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Abstract

Kolmogorov-Arnold Networks are a new fam-
ily of neural network architectures which
holds promise for overcoming the curse of di-
mensionality and has interpretability benefits
(Liu et al., 2024). In this paper, we explore
the connection between Kolmogorov Arnold
Networks (KANs) with piecewise linear (uni-
variate real) functions and ReLU networks.
We provide completely explicit constructions
to convert a piecewise linear KAN into a
ReLU network and vice versa.

1 INTRODUCTION

Architectural innovations are key drivers in the evo-
lution of deep learning. Advances in architecture de-
sign, such as the introduction of convolutional (LeCun
et al., 1989) or attention layers (Vaswani et al., 2017),
yield significant performance improvements in AI sys-
tems. Very recently, Liu et al. (2024) introduced Kol-
mogorov Arnold Networks (KANs), an alternative to
feedforward-style architectures in deep learning. The
authors argue that KANs are more interpretable than
traditional feedforward networks. However, they also
find that KANs are typically 10x slower to train than
MLPs, given the same number of parameters.

Our paper introduces completely explicit construc-
tions for converting a ReLU network into a KAN
with piecewise linear activation functions and vice
versa (Section 4). This means users can train a ReLU
network, translate it to a KAN, and benefit from the
enhanced interpretability of the KAN. Moreover, uni-
fying the architectures under a common framework fa-
cilitates the application of existing tools and theories
developed for the ReLU network, such as analyzing
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symmetries and polyhedral regions, or initialisation
techniques and research on generalisation bounds. In
other words, we can have the best of both worlds.

Our conversion process is efficient in terms of the num-
ber of non-zero parameters of the converted network:
the KAN-to-ReLU conversion does not increase the
number of non-zero parameters, while the ReLU-to-
KAN conversion increases the number of non-zero pa-
rameters by a term that is linear in the number of
neurons (Section 5). However, in the KAN-to-ReLU
conversion, we end up with a very wide network with
sparse weight matrices (Section 4.3).

We show that, for a given parameter budget, KANs
produce a finer polyhedral complex than ReLU net-
works. Specifically, we show that the upper bound on
the number of linear regions implemented by a KAN is
higher (Section 6). Parameter efficiency is key to en-
abling the use of lightweight models at inference time.

Throughout this paper, the term KAN refers to a KAN
with piecewise linear activation functions.

2 RELATED WORKS

Kolmogorov Arnold’s result, also known as the Kol-
mogorov Superposition Theorem (KST) shows that ev-
ery function can be written using univariate functions
and summing (Kolmogorov, 1956). The recent Liu
et al. (2024) construction relies on this result.

Previously, several other attempts to unify KST and
Deep Learning theory have been made (Schmidt-
Hieber, 2021; Ismayilova and Ismailov, 2024).

KANs represent multivariate functions as compo-
sitions and superpositions of univariate functions.
These representations are often considered more inter-
pretable (Yang et al., 2021) because they are based on
univariate functions. However, these functions can be
very complex, and, e.g., in the case of piecewise linear
univariate functions, they may have a large number
of pieces (on which the function does not necessar-
ily monotonically increase). Additionally, constructive
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proofs of the Kolmogorov Arnold theorem typically
find highly irregular and erratic univariate inner and
outer functions (Braun and Griebel, 2009), decreas-
ing their interpretability. Some authors try to impose
Lipschitz continuity to enforce higher regularity in the
inner and outer functions (Actor and Knepley, 2017);
however, this comes at a cost of a large number of total
functions. Moreover, the large number of univariates
increases network complexity.

3 BACKGROUND

In this section, we recall some of the core ideas and
definitions from Liu et al. (2024) for the reader’s ben-
efit. We also discuss piecewise linear functions and
ReLU networks.

The Kolmogorov Arnold Theorem (or the su-
perposition theorem) states the following. Let
f : [0, 1]n → R be a continuous multivariate real func-
tion. Then there are a finite number of continuous
univariate real functions Φq and ϕqp such that f can be
written as

f(x) =

2n+1∑
q=1

Φq

(
n∑

p=1

ϕqp(xp)

)
.

Kolmogorov Arnold Networks (KANs) were re-
cently introduced and generalize Kolmogorov Arnold
representations.

