Leshno et al., 1993; Barron,
1993; Mhaskar, 1996). The universal approximation theory of feedforward neural networks with
a ReLU activation o(x) = max(0,z) was studied in Lu et al. (2017); Hanin (2017); Daubechies
et al. (2022); Yarotsky (2017); Schmidt-Hieber (2017); Suzuki (2018). In particular, the approxi-
mation theories of ReLU networks have been established for the Sobolev W% (Yarotsky, 2017),
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Holder (Schmidt-Hieber, 2017) and Besov (Suzuki, 2018) functions. These works guarantee that,
the Sobolev, Holder, or Besov function class can be well approximated by a ReLLU network function
class with a properly chosen network architecture. The approximation error in these works was
given in terms of certain function norm. Furthermore, the works in Giihring et al. (2020); Hon and
Yang (2021); Liu et al. (2022a) proved the approximation error in terms of the Sobelev norm, which
guaranteed the approximation error for the function and its derivatives simultaneously. In terms
of the network architecture, feedforward neural networks were considered in the vast majority of
approximation theories. Convolutional neural networks were considered in Zhou (2020); Petersen
and Voigtlaender (2020), and convolutional residual networks were considered in Oono and Suzuki
(2019); Liu et al. (2021).

It has been widely believed that deep neural networks are adaptive to complex data structures.
Recent progresses have been made towards theoretical justifications that deep neural networks are
adaptive to low-dimensional structures in data. Specifically, function approximation theories have
been established for Holder and Sobolev functions supported on low-dimensional manifolds (Chen
et al., 2019a; Schmidt-Hieber, 2019; Cloninger and Klock, 2020; Nakada and Imaizumi, 2020; Liu
et al., 2021). The network size in these works crucially depends on the intrinsic dimension of
data, instead of the ambient dimension. In the task of regression and classification, the sample
complexity of neural networks (Chen et al., 2019b; Nakada and Imaizumi, 2020; Liu et al., 2021)
depends on the intrinsic dimension of data, while the ambient dimension does not affect the rate
of convergence.

This paper answers another interesting question about the adaptivity of deep neural networks:
How does deep neural networks adapt to the function reqularity and data distribution at different
locations and scales? The answer of this question is beyond the scope of existing function approx-
imation and estimation theory of neural networks. The Sobolev W*> and Hélder functions are
uniformly regular within the whole domain. The analytical technique to build the approximation
theory of these functions relies on accurate local approximations everywhere within the domain.
In real applications, functions of interests often exhibit different regularity at different locations
and scales. Empirical experiments have demonstrated that deep neural networks are capable of
extracting interesting information at various locations and scales (Chung et al., 2016; Haber et al.,
2018). However, there are limited works on theoretical justifications of the adaptivity of neural
networks.

In this paper, we re-visit the nonlinear approximation theory (DeVore, 1998) in the classical
multi-resolution analysis (Mallat, 1999; Daubechies, 1992). Nonlinear approximations allow one
to approximate functions beyond linear spaces. The smoothness of the function can be defined
according to the rate of approximation error versus the complexity of the elements. In many
settings, such characterization of smoothness is significantly weaker than the uniform regularity
condition in the Sobolev or Holder class (DeVore, 1998).

We focus on the tree-based nonlinear approximations with piecewise polynomials (Binev et al.,
2007, 2005; Cohen et al., 2001). Specifically, the domain of functions is partitioned to multiscale
dyadic cubes associated with a master tree. If we build piecewise polynomials on these multiscale
dyadic cubes, we naturally obtain multiscale piecewise polynomial approximations. A refinement
quantity is defined at every node to quantify how much the error decreases when the node is refined
to its children. A thresholding of the master tree based on this refinement quantity gives rise to
a truncated tree, as well as an adaptive partition of the domain. Thanks to the thresholding
technique, we can define a function class whose regularity is characterized by how fast the size of
the truncated tree grows with respect to the level of the threshold. This is a large function class
containing the Holder and piecewise Holder functions as special cases.

Our main contributions can be summarized as:



1. We establish the approximation theory of deep ReLLU networks for a large class of functions
whose regularity is defined according to the nonlinear tree-based approximation theory. This
function class allows the regularity of the function to vary at different locations and scales.

2. We provide several examples of functions in this class which exhibit different information at
different locations and scales. These examples are beyond the characterization of function
classes with uniform regularity, such as the Hoélder class.

3. A nonparametric estimation theory for this large function class is established with deep ReLLU
networks, which is validated by numerical experiments.

4. Our results demonstrate that, when deep neural networks are representing functions, it does
not require a uniform regularity everywhere on the domain. Deep neural networks are auto-
matically adaptive to the regularity of functions at different locations and scales.

In literature, adaptive function approximation and estimation has been studied for classi-
cal methods (DeVore, 1998), including free-knot spline (Jupp, 1978), adaptive smoothing splines
(Wahba, 1995; Pintore et al., 2006; Liu and Guo, 2010; Wang et al., 2013), nonlinear wavelet (Cohen
et al., 2001; Donoho and Johnstone, 1998; Donoho et al., 1995), and adaptive piecewise polynomial
approximation (Binev et al., 2007, 2005). Based on traditional methods for estimating functions
with uniform regularity, these methods allow the smoothing parameter, the kernel band width or
knots placement to vary spatially to adapt to the varying regularity. Kernel methods with variable
bandwidth were studied in Muller and Stadtmuller (1987) and local polynomial estimators were
studied in Fan and Gijbels (1996). Based on traditional smoothing splines with a global smoothing
parameter, Wahba (1995) suggested to replace the smoothing parameter by a roughness penalty
function. This idea was then studied in Pintore et al. (2006); Liu and Guo (2010) by using piece-
wise constant roughness penalty, and in Wang et al. (2013) with a more general roughness penalty.
A locally penalized spline estimator was proposed and studied in Ruppert and Carroll (2000), in
which a penalty function was applied to spline coefficients and was knot-dependent. Adaptive
wavelet shrinkage was studied in Donoho and Johnstone (1994, 1995, 1998), in which the authors
used selective wavelet reconstruction, adaptive thresholding and nonlinear wavelet shrinkage to
achieve adaptation to spatially varying regularity, and proved the minimax optimality. A Bayesian
mixture of splines method was proposed in Wood et al. (2002), in which each component spline
had a locally defined smoothing parameter. Other methods include regression splines (Fridedman,
1991; Smith and Kohn, 1996; Denison et al., 1998), hybrid smoothing splines and regression splines
(Luo and Wahba, 1997), and the trend filtering method (Tibshirani, 2014). The minimax theory
for adaptive nonparametric estimator was established in Cai (2012). Most of the works mentioned
above focused on one-dimensional problems. For high dimensional problems, an additive model
was considered in Ruppert and Carroll (2000). Recently, the Bayesian additive regression trees
were studied in Jeong and Rockova (2023) for estimating a class of sparse piecewise heterogeneous
anisotropic Holder continuous functions in high dimension.

Classical methods mentioned above adapt to varying regularity of the target functions through
a careful selection of some adaptive parameter, such as the location of knots, kernel bandwidth,
roughness penalty and adaptive tree structure. These methods require the knowledge about or an
estimation of how the regularity of the target function changes. Compared to classical methods,
deep learning solves the regression problem by minimizing the empirical risk in (20), so the same
optimization problem can be applied to various functions without explicitly figuring out where the
regularity of the underlying function changes. Such kind of automatic adaptivity is crucial for
real-world applications.



The connection between neural networks and adaptive spline approximation has been studied in
Daubechies et al. (2022); DeVore et al. (2021); Liu et al. (2022b); Petersen and Voigtlaender (2018);
Imaizumi and Fukumizu (2019). In particular, an adaptive network enhancement method was pro-
posed in Liu et al. (2022b) for the best least-squares approximation using two-layer neural networks.
The adaptivity of neural networks to data distributions was considered in Zhang et al. (2023), where
the concept of an effective Minkowski dimension was introduced and applied to anisotropic Gaus-
sian distributions. The approximation error and generalization error for learning piecewise Holder
functions in R? are developed in Petersen and Voigtlaender (2018) and Imaizumi and Fukumizu
(2019), respectively. In the settings of Petersen and Voigtlaender (2018) and Imaizumi and Fuku-
mizu (2019), each discontinuity boundary is parametrized by a (d —1)-dimensional Holder function,
which is called a horizon function. In this paper, we consider a function class based on nonlinear
tree-based approximation, and provide approximation and generalization theories of deep neural
networks for this function class, as well as several examples related with practical applications,
which are not implied by existing works. For piecewise Holder functions, our setting only assumes
the boundary of each piece has Minkowski dimension d — 1, which is more general than that con-
sidered in Petersen and Voigtlaender (2018); Imaizumi and Fukumizu (2019), see Section 4.3.3 and
4.5.3 for more detailed discussions.

Our paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we introduce notations and concepts used
in this paper. Tree based adaptive approximation and some examples are presented in Section
3. We present our main results, the adaptive approximation and generalization theories of deep
neural networks in Section 4, and the proofs are deferred to Section 6. Our theories is validated by
numerical experiments in Section 5. This paper is concluded in Section 7.

2 Notation and Preliminaries

In this section, we introduce our notation, some preliminary definitions and ReLLU networks.

2.1 Notation

We use normal lower case letters to denote scalars, and bold lower case letters to denote vectors.
For a vector x € R% we use x; to denote the i-th entry of x. The standard 2-norm of x is
Ix|l2 = (Zle m?)% For a scalar a > 0, |a| denotes the largest integer that is no larger than a,
[a] denotes the smallest integer that is no smaller than a. Let I be a set. We use x; to denote
the indicator function on I such that y;(x) =1 if x € [ and x;(x) = 0 if x ¢ I. The notation #1I
denotes the cardinality of I.

Denote the domain X = [0,1]¢. For a function f : X — R and a multi-index a = [avg, ..., 4] T,
9% f denotes 9! f /05" - 025, where || = Y0_, . We denote ® = 2§'x5? --- 2. Let p be
a measure on X. The L? norm of f with respect to the measure p is ||f|]%2(p) = [ |f(x)[*dp. We
say f € L%(p) if HfH%Q(p) < 00. We denote HfH%z(p(Q)) = Jo [f(x)|?dp for any Q C X.

The notation of f < g means that there exists a constant C' independent of any variable upon
which f and g depend, such that f < Cg; similarly for 2. f =< g means that f < gand f 2 g.



2.2 Preliminaries

Definition 1 (Holder functions). A function f: X — R belongs to the Holder space H"(X) with
a Holder index r > 0, if

2

Fllagr = max sup |0%f(x)|+
H HH (X) |a|<[r—11x€X| ( )| || =[r—1] x#£ze X HX—ZH

Definition 2 (Minkowski dimension). Let Q C [0,1]%. For any & > 0, N'(g,9Q, | - [loo) denotes the
fewest number of e-balls that cover € in terms of || - ||. The (upper) Minkowski dimension of €
is defined as loe N (6. O
dpr(Q) := lim sup og N (e, |- Hoo)
0+ log(1/¢)

We further define the Minkowski dimension constant of €2 as

em () =supN(e, Q, || - Hoo)t?dM(Q).
>0

Such a constant is an upper bound on the rate of how N (e, €, || - ||oc) scales with e~ (),

ReLU network. In this paper, we consider the feedforward neural networks defined over in the
form of

fNN(X) =Wy - RGLU(WL_1 s ReLU(W1X + b1) + -+ bL—l) + bz, (2)

where W)’s are weight matrices, b;’s are biases, and ReLU(a) = max{a,0} denotes the rectified
linear unit (ReLU). Define the network class as

FaN(L,w, K, k, M) = { fxn : R? — R|fxn(x) is in the form of (2) with L layers, (3)
width bounded by w, || f||zee < M, [[Wi|lsoc0 < K, [|bi]loc < K, and Ele IWillo + [[bi]lo < K},

W lloo,00 = max; j |[W; |, ||b|loc = max; |b;] for any matrix W and vector b, and || - ||o denotes the
number of nonzero elements of its argument.

