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Abstract

In deep learning theory, a critical question is to understand how neural networks
learn hierarchical features. In this work, we study the learning of hierarchical polyno-
mials of multiple nonlinear features using three-layer neural networks. We examine
a broad class of functions of the form f* = ¢* o p, where p : R¢ — R” represents
multiple quadratic features with » < d and g* : R” — R is a polynomial of degree
p. This can be viewed as a nonlinear generalization of the multi-index model [Damian
et al., 2022], and also an expansion upon previous work that focused only on a single
nonlinear feature, i.e. » = 1 [Nichani et al., 2023; Wang et al., 2023].

Our primary contribution shows that a three-layer neural network trained via lay-
erwise gradient descent suffices for

» complete recovery of the space spanned by the nonlinear features

* efficient learning of the target function f* = ¢g* o p or transfer learning of f =
g o p with a different link function

within O (d*) samples and polynomial time. For such hierarchical targets, our result
substantially improves the sample complexity ©(d?P) of the kernel methods, demon-
strating the power of efficient feature learning. It is important to highlight that our
results leverage novel techniques and thus manage to go beyond all prior settings such
as single-index and multi-index models as well as models depending just on one non-
linear feature, contributing to a more comprehensive understanding of feature learning
in deep learning.



1 Introduction

Deep neural networks have achieved remarkable empirical success across numerous do-
mains of artificial intelligence [Krizhevsky et al., 2012; He et al., 2016]. This success can
be largely attributed to their ability to extract latent features from real-world data and de-
compose complex targets into hierarchical representations, which improves test accuracy
[He et al., 2016] and allows efficient transfer learning [Devlin, 2018]. These feature learn-
ing capabilities are widely regarded as a core strength of neural networks over non-adaptive
approaches such as kernel methods [Wei et al., 2020; Bai and Lee, 2020].

Despite these empirical achievements, the feature learning capabilities of neural net-
works are less well understood from a theoretical point of view. Previous work on feature
learning has shown that two-layer neural networks can learn multiple linear features of
the input [Damian et al., 2022], that is, multi-index models. However, the two-layer ar-
chitecture inherently limits the network’s ability to represent and learn nonlinear features
[Daniely, 2017]. Given that many real-world scenarios involve diverse and nonlinear fea-
tures, recent studies have shifted focus to investigating the learning of nonlinear features
using deeper neural networks. Safran and Lee [2022]; Ren et al. [2023]; Nichani et al.
[2023]; Wang et al. [2023] have demonstrated that three-layer networks, when trained via
gradient descent, can efficiently learn hierarchical targets of the form h = g o p, where p
represents certain types of features such as the norm |x| or a quadratic form x" Ax. How-
ever, these studies are limited to relatively simple hierarchical functions and mainly focus
on targets of a single feature. It remains unclear whether neural networks can efficiently
learn a wider range of hierarchical functions, particularly those that depend on multiple
nonlinear features. This leads us to the following central question:

Can neural networks adaptively identify multiple nonlinear features from the hierarchical
targets by gradient descent, thereby allowing an efficient learning for such targets?

1.1 Main Contributions

In this paper, we provide strong theoretical evidence that three-layer neural networks have
the ability to learn multiple hidden nonlinear features. Specifically, we study the problem
of learning any hierarchical polynomial with multiple quadratic features using a three-layer
network trained via layer-wise gradient descent. Our main contributions are summarized
as follows:

* A Novel Analytic Framework for Multi-Nonlinear Feature Learning. We demon-
strate that when the target function belongs to a broad class of the form f* = ¢g* o p,
where p : RY — RR" represents r quadratic (nonlinear) features and ¢* is a link
function, the first step of gradient descent efficiently learns and recovers the space
spanned by these nonlinear features p within only O(d*) samples. We remark that
our proof techniques are also applicable to general nonlinear features. The core tech-

nical novelty is that we develop a novel and general universality argument (Lemma