Definition 1. A KAN layer with input dimension nin
and output dimension nout is given by a nout-by-nin
matrix Φ = {ϕqp}

q=1,...,nout

p=1,...,nin
of univariate real functions

ϕqp : R → R that we call activation functions. It repre-
sents the function

Φ : Rnin → Rnout ,

x = (xi)i=1,...,nin 7→ Φ(x) =

(
nin∑
i=1

ϕji (xi)

)
j=1,...,nout

Definition 2. A Kolmogorov Arnold network (KAN)
is a composition of L KAN layers ΦL−1 ◦ . . . ◦Φ0. In
the case that the last layer has output dimension 1, the
function represented by the KAN takes the form

f(x) =

nL−1∑
iL−1=1

ϕL−1,iL
iL−1

(
...

n1∑
i1=1

ϕ1,i2i1

(
n0∑

i0=1

ϕ0,i1i0
(xi0)

)
...

)

(1)

where nℓ is the input dimension of the ℓ-th KAN layer
Φℓ = {ϕℓ,qp }q=1,...,nℓ+1

p=1,...,nℓ
. If a KAN has L layers, we also

sometimes say that it has L− 1 hidden layers.

A piecewise linear KAN is a KAN in which each
activation function ϕl−1,il

il−1
: R → R is piecewise linear

with a finite number of segments. Going forward, in
the interest of presentation, whenever we say KAN we
typically mean a piecewise linear KAN, but sometimes
we will emphasize the piecewise linearity explicitly.

Any piecewise linear function f can be represented
as a polyhedral complex C(f) = (Ω, (αω, βω)ω∈Ω),
where Ω is a partition of the input space Rn, and
(αω, βω) ∈ R × R are linear coefficients for f |ω, i.e.,
f |ω(x) = αωx+ βω.

Rectified Linear Unit (ReLU) networks are a popular
family of architectures for deep learning. Both ReLU
networks and piecewise linear KANs are examples
of piecewise linear functions. This means that both
can be represented as polyhedral complexes through
a polyhedral decomposition. In the ReLU case, such
decompositions have received large theoretical (Mont-
ufar et al., 2014; Arora et al., 2016; Serra et al., 2018)
and empirical (Raghu et al., 2017; Humayun et al.,
2022; Berzins, 2023; Masden, 2022) attention, and
their properties are an object of interest. In this paper
we develop the first analysis of the polyhedral decom-
position of piecewise linear KANs.

4 CONVERTING KANS TO RELU
NETWORKS AND VICE VERSA

In this section we provide methods for translating a
ReLU to a KAN with piecewise linear activation func-
tions and vice versa. See Appendix A for a discussion
of how the ideas in this section can be extended to con-
vert KANs with B-spline activation functions to and
from a more unconventional feedforward architecture
with both ReLU activation functions and monomial
activation functions.

4.1 For every ReLU there’s a KAN

Theorem 1. Let g : Rn → Rm be a feedforward net-
work with activation functions from a family F . There
exists a KAN f : Rn → Rm with activation func-
tions that are either affine linear or from F such that
f(x) = g(x) for all x ∈ Rn. In particular, if g is
a ReLU network, then there exists a piecewise linear
KAN f with f(x) = g(x) for all x ∈ Rn.

Proof. Suppose that g is a one layer network with
weight vector W and bias b, then we can write a KAN
as follows

f(x) = σ

(
n∑

i0=1

ϕi0(xi0)

)
,
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where σ is the univariate real (ReLU) activation func-
tion, ϕi0(xi0) = wi0xi0 + b for i0 = 1 and ϕi0(xi0) =
wi0xi0 for i0 > 1.

We will now give a general formulation of the KAN cor-
responding to a network with L layers. Let g : Rn →
Rm be a composition of L ∈ N layers, where for each
l ∈ {0, . . . , L− 2} the layer is given by:

χ(l+1) = σ(W (l)χ(l) +B(l)),

where σ is an element-wise activation function and χ(l)

are the activations, with χ(0) = x and output layer
g(x) =W (L−1)χ(L−1) +B(L−1).

We define

f(x) =

nL−1∑
iL−1=1

ϕL−1,iL
iL−1

(
...

n1∑
i1=1

ϕ1,i2i1

(
n0∑

i0=1

ϕ0,i1i0
(xi0)

)
...

)

where for l = 0 we define

ϕ0,i1i0
(xi0) =W

(0)
i0,i1

xi0 +B
(0)
i1

for i0 = 1 and

ϕ0,i1i0
(xi0) =W

(0)
i0,i1

xi0 for i0 > 1;

and for l > 0 we define

ϕ
l,il+1

il
(s) =W

(l)
il,il+1

σ(s) +B
(l)
il+1

for il = 1 and

ϕ
l,il+1

il
(s) =W

(l)
il,il+1

σ(s) for il > 1.