3 Adaptive approximation

This section is an introduction to tree-based nonlinear approximation and a function class whose
regularity is defined through nonlinear approximation theory. We re-visit tree-based nonlinear
approximations and define this function class in Subsection 3.1. Several examples of this function
class are given in Subsection 3.2.

3.1 Tree-Based Nonlinear Approximations

In the classical tree-based nonlinear approximations (Binev et al., 2007, 2005; Cohen et al., 2001),
piecewise polynomials are used to approximate the target function on an adaptive partition. For
simplicity, we focus on the case that the function domain is X = [0,1]%. Let p be a probability
measure on X and f € L?(p). The multiscale dyadic partitions of X give rise to a tree structure.
It is natural to consider nonlinear approximations based on this tree structure.

Let C; = {Cj,k}ijzdl be the collection of dyadic subcubes of X of sidelength 277. Here j denotes
the scale of C, with a small j and k denotes the location. A small j represents the coarse scale,
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Figure 1: The dyadic partition of the 2D unit cube [0, 1]? and the associated tree.

and a large j represents the fine scale. These dyadic cubes are naturally associated with a tree
T. Each node of this tree corresponds to a cube Cjj. The dyadic partition of the 2D cube [0, 1]?
and its associated tree are illustrated in Figure 1. Every node Cj at scale j has 2¢ children at
scale j + 1. We denote the set of children of C;j by C(C;). When the node Cj, is a child of the
node Cj_y s, we call Cj_y s the parent of C} 1, denoted by P(C} ). A proper subtree 7o of T is a
collection of nodes such that: (1) the root node X is in 7o; (2) if Cj; # X is in 7o, then its parent
is also in 7p. Given a proper subtree Ty of 7, the outer leaves of Ty contain all Cj € T such that
Cjr ¢ To but the parent of C;, belongs to To: Cj 1 ¢ To but P(Cj) € To. The collection of the
outer leaves of Ty, denoted by A = A(7p), forms a partition of X.

The tree-based nonlinear approximation generates an adaptive partition with a thresholding
technique. In certain cases, this thresholding technique boils down to wavelet thresholding. Specif-
ically, one defines a refinement quantity on each node of the tree, and then thresholds the tree to
the smallest proper subtree containing all the nodes whose refinement quantity is above certain
value. Adaptive partitions are given by the outer leaves of this proper subtree after thresholding.

We consider piecewise polynomial approximations of f by polynomials of degree 6, where 6 is a
nonnegative integer. Let Py be the space of d-variable polynomials of degree no more than 6. For
any cube Cj i, the best polynomial approximating f on Cj is

pik = Pik(f) = argmin [|(f — p)xc; . l2(p)- (4)
pEPy
At a fixed scale j, f can be approximated by the piecewise polynomial f; =3, PjkXC,,- Denote
V; as the space of f-order piecewise polynomial functions on the partition U,Cj . By definition,
Vj is a linear subspace and V; C V;11. We have f; € V; and f; is the best approximation of f in
Vj. Let VjL be the orthogonal complement of V; in Vj41, and then

Vitr =V; @ V;h and Vi LV if j # '

When the node Cjj, is refined to its children C(Cjy), the difference of the approximations
between these two scales on C} is defined as

Yir = Yik(f) = Z pi+te (F)xe, = Pik(f)XC; .- (5)

Cj+11k,/€C(Cj7k)

For Cy1 = X, we let ¢p1 = po,1. Note that >, ¢; € VJ-J- and therefore ), 1 and ), 1 s are
orthogonal if j # j'.
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Figure 2: (a) For a fixed n > 0, the red nodes have the refinement quantity above n: §;(f) > 7.
The master tree is then truncated to the smallest subtree containing the red nodes in (b). In (c),
the outer leaves of the truncated tree are given by the green nodes. The corresponding adaptive
partition is given in (d).

The refinement quantity on the node Cj is defined as the norm of v, ;:

Sk = 0k (f) = 1Vskll L2(p)- (6)

In the case piecewise constant approximations, i.e. # = 0, 1;x(f) corresponds to the Haar wavelet
coefficient of f, and §;, is the magnitude of the Haar wavelet coefficient.
The target function f can be decomposed as

F=> wbir(f)

720,k

Due to the orthogonality of the 1;’s, we have

1117200 = > 6540

Jj20.k

In the tree-based nonlinear approximation, one fixes a threshold value n > 0, and truncate 7 to
T(f,n) — the smallest subtree that contains all C;; € D with §;1(f) > 7. The collection of outer
leaves of T (f,n), denoted by A(f,n), gives rise to an adaptive partition. This truncation procedure
is illustrated in Figure 2. In Figure 2, the red nodes have the refinement quantity above 7, and then
the master tree 7 is truncated to the smallest subtree containing the red nodes in (b). The outer
leaves of this truncated tree are given by the green nodes in Figure 2 (c¢), and the corresponding
adaptive partition is given in Figure 2 (d).

The piecewise polynomial approximation of f on this adaptive partition is

Paggy = Y. pik(Hxcp, (7)

7



In the adaptive approximation, the regularity of f can be defined by the size of the tree #7 (f,n).

Definition 3 ((2.19) in Binev et al. (2007)). For a fixed s > 0, a polynomial degree 6, we let the
function class A be the collection of all f € L*(X), such that

2

P )

|fIhs = supn™#T(f,n) < oo, with m=
0 n>0
where T(f,n) is the truncated tree of approximating f with piecewise f-th order polynomials with
threshold 7.

In Definition 3, the complexity of the adaptive approximation is measured by the cardinality of
the truncated tree T (f,n). In fact, the cardinality of the adaptive partition A(f,n) is related with
the cardinality of the truncated tree T (f,n) such that

#T(f,n) < #A(f,n) < 24T (f,n). 9)
The lower bound follows from

n) _ #A(f,n)
C2(1- )

o0
#A(S,
#T(f,n) < ; 29 < #A(f,n).

The definition of Aj does not explicitly depend on the dimension d. The dimension d is actually
hidden in the regularity parameter s (see Example 1a). This way of definition has the advantage
of adapting to low-dimensional structures in the data distribution (see Example 5a).

When f € Aj, we have the approximation error

1f = pacrm Tz < CslFBsn®™™ < Colf o FT ()2, (10)
where 5
Co=2m) 2 ,with m = 5= (11)

>0

The approximation error in (10) is proved in Appendix A. The original proof can be found in Binev
et al. (2007, 2005); Cohen et al. (2001).

3.2 Case Study of the Aj Function Class

The Aj class contains a large collection of functions, including Holder functions, piecewise Hélder
functions, functions which are irregular on a set of measure zero, and regular functions with dis-
tribution concentrated on a low-dimensional manifold. For some examples to be studied below, we
make the following assumption on the measure p:

Assumption 1. There exists a constant C), > 0 such that any subset S C X satisfies
p(S) < CplS],

where |S] is the Lebesgue measure of S.
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Figure 3: (a) Example 2a: 1D piecewise Holder function with K discontinuity points; (b) Example
3a: A 2D piecewise domain. The functions in Example 3a are r-Holder in the interior of €21, 29, Q3.

3.2.1 Holder functions

Example la (Hoélder functions). Let r > 0. Under Assumption 1, the r-Holder function class
H"(X) belongs to AFq{d_ﬂ. If f € H"(X), then we have f € AFﬁﬂ. Furthermore, if || f[|3rx) < 1,
then

’f‘AF/d—H < C(T7 da CP) (12)
for some constant C(r,d,C,) depending on r,d and C, in Assumption 1.

Example la is proved in Section 6.4.1. At the end of Example la, we assume || f||3rx) <

1 without loss of generality. The same statement holds if | f|4r(x) is bounded by an absolute

constant. Such a constant only changes the | - |Ar/d bound in (12), i.e. C(r,d,C),) will depends
[r—1]

on this constant.
The neural network approximation theory for Hélder functions is given in Example 1b and the
generalization theory is given in Example 1c.

3.2.2 Piecewise Holder functions in 1D

Example 2a (Piecewise Holder functions in 1D). Let d = 1, r > 0 and K be a positive integer.
Under Assumption 1, all bounded piecewise r-Holder functions with K discontinuity points belong
to f € A7|:r—11' Specifically, let f be a piecewise r-Holder function such that f = ijll TeX[tr_ 1 te)s
where 0 = tp < t; < ... < tg < tg4+1 = 1. Each function fi : [tg_1,tx) — R is r-Holder in
(tk—1,tk), and f is discontinuous at t1,a,...tx. Assume f is bounded such that || f||ze(o,1) < 1.
In this case, we have f € AF”,_l—l' See Figure 3 (a) for an illustration of a piecewise Holder function
in 1D. Furthermore, if max;, HfHHT(thtkH) < 1, then

’f|A7fT—1T < C(T7 d, vaK)

for some constant C(r,d, C,, K) depending on r,d, K and C, in Assumption 1, and does not depend
on specific t;’s.

Example 2a is proved in Section 6.4.2. Example 2a demonstrates that, for 1D bounded piecewise
r-Holder functions with a finite number of discontinuities, the overall regularity index is s = r under
Definition 3. In comparison with Example la, we prove that, a finite number of discontinuities in
1D does not affect the regularity index in Definition 3.

The neural network approximation theory for piecewise Holder functions in 1D is given in
Example 2b and the generalization theory is given in Example 2c.



3.2.3 Piecewise Holder functions in multi-dimensions

In the next example, we will see that, for piecewise r-Holder functions in multi-dimensions, the
overall approximation error is dominated either by the approximation error in the interior of each
piece or by the error along the discontinuity. The overall regularity index s depends on r and d.

Example 3a (Piecewise Hélder functions in multi-dimensions). Let d > 2, r > 0 and {€;}X; be
subsets of [0,1]¢ such that UL_;Q; = [0,1]¢ and the ©;’s only overlap at their boundaries. Each
Q; is a connected subset of [0,1]¢ and the union of their boundaries U;0€; has upper Minkowski
dimension d — 1. See Figure 3 (b) for an illustration of the €;’s. When p satisfies Assumption 1,
all piecewise r-Holder functions with discontinuity on U;9€); belong to

R o 1
Af._17, where s = mln{d, =1 } (13)

Specifically, let f be a piecewise r-Holder function such that f = 2?21 fixa, where xq, is the
indicator function on €. Each function f; : ; — R is r-Hélder in the interior of Qs f; € H"(£27)
where Qf denotes the interior of €, and f is discontinuous at U;0€);. Assume f is bounded
such that || f|[zec(jo17e) < 1. In this case, f € Afr_ﬂ with the s given in (13). Furthermore, if
maxy ||f”7-lT(Qf) < 1, then

| flaz,

for some C(r,d, car(Ui08), Cp) depending on 7, d, cpr(U0€) (the Minkowski dimension constant
of U0 defined in Definition 2) and C), in Assumption 1.

< C(T, d, cM(Ut(?Qt), Cp>

71" -

Example 3a is proved in Section 6.4.3. Example 3a demonstrates that, for piecewise r-Holder
functions with discontinuity on a subset with upper Minkowski dimension d—1, the overall regularity
index s has a phase transition. When 7 < Q(TI—U’ the approximation error is dominated by that in

the interior of the {%;’s. When 7 > ﬁ, the approximation error is dominated by that around

the boundary of the {2;’s. As the result, the overall regularity index s is the minimum of § and
1

2d-1)
The neural network approximation theory for piecewise Holder functions in multi-dimensions is

given in Example 3b and the generalization theory is given in Example 3c.

3.2.4 Functions irregular on a set of measure zero

The definition of A7 is dependent on the measure p, since the refinement quantity d; is the L?
norm with respect to p. This measure-dependent definition is not only adaptive to the regularity
of f, but also adaptive to the distribution p. In the following example, we show that, the definition
of Aj allows the function f to be irregular on a set of measure zero. For § > 0, {}s denotes the set
within ¢ distance to Q such that Q5 = {z € X : dist(x,Q) = inf,cq ||z — z|| < 0}.