1) that bridges multi nonlinear feature models to multi-index models, which allows
for an accurate reconstruction of the features through a simple linear transformation
on the learned representations with small approximation error (Proposition 1)

* Improved Sample Complexity and Efficient Transfer Learning. Leveraging the
learned features in the first GD step, we prove that when the link function g* is a
polynomial of degree p, the gradient descent on the outer layer can achieves a van-
ishing generalization error with a small outer width and at most O(r®®)) additional
training samples, removing the dependence on d (Theorem 1). This significantly
improves upon the sample complexity of kernel methods, which require ©(d??) sam-
ples. Moreover, our analysis enables efficient transfer learning for any other target
function of the form f = ¢ o p with a different link function g, which also only
requires O(r°®)) additional samples.

1.2 Related Works

Kernel Methods. Earlier research links the behavior of gradient descent (GD) on the en-
tire network to its linear approximation near the initialization. In this scenario, neural net-
works act as kernels, known as the Neural Tangent Kernel (NTK). This connection bridges
neural network analysis with established kernel theory and offers initial learning guaran-
tees for neural networks [Jacot et al., 2018; Soltanolkotabi et al., 2018; Du et al., 2018;
Chizat et al., 2019; Arora et al., 2019]. However, kernel theory fails to explain the superior
empirical achievements of neural networks over kernel methods [Arora et al., 2019; Lee
etal., 2020; E et al., 2020]. Networks in the kernel regime fail to learn features [ Yang and
Hu, 2021], not adaptable to hierarchical structures of real world targets. Ghorbani et al.
[2021] proves that for uniformly distributed data on the sphere, the NTK method requires
Q(d*) samples to learn any polynomials of degree k in d dimensions, which is impractical
when £k is large. Thus, a central question is how neural networks can detect and capture
the underlying hierarchies in the target functions, which allows for a better generalization
behavior versus kernel methods.

Learning Linear Features. Recent studies have demonstrated neural networks’ capabil-
ity to learn hierarchical functions of linear features more efficiently than kernel methods.
Specifically, Bietti et al. [2022]; Ba et al. [2022] establish the efficient learning of single-
index models, i.e., f*(x) = g((u,x)). Furthermore, recent works Damian et al. [2022];
Abbe et al. [2023]; Dandi et al. [2023a]; Bietti et al. [2023] further demonstrate that for
isotropic data, two-layer or three-layer neural networks can effectively learn multi-index
models of the form f*(x) = g(Ux). These studies adopt certain modified training algo-
rithms, such as layer-wise training. With sufficient feature learning, these networks can
learn low-rank polynomials with a benign sample complexity of O(d®™), which does not
scale with the degree of the polynomial g. Empirically, fully connected networks trained
via gradient descent on image classification tasks also capture low-rank features [Lee et al.,



2007; Radhakrishnan et al., 2022]. More recently, the learning of single-index and multi-
index models is analyzed with more advanced algorithm framework or specified data struc-
ture. Mousavi-Hosseini et al. [2024] considers learning general multi-index models with
two-layer neural networks through a mean-field Langevin dynamics, Dandi et al. [2024b];
Lee et al. [2024] goes beyond the traditional Correlational Statistical Query (CSQ) setting
and consider algorithms that reuse samples for feature learning. Mousavi-Hosseini et al.
[2023]; Ba et al. [2023]; Wang et al. [2024] considers learning linear features with struc-
tured data (such as data with a spiked covariance) rather than the commonly considered
isotropic one. Cui et al. [2024]; Dandi et al. [2024a] study the spectral structure revealed
in the learned features with one huge gradient step through a spiked random feature model
to understand the mechanism of feature learning in neural networks.