This function f is a KAN and by construction f(x) =
g(x) for all x ∈ Rn.

Arora et al. (2016) proves that every piecewise linear
function with finitely many pieces can be represented
exactly by a ReLU network of finite depth and width.
A corollary of Theorem 1 is that any piecewise linear
function with finitely many pieces can also be repre-
sented exactly as a piecewise linear KAN. Moreover, it
is possible to do so with a KAN network of the same
depth as the ReLU network. Upper bounds on this
depth are given by Arora et al. (2016).

4.2 For Every KAN there’s a ReLU

In this section we show that we can express any KAN
as a ReLU network. We begin with an example of a
piecewise linear activation function ϕ with two break-
points b1, b2 and three different inclinations a1, a2, a3,
as in Figure 1. If we assume the first segment passes
through the origin, then we can write this activation
function as

g(x) := a1 · x+ (a2 − a1) · ReLU(x− b1)

+ (a3 − a2) · ReLU(x− b2).

We will now check that ϕ(x) = g(x) in all three seg-
ments:

Figure 1: Example of a piecewise linear activation
function.

Figure 2: Network implementing the activation func-
tion.

• For x < b1 we get g(x) = a1 · x.

• For b1 < x < b2 we get g(x) = a1 · x+ (a2 − a1) ·
(x − b1), the derivative of g here is a2 and the
value of g at point b1 is g(b1) = a1 · b1 = ϕ(b1).

• For x > b2 we get g(x) = a1 · x + (a2 − a1) ·
(x− b1) + (a3 − a2) · (x− b2), the derivative here
is a3 and the value of g at point b2 is g(b2) =
a1 · b2 + (a2 − a1) · (b2 − b1) = ϕ(b2).

We will now prove a lemma about a single piece-
wise linear activation function, a lemma about a sin-
gle KAN layer, and finally the general theorem about
KANs.

Lemma 1. Let ϕ : R → R be a piecewise linear func-
tion with a finite number n of segments. Then there
exist a n-by-1 matrix W (1), a 1-by-n matrix W (2), a
bias vector B(1) ∈ Rn, and a bias B(2) ∈ b such that
for all x ∈ R

ϕ(x) =W (2) ReLU(W (1)x+B(1)) +B(2);

in other words, we can write ϕ as a feedforward net-
work with one hidden layer with n neurons.

Proof. Let b1, . . . , bn−1 ∈ R be the breakpoints of the
piecewise linear map ϕ, and let ai for 1 < i < n denote
the slope of ϕ on the interval [bi−1, bi) ⊂ R; by a1 we
denote the slope on (−∞, b1), and by an we denote the
slope on [bn−1,∞). Let c ∈ R be the y-intercept of the
first segment, i.e., ϕ(x) = a0x+ c for x ∈ (−∞, b1).
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Then we can take

W (1) = (a1, a2 − a1, a3 − a2, . . . , an − an−1)
T

W (2) = (1, 1, . . . , 1)

B(1) = (0,−b1,−b2, . . . ,−bn−1)

B(2) = c

A simple calculation shows that this is correct. Indeed,
W (1)x+B(1) is equal to (x, x−x1, x−x2, . . . , x−xn−1),
so for 1 ≤ i < n − 1 and x ∈ [xi, xi+1), we see that
ReLU(W (1)x + B(1)) is equal to (x, x − x1, . . . , x −
xi, 0, . . . , 0). Multiplying this by W (2), we get

a1x+ (a2 − a1)(x− b1) + . . .+ (ai+1 − ai)(x− bi)

which has a linear coefficient for x equal to ai+1, as
expected. Similarly, we can show that the slopes on the
first and last segment are correct. The coefficient B(2)

then ensures the right intercept on the first segment.
It follows that the other intercepts are also correct,
because the function is continuous and has the correct
derivative everywhere.

This demonstrates that we can convert a single acti-
vation function in a piecewise linear KAN to a ReLU
network. We use this to convert a single piecewise
linear KAN layer.

Lemma 2. Let Φ = {ϕqp}
q=1,...,nout

p=1,...,nin
: Rnin → Rnout be

a KAN layer with piecewise linear activation functions
ϕq,p with finite numbers of segments. Then there exist
matrices W (1),W (2) and bias vectors B(1), B(2) such
that for all x ∈ Rnin

Φ(x) =W (2) ReLU(W (1)x+B(1)) +B(2);

in other words, we can write Φ as a feedforward net-
work with one hidden layer.