Example 4a (Functions irregular on a set of measure zero). Let § > 0, Q be a subset of X = [0, 1]¢
and Qf = X \ Q. If f is an r-Holder function on 5 and p(QE) =0, then f € Ar{ﬁﬂ. Furthermore,
if [|fl[#r(g) < 1, then

’f|AT/d < C(Tv da CP)
[r—1]

for some constant C(r,d, C},) depending on r,d and C, in Assumption 1.

10



Example 4a is proved in Section 6.4.4. In Example 4a, f is r-Holder on (25, and can be irregular
on a measure zero set. In comparison with Example 1a, such irregularity on a set of measure zero
does not affect the smoothness parameter in Definition 3. In this example, we set {25 to be a larger
set than (2, in order to avoid the discontinuity effect at the boundary of €.

The neural network approximation theory for functions in Example 4a is given in Example 4b
and the generalization theory is given in Example 4c.

3.2.5 Holder functions with distribution concentrated on a low-dimensional manifold

Since the definition of Aj is dependent on the probability measure p, this definition is also adaptive
to lower-dimensional sets in X. We next consider a probability measure p concentrated on a
din-dimensional manifold isometrically embedded in X.

Example 5a (Holder functions with distribution concentrated on a low-dimensional manifold). Let
r > 0. Suppose X = [0,1]% can be decomposed to Q and QE, ie. X = QUQL where Q is a compact
din-dimensional Riemannian manifold isometrically embedded in X. Assume that p(QF) = 0, and

p conditioned on €2 is the uniform distribution on Q. If f € H"(X), then f € ATD{ d_“ﬁ. Furthermore,

i | /Il (x) < 1, then

’f’AF/d—ii‘] < C(ﬁ d, din, T, ‘QD

with C(r,d, din, 7, |Q2|) depending on r,d, din, 7 and ||, where 7 is the reach (Federer, 1959) of
and |Q)| is the surface area of .

Example 5a is proved in Section 6.4.5. In this example, the function f is r-Hélder on X, but
the measure p is supported on a lower dimensional manifold with intrinsic dimension dy,. The
regularity index under Definition 3 is r/d;, instead of r/d.

4 Adaptive approximation and generalization theory of deep neu-
ral networks

This section contains our main results: approximation and generalization theories of deep ReLLU

networks for the A3 function class. We present some preliminaries in Subsection 4.1, the approx-

imation theory in Subsection 4.2, case studies of the approximation error in Subsection 4.3, the

generalization theory in Subsection 4.4, and case studies of the generalization error in Subsection
4.5.

4.1 Preliminaries
Each Cj, is a hypercube in the form of ®(Z:1[T‘g,j’k, ek + 277], where rejk € [0,1] is a scalar and
Q1o b ek + 279 = [P 1k + 279 X o X [Paies Ta gk + 277 (14)

is a hypercube with edge length 277 in R%.

The collection of polynomials ((x —1;%)/277) form a basis for the space of d-variable poly-
nomials of degree no more than #. Let p be a measure on [0,1]¢ and f € L?(p). The piecewise
polynomial approximator p;, for f can be written as

i) = Y aq (";_‘;”)a (15)



where rj,k = [7‘1,]'7]6, '-‘a""d,j,k]-
In this paper, we focus on the set of functions with bounded coefficients in the piecewise poly-
nomial approximation.

Assumption 2. Let s, R4, R, R, > 0, 0 be a nonnegative integer, and p be a probability measure
on [0,1]¢. We assume f € AJ and

(i) [flag < Ra,

(i) [[fllpoe(o,ye) < R,

(iii) On every Cj, the polynomial approximator p;j for f in the form of (15) satisfies |aa| < R,
for all a with || < 6.

By Assumption 2 (i) and (ii), f has a bounded |- |45 quantity and L* norm, which is a
common assumption in nonparametric estimation theory (Gyorfi et al., 2002). Assumption 2 (iii)
requires the polynomial coefficients in the best polynomial approximating f on every Cj; to be
uniformly bounded by R,,. The following lemma shows that Assumption 2 (iii) can be implied from
Assumption 2 (i) when p is the Lebesgue measure on X = [0, 1]%.

Lemma 1. Let R > 0, 6 be a fixed nonnegative integer, and p be the Lebesgue measure on
X =[0,1]%. There exists a constant R, > 0 depending on 6,d and R such that, for any function
f on [0, 1]¢ satisfying [ fllz(x) < R, the p;j in (4) has the form of (15) with |aa| < R, Va with
la| < 6 and ||pjkllr~(c;,) < CRp for some C depending on d and 6.

Lemma 1 is proved in Appendix B. Lemma 1 implies that under the Lebesgue measure, for any
pjk in the form of (15), the coefficients aq’s are uniformly bounded by a constant depending on
0,d, R, and is independent to the index (j, k). Thus Assumption 2(iii) holds.

4.2 Approximation Theory

Our approximation theory shows that deep neural networks give rise to universal approximations
for functions in the Aj class under Assumption 2 if the network architecture is properly chosen.

Theorem 1 (Approximation). Let s,d,C,, R4, R, R, > 0 and 6 be a nonnegative integer. For any
e > 0, there is a ReLU network class F = Fnn(L, w, K, k, M) with parameters

1 1
L=0 <log 6) L w=0("3), K=0 <ai log 5) k=0 2N M=R (16

such that, for any p satisfying Assumption 1 and any f € Aj satisfying Assumption 2, if the weight
parameters of the network are properly chosen, the network yields a function f € F such that

1F = Fl2ag <. (17)

The constants hidden in O(-) depends on d (the dimension of the domain for f), C, (in Assumption
1), 0 (the polynomial order), s, R, R, and R4 (in Assumption 2).

Theorem 1 is proved in Section 6.2. Theorem 1 demonstrates the universal approximation power
of deep neural networks for the Aj function class. The parameters in (16) specifies the network
architecture. To approximate a specific function f € A$, there exist some proper weight parameters
which give rise to a network function J?to approximate f.
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4.3 Case Studies of the Approximation Error

In this subsection, we apply Theorem 1 to the examples in Subsection 3.2, and derive the approxi-
mation theory for each example. In the following case studies, we need Assumptions 1, 2 (iii) and
3, but not Assumption 2 (i) - (ii). In each case, we have shown in Subsection 3.2 that Assumption
2 (i) holds: f € Aj with a proper # and the regularity index s depends on each specific case.

4.3.1 Holder functions

Consider Holder functions in Example 1a such that H" C A?Z d_ﬂ. Applying Theorem 1 gives rise
to the following neural network approximation theory for Holder functions.

Example 1b (Hélder functions). Let r,d,C,, R, > 0. For any ¢ > 0, there is a ReLU network
class F = Fayn(L, w, K, k, M) with parameters

1 1
L=0 <log > , W= O(E*%), K=0 (5(: log ) , k= O(afmaX{Z’%}), M=1,

€ €
such that for any p satisfying Assumption 1 and any function f € H"(X) satisfying || f[l3rx) < 1
and Assumption 2 (iii), if the weight parameters of the network are properly chosen, the network

yields a function f € F such that

1f = fll72(,) <e.
The constant hidden in O(-) depends on r,d, C,, R,,.

Example 1b is a corollary of Theorem 1 with s = r/d. Note that Assumption 2(i) and (ii)
are implied by the condition ||f|lyrx) < 1. In particular, ||f|lyrx) < 1 implies ||f|lpe(x) < 1
according to (1). Furthermore, If || fllgr(x) < 1, then |f[ ;e < C(r,d,C,) according to our

[r—1]

argument in Example 1a.

In litertuare, the approximation theory of ReLU networks for Sobolev functions in W7 has
been established in Yarotsky (2017, Theorem 1). The proof in Yarotsky (2017, Theorem 1) can be
applied to Holder functions. Our network size in Example 1b is comparable to that in Yarotsky
(2017, Theorem 1).

4.3.2 Piecewise Holder functions in 1D

Considering 1D piecewise Holder functions in Example 2a, we have the following approximation
theory:

Example 2b (Piecewise Holder functions in 1D). Let r,C,, Ry, K > 0. For any € > 0, there is a

ReLU network class F = Fnn(L, w, K, k, M) with parameters
1
€

L=0 <log i) , W= 0(5_%), K=0 (6_71" log ) , K= O(s_maX{Q’%}), M=1, (18)

such that for any p satisfing Assumption 1, and any piecewise r-Holder function in the form of

K+1 . L
f= Zk:l TEX[ty_1.t,) in Example 2a satisfying ||f||Loo([071D < 1, maxy ||kaHT(tk,tk+1) < 1 and
Assumption 2(iii), if the weight parameters of the network are properly chosen, the network yields
a function f € F such that

1f = fli72g) <&
The constant hidden in O(-) depends on r,C), R, K.
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Example 2b is a corollary of Theorem 1 with f € A?r—ﬂ' Assumption 2 (i) is not explicitly
enforced in Example 2b , but is implied from the condition of max | fk[l7 (.4, ,) < 1 by Example
2a. Example 2b shows that, to achieve an ¢ approximation error for 1D functions with a finite
number of discontinuities, the network size is comparable to that for 1D Hoélder functions in Example
1b.

4.3.3 Piecewise Holder function in multi-dimensions

Considering piecewise Holder functions in multi-dimensions in Example 3a, we have the following
approximation theory:

Example 3b (Piecewise Hélder functions in multi-dimensions). Let d > 2, r,C,, R,,T > 0 and
{4}, be subsets of [0, 1] such that UL_,©; = [0, 1]¢ and the ;’s only overlap at their boundaries.
FEach € is a connected subset of [0,1]¢ and the union of their boundaries uthlaQt has upper
Minkowski dimension d — 1. Denote the Minkowski dimension constant of UL_; 98 by cps(Ui09;).
For any ¢ > 0, there is a ReLU network class F = Fxn(L, w, K, k, M) with parameters

L=0 <log 1) L w= 0(6_ max{%,Q(d—l)}), K=0 <€—max{f,2(d—1)} log 1) ,
9 9
K = 0(87 max{2,g,2(d71)})’ M= 17

such that for any p satisfying Assumption 1, and any piecewise r-Hélder function in the form of
f =L, fixa, in Example 3a satisfying [ £l oo o114y < 1, maxy || el gy < 1 and Assumption
2(iii), if the weight parameters of the network are properly chosen, the network yields a function
f € F such that

1f = fll72(,) < e
The constant hidden in O(-) depends on r,d, cpr (U0 ), C,, Rp.

Example 3b is a corollary of Theorem 1 with f € .A‘Friﬂ for the s given in (13). As-
sumption 2 (i) is not explicitly enforced in Example 3b , but is implied from the condition of
maxy || fxll#r (ty,t0,,) < 1 by Example 3a. Example 3b implies that to approximate a piecewise
Holder function in Example 3a, the number of nonzero weight parameters is in the order of
g~ max{$,2(d-1)} log % The discontinuity set in Example 3b has upper Minkowski dimension d — 1,
which is a weak assumption without additional regularity assumption or low-dimensional structures.

Neural network approximation theory for piecewise smooth functions has been considered in
Petersen and Voigtlaender (2018). The setting in Petersen and Voigtlaender (2018) is similar but
different from that of Example 3b. In Petersen and Voigtlaender (2018), the authors considered
piecewise functions f : [~1/2,1/2]? — R, where the different “smooth regions” of f are separated
by H? hypersurfaces. If f is a piecewise r-Holder function and the Hélder norm of f on each piece
is bounded, it is shown in Petersen and Voigtlaender (2018, Corollary 3.7) that such f can be uni-
versally approximated by a ReLU network with at most csP(@=1)/8 weight parameters to guarantee
an LP approximation error e. It is further shown in Petersen and Voigtlaender (2018, Theorem 4.2)
that, to achieve an LP approximation error ¢, the optimal required number of weight parameters
is lower bounded in the order of ¢~P(d—1)/8 /log % Our result in Example 3b is comparable to that
of Petersen and Voigtlaender (2018) when 3 = 1 and p = 2. When the discontinuity hypersurface
has higher order regularity, i.e. § > 1, the network size in Petersen and Voigtlaender (2018) is
smaller/better than that in Example 3b since the higher order smoothness of the discontinuity

14



hypersurface is exploited in the approximation theory. However, Example 3b imposes a weaker
assumption on the discontinuity hypersurface. Example 3b requires the discontinuity hypersurface
to have upper Minkowski dimension d — 1, while the the discontinuity hypersurface in Petersen
and Voigtlaender (2018, Definition 3.3) is the graph of a H? function on d — 1 coordinates. In this
sense, Example 3b can be applied to a wider class of piecewise Holder functions.