Learning Nonlinear Features. Previous studies indicate that neural networks can effec-
tively learn specific hierarchies of nonlinear features. Safran and Lee [2022] shows that GD
can efficiently learn functions such as 1>, with a three-layer network. Ren et al. [2023]
demonstrates that ReLLU(1 — ||x||) can be learned by a multi-layer mean-field network.
Moniri et al. [2024] studies the nonlinear feature learning capabilities of two-layer neural
networks with one step of gradient descent. Allen-Zhu and Li[2019, 2020] explore learning
target functions of the form p + a.g o p with p being the underlying feature through a three-
layer residual network, though they either need & = 04(1) or cannot reach vanishing error.
More recent works have addressed a broader class of nonlinear features compared with the
previous research and demonstrate that three-layer neural networks can learn these hidden
features efficiently. Specifically, Nichani et al. [2023] demonstrates that a three-layer net-
work trained with layer-wise GD algorithm effectively learns g o p for a quadratic feature
p(x) = x" Ax with an improved sample complexity of ©(d*). As a follow-up, Wang et al.
[2023] further demonstrates that such a network can in fact efficiently learn g o p for p
within a broad subclass of degree £ polynomials and optimizes the sample complexity to
O(dk). However, all of these studies focus on a single nonlinear feature, limiting their
applicability to scenarios involving multiple features. Our work addresses this gap by es-
tablishing the first theoretical guarantee for efficiently learning hierarchical polynomials of
multiple nonlinear features, which significantly broadens the learnable function class and
advances towards a better understanding of feature learning.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Notations

We use bold letters to denote vectors and matrices. For a vector v, we denote its Euclidean
norm by ||v||,. For a matrix A, we denote its operator and Frobenius norm as ||A||, and
|A||g, respectively. For any positive integer n, we denote [n] = {1,2,...,n}. Moreover,
for any indexes ¢ and j, we denote ;; = 1if ¢ = j and 0 otherwise. We use O, © and (2




to hide absolute constants. In addition, we denote f < g when there exists some positive
absolute constant C' with f < C'g. We use O, © and €2 to ignore logarithmic terms. For a
function f : X — R and a distribution v on X, we denote | f{| ., v,y = (EXNU[\f(x)\p])l/p.
When the domain is clear from context, we write || f||;, for simplicity. Finally, we write
E, as the shorthand for E.., sometimes.

2.2 Problem Setup

Data distribution Our aim is to learn the target function f* : X — R, with X C R?
being the input space. Throughout the paper, we assume X = S%~1 (\/EZ), that is, the sphere
with radius v/d in d dimensions. Also, we consider the data distribution to be the uniform
distribution on the sphere, i.e., x ~ Unif(X’), and we draw two independent datasets D;,
Ds, each with ny and ns i.i.d. samples, respectively. Thus, we draw n, + ny samples in
total.

Target function For the target function f* : RY — R, we assume they are hierarchical
functions of r quadratic features

f*(X) = g*(p(X)> = g* (XTA1X, XTA2X7 s 7XTATX) .

This structure represents a broad class of functions where p(x) = [x " A;x, x" Ayx, ..., x A, x|"
represents r quadratic features, and g* : R™ — R is a link function. Here we consider the

case r < d. To simplify our analysis while maintaining generality, we make the following
assumptions:

Assumption 1 (Orthogonal quadratic features). For any i, j € [r|, we suppose

E, [XTAZ-X} =0, Ey [(XTA,'X)(XTA]-X)] =0y and [|Aq]l,, < %

Here we assume k1 = poly(logd).

The first assumption is equivalent to tr(A;) = 0 for any ¢ € [r]. For A; such that
tr(A;) # 0, we could simply subtract the mean of the feature to A}, = A; — (tr(A;)/d) - I
S0

x Alx =x"(A; — (tr(Ay)/d) - T)x = x" A;x — tr(A,).

The second assumption on the feature orthonormality can be attained via linear transfor-
mation on the features, preserving the overall function class. The third assumption on the
operator norm bound ensures that the features are balanced, which is common in the non-
linear feature learning literature [Nichani et al., 2023; Wang et al., 2023]. Moreover, we
note that when the entries of A; are sampled i.i.d., the assumption is satisfied with high
probability by standard random matrix arguments.