Proof. First assume nout = 1; the function we need to
represent is then Φ(x) =

∑nin

p=1 ϕ
1
p(xp). By Lemma 1,

we can write each ϕ1p as

ϕ1p(xp) =W (2)
p ReLU(W (1)

p xp +B(1)
p ) +B(2)

p .

We can combine these results together. This process is
illustrated in Figure 3 and the equation below outlines

the matrix calculus:

Φ(x) =

nin∑
p=1

ϕ1,p(xp)

=

nin∑
p=1

W (2)
p ReLU(W (1)

p xp +B(1)
p ) +B(2)

p

=

nin∑
p=1

B(2)
p +

(
W

(2)
1 W

(2)
2 · · · W

(2)
nin

)
· ReLU



W

(1)
1 0 ... 0

0 W
(1)
2 ... 0

...
...

. . .
...

0 0 ... W
(1)
nin



x1
x2
...

xnin

+

B

(1)
1

B
(1)
2
...

B
(1)
nin




This shows that we can also write

Φ(x) =W (2) ReLU(W (1)x+B(1)) +B(2).

Now consider again the general case of nout ≥ 1. By
what we have just proven, for every q = 1, . . . , nout,
we can write

nin∑
p=1

ϕqp(xp) =W (2)
q ReLU(W (1)

q x+B(1)
q )

for some matricesW
(1)
q ,W

(2)
q , B

(1)
q , B

(2)
q . We can again

do all these computations in parallel, as illustrated on
the left-hand side of Figure 4; more rigorously, we have
the following block matrix computation:

Φ(x) =


∑nin

p=1 ϕ1,p(xp)∑nin

p=1 ϕ2,p(xp)
...∑nin

p=1 ϕnout,p(xp)



=


W

(2)
1 ReLU(W

(1)
1 x+B

(1)
1 ) +B

(2)
1

W
(2)
2 ReLU(W

(1)
2 x+B

(1)
2 ) +B

(2)
2

...

W
(2)
nout ReLU(W

(1)
noutx+B

(1)
nout) +B

(2)
nout



=


W

(2)
1 0 · · · 0

0 W
(2)
2 · · · 0

...
...

. . .
...

0 0 · · · W
(2)
nout

 · ReLU



W

(1)
1

W
(1)
2
...

W
(1)
nout

x+


B

(1)
1

B
(1)
2
...

B
(1)
nout


+


B

(2)
1

B
(2)
2
...

B
(2)
nout


so again we see that we can write

Φ(x) =W (2) ReLU(W (1)x+B(1)) +B(2).
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Figure 3: Concatenating vectors W
(1)
i1,i0

and B
(1)
i1,i0

into

vectors W
(1)
i1

and B
(1)
i1

.

Theorem 2. For every piecewise linear KAN f :
Rn → R there exists a ReLU network g : Rn → R
such that f(x) = g(x) for all x ∈ Rn.

Proof. A KAN with L layers is a composition ΦL−1 ◦
ΦL−2 ◦ . . . ◦Φ0 of L KAN layers. By Lemma 2, each
KAN layer Φℓ can be written as

Φℓ(x
(ℓ)) =W (ℓ,2) ReLU(W (ℓ,1)x(ℓ) +B(ℓ,1)) +B(ℓ,1).

When we compose two layers Φℓ+1 ◦Φℓ, the last layer
of the feedforward architecture of Φℓ is not followed by
a non-linear activation function, so it can be combined
with the first layer of Φℓ+1; this combination looks like
this:

W (ℓ+1,1)Φℓ(x
(ℓ)) +B(ℓ+1,1)

=W (ℓ+1,1)
(
W (ℓ,2) ReLU(W (ℓ,1)x(ℓ) +B(ℓ,1)) +B(ℓ,2)

)
+B(ℓ+1,1)

=W (ℓ+1,1)W (ℓ,2)︸ ︷︷ ︸
combined weights

ReLU
(
W (ℓ,1)x(ℓ) +B(ℓ,1)

)
+W (ℓ+1,1)B(ℓ,2) +B(ℓ+1,1)︸ ︷︷ ︸

combined bias

.

4.3 Class Embeddings

Let KAN(L, n, k) be the functional class of KANs
with L layers, width n = maxi=1,...,L(ni), and activa-
tion functions with at most k+1 segments. Similarly,
let ReLU(L, n) denote the class of ReLU networks
with width n and L layers.