4.3.4 Functions irregular on a set of measure zero

Functions in the Ay class can be irregular on a set of measure zero, as in Example 4a. The
approximation theory for functions in Example 4a is given below:

Example 4b (Functions irregular on a set of measure zero). Let r,d,C,, Ry, > 0 and § be a
subset of X. For any £ > 0, there is a ReLU network class F = Fyn (L, w, K, k, M) with parameters

L=0 <log i) , W= O(E*%), K=0 (5(: log i) , K= O(E*max{lg}), M =1.

For any p satisfying Assumption 1 and p(QE) =0, and for any f: X — R satisfying || f|[3r,) <1
and Assumption 2(iii), if the weight parameters of the network are properly chosen, the network
class yields a function f € F such that

1f = fliZa) < e
The constant hidden in O(-) depends on 7,d, C,, R,,.

Example 4b is a corollary of Theorem 1 with f € AH 0_l11 and |f] qrd <C (r,d,C,) by Example
[r—1]

4a. Example 4b shows that function irregularity on a set of measure zero does not affect the network
size in approximation theory.

4.3.5 Holder functions with distribution concentrated on a low-dimensional manifold

Theorem 1 cannot be directly applied to Example 5a, since Assumption 1 is violated when p
is supported on a low-dimensional manifold. In literature, neural network approximation theory
has been established in Chen et al. (2019a) for functions on a low-dimensional manifold, and in
Nakada and Imaizumi (2020) for Holder functions in [0, 1]” while the support of measure has a low
Minkowski dimension. See Section 4.5.5 for a detailed discussion about the generalization error.

4.4 Generalization Error

Theorem 1 proves the existence of a neural network fto approximate f with an arbitrary accuracy
g, but it does not give an explicit method to find the weight parameters of f. In practice, the weight
parameters are learned from data through the empirical risk minimization. The generalization error
of the empirical risk minimizer is analyzed in this subsection.

Suppose the training data set is S = {x;, y;}]~; where the x;’s are i.i.d. samples from p, and
the y;’s have the form

yi = [(x:) + &, (19)

where the &;’s are i.i.d. noise, independently of the x;’s. In practice, one estimates the function f
by minimizing the empirical mean squared risk

~ 1 &
f=argmin—» | fan(x) — yil? (20)
faneF T Zz; ' '
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for some network class F. The squared generalization error of ]?is

EsExnpl f(x) = f()P,

where the expectation Eg is taken over the joint the distribution of training data S.
To establish an upper bound of the squared generalization error, we make the following assump-
tion of noise.

Assumption 3. Suppose the noise £ is a sub-Gaussian random variable with mean 0 and variance
2
proxy o-.

Our second main theorem in this paper gives a generalization error bound of f.

Theorem 2 (Generalization error). Let o,s,d,C,, R,, R4, R > 0 and 6 be a nonnegative integer.
Suppose p satisfies Assumption 1, f satisfies Assumption 2, and Assumption 3 holds for noise. The
training data S are sampled according to (19). If the network class F = Fnn(L, w, K, k, M) is set
with parameters

L=0(logn), w= O(nﬁ), K=0 (nﬁ logn> , k=0 (nmax{%ﬁU , M =R,
then the minimizer f of (20) satisfies
ESEXN,)\]?(X) —fx)]F< On~ 241 log® n.

The constant C' and the constant hidden in O(-) depend on ¢ (the variance proxy of noise in
Assumption 3), d (the dimension of the domain for f), C, (in Assumption 1), 6 (the polynomial
order), s, R, R, and R4 (in Assumption 2).

Theorem 2 is proved in Section 6.3. Theorem 2 gives rise to a generalization error guarantee of
deep neural networks for functions in the Aj class. We will provide case studies in the following
subsection.

4.5 Case Study of the Generalization Error

In this subsection, we apply Theorem 2 to the examples in Subsection 3.2, and derive the squared
generalization error for each example. In the following case studies, we assume Assumptions 1, 2
(iii) and 3, but not Assumption 2 (i) and (ii). In each case, we have shown in Subsection 3.2 that
Assumption 2 (i) holds: f € Aj with a proper 6 and the regularity index s depends on each specific
case.

4.5.1 Holder functions

Consider Hoélder functions in Example 1a such that H"™ C A?{, d_ﬂ. Applying Theorem 2 gives rise
to the following generalization error bound for Holder functions.

Example 1c (Hélder functions). Let o > 0,7,d,C,, R, > 0. Suppose p satisfies Assumption 1,
[ € H'(X) satisfies || f|[r(x) < 1 and Assumption 2(iii), and Assumptions 3 hold. The training
data S are sampled according to (19). If we set the network class Fxn(L,p, K, k, M) as

L =0(logn), p= O(n#id), K=0 (nﬁ logn) , k=0 (nmax{#ld’ﬁ}) , M =1.
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Then the empirical minimizer f of (20) satisfies
EsEyp|f(x) — F(x)[2 < Cn~ 754 log® n.
The constant C' and the constant hidden in O(-) depend on o,7,d,C,, R).

Example 1c is a corollary of Theorem 2 with s = r/d. Our upper bound matches the rate in
Schmidt-Hieber (2017, Theorem 1) and is optimal up to a logarithmic factor in comparison with
the minimax error given in Gyorfi et al. (2002, Theorem 3.2).

4.5.2 Piecewise Holder functions in 1D

Considering 1D piecewise Holder functions in Example 2a, we have the following generalization
error bound:

Example 2c (Piecewise Holder functions in 1D). Let o > 0,7,d,C,, R, > 0. Suppose p satisfies
Assumption 1. Let f be an 1D piecewise r-Holder function in the form of f = Zé{:ﬁl TEX[te_1.t0)
in Example 2a satisfying || f(| Lo (jo,1) < 1, max || fe |l (t,6.,) < 1 and Assumption 2(iii). Suppose
Assumption 3 holds and the training data S are sampled according to (19). Set the network class
Fnn (L, p, K, k, M) as

1

L=0(logn), p= O(nﬁ), K = O(nﬁ logn), k= O(nmax{%’m}), M=1. (21)
Then the empirical minimizer f of (20) satisfies
EsExepl f(x) — f(x)[? < Cn™ 5 logPn. (22)
The constant C' and the constant hidden in O(-) depend on o,7,C), R, K.

Example 2¢ shows that a finite number of discontinuities in 1D does not affect the rate of
convergence of the generalization error.

4.5.3 Piecewise Holder functions in multi-dimensions

Considering piecewise Holder functions in multi-dimensions in Example 3a, we have the following
generalization error bound:

Example 3c (Piecewise Holder functions in multi-dimensions). Let o > 0,r,d,C,, R, > 0. Let
{0} | be subsets of [0, 1]¢ such that UL, Q, = [0, 1]¢ and the ;s only overlap at their boundaries.
Each € is a connected subset of [0, 1]d and the union of their boundaries U;0§2; has upper Minkowski
dimension d — 1. Denote the Minkowski dimension constant of U?Zlﬁt by cpr(Ui0€). Suppose p
satisfies Assumption 1. Let f be a piecewise r-Holder function in the form of f = ZtT:1 fexa,
in Example 3a satisfying || f{| o (0,1j¢) < 1, max; || fi[#@¢) < 1 and Assumption 2(iii). Suppose
Assumption 3 holds and the training data S are sampled according to (19). Set the network class
InN(L,p, K, k, M) as

. . max{ 52—, 941} B max{5-2— 9411
L =0(logn), p=0m"* e+ a 1) K = O(n™2r+d"d S logn),
k = O(nmex{min{zZg hmad 5. Ty = 1, (23)
Then the empirical minimizer f of (20) satisfies
~ : 2r 1
EsExpl F(x) — F(x)[? < Cn~ ™25 logd (24)

The constant C' and the constant hidden in O(-) depend on o,r,d, cpr(U;09;), Cp, Rp.
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Example 3c shows that the convergence rate of the generalization error has a phase transition.
When 5 < ﬁ, the generalization error is dominated by that in the interior of the 4’s, so

that the squared generalization error converges in the order of n_%id When & > m the
generalization error is dominated by that around the boundary of the €Q;’s, so that the squared
generahzatlon error converges in the order of n™ i. Asa result, the overall rate of convergence is
pmin{zg.q) up to log factors.

Under the setting of Petersen and Voigtlaender (2018) (discussed in Section 4.3.3 where different
“smooth regions” of f are separated by H” hypersurfaces), the generalization error for estimat-

ing piecewise r-Holder function by ReLU network is proved in the order of max(n_%, niﬁ)
in Imaizumi and Fukumizu (2019). When S = 1, our rate matches the result in Imaizumi and
Fukumizu (2019). When g > 1, the smoothness of boundaries is utilized in Imaizumi and Fuku-
mizu (2019), leading to a better result than ours. Nevertheless, the setting considered in this
paper assumes a weaker assumption on the discontinuous boundaries, which are not required to be
hypersurfaces.

4.5.4 Functions irregular on a set of measure zero

Functions in the Ay class can be irregular on a set of measure zero, as in Example 4a. The
generalization error for functions in Example 4a is given below:

Example 4c (Functions irregular on a set of measure zero). Let 0 > 0,r,d,C,, R, > 0. Let Q be a
subset of X and § > 0. Suppose p satisfies Assumption 1, f satisfies || f||3r(q,) < 1 and Assumption
2(iii), and Assumption 3 holds. Set the network class Fyn (L, w, K, k, M) as

_d _d max{i L}
= O(logn)’ p= O(n2r+d)7 K =0 (n2r+d logn) , k=0 (n 2r+d’>2r+d ) , M =1.
Then the empirical minimizer f of (20) satisfies
EsExplf(x) — f(x)[? < Cn™ 72 log* n.

The constant C' and the constant hidden in O(-) depend on o,r,d,C,, R).

Example 4c shows that function irregularity on a set of measure zero does not affect the rate
of convergence of the generalization error. Deep neural networks are adaptive to data distributions
as well.

4.5.5 Holder functions with distribution concentrated on a low-dimensional manifold

When the measure p is concentrated on a low-dimensional manifold as considered in Example 5a,
Theorem 2 cannot be directly applied since Assumption 1 is not satisfied. Instead, a more dedicated
network structure can be designed to develop approximation and generalization error analysis. The
setting of Example 5a has been studied in Nakada and Imaizumi (2020), which assumes that the
X;’s are sampled from a measure supported on a set with an upper Minkowski dimension d;,. If the
target function f is an r—Holder function on [0,1]¢ and if the network structure is properly set, the

generalization error is in the order of n ~Erra, up to a logarithmic factor (Nakada and Imaizumi,
2020). The result in Nakada and Imaizumi (2020) can be applied to the setting of Example 5a,
since a dj, dimensional Riemannian manifold has the Minkowski dimension djy,.

Another related setting is that f is a r-Holder function on a dj, dimensional Riemannian man-
ifold embedded in [0,1]¢. This setting has been studied in Chen et al. (2019a) for approximation
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theory and in Chen et al. (2019b) for generalization theory by ReLU networks. In this setting, the
2r

squared generalization error converges in the order of n 2"+9n up to a logarithmic factor.