Assumption 2 (Well-conditioned link function). For the link function g*, we assume g* is a
degree-p polynomial with E, [g*(z)?] = ©(1), where z ~ N'(0,1,) and p € Nis a constant.
Moreover, we assume the expected Hessian H = E, [V?g*(z)] € R™*" is well-conditioned,
i.e., there exists a constant C'y such that A\, (H) > C—\/fg

This assumption ensures the link function adequately emphasizes all r features, pre-
venting degeneracy to a lower-dimensional subspace. The second-moment condition is
achievable through simple normalization.

Assumption 3 (Prepocessed target function). For the entire target function f*, we assume
Po(f*) = Ex[f*(x)] = 0 and | Po(f*)|| 2 < wo/V/d. Here Py is the projection onto the
function space of degree k spherical harmonics on the sphere Sd_l(\/a), and ko satisfies
ko = poly(r,log d).

We will give a rigorous definition of P, in Section 2.3.1. This assumption is analo-
gous to a preprocessing procedure conducted in Damian et al. [2022], which subtracts out
the mean and linear component of the features from the target. The zero-mean condition
ensures the network focuses on learning the function’s variability rather than a constant
offset. While Nichani et al. [2023]; Wang et al. [2023] assume the link function g has
non-zero linear component, we rather assume ¢ has a nearly zero linear component, which
prevents the target function from being dominated by a single linear combination of the
quadratic features and keeps the learned representation space from collapsing to the one-
dimenional space of that certain linear combination. This is an essential difference between
single-feature and multi-feature learning, because our assumptions ensure that the network
genuinely learns to represent and distinguish all r features rather than conflate them, while
assumptions in Nichani et al. [2023]; Wang et al. [2023] represent a degenerate case that
neural network may only learn the dominant linear combination of the r features. We
provide examples and counterexamples as follows.

Remark 1. These assumptions accommodate a wide range of target functions. For in-
2 ) : )

stance, f*(x) = \/L; > per (xTARx)" — /1 satisfies Assumption 3 with ky < /rk; for

any {ak}ke[r] under Assumption 1. Moreover, for diagonal A, with A, = diag(ay),

where a;, as, . . ., a, are orthogonal zero-sum vectors with entries ax; € {+c/ \/E}, we can

achieve ko = 0. Here ¢ = O(1) is a normalizing constant. Notably, linear combinations

of features like f(x) = \/%7 et (XTAkX) violate our assumptions, since it represents a

degenerate case with ||Pa(f)|;2 = || fll;2 = O(1).

Three-layer neural network We adopt a standard three-layer neural network for learn-
ing the target functions. Let m;, ms be the two hidden layer widths, and oy, o2 be
two activation functions. Our learner is a three-layer neural network parameterized by
0 = (a,W,b, V), where a € R™, W € R™*™2 b € R™, and V € R™*9 The



network f(x;60) is defined as
1« 1
f(x;0) = — Z a;o1((w;,02(Vx)) +b;) = — Z a;on ((wi, h@(x)) + b). (1)

m m
Lz L

Here, w; € R™ is the i-th row of W , and h(O)(x) := 05(Vx) € R™ is the random
feature embedding lying in the innermost layer. We initialize each row of V to be drawn
uniformly on the sphere of radius v/d, i.e., VEO) ~ Unif(S1(v/d)). For a, b and W, we
use a symmetric initialization so that f(x;0(®) = 0 [Chizat et al., 2019]. Explicitly, we
assume that m is an even number and for any j € [m, /2|, we initialize the paramters as

a§0) = —a%_ ~ Unif({-1,1}), WJ(O) =w ~ N(0,€l,,,), and b§0) =¥

mi1—j mi—j mi—j — 0.
Here € > 0 is a hyperparameter to control the magnitude of the initial neurons. Different
from Nichani et al. [2023] where the weights w; are initialized at zeros, we require a
random initialization, which enables the learned weights to capture the multiple features
in all directions instead of converging to a specific direction like the previous results for
learning a single feature.