Theorem 3. Using the notation from above, the con-
structions in Theorem 2 and Theorem 1 define the fol-
lowing embeddings:

KAN(L, n, k) ⊆ ReLU(L+ 1, n2(k + 1))

⊆ KAN(L+ 1, n2(k + 1), 1).

Figure 4: Three hidden layer network implementing a
KAN of depth two.

Proof. Our KAN-to-ReLU conversion in Theorem 2
converts a KAN with L layers into a ReLU network
with L + 1 layers (where, as is our convention, the
last layer does not include a ReLU, but is simply an
affine linear map). In the construction, each activation
function with k + 1 segments needs k + 1 hidden neu-
rons to be converted into a feed-forward architecture
(Lemma 1). Since every KAN layer has n2 activation
functions, this means we need a width of n2(k + 1).
This establishes the first embedding

KAN(L, n, k) ⊆ ReLU(L+ 1, n2(k + 1)).

Conversely, the ReLU-to-KAN conversion in Theo-
rem 1 keeps the number of layers constant. The equa-
tions at the end of the proof of Theorem 1 that define

the activation functions ϕ
l,il+1

il
, show that we use ac-

tivation functions that consist of at most 2 segments,
and the width also remains unchanged. This estab-
lishes the second embedding

ReLU(L+ 1, n2(k + 1)) ⊆ KAN(L+ 1, n2(k + 1), 1)

concluding the proof.

5 CONVERSION EFFICIENCY

Let # : F → N be a parameter counting function
on a parameterised functional class F . In the follow-
ing propositions, f, g represent KANs and ReLU net-
works. In contrast, f̂ , ĝ represent the KANs and ReLU
networks that have been converted from ReLU (as in
Theorem 1) and KAN networks (as in Theorem 2) re-
spectively.

5.1 Conversion from ReLU to KAN

Lemma 3. Let g be a ReLU network g : Rn → R with
L ∈ N hidden layers and N = [n1, n2, . . . , nL] neurons.
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Then the network has at most n×n1+nL+
∑L−1

i=1 ni×
ni+1 parameters in the weight matrices and at most

1+
∑L

i=1 ni parameters in the bias vectors, for a total
of

#(g) = 1 + n× n1 + 2 · nL +

L−1∑
i=1

(ni × ni+1 + ni).

Proposition 1. Let g be a ReLU network g : Rn → R
with L ∈ N hidden layers and N = [n1, n2, . . . , nL]

neurons. Let f̂ be the KAN as constructed in the proof
of Theorem 1. Then,

#(f̂) = #(g) + 4 · (n1 + n2 + . . .+ nL + 1).

Proof. The construction in the proof of Theorem 1
uses the same number of parameters as are in gθ and
additionally requires four parameters per application
of ReLU, of which there are n1+n2+ . . .+nL+1.

This translation is efficient as it scales linearly with the
number of neurons in the original ReLU architecture.

5.2 Conversion from KAN to ReLU

Proposition 2. Let f : Rn → Rm be a L layer KAN
network as described in Equation 1. If each ϕ has ex-
actly k segments, the total number of parameters is
given by:

#(f) = 2k

L+1∑
l=1

nlnl−1.

Proof. For each ϕl,ilil−1
, il = 1, ..., nl, il−1 =

1, ..., nl−1, l = 1, ..., L + 1 there are exactly k scalar

parameters a
l,il,il−1

j representing the slopes of the
univariate linear segments and k−1 scalar parameters
representing breakpoints bilj and the initial bias for a
total of 2k scalar parameters. Since there are nlnl−1

activation functions in layer l, the layer has nlnl−1 ·2k
parameters, for a total of #(f) = 2k

∑L
l=1 nlnl−1.

Proposition 3. Let f : Rn → R be a L layer KAN
network as described in Equation 1. Let each ϕ have
exactly k segments. Let ĝ be the ReLU network as
constructed in the proof of Theorem 2, then

#(ĝ) = 2k

L+1∑
l=1

nlnl−1.

Proof. Each weight matrix W (l) has nl columns and
each column has length

∑nl

il=1

∑nl−1

il−1=1 kϕl,il,il−1
, and

has at most
∑nl−1

il−1
kϕl,il,il−1

non-zero entries, where

kϕl,il,il−1
is the number of segments in the activation

function ϕl,ilil−1
.

Given our assumption that every activation function
has k segments this means every column has at most
k ·nl−1 non-zero entries. This means that every matrix
W (l) has k · nl−1 · nl parameters.

Analogously every bias vector B(l) has k · nl−1 · nl
parameters.