5 Numerical experiments

In this section, we perform numerical experiments on 1D piecewise smooth functions, which fit in
Example 2a. The following functions are included in our experiments:

e Function with 1 discontinuity point,

f(x) sin(2rz) +1  when 0 <z < 1,
) =
sin (2rz) —1  when <2 < 1.

e Function with 3 discontinuity points,

sin (27z) —1  when 0 <2 < %,

fla) = sin (2rz) +1  when § <z < 1,

sin (2rz) —1  when 1 <2 < 3,

sin (2r2) +1  when 2 <z < 1.

e Function with 5 discontinuity points,

(sm(2m;)—1 when 0 <z < £,

sin (27z) when ¢ <z < 3,

flz) = sin (2rz) +1  when § <z < 1,

sin (2rz) —1  when 1 <z <1,

sin (27mz) when 2 <z < 2,

sin (2rz) +1  when 2 <2 < 1.

e Function with 7 discontinuity points,

sin (2rz) —1  when 0 <2 < %,

sin (2rz) — & when § <2 < 1

sin (2rz) + ¢ when } <2 < 3,

fla) = sin (2rz) +1  when 3 <z <1,

sin (2rz) —1  when § <2 < 2,

sin (2rz) — & when 2 <2 < 2,

sin (2rz) + 3 when 3 <z < I,

sin (2rz) +1  when I <z <1.

These functions are shown in the Figure 4. In each experiment, we sample npain 1.1.d. training
samples {x;,y; } - according to the model in (19). Specifically, the x;’s are independently and
uniformly sampled in [0, 1], and y; = f(z;) + & with & ~ N(0, 0%) being a normal random variable
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Figure 4: Functions with different numbers of discontinuity points.

with zero mean and standard deviation o. Given the training data, we train a neural network
through

Ntrain
~

f = argmin Z | (i) = wil, (25)

InNEF Thrain [

where the ReLU neural network class F comprises four fully connected layer (64, 128, 64 neurons
in each hidden layer). All weight and bias parameters are initialized with a uniform distribution,
and we use Adam optimizer with learning rate 0.001 for training.

Figure 5 shows the ground-truth, training data, and the trained model with different number
of training data and noise levels. When o is fixed, the trained model approaches the ground-truth
function when nyp,i, increases, which is consistent with Theorem 2.

The test mean squared error (MSE) is evaluated on the test samples {z;, f(2;) }nies

Ntest

Test MSE = Z |f($g) *f(l"j)’Q

with ntest = 10,000. We use a large niest in order to reduced the variance in the evaluation of the
test MSE.

Figure 6 shows the Test MSE versus n.in in log-log scale for the regression of functions with
different number of discontinuity points shown in Figure 4, when ¢ = 0 in (a), o = 0.1 in (b),
0 =0.31in (c) and o = 0.5 in (d), respectively. We repeat 20 experiments for each setting. The
curve represents the average test MSE in 20 experiments and the shade represents the standard
deviation. A least-square fit of the curve gives rise to the slope in the legend. These functions
fit in Example 2c¢, which follows Test MSE < ntrain_% log3n for a large r since the functions
are smooth except at the discontinuity points. Our Example 2c¢ predicts the slope about —1 in
the log-log plot of test MSE versus niain, and the slope is not sensitive to the number of (finite)
discontinuity points. The numerical slopes in Figure 6 are consistent with our theory.

6 Proof of main results

In this section, we present the proof of our main results. Some preliminaries for the proof are
introduced in Subsection 6.1. Theorem 1 is proved in Subsection 6.2 and Theorem 2 is proved in
Subsection 6.3.

6.1 Proof preliminaries

We first introduce some preliminaries to be used in the proof.
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Figure 5: Trained model with n¢ain = 16 (1st column), 64 (2nd column), 256 (3rd column) when
o =0 (1st row), 0.1 (2nd row), 0.3 (3rd row), and 0.5 (4th row).
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Test MSE versus nirain in log-log scale for the regression of functions with different

number of discontinuity points (Dis) shown in Figure 4, when ¢ = 0(a), 0 = 0.1(b), 0 = 0.3(c) and
o = 0.5(d). We repeat 20 experiments for each setting. The curve represents the average test MSE
in 20 experiments and the shade represents the standard deviation. A least-square fit of the curve
gives rise to the slope in the legend.

6.1.1 Trapezoidal function and its neural network representation

Given an interval [a,b] C [0,1] and 0 < 6 < b — a, the function defined as

w[a,b] (1’) =

ifr<a—0/2,
ifa—6/2<z<a+d/2,

ifa+d/2<x<b—4/2, for

ith—6/2<x<b+d/2
ifx>b+46/2,

ifa<z<b-4/2,

ifb—5/2<z<b+5/2,

for a =0,

ifx>b+0/2,

ifx <a—4/2,
ifa—0/2<z<a+§/2,

forb=1

1 ifa+d/2<x<b

a#0, b#1,



is piecewise linear and supported on [a — 6/2,b+ 6/2] (or [a,b+ 6/2] or [a — 6/2,b]). In the rest
of the proof, for simplicity, we only discuss the case for 0 < a < b < 1. The case for a = 0 or
b =1 can be derived similarly. Function ¢, can be realized by the following ReLU network with
1 layer and width 4:

~ 1

Gy (@) = 5 (ReLU(@ = (0 — 6/2)) = ReLU(z — (a + 3/2))

~ReLU(z — (b—6/2) + ReLU(z — (b + 5/2))).

6.1.2 Multiplication operation and neural network approximation

The following lemma from Yarotsky (2017) shows that the product operation can be well approxi-
mated by a ReLLU network.

Lemma 2 (Proposition 3 in Yarotsky (2017)). For any C > 0and 0 <e < 1. If [z| < C,|y| < C,
there is a ReLU network, denoted by X(-,-), such that
X (,y) — zy| <e,
*(2,0) =x(y,0) =0, |X(z,y)| < C*
Such a network has O (log %) layers and parameters, where the constants hidden in O depends on

C. The width of each layer is bounded by 6 and all parameters are bounded by O(C?), where the
constant hidden in O is an absolute constant.

Furthermore, the following lemma shows that composition of products can be well approximated
by a ReLU network (see a proof in Appendix C)

Lemma 3. Let {ai}fil be a set of real numbers satisfying |a;| < C for any i. For any 0 < ¢ < 1,
there exists a neural network II € Fxn (L, w, K, k, M) such that

N
(a1, ..., an) — Hai! < Ne.
i=1
The network Fnn (L, w, K, x, M) has
1 1 N N
L=0 Nlogg ,2w=N+6,K=0 Nlogg ,k=0(CV),M =C", (27)
where the constant hidden in O of L and K depends on C, and k is some absolute constant.

6.2 Proof of Theorem 1

Proof of Theorem 1. To prove Theorem 1, we first decompose the approximation error into two
parts by applying the triangle inequality with the piecewise polynomial on the adaptive partition
PA(f,n) defined in (7). The first part is the approximation error of f by p A(f,n)» Which can be bounded
by (10). The second part is the network approximation error of PA(f.n)- Then we show that py s,
can be approximated by the given neural network with an arbitrary accuracy. Lastly, we estimate
the total approximation error and quantify the network size. In the following we present the details
of each step.
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e Decomposition of the approximation error. For any f given by the network in (17), we
decompose the error as

If - FlZ20p) < 20F = pacemlliz) + 2\|f—pA(f,n)||%z(p)a (28)

where 7 > 0 is to be determined later. The first term in (28) can be bounded by (10) such that

201 f = pacrapllizg) < 2CRAHT (f,m) . (29)

¢ Bounding the second term in (28). We next derive an upper bound for the second term in
(28) by showing that pj(s,) can be well approximated by a network f. This part contains four
steps:

Step 1 Estimate the finest scale of the truncated tree.

Step 2 Construct a partition of unity of X with respect to the truncated tree. Each element of
the partition of unity is a network.

Step 3 Based on the partition of unity, construct a network to approximate p;; on each cube.
Step 4 Estimate the approximation error.

In the following we disucss details of each step.
— Step 1: Estimate the finest scale. Denote the truncated tree and its outer leaves of
PA(fm) Py T and A respectively for simplicity. Each Cjj € A is a hypercube in the form of

®?:1[rg,j7k, ek +277], where r¢ ;) € [0,1] are scalars and
D1 [Ty g + 277 = [ g + 2770 X X Pa g Ta g+ 277]

is a hypercube with edge length 277 in R¢.
We estimate the finest scale in A. Let J > 0 be the largest integer such that C;; € A for some
k. In other words, 277 is the finest scale of the cubes in A(f,7). Let C; = R} so that

supn™#T(f,n) < R} = Ch,
n>0

with the m given in (8), which implies

1

For any Cj ;. € A(f,n) and its parent Cj_; j, we have §;_1 v > 7. Meanwhile, we have
1 1 ,
8j1 < 2C3 | fll oo (x)|Cior | < 205 R27UTDY2,
This implies

2
d

Jj < —=log, Ll + 1. (31)

2C5 R
Substituting (30) into (31) gives rise to

2

> 1ogy(203 ) < Clog #7 (/7). (32)

2 2
. 2
j_mdlog#T(f,n) mdlogCl+1+
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Figure 7: An illustration of the relation among Cj , C]k and C'j,k'

where Cs is a constant depending on d,m,C, and R. Since (32) holds for any C;; € A(f,n), we
have

J < Cylog #T(f,m). (33)

— Step 2: Construct a partition of unity. Let 0 < § < 2=(/+2)_ For each Cjir € A(f,n), we
define two sets:

Cik = [rejn+0/2, 06 +277 —6/2]N X,

Ci = (@alregn — 6/2 rezp +277 +6/2)0 X ) \Cj. (34)

The C]k set is in the interior of Cj, with 0/2 distance to the boundary of C;;. The C_'j,k set
contains the boundary of Cj ;. The relations of C_'j,k, Cjr and Cj, are illustrated in Figure 7.
For each ()}, we define the function

d
Dj(x) = Hw[?‘é,j,kvre,j,k“_j](w)’
/=1
where x = [z1,...,z4] ", and the ¥ function is defined in (26). The function ¢;; has the following
properties:
1. ¢,k is piecewise linear.
2. ¢; is supported on Cjk U C’jyk, and ¢;(x) = 1 when x € Cjk
3. The ¢;’s form a partition of unity of X: ZCMEA ¢;k(x) =1 when x € X = [0, 1]%.

In this paper, we approximate ¢;(x) by

¢j(x) =II <¢[m,j,k,n,j,k+2q(m),fﬂ[m,j,k,m,j,ﬁzq(xg), . 7¢[m’j’wd’j’k+2j}(xd)>’
where the network II with d inputs is defined in Lemma 3 with accuracy de;. We have gEM ceF =
F (L1, wy, K1, k1, My) with

1

1 1
leO(dlog) ,wi =d+ 6, K :O<dlog> , K1 :O<) My = 1.
€1 €1 0
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By Lemma 3, we have

sup [ (x) — ¢y x(x)| < de. (35)
x€[0,1]4

— Step 3: Approximate p;; on each cube. According to (15), for each C; € A(f,n), pjr(f)
is a polynomial of degree # and is in the form of

Pik= Y aa(2(x — 1)), (36)

o[ <6

- T
where rjr = [7“1,j,ka ) T'd,j,k]
We approximate p;x by

Pin(0) = D aall(2 (w1 =11 k), s 2 (@1 =11 5k)s 0 2 (20 = Tajik)s - 2 (0 = Ta k),
|| <6

a; times ay times

where ﬁ(?j(xl — T k) s 29 (21 — T1jk)s s 2 (xq — Tdjk)s s 20 (2q — Td,jk)) is the network approx-

a1 times ay times
imation of (2/(x —rj))* with accuracy fey, according to Lemma 3.
By Assumption 2(ii), there exists R, > 0 so that |aq| is uniformly bounded by R, for any
|a| < 6 for any p; . By Lemma 3, we have

i k(%) — pj k(%)
<Y o [T (@1 = 11 5k)s s 20 (@1 = 1158)s 0 20 (Td = Tagik)s o 2 (0 — Tagn)) — (2 (x = 158))*

oy times ag times

<C3R,0e1 (37)

for some C3 dpending on d,6, and p; € Fo = F(La, w2, Ko, ko, M2) with

1 1
Ly = O(flog —), wp = 0(0d?%), Ky = O(0d’ log —), #a = 0(27), My = R.
1 1

— Step 4: Estimate the network approximation error for p,;,). We approximate

PA(f)(X) = Z Pk (X)

fx) = Y X(dir(x) Bir(x)), (38)

Cj EA(fm)

where x is the product network with accuracy 1, according to Lemma 2.
Denote X1 = UCj,keA(f,n)Cj,k: Xy = UCj,keA(fm)Cj,k- The error is estimated as

Hf*PA(f,n)H%%X) = ||J?*PA(f,n)H%2(X1) + ||J?*PA(f,n)”%2(X2)~ (39)
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For the first term in (39), we have

”f_pA (fm) H%2 (X1) (40)
= 2 / (X (33400, By 4(x)) — py()Px

Ci rEA(fm)
< Z / 3 ’X ijk x), Djk(X)) —gj’k(x)ﬁj’k(x)P

Cyk€A(fm)

+ 1 ()P k(%) — D3k ()P ()% 4 |11 (%) (%) — pj,k(X)’Q}dX

< Z / 3 e} + R?d%e% + |pj (x) — pj,k(x)|2}dx

CjkEA(fm)
<3(R*d* + 1+ CR0°)e? Z Gkl
Cy k€M)
<3(R*d*+ 1+ CIR0%)e. (41)

In the derivation above, we used ¢; 1 (x) = 1 when x € Cjk Additionally, (35) is used in the second
inequality, (37) is used in the third inequality.