For the activation functions o; and o9, we have the following assumptions:

Assumption 4 (Activation Function). We take the outer activation function o, and the
inner activation function oy as

20t| -1, [t =1, -
ol(t):{ 2 <1 and ag(t):;ciQi(t), 2)

where Q;(t) is the i-th degree Gegenbauer polynomial in the d-dimensional space. More-
over, we assume there exist constants C,, o, such that |oy(t)| < C, for |t| < d, and
Ex [05(x"14)] < d7*Cy, for k = 2,4. We assume c; = O(1), and Cs, Cy and {c;};°, are
all constants independent of n, d, m, and ms.

We remark the outer activation o is a slightly modified version of the absolute value
function |t|, smoothed around the origin. The assumptions on o, are based on the Gegen-
bauer expansion, often considered in the spherical analysis (introduced in Section 2.3.2).
Compared to standard inner activations, we remove the constant term (Q(¢f) = 1) and
the linear term (Q(¢t) = t/d) to focus on learning nonlinear features without low-order
interference. Importantly, these assumptions on activation functions maintain significant
generality. The assumptions on magnitude and moments are satisfied by many common
activation functions with appropriate scaling. The core assumption in the Gegenbauer ex-
pansion is the non-zero component of )s, i.e., c2 = ©(1), which we rely on for a subspace
recovery of the r quadratic features while other assumptions are made to simplify our anal-
ysis since other components in inner activation will lead to useless noises or biases in the
weights after training. Moreover, if we consider higher degree nonlinear features such as
degree ¢ polynomials, we expect that o has sufficient emphasis on (), for efficient feature
learning.

Remark 2. 05(t) = Qo(t) = % is an example of the inner activation function.
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Training Algorithm Following Nichani et al. [2023], our network is trained via layer-
wise gradient descent with sample splitting. Throughout the training process, we freeze
the innermost layer weights V. In the first stage, the second layer weights W are trained
for one step with a specified learning rate 7; and weight decay ;. In the second stage, we
reinitialize the bias b and train the outer layer weights a for 7" — 1 steps.

Transfer Learning We remark that our algorithm allows transfer learning of a different
target function f that shares the same features of the original target:

(%) = flx) =g (x"Aix,x Asx,...,x AX) (transferred target)

In this case, we switch the target function from f* = ¢*(p) to f = g(p) in the second
training stage. For the loss function, we use the standard squared loss:

{n—z > xen, (f(x;0) — f*(x))2 (original),
2

LY = — Z (f(x;0) — f*(x))%, L) = Ly (f(x;0) — f(x))” (transferred).

nl XEDl
This layer-wise training approach, combined with the ability to perform transfer learning,
provides a powerful framework for learning and adapting to hierarchical functions with
hidden features [Kulkarni and Karande, 2017; Damian et al., 2022; Nichani et al., 2023].

The pseudocode for the entire training procedure is presented in Algorithm 1.

Algorithm 1 Layer-wise training algorithm
Input: Learning rates 7y, 1o, weight decay \q, Ao, parameter €, number of steps 7’
initialize a, b, W and V.
train W on dataset D,
WO WO — ) [Vw LD () + A, WO)]
end
re-initialize
b ~ Unif([=3,3)), i € [m4]
al V) a0 vO
6 «— (a®, WO b V)

end
rain a on dataset D,
fort =2to 1T do
‘ a® « alt=1) — 1, [V, L (0D) 4 Npalt—D)
end
end
return Prediction function f(-;6)): x — - (al™, o, (WWh (x) + b))

-




2.3 Technical Background: Analysis Over the Sphere

We briefly introduce spherical harmonics and Gegenbauer polynomials, which forms the
foundation of our analysis over the sphere S%~! (\/E) For more details, see Appendix A.S.