For a KAN with L hidden layers and one output layer,
we get

L+1∑
l=1

k · nl−1 · nl + k · nl−1 · nl = 2k

L+1∑
l=1

nlnl−1.

This computation relies on the assumption that only
non-zero values of W (l) are considered parameters.
Computationally, this can be implemented with sparse
matrices, in PyTorch. However, the width of the archi-
tecture is increased by a multiplicative factor: every
layer has now k · nl neurons.

6 POLYHEDRAL
DECOMPOSITION OF KANS
AND RELUS

In this section, we will relate the number of input re-
gions a model differentiates between to the number of
parameters needed to implement the model.

Let R : F → N be the total number of regions in the
polyhedral complex (the cardinality of Ω). For both
ReLU neworks and KANs we will consider how many
parameters are needed per polytope. In other words
we will consider their representational power.

6.1 Upper bound number of regions ReLU
network

We begin with ReLU networks, and we simply state
the results of previous work. The below proposition
states that the input space of a ReLU network can be
decomposed into a finite number of regions such that
the network is linear in each region, and such that
the network non-linearity occurs exactly on the region
boundaries.

Proposition 4. [Sudjianto et al. (2020)] For a ReLU
network N : Rn → R there is a finite partition Ω of
Rn of cardinality p := #Ω such that for each part ω ∈
Ω there exists a piecewise linear function f : Rn →
Rm, and its restriction on ω, denoted f |ω, is linear.
Each part is a polytope, given by the intersection of
a collection of half-spaces. All of the half-spaces are
induced by neurons.
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The below proposition gives an upper bound for the
number of regions that the input space can be decom-
posed into.

Proposition 5. [Montufar (2017)] Let g be a ReLU
network g : Rn → R with L ∈ N hidden layers and
N = [n1, n2, . . . , nL] neurons. Then the number of lin-

ear regions is upper bounded by
∏L

l=1

∑dl

j=0

(
nl

j

)
, where

dl = min{n, n1, n2, . . . , nl}, i.e.

R(g) ≤
L∏

l=1

dl∑
j=0

(
nl
j

)
.

Serra and Ramalingam (2020) find a tighter upper
bound, by considering which combinations of turned
off and turned on ReLUs are possible (activation pat-
terns).

6.2 Upper bound number of regions of a
KAN

Now we calculate an upper bound for the number of
linear regions of a KAN.

Lemma 4. Let f : Rn → Rm be a piecewise linear map
with k segments, and let g : Rm → Rl be a piecewise
linear map with k′ segments. Then the composition g◦
f is a piecewise linear map with at most k·k′ segments.

Proof. Let ω be one of the segments of f . This means
that f |ω is linear.

For every segment η of g, define ωη = ω ∩ f−1(η), the
inverse image of η in ω. Then (g ◦ f)|ωη

= g|η ◦ f |ωη
is

the composition two linear functions, and hence also
linear. So if we partition ω into at most k′ subsegments
ωη, then g◦f is linear on all those subsegments. Doing
this for all segments ω of f , we have found a partition
of the input space of f of at most k · k′ segments on
which g ◦ f is linear.

Theorem 4. Let f : Rn → R be KAN network with
L hidden layers as described in Equation 1. Suppose
that each activation function ϕ in f has at most k
segments. The total number of regions R(f) of f has
the following upper bound:

R(f) ≤ knL+
∑L−1

i=0 nini+1

where the ni are the widths of the layers.

Proof. We can write f as a composition f = ΦL ◦ . . .◦
Φ0 of KAN layers Φi : Rni → Rni+1 . We are going
to prove that each KAN layer Φi is piecewise linear
with at most knini+1 segments, so that the conclusion
follows from Lemma 4.

First, consider a function

ϕ : Rn → R, x 7→
n∑

i=1

ϕi(xi)

where each ϕi is piecewise linear with at most k seg-
ments. An example of such a function is ΦL. We will
now prove that this map is piecewise linear with at
most kn segments.

For any 1 ≤ i ≤ n, let ωi,1, . . . , ωi,k ⊂ R denote the k
segments of ϕi, and write ωi1,i2,...,in = ω1,i1×· · ·×ωn,in

for the Cartesian product of one segment for every axis
i. These ωi1,i2,...,in = ω1,i1 × · · · × ωn,in partition the
space Rn into kn segments, and on every such segment,∑

i ϕi is linear because each ϕi is linear. This proves
that ϕ is piecewise linear with at most kn segments.