We next derive an upper bound for the second term in (39) by bounding the volume of X5. We
define the common boundaries of a set of cubes being the outer leaves of a truncated tree as the
set of points that belong to at least two cubes. We will use the following lemma to estimate the
surface area for the common boundaries of A(f,7n) (see a proof in Appendix D).

Lemma 4. Given a truncated tree 7 and its outer leaves Ay, we denote the set of common
boundaries of the subcubes in A7 by B(A7). The surface area of B(A7) in R?"!, denoted by
|B(AT)]|, satisfies

B(AT)| < 2T d(#T) V. (42)
By Lemma 4 and Assumption 1, we have
1F = pacrn [F2(xy) < AR Xo| < AR%S|B(A7)| < 24F3dR*S(#T)"/4. (43)
Putting (41) and (43) together, we have
1f = a2 0x) < 3(R2A® + 1+ C3R20%)eT + 273 AR5 (#7T) . (44)

e Putting all terms together. Set e; = (#7)7°,8 = min{(#7)~2~1/4,27¢-2} and substitute
(44) and (29) into (28) gives rise to

1F = £II32x) 2CsRAH#T(£,m) 7% + 6(R%d® + 1+ C3R20%)e] + 2T 3dR2 64T/
< (2CSR?4 +6(R%d> + 1+ C2R20%) + 2d+3dR2) HT(f,m) %, (45)
We then quantify the network size of fv

o x: The product network has depth O(log %), width 6, number of nonzero parameters
O(log é), and all parameters are bounded by R2.
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o 5%: Each %M has depth O(dlog é), width O(1), number of parameters O(d log é), and all

parameters are bounded by O(3).

o p;r: Each pjj has depth O(flog i), width O(Ad?), number of parameters O(d’ log é), and
all parameters are bounded by O(2¢).

Substituting the value of €1 and §, we get ]76 F(L,w, K, k, M) with

L=0(og#T(f,n), w=O(F#T(f,n), K=0FT(f,n)log#T(f,n)),
k= O((#T(fm)*+2°), M =R. (46)

Note that by (33) we have

2¢ < 9C2 | glog #T(fm) < 9C #T(f, 77)' (47)
We have k = O((#T(f’n))max{Qs,l}).
Setting
1
\/205334 + 6(R2d2 + 1 + C3R20?) + 2934 R2 s
#T(f.n)) = .
finishes the proof. .

6.3 Proof of Theorem 2

Proof of Theorem 2. Let f be the minimizer of (20). We decompose the squared generalization
erTor as

EsBapl ) — f()” =2Es |- > (Flxi) - f(xz'))Ql (48)
=1
T

Ty =285 |3 (Fxi) i+ €0°

n
L =1
:2ES -;’ - (f(xz) - yi)2 + QES [Tll ;& + 4ES [Tll ;fi(/\(xz) - yz)]
[ 1< 1< 1< -
=2Es fNiéléf (n ;(fNN(Xz) — yi>2> +2Eg - ;@2 +4Es [n ;&( (%) — f(xi) — &)]
[ 1< 1< 1<
=2 | inf (n Z;(fNN(xi) - yn?)] —2Es |~ ;@2 +4Es [n ;@ﬂxz))]




— 2Eg [;Z&Q + 4Es [;Z&f(xi))]
+4IE3[ Z& X;) ]

=2 inf Exo, [(fan(x) — f(x) —|—4E3[ Z@ x;))

<2 inf Eg [711 Z(fNN(xi) — yi)?

INNEF —
=1

=2 inf Eg [1 Z ((fNN(Xi) — f(x) — fz)Q - fz

INNEF
=1

(50)

INNEF

In (50), the first term is the network approximation error. The second term is a stochastic error
arising from noise. By Theorem 1, we have an upper bound for the first term. Let ¢ > 0. By
Theorem 1, there exists a network architecture F = Fyn(L, w, K, k, R) with

1 1
L=0(log ), w= O(e™+), K = O(c > log )or= O(e~ (230 M =R (51)

so that there is a network function fwith this architecture satisfying

H]A{_ f||L2(p) <e, (52)

where the constant hidden in O depends on d,Cs,C,, R, Ry, R 4, 0.
We thus have

2 inf_Eyep [(fan(x) = F(0)2] <2Bny [(F0) = F00)2] = 201F = I3,y < 2% (53)

INNEF

Let N(0,F, || - [[z>(x)) be the covering number of F under the || - |[ze(x) metric. Denote
1£12 = 23 | (f(x:))%. The following lemma gives an upper bound for the second term in (50)
(see a proof in Appendix E)

Lemma 5. Under the conditions of Theorem 2, for any ¢ € (0,1), we have

nooo - 21og N(0, F, || - || poo 3
Es [ig;siﬂxm]gza( Es [uf—f\%}w)\/ BNOF N Tc) *3 o (s

n

Substituting (53) and (54) into (50) gives rise to

Ty =2Es [|f - £I2]

S (\/Es (17 - £12] + 5) e R R

Let
Es |IF - 712
\/2log/\/(6, Foll - o)) +3
a =20 ’
n
210g N (0, F, || - lzoo(x)) + 3
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Relation (55) can be written as
v2 < 2av + b,

which implies
v? < 4a? + 2b.

Thus we have

n

2log N'(6, F, || - || 1o +3
T o2 §452+<16¢ og N0, F, | o (x)) +8> i

21og N(0, F, || - [l Lo (x)) + 3

1602
+ 160 " (56)
e Bounding Ts.
The following lemma gives an upper bound of Ts (see a proof in Appendix F):
Lemma 6. Under the condition of Theorem 2, we have
35R? )
T < P t0g A7 (ol i ) + 65 (57)

e Putting both terms together. Substituting (56) and (57) into (49) gives rise to
EsEx~p|f(x) = f(x)]?
210 N 5, f, . oo + 3
N (16\/ g N F - o= (x)) +8> so

n
21og (6, F, || - || oo +3  35R2
o2 g N ( | Nl zee(x)) n

n

<4e? ¢+ 16\/210gj\/(4%,]—", |- HLOO(X)) +3

n

+ 16

0
08 (1 Pl ey ) 405 (59

+ 8| do

IOgN(&,f, H : ”LOO(X)) +3
n

+ (3207 + 35R%) + 66. (59)

The covering number of F can be bounded using network parameters, which is summarized in the

following lemma:

Lemma 7 (Lemma 6 of Chen et al. (2019b)). Let F = F(L,w, K, x, M) be a class of networks:
[0,1]¢ — [~M, M]. For any § > 0, the §-covering number of Fyy is bounded by

2L%(w + 2)kFwl 1\ ¥
NGF - leg) < (U2 (60)
Substituting the network parameters in (51) into Lemma 7 gives
o
o6 7 5 7o lm)) < o (= Hogh e loge ), (61

where C1 is some constant depending on d,Cs,C), R, R4 and 0.
Substituting (61) into (59) gives

EsEx,| f(x) — f(x)]?
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204 (57% log®e~1 + log 5*1) +3

n

<4e’ + | 16 +8 | do
Cy (E’i log® e~ ! + log (5‘1) +3

+ (3207 + 35R%) -

+ 60. (62)
Setting § = 1/n and
£ = n_ﬁ

give rise to
EsEx,| f(x) — f(x)|2 < Con” T log3n, (63)

for some C3 depending on o,d,Cs,C),0, R, R 4.
The resulting network F = Fnn(L, w, K, k, M) has parameters

1

L =0(ogn), w= O(?”LTIH)7 K= O(nT{H logn), k= O(nmax{%’m}), M = R. (64)
O

6.4 Proof of the Examples in Section 3.2
6.4.1 Proof of Example 1a

Proof of Example 1a. We first estimate 0, for every Cj . Let 6 = [r — 1] and c;;, be the center
of the cube C};, (each coordinate of c;, is the midpoint of the corresponding side of C} ;). Denote

f){kk) be the kth order Taylor polynomial of f centered at c;j. By analyzing the tail of the Taylor
polynomial, we obtain that, for every x € Cj 4,

A2\ fllarollx = cirll™  dlV2| fllgr 200"
_ 59 H"(X) 3,k H"(X)
|f(x) =P (x)] < 0 < T ‘

The proof of (65) is standard and can be found in Gyorfi et al. (2002, Lemma 11.1) and Liu and
Liao (2024, Lemma 11). The point-wise error above implies the following L? approximation error
of the p; in (4):

(65)

0
I(f = pr)xcsallzze < IGF = BDxe,llzz

1 o)

< G327 max |f(x) = Pj(@)]

S d(r1/2‘|f||w(x)2—(j+1)r
<Gt (66)
As a result, the refinement quantity d;; satisfies
1

; ol-rc2qlrl/2 N

5in(f) < C27 9042 yhere €y = p £l x) (&7

[r—1]!
Notice that C1 depends on r,d,C, and || f|l3r(x). For any n > 0, the nodes of T with J;, > 7
satisfy 277 > (77/01)%%. The cardinality of 7 (f,n) satisfies

LT(fn) S 1420422 1 4 29 with 279 > (5/Cy)
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9dojd Cy\ #ia

. 2r+d

< <92.9d <o 2L .
24 — 1 n

2

Therefore, 772’“/3“#7'(]“, n) < 207" for any n > 0, so that f € Agd_ﬂ. Furthermore, since C

depends on r,d, Cp and || f|[3r(x), if [|fllar(x) < 1, then |f] 0 < C(r,d, C)) for some C(r,d,C))
[r—1]

depending on r,d and C,,.

O

6.4.2 Proof of Example 2a

Proof of Example 2a. We first estimate the 6;,(f) for every interval (1D cube) C; ;. There are two
types of intervals: the first type does not intersect with the discontinuities Ug{t;} and the second
type has intersection with Ug{tx}.