2.3.1 Spherical Harmonics

Let 7,_; be the uniform distribution on S*~!(+/d). Consider functions in L*(S**(v/d), 74_1),
with scalar product and norm denoted as (-, -) 72 and ||-|| ;.. For £ € Z, let V;, be the lin-
ear space of homogeneous harmonic polynomials of degree ¢ restricted on Sdil(\/a). The
set { V¢ }e=o forms an orthogonal basis of the L? space, with dimension dim(V;,) = O(d").
For each ¢ € 7, the spherical harmonics {Y7 ; } jc((a,¢)) form an orthonormal basis of V.
Moreover, we denote by P, the orthogonal projections to V; 5, which can be written as

B(d,k)

Pr(f)(x) = Z (fs Yie) 12V o(x).

(=1

We also define P, = Zi:(} Pr, Pst =1 — Py, Pey = Pep_1, and Py = Poyq.

2.3.2 Gegenbauer Polynomials

Corresponding to the degree ¢ spherical harmonics in the d-dimension space, the ¢-th
Gegenbauer polynomial @), : [—d,d] — R is a polynomial of degree ¢. The set {Q;}s0
forms an orthogonal basis on L?([—d, d], 74_1), where 7,_; is the distribution of v/d(x, e;)
when x ~ 7,;_;. In particular, these polynomials are normalized so that Q,(d) = 1. We
present the explicit forms of Gegenbauer polynomials of degree no more than 2:

t?—d

Qo(t) =1, Ql(t) = E m

1 and Qy(t) =

Gegenbauer polynomials are directly related to spherical harmonics, leading to a num-
ber of elegant properties. We provide further details on these properties in Appendix A.5.

3 Main results

The following is our main theorem, which bounds the population absolute loss of Algo-
rithm 1:

Theorem 1. Suppose ny,mo = ﬁ(d“). Let 6 be the output of Algorithm 1 after T =
poly(nqi, ne, my, mo, d) steps. Then, there exists a set of hyper-parameters (€,m;1, 12, A1, \2)
such that, with high probability over the initialization of parameters and draws of Dy, Ds,



we have

5

2p 2
R ~ rPK dbppt1 d?rptlt Pt
oo -o| s

F0x0) = f1(x) o \/min(ml,ng) +\/ ma +\/ ny + dl/6

vV vV
Complexity of g* Feature Learning Error

Moreover, for any other degree p polynomial g : R — R with ||g| ;. < 1, by substituting
the target function f* = g* o p by f = g o p in the second training stage, we can achieve

the same result for learning the new target function.

The full proof is provided in Appendix D.1. To interpret the results, we provide the
following discussion of Theorem 1.

Feature learning error This terms quantifies the requirements on the first-stage sample
complexity and the inner width to sufficiently capture the non-linear features. Given d > r,
if the width my = Q(d°r*™) and the sample size n; = Q(d* + d*?™), we can fully cap-
ture the underlying feature information and approximate any degree p polynomials of the
features. We will demonstrate how Algorithm 1 learns these features through the learned
representations in Proposition 1 and express hierarchical polynomials in Proposition 2.

Complexity of g This term is the second-stage sample (and width) complexity given
that the r features have been fully captured in the first stage. Moreover, for a sufficiently
preprocessed target function, i.e., ko = (1), we achieve the standard results of O(r?)
complexity in learning a degree-p polynomial in the r-dimensional space in the kernel
regime.

Transfer learning Leveraging the two-stage structure of training, we can learn a differ-
ent target function in the second stage that shares the same features with the original target.
This also supports the fact that we have fully captured the information of the r nonlin-
ear features in the first stage, making it possible for the efficient learning with a different
polynomial head g. Moreover, by viewing the first stage as a pre-training process with
Q(d* + d?rP+1) samples, only additional O(rPk5”) samples are required to learn any degree

p polynomial of the features, which gets rid of the polynomial dependence on the ambient
dimension of d.