Now we consider the more general function

ϕ : Rn → Rm, x 7→

(
n∑

i=1

ϕji (xi)

)
j=1,...,m

where each ϕji is a piecewise linear map with at most k
segments. All the Φℓ with 0 ≤ ℓ < L are of this form.
As we will now prove, this map is piecewise linear with
at most knm segments.

We write ϕ = (ϕ1, . . . , ϕm), i.e., we write ϕj for the

component maps ϕj : Rn → R, x 7→
∑n

i=1 ϕ
j
i (xi). Our

previous result shows that each ϕj is piecewise-linear
with at most kn segments, so for each j we have a
partition of the input space Rn into at most kn seg-
ments ωj,1, . . . , ωj,kn such that ϕj is continuous when
restricted to that segment. By picking one such seg-
ment for each 1 ≤ j ≤ m and intersecting those chosen
segments, we get (kn)m subsegments of the form

ωj1,...,jm := ω1,j1 ∩ · · · ∩ ωm,jm

that together partition the input space Rn. On each of
these subsegments ωj1,...,jm , each ϕj′ is linear, because
ωj1,...,jm is a subset of the segment ωj′,jj′ of ϕj′ . Since
this is true for each j′, the map ϕ is linear on each
such segment. This proves that ϕ is piecewise-linear
with at most knm segments, concluding the proof.

Using this upper bound, we can approximate the num-
ber of regions that can be expressed per network pa-
rameter. For ReLU networks this ratio can be approx-
imated by ∏L

l=1

∑dl

j=0

(
nl

j

)
1 + n× n1 + 2 · nL +

∑L−1
i=1 (ni × ni+1 + ni)

.

For KANs the ratio is

knL+
∑L−1

i=0 nini+1

2k
∑L+1

l=1 nl
.
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Figure 5: Sum of two activation functions that each
have one breakpoint at the origin. A 2-dimensional
hyperplane cuts through the pyramid.

This ratio is much bigger for KANs, which means that
KANs are able to represent a finer polyhedral parti-
tion with fewer parameters. While in general this may
suggest that this is a more expressive class of piecewise
linear functions, further research is needed to under-
stand what functional class is represented.

7 CONCLUSION

Our work develops the first analytical bridge between
feedforward architectures and KANs. Specifically, in
the context of piecewise linear functions, we are able
to switch between the two representations. This allows
users to leverage the trainability of ReLU networks and
convert them to (piecewise linear) KANs in order to
grab the interpretability benefits. In the other direc-
tion, transforming KANs into ReLU networks enables
researchers and users to deploy existing techniques to
analyse KANs, by importing tools from the rich liter-
ature on polyhedral decompositions (Huchette et al.,
2023), for example analysing symmetries in parameter
space (Grigsby et al., 2023) and extracting the polyhe-
dral complex computationally (Montufar et al., 2014;
Villani and Schoots, 2023; Berzins, 2023).

An important corollary of our work is that we show
that any piecewise linear function can be expressed as
a piecewise linear KAN. This statement was already
shown to be true for ReLU functions, i.e. any piece-
wise linear function can be expressed as a ReLU net-
work (He et al., 2018). Based on this fact and our
transformation from ReLU networks to KANs, we can
conclude the corollary.

In both directions we show the efficiency of our trans-

formations: the transformed model in one direction
(from ReLU to KANs) requires an extra linear term,
and in the other direction (from KANs to ReLU) it
requires no any extra non-zero parameters.

7.1 Limitations and Future Work

There are still a variety of open questions regarding the
expressivity of KANs. For example, suppose we have
a piecewise linear function ψ, what is the smallest (in
terms of parameter count) KAN f and ReLU network
g that can represent this function?

Polyhedral extraction methods, that compute the
polyhedral partition and linear coefficients of each
part, for KANs would unlock further interpretability
benefits. In particular, this would enable new insight
into how parameters affect the linear parts of KANs.

Future work could also focus on exploring methods
to represent arbitrary finite piecewise linear functions
with KANs and ReLU networks with a minimal num-
ber of parameters. This would clarify the parameter
efficiency of each architecture class, which could be
useful for reducing storage costs and in mobile appli-
cations.
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A AN ANALOGOUS CONVERSION FOR KANS WITH B-SPLINE
ACTIVATION FUNCTIONS

In this appendix, we describe a conversion that applies to KANs with B-spline activation functions rather than
KANs with piecewise linear activation functions, but that is very similar in other respects. The target of this
conversion is not a standard ReLU network: feedforward networks with ReLU activations represent piecewise
linear functions, and since KANs with B-spline activations are not necessarily piecewise linear, this is impossible.
Instead, to carry out an analogous operation, we need to introduce an unconventional architecture that combines
both ReLU activations (for the breakpoints in the splines) and monomial activations (for the polynomials).