The first type (Type I): When Cjj N (Up{ti}) = 0, we have

1
21_r0p2d[ﬂ/2 maxg ||fH’HT(tk,tk+1)
[r—1]! 7

6 k(f) < C12770+2) where €y =

according to (67).
The second type (Type II): When C; i, N (Up{tr}) # 0, f is irregular on I. We have

Sk = Yo ik (Dxey, e — Pik(Fxo;,

Ci11,6€C(Cy k) L2(p)

= > i — HXop e — ik — Hxog,

Cj_H’k/GC(Cj,k)

< > (Pj+1e — FIXC,

C 41 0 €C(Cy 1)

< (O - f)XCj+17k/
Cj+1’k/€C(Cj’k)

< > Ixe;

C]v+17k/ EC(CJ'JC)

1 1
<2/ fll e 0,1 Cr 1Cj k|2
2022—]'/27 (68)

L2(p)

£2(p) + H(p],k - f)XCj,kHL2(p)

£2(p) + H(O = Pxcy, HL2(p)

) 17xsll 2,

1
where CQ = 2Cp2 ||f”Loo([0’1D.
For any n > 0, the master tree 7 is truncated to 7 (f,n). Consider the leaf node C; 1 € T(f,n).
The type-I leaf nodes satisfy 277 > (n/ Cl)ﬁ. There are at most 27! leaf nodes of Type I where j;

is the largest integer with 2771 > (n/ Cl)%ﬂ. The type-II leaf nodes in the truncated tree satisfy
277 > (n/C3)?%. Since there are at most K discontinuity points, there are at most K leaf nodes of
Type II at scale j2, where j3 is the largest integer with 2772 > (/C5)?, implying jo < 2log, %
The cardinality of the outer leaf nodes of T(f,n) can be estimated as

#A(f,n) = #[Outer leaf nodes of T(f,n)]
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< 2.2 425K
, Ch
< 2.2 4 4logy, —K
n

2
Cy\ C
<2 <1> + 4K logy —2
1 U

<o (9)"
n

when 7 is sufficiently small, where C' is a constant depending on r,d, C,,, K" and maxy || f||3,,
Notice that

tht1)®

#T(f,n) < #A(f,n),

because of (9). Therefore, nﬁ #T(f,m) < 6CZ+1 and we have fe A?r_ﬂ.
Furthermore, if maxy, || f||4( y < 1, wehave [f|ar_ < C(r,d,Cy, K) for some C(r,d, C,, K)

depending on r,d,C,, K.

teotk+1

O]

6.4.3 Proof of Example 3a

Proof of Example 3a. We first estimate d;1(f) for every cube Cj . There are two types of cubes:
the first type belongs to the interior of some €2; and the second type has intersection with some
08 (the boundary of Q).

The first type (Type I): When Cjj, C ¢ for some t, we have

1
21_Tcpzdfﬂ/2 max; Hf“?—[’"(ﬂf)
[r—17! |

i k(f) < C12770+4/2)  where € =

according to (67).
The second type (Type II): When Cj , N 08 # () for some ¢, f is irregular on Cj . Similar to (68),
we have

8 < Cp27942,

1
where Cy = 207 || f|| o (0)-
For any n > 0, the master tree 7 is truncated to 7 (f,n). Consider the leaf node C; 1 € T(f,n).
The type-I leaf nodes satisfy 277 > (n/ C’1)2ﬁ+d. There are at most 2719 leaf nodes of Type I where
. 2
Jj1 is the largest integer with 2771 > (n/Cy)2r+d.

[SYIN)

We next estimate the number of type-II leaf nodes. The type-II leaf nodes satisfy 277 > (n/C3)4.
Let jo be the largest integer satisfying 2772 > (77/02)%, which implies jo < %logQ(Cp/n). We
next count the number of dyadic cubes needed to cover U.0¢);, considering U;0€2; has an upper
Minkowski dimension d — 1. Let cp(Ui0Q) = sup.-o N (e, Ui, || - [|oo)e?! be the Minkowski
dimension constant of U;€);. According to Definition 2, for each j > 0, there exists a collection of
S cubes {Vk};j:l of edge length 277 covering U9 and S < ¢3,27(4=1) | Each Vj, at most intersects
with 22¢ dyadic cubes in the master tree 7 at scale j. Therefore, there are at most cpr(U0Q;)
type-II nodes at scale j. In total, the number of type-II leaf node is no more than

J2 io(d— _
, 9j2(d—1) . 9d—1 _ 1
Z (d—1)+2d _ 2d
2 27 = CM(UtaQt)2 9d—T _ 1

S 022d+12j2(d—1) (69)
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for some C' depending on cj; and d.
Finally, we count the outer leaf nodes of T(f,n). The cardinality of the outer leaf nodes of
T(f,n) can be estimated as

#A(f,n) = # [Outer leaf nodes of T(f,n)]
< 2d . 2j1d + 2d X 022d+12j2(d—1)

_2d
<24 <Cl> T ot g <02>
0 0

~ 2d  2(d—1)
Scnfmax{%w, d

for some C depending on r,d, cr(U;0), C) and max; || f||#r(qg). Notice that

#T(f,m) < #A(f,m).

max] 24 2(d=1) ~
We have n {2T+d7 d }#T(f777) S C Thus f (S A?rfl“ with s = min {%, Q(dl—l) }

Furthermore, if max || f||3r(e) < 1, then

\f|A5[

for some C(r,d, cpr(U0€), C,) depending on r,d, cpr(Ui0€;) and C,,. O

< C(ryd, epr(UoSy), Cy)

r—17 —

6.4.4 Proof of Example 4a

Proof of Example 4a. We first estimate d;(f) for every cube Cj . There are two types of cubes:

the first type belongs to 25 and the second type has intersection with QE.
The first type (Type I): When Cjj, C Qs, we have

Sj < Cr279rHa/2),

with the C; given in (67).
The second type (Type I1): When Cjj N Qg # (), f may be irregular on Cj; but J;; = 0 since
Cir C QE, when j is sufficiently large.

For sufficiently small n > 0, the master tree T is truncated to T (f,n). The size of the tree is
dominated by the nodes within Qg. Therefore, n%#T(f, n) < 2074 and fe A?ﬁﬂ. Fur-
thermore, since C' depends on r,d, C, and || f|lr(y), if [|fll#r @) < 1, then ’f’AFid_n < C(r,d,C))

for some C(r,d,C,) depending on r,d and C,,.
O

6.4.5 Proof of Example 5a

Proof of Example 5a. We first estimate 0, (f) for every cube C; ;. There are two types of cubes:
the first type intersects with €2 and the second type has no intersection with 2.
The first type: When I N # ), thanks to (65), we have

dIM12| fllggr (x)2~ 0+
[r—1]!

521(f) < /

2
dp = CR2 2 p(C3 1 D),
CjJJWQ
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where C1 = dm/QHfHHr(Xﬂ_”/(r — 1]!. We next estimate p(Cj; N §2). Since Q is a compact di,-
dimensional Riemannian manifold isometrically embedded in X, £ has a positive reach 7 > 0
(Théle, 2008, Proposition 14). Each C}}, is a d-dimensional cube of side length 277, and therefore
Cjr M€Y is contained in an Euclidean ball of diameter Vd277. We denote pq as the conditional
measure of p on Q. According to Maggioni et al. (2016, Lemma 19), when j is sufficiently small
such that Vd2™7 < 7/8,

S C%zijdi’% (70)

d
. 2\ 2
2.v/d2=i " Vol(B. 7,5 (04,,))
T—2-1/d277 Q|

po(CijrnQ) < | 14 (

where B, /7, ;(0q4,,) denotes the Euclidean ball of radius \/d277 centered at origin in R%» |Q)] is the
surface area of €2, and C5 is a constant depending on d, 7 and |Q|. (70) implies that

8;k(f) < C1Ca27 90+,

The second type: When Cj, N Q2 =0, px(Cj) = 0 and then 0;4(f) = 0.
For any n > 0, the master tree 7 is truncated to 7 (f,n). The size of the tree is dominated by

. 2
the nodes intersecting 2. The Type-I leaf nodes with 0;(f) > n satisfy 277 2 n?+dn . At scale j,
there are at most O(2/%n) Type-I leaf nodes. The cardinality of T(f,n) satisfies

2d;p

#T(fon) Sn rdn.

2d;, .
Therefore, supn>07727+din #T(f,m) < oo, so that f € A?ﬁdjh Furthermore, if || f|lyrx) < 1, we

have ‘f’AF/d—iﬁ < C(r,d,din, 7,|9|) with C(r,d, din, 7, |€?|) depending on r,d, di,, T and |Q].
O

7 Conclusion

In this paper, we establish approximation and generalization theories for a large function class
which is defined by nonlinear tree-based approximation theory. Such a function class allows the
regularity of the function to vary at different locations and scales. It covers common function
classes, such as Holder functions and discontinuous functions, such as piecewise Holder functions.
Our theory shows that deep neural networks are adaptive to nonuniform regularity of functions
and data distributions at different locations and scales.

When deep learning is used for regression, different network architectures can give rise to very
different results. The success of deep learning relies on the optimization algorithm, initialization
and a proper choice of network architecture. We will leave the computational study as our future
research.

Appendix

A Proof of the approximation error in (10)

The approximation error in (10) can be proved as follows:

1f —PA(f,n)H2L2(p) = Z ||”</fj,k(f)”%2(p) = Z Z ||1/}j,k(f)”%2(p)

Cj kT (fm) £20 C; LeT (f2=EHUN\T(f,2¢n)
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< @TIPHT(S 2 )] <Y ) S 27 g

>0 >0

= (27 ) 2| f 0T = Cl flgn® T < Col £ BT (Fm) 2

£>0

since n?~™ < ]f] AT (fon)) \f] "(#T(f,n))"2 by the definition in (8).

B Proof of Lemma 1

Proof of Lemma 1. Let R = {x®* : |a| = an + ...+ ag < 0}, and n, = #R be the cardinality of R.
Denote Q = [0,1]%. We first index the elements in R according to |a/ in the non-decreasing order.
One can obtain a set of orthonormal polynomials on Q from R by the Gram-Schmidt process. This
set of polynomials forms an orthonormal basis for polynomials on Q with degree no more than 6.
Denote this orthonormal set of polynomials by {qbg} +—1- Each ¢y can be written as

= > bpax® (71)

|| <0
for some {B&Q}Q. There exists a constant C; only depending on 6 and d so that
lbral <C1 VE=1,...,n, and |a| < 0. (72)

For the simplicity of notation, we denote 2 = Cj;, = [a,b] with a = [a1,...,aq4],b = [b1, ..., b4]
and by —a; = --- = by —ag = h = 277. The idea of this proof is to obtain a set of orthonormal
basis on 2 from (71), where each basis is a linear combination of monomials of ( ) Then the
coefficients of p; ;. can be expressed as inner product between f and each basis. Let

o) = e (550 (73)

The ¢,’s form a set of orthonormal polynomials on 2, since

¢f1 ; ¢€2

/d%q X) e, (X
L) ()
=i fy o ((552)) & ((552)) 1 (55°)
= /ﬁ Br, (%) Gp, (x) dx
_ {1 if 0 = 0o,
0 otherwise.

Thus {@}Zl form an orthonormal basis for polynomials with degree no more than 6 on 2. The
pjk in (4) has the form

Tp

Dk Zced)z with ¢/ = /f )Pe(x (74)

(=1
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Using Holder’s inequality, we have

lcol = 1{f, )| < |Ifll 2o llell 20y < RVIQ| < RRY2. (75)

Substituting (73) and (71) into (74) gives rise to

i =300 3 0 () - 3 (el (22)”

=1 |al<f lal<o \e=1

implying that

CEbE o
o = Z hd/2
=1
Putting (72) and (75) together, we have
enlbral _ g~ CLERY?
jaal < Z s <> g = Cimph, (76)

where C1, as defined in (72), is a constant depending on 6.
Furthermore, since || ( ) lloo < 1, we have

1pj kll o< () < CinpR.

C Proof of Lemma 3

Proof of Lemma 3. Denote the product x(a,b) = a x b. Let x(-,-) be the network specified in
Lemma 3 with accuracy €. We construct

(ai,...,an) = X(a1, X(ag, X(--+ , X(ay_1,an)-+))) (77)

to approximate the multiplication operation Hf\i 1a; = a1 X az X ---Xay. The approximation error
can be bounded as

(ay, ..., a Haz|

=[x (a1, X(a27§("' ,X(GN—LGN)'“))) — x(a1, x(az, x(- -+, x(an-1,an) - +)))|
§|;(a17 ;(a% ;( );Z(aNfl’aN) o ))) - ><(CL1, ;Z(CL?’ ;Z( o 7;(0’]\7*170’1\7) )))|
+| X (ah;(a%;("' a;(aN—lvaN)"'))) - X(ala X((lg, ;( ’g(aN—l’aN)"')))‘
+ | x (a1, x(ag, x(- -+, x(an—1,an) - --))) — x(a1, X (ag, x(- - , x(an—1,an) -+ )))]
<Ne. (78)
The network size is specified in (27). O
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D Proof of Lemma 4

Proof of Lemma 4. Let j* be the smallest integer so that 24" > #As. Based on 7, we first
construct a 7' so that #A7 = #A7 and j < j* for any Cj; € Ay by the following procedure.