Comparison with previous works Compared with the sample complexity of ﬁ(dQT’ +
dr?) in Damian et al. [2022] for learning multi-index models, we have a similar polynomial
dependence on r, and the dependence on d increases from d? to d* because of the increased
complexity of quadratic features rather than linear ones. Moreover, our approach signifi-
cantly improves upon the ©(d??) sample complexity required by kernel methods to learn

10



degree p polynomials of quadratic features (i.e., degree 2p polynomials of the input). Cru-
cially, our polynomial dependence on d in the overall sample complexity is independent of
the degree p of the link function g.

Near optimality of the sample complexity We remark that our sample complexity of
O(d*) is nearly optimal with respect to d for all algorithms that use one step of gradient
descent for feature learning. Our assumptions on the target functions imply that the leap
index! of our target functions are basically 4 (more specifically, the second order informa-
tion of g o p, where p are quadratic features), and we also utilize P,( f) for recovering the
subspace of the r quadratic features, which will be discussed in details in Section 4. Dandi
et al. [2023b] indicates that £2(d*) samples are required for an efficient learning of terms in
P4(f*), which substantiates the near optimality of our result.

4 Proof Roadmap of Theorem 1

The proof of Theorem 1 unfolds in two training stages. First, by a novel universality argu-
ment (Lemma 1), we show that after the first training stage, with sufficient training samples,
the network learns to fully extract out the hidden features p (Proposition 1). Next, we show
that during the second stage, the network is capable of expressing the link function with a
mild outer width m, (Proposition 2). We conclude the proof through standard Rademacher
complexity analysis to quantify the generalization error of the second-stage model (detailed
in Appendix D.1).

4.1 Stage 1: Learning the Features

We provide a brief analysis on the learned representations after the first training stage.
Denote w; = e*1w§-0) ~ N(0,1,,). According to Algorithm 1, by setting € sufficiently

small, after one-step gradient descent on W, we know for each j € [m],

(0)

a:
mV 0 L0) = —m 2. — Z £ (x)hO(x)0f ((ew;, WO (xy)))
! m x€D1
2em 0 T
— ——CL Xz h Xz Ww;.
o Epj il Vx) W,
By taking 7y = 321~ - 7) for some 1) > 0 to be chosen later and A, = n; ', we have
(1) _ 0 _ (0) O _ il (0) h©® .
W, =W, m [ngmﬁ(@ )—l—/\le ] = nl Z f ) ( ) W

'The leap index of a target function f* is the first integer £ that P, f* # 0. Our assumptions imply a
diminishing P.4(f*) and a non-degenerate P4 (f*) as d — oo.

11



Then for any second-stage training sample x’ € D,, the inner-layer representation becomes

(

x€Dq

=y <Wﬂ’nm > ) (O x >h<0><x'>>h<0><xi>>.

x€Dy

h() ()

Our main contribution in this part is that the first-step trained presentations representations
h)(x) approximately spans the space of the target features (x ' A1x, X' AoX, ..., x" A,x).
Thus, the target features p(x) can be reconstructed through a linear transformation from
the learned representations h(")(x), which is formalized in the following proposition.

Proposition 1 (Reconstruct the feature). Suppose mo,ny = §~2(d4). With high probability
jointly on 'V, Dy and D, there exists a matrix B* € R™*™2 such that for any x € Dy, we

have
. d3r dr '
IB'hY(x) - p(x)|, = <\/m_2 N + d1/6>. 3)

The proof is provided in Appendix B.3. We summarize the main idea of the proof as
follows.

Universality of features The foundation of the proof lies in the universality result that the
joint distribution of the multiple features p is approximately multivariate standard Gaus-
sian:

(x"Aix,x"Asx, ..., x" A,x) 2 N0, 1), d>r.