Specifically, we convert a KAN with B-spline activations of degree at most r, to the following architecture that
we call a (ReLU, xr)-architecture. A block in this architecture consists of the following:

1. an affine linear layer Rn → R(r+1)n′
for any integers n, n′ ≥ 1; followed by

2. a ReLU layer R(r+1)n′ → R(r+1)n′
, i.e., a component-wise application of ReLU ; and lastly

3. the monomial activation functions σr : R(r+1)n′ → R(r+1)n′
that on each of the n′ copies of Rr+1 inside

R(r+1)n′
are defined by σr(y0, y1, . . . , yr) = (1, y11 , y

2
2 , . . . , y

r
r), i.e., it is the monomial xj on the j-th compo-

nent.

Converting a (ReLU, xr)-architecture to a KAN with B-splines This direction is simple, and is based
on the same idea as for piecewise linear KANs (see Theorem 1): every activation function in the (ReLU, xr)-
architecture is in particular a spline, so you can directly replace each of the 3 types of layers in a block directly
with a KAN layer.

Converting a KAN with B-splines to a (ReLU, xr)-architecture This direction is more involved, but
also roughly mimics the core ideas from the proof of Theorem 2: for each breakpoint bi in a spline, we create
intermediate neurons to represent the function x 7→ ReLU(x− bi) (similar to Figure 2), and then post-compose
these functions with monomials to create a telescoping sum of polynomials that is equal to the original spline.
(For piecewise linear KANs, we do not use monomials, but linear functions, as illustrated in Figure 2.) We do
this for every layer in the KAN, and the result is a (ReLU, xr)-architecture. The rest of this appendix explains
this construction in more detail.

Let’s first take the example of a polynomial of degree r:

p =

r∑
i=0

aix
i.

We can write:

p = Pa(x) := aσr(1
T
r+1x),

where x ∈ R,1r+1 ∈ Rr+1 is a vector of ones, a = (a0, . . . ar) ∈ Rr+1 is a vector of coefficients, and where
σr : Rr+1 → Rr+1 is the map of monomial activation functions defined above, i.e., it operates element-wise and
raises the i-th coordinate to the i-th power:

σr(y)i = yii for y = (y0, y1, . . . , yr) ∈ Rr+1.

This expression shows that we can use the monomial activation functions to create a (ReLU, xr)-network that
represents an arbitrary polynomial. It remains to show that we can combine this with the ReLU activation
functions to create splines.

For a polynomial Pa as above and a threshold b ∈ R, we define P b
a as the polynomial that satisfies

P b
a(x) := Pa(x+ b).
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With this polynomial and the ReLU activation function, we can create a (ReLU, xr)-network that exactly
represents the function

P b
a(ReLU(x− b)).

This function has the useful property that on x ≥ b, it is equal to Pa(x), and on x ≤ b, it is constant and equal
to Pa(b).

Having shown that we can represent the functions P b
a(x) in a (ReLU, xr)-architecture, we can now use these

functions to represent any single-valued B-spline with finitely many pieces as follows. Given a B-spline, let
b1, . . . , bk−1 denote the breakpoints between the segments, and denote the k polynomial functions on the poly-
nomial segments by Pa1(x), . . . , Pak

(x). (This is similar to Figure 2, but with polynomials instead of linear
functions.) This B-spline is exactly represented by the function

Pa1(x) + (P b1
a2

− P b1
a1
)(ReLU(x− b1)) + ...+ (P

bk−1
ak − P

bk−1
ak−1 )(ReLU(x− bk−1)). (2)

This can be easily checked using the property for P b
a mentioned above, from which it follows that for any 1 ≤ i ≤ k

and x ≤ bi, all but the first i terms cancel out, and the first i terms form a telescoping sum that is equal to
Pa1

(x) + (Pa2
(x)− Pa1

(x)) + . . .+ (Pai
(x)− Pai−1

(x)) = Pai
(x). This is analogous to what we do in the proof

of Lemma 1.

The function in Equation (2) can be represented by the (ReLU, xr)-architecture because it is a sum of polynomials
that can be represented by the (ReLU, xr)-architecture. We can now reason in the same way as in the main text:
because we can convert the activation functions in the KAN, we can stack and concatenate (ReLU, xr)-networks
to convert the entire KAN.