Note that if there exists Cj, , € A7 with j1 > j*, there must be a Cj}, v € A7 with jo < j*.
Otherwise, we must have #A7 > 24" contradicting to the definition of j*. Let Cj, x be a subcube
in the finest scale of A7, and Cj, v be a subcube in the coarsest scale of A7. Suppose j; > j*.
We have j; — jo > 2. Denote the set of children and the parent of C;; by C(Cjx) and P(Cj),
respectively. Since Cj, i, is at the finest scale, we have C(P(C}, x)) C Ar. By replacing C(P(Cj, x))
by P(Cj, 1) and Cj, i by C(Cj,s), we obtain a new tree 71 with #A7 = #A7 < 29", Note that
the subcubes in C(P(C}, 1)) have side length 2791, C}, s has side length 2772, Since j; — ja > 2,
we have

[B(AR)| = [B(A7)] = d2 1Y) — g2 4D > p, (79)

implying that |[B(A1)| < |[B(A7;)|. Replace T by T; and repeat the above procedure, we can
generate a set of trees {7y, }M_, for some M > 0 until j < j* for all Cj; € A7;,. We have

IBAT)[ < [B(A7)| < -+ < |B(A7y,)l-

All leaf nodes of Ty are at scale no larger than j* — 1. For any leaf node Cj; of Ty with
J < j* —1, we partition it into its children. Repeat this process until all leaf nodes of the tree is
at scale j* — 1, and denote the tree by 7*. Note that doing so only creates additional common
boundaries, thus B(A7;,) C B(A7+), and we have

IB(AT)| < IB(A7,,)| < |IB(AT+)].

We next compute |[B(A7+)|. Note that B(A7~) can be generated sequentially by slicing each
cube at scale j for j =0,...,5° — 1. When C;_1, is sliced to get cubes at scale j, d hyper-surfaces
with area 2-U~D(=1) are created as common boundaries. There are in total 240~ cubes at scale
j. Thus we compute |B(A7~)| as:

%

J
— ng (G=1)(d-1)9d(j-1) Zdzj Lo (20" —1) < d2i” < 29d(#A7)Y? < 29+ g7 )1/,
j=1

|B(A7+)

(80)

where we used #Ar < 247 < 294 A+ in the second inequality according to the definition of j*. [

E Proof of Lemma 5

Proof of Lemma 5. Let F* = {fx J} M:H oo (xy) be a ¢ cover of F. There exists fiy € F*

satistying || fix — fllLe(x) <90
We have

S [;Z&f(xi))] =Es
=1

<Es

Z G(F () = fan(xi) + fan(x:) — f(xi))]

Z &1 | f

+ Es fNN(Xz)

%ZW&‘N(XZ-) - fx
=1

|
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< [Tl T 6 i) — Rt g,

vn vVl fin = flln
Hf an—i—(S Do & (fRn (%) — Fin(x40)) -
<V2Es [ ’ VAl f — Tl oo (8D

In (81), the first inequality follows from Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, the second inequality holds by
Jensen’s inequality and
Leo(X )]

[ Zm

— fin(x:)

— fan(xi)

] <E5[ Z’fz
<5, 3.5 V& ]
<013 a6

géii\/ﬁ

=do, (82)

the last inequality holds since

e =Sl =y 3 (o) — Foxi) + i) = )2

<

\ i=1
<\ Z [+ (Floxi) = Fx))?

<V2||f = flln + V26. (83)
Denote z; = Zyﬂ%ﬁfn:ﬁl\‘(xi)). The first term in (81) can be bounded as
NN n

[11F = Flln +0 | 0 &(F (%) = Fin (%))

\/ﬁES ||f f” =1 NN
BRG Vil Fx — 7l
17— fll 4.6

<V2Es ngx\zj\]

N f - 5
=v2Eg ”f\/an mjax 2| + NG mjax |2

=V2Es \/*Hf Sl x|z +

3‘°’
=
Y
fal
bN
o

| I— |




V3 <\/ Lgs [1F - 712] + jﬁ) B x5 (51)

where the second inequality comes from Jensen’s inequality and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality.
For given {x;}", z;j is a sub-Gaussian variable with variance proxy a2
For any t > 0, we have

1
Es [mjax\zj\z\xl, ...,Xn:| :;logexp (tES [mjax\zj\z\xl, ...,Xn:|>

1
SzlogES [exp (t max |zj|2) |x1, ...,xn]
J

1
§¥ logEg ;exp (t|zj|2) X1, ..y Xpy

1 1
gz log N(6, F, || - || o (x)) + n logEs [exp(t|zl|2) X1, -y X (85)

Since z; is a sub-Gaussian variable with parameter o, we have

tkES z 2k le .
Es [exp(t|z1]?)[x1, ..., xn] =1+ Z 1 ’ Xy

k=1
2. 2k(2to?)k
=1+ (k! (k)
k=1
=1+2) (2to®)", (86)
k=1

1

where T'¢ represents the Gamma function. Set t = (402?)~!, we have

Es [max |zj|*[x1, ..., Xn | < 40%1og N'(6, F, || - || (x)) + 40° log 3 < 4o? log N' (8, F, || - || o (x)) + 607
J
(87)

Combining (81), (84) and (87) proves the lemma. O

F Proof of Lemma 6

~

Proof of Lemma 6. Denote g(x) = (f(x) — f(x))?. We have ||g]|(x) < 4R?. The term T can be
written as

n

Ty =Bs [y [§)1S] ~ = > 5i0x)
=1
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1 . 1~
=285 | JEeepl900IS) ) g(xn]
. 1~ _
=2Es | Exnp[g(x)IS] = = > 9(xi) = 5Bxnp[g(x)[S] (88)
=1
A lower bound of 1Ey.,[g(x)|S] is derived as
. AR? 2
B 0018 = By | T 6(3)1S| > 1oBnpl5200)S] (59)
Substituting (89) into (88) gives rise to
-2
T2 < 2IES x~p |S - 729 X’L 8R2 XNp[g (X)‘S] : (90)
Define the set
R ={g:9(x) = (fnn(x) — f(x)) for fan € F}. (91)
Denote 8" = {x/}"" ; be an independent copy of S. We have
Ty <2Es |sup | E liég()d) —lig(x-)—ilﬁl / lEn:gQ(x’»)
2 > S geR S n — 7 n — T 8R2 S n — (3
<2Es |sup | Eg 1 i (g(x’-) — g(x')) — LIE / 1 i (gz(x) + gz(x’-))
> eR S n < i 1 16 R2 S,S n < 1 )
1 « 1
<2Es s [SUP ( <(9(Xi) —g(x7)) — TeRzZs:s (9% (xi) + 9%"2)}))] : (92)
gER i—

1
) : * *
be a §-cover of R. For any g € R, there exists ¢g* € R* such that

N@R | Loe
LetR*—{J} B

lg — 9"l (x) < 5-
We bound (92) using R*. The first term in (92) can be bounded as

g(xi) — g(x}) =g(xi) — g"(x:) + g" (xi) — g% (%) + ¢"(x}) — g(x7)
(9(x ) ( i)+ (9% (xi) — 9" (%)) + (9" (x)) — g(x}))

IN ||

(9" (xi) — g™ (x7)) + 26. (93)
We then lower bound ¢%(x;) + ¢%(x}) as
9° (%) + g% (x7)
= (9" (x1) = (9")%(x2)) + ((97)(xi) = (9")*(x7)) + ((9")*(x)) — 9*(x}))
>(g")*(xi) + ()2 (%)) — lg(xi) — " (xi)ll9(xi) + 9" (x0)| — |g" (x}) — g(x})|lg" () + g(x})]
>(g")% (i) + (9%)*(x}) — 16R?S. (94)

Substituting (93) and (94) into (92) gives rise to

+ 60

Ty <2Es s/ ! sup (:L Z <(g*(xi) - g*(x})) — 161R2]ESS [(9")*(xi) + (9*)2(X/i)]>>

grERT \ "=t
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1 . * * 1 * *
=2Es s/ [mjax (n Z <(9 (xi) — g" (x})) — @ES,S’ [(9%)* (%) + (g )Q(Xg)]>> +66. (95)
i=1
Denote h;(xi,x;) = g;(x;) — g;(x;). We have
Es.s [hj(xi, x;)] =0,
Var [h (xl,x;] =Es s [h (xi, 1)]
=Es.s [( g1 (x0)’]
<2Ess [(9] 93)2( D] -
Thus T9 is bounded as
Ty < Ty + 65
I 1 ¢
with Ty = 2Es s [mjax (n ZZ; <hj(xijxg) ~ R Varlh; (xl,xg)]>>] . (96)

Note that | h; (xl, Xi)|| Loe(x xx) < 4R?. We next study the moment generating function of h;. For

any 0 <t < we have

R27

tkhk X, X,
E‘g,g/ [exp(thj(xi,x;)] :ES,S/ 1 +th (X17 X + Z ()]

L k=2 k!
[ 4R2)k thhk 2(X1,Xl)
<Ess |14 thj(x —i,x l+z 2><3k2
[ t2h2 Xi, X;) o (4R2)F-2¢h2
—Ess |1+ thj(x —i,x}) + 066 0) = ),H
: 2 ~ 3

t2h2 (x4, x}) 1
:ES,S/ 1+th ( — ,X;)—|— J 1 1

2 1-4R%t/3

1
=1+ t*Var [hj(x;,x})| =52
+ t“Var [ nes ,Xl)] S SRAJ3
<exp ( Var [hj(x;,x])] 3t* (97)
- i) 6 8R
where the last inequality comes from 1+ x < exp(z) for x > 0.
For 0 < - < 4R2’ we have
exp | =
exp [ tE ma ! Zn:h (xi,X}) L1 zn:\/'ar[h (xi, )]
=ex / X i X; - ir X
P TS £ 32R2n & Y
<Ess |exp | t max lih-(x‘ X)) — ili\/&r[h-(x- x;)]
>IES S 5 n - J\Biy &g 32R2 n v g\ Riy &g
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j i=1

" 3t /n? , 1 ,
< Z exp Z mV&r[h (X, x5)] — BRI Z Varlh;(x;, x;)]
3t%/n 1
—Zexp((Z —Var[h;(x;,x x})] <6—8]/%3t/n_32R2>>>’ (98)
j

where the first inequality follows from Jesen’s inequality, the third inequality uses (97).
Setting

<Es.s |:Zexp <<2Zhj(xi,xg) 982 ZVar xz,xg)]>>]

3t2 /n? 1

6—8R3t/n 32R? 0

gives rise to t = Substitute the choice of ¢ into (98) gives

o < ihe-

tT
=< 1ogZexp =log N'(6, R, || | = (x))-

Therefore, we have

104R?
lo

~ 2
Ty < glog/\/(& Ryl - llzee(x)) = N@OR, |- llzee(x))

and

104}%2 35R?

log N'(5, R, || - | oo (x)) + 6.

We then derive a relation between the covering number of F and R. For any ¢g,¢' € R, we
have

9(x) = (Fax(¥) = F())*, /() = (Fa () = F(x))?
for some fan, fin € F- We have
lg = o/lloe =sup [(frn(x) = £())* = (fln() = f())’]
=sup |(fn (%) = Fax () (frn (%) + flo(x) = 2/(0))|
<sup | fan (%) = A ()] [ () + () = 2£(x)
<4R| fan — fanllpeex)

As a result, we have

0
NGR i) <A (10 i)

and the lemma is proved. ]
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