It is worth mentioning that we provide a general universality theory that quantifies the
difference between the distribution of any r-dimensional function (not limited in quadratic
forms) and the r-dimensional Gaussian distribution, which is presented in Lemma 1.

Lemma 1 (Universality of vector-valued functions). Suppose X ~ N(0,1;) is an d-
dimensional standard Gaussian variable. If a function p : RY — R” satisfies Ex [p(X)] =
0, and Cov(p(X), p(X)) = L., then we have

Wl(LaW(p(X)%N(O,L))<%<ZE[HW¢( ”4) <ZE[HW [ ]”“)_

Here p(x) = [p1(x), p2(X), . .., p.(x)] " and W denotes the Wasserstein-1 distance.

12



| Proof Idea of Proposition 1 | <]Ex [f*(x)Yz(x)®2],Y2 ® Y2>
R : Q R :
o= + Pa(f7) + |

I 2 (universality)

9" (p) = + (E.[g"(2)2"*],p @ p) +
l sy | o ﬂ """""""""" ®
{h(l)(xl)]j% Low order terms + <Ex [f*(X)Yz(X)®2} LYo (v) ® Y2(X’)> + High order terms
(Controlled by Assumption 3)

Q (universality)

Linearly reconstruct p(x’) through  (E,[¢*(2)z®*],p(v;) ® p(x)) =~ p(v;) Hp(x) ,j € [ma]

Figure 1: The proof idea of Proposition 1. Block 1 characterizes the constant and linear
terms of ¢g*, which is approximately equivalent to the low-order terms P_4(f*) by our uni-
versality theory and results into biases in the learned weights h®") (x) after Stage 1. This
bias is vanishing with d — oo by our assumptions on Py(f*) and P(f*). Block 2 de-
scribes the second-order information of ¢g* (approximately P4( f*)), which is of the greatest
importance and captured by the quadratic component c,()5(+) in the inner activation oo(-)
and converted into quantities spanned by the r quadratic features p. Block 3 represents the
remaining terms of f*, which leads to high-order nuisance in the learned weights, but still
dominated by the second term due to Assumption 2 when d is large, which enables us to
utilize the terms in blue (resulted from Block 2) to reconstruct the features efficiently.
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The proof is provided in Appendix A.2. This lemma extends the previous universality
results of univariate Gaussian approximation theory [Chatterjee, 2007] to the multivariate
version and could be of independent interest for the field of high dimensional probability
theory. As a corollary, when we take p to be r quadratic features satisfying Assumption
1, we ensure the W, distance is bounded by O(r?/+/d) (see Lemma 16 in the appendix
for the formal statement). This approximation error finally contributes to third term in the
error bound of Proposition 1 (Equation (3)).

Utilizing the second-order information of g* Lemma 1 establishes a crucial link be-
tween our model and the multi-index model studied by Damian et al. [2022]. This connec-
tion allows us to simplify the analysis on non-linear features and utilize the second-order
information of the link function g* to fully recover the feature space. In the context of
multi-index models where f*(x) = ¢*(p(x)) with p(x) = Ux, it has been shown that
for a prepossessed target with a non-degenerate expected Hessian H = E, [V2¢*(z)], the
learned representations, dominated by the degree 2 component of f* which takes form
Ex [f*(x)x®?] ~ UTHU, are spanned by {u; ® u;}; je;,j- Extending this to our setting
with quadratic features and applying the universality argument from Lemma 1, we demon-
strate that the degree 4 component of our f*, namely E, [f*(x)Y(x)®?], is approximately
spanned by the quantities {A; ® A}, jcj), which is formalized in Proposition 3 in Ap-
pendix B.1. Here Y.(x) represents the tensorized quadratic spherical harmonics. Under
Assumption 3, it turns out that after the first step of GD (Stage 1 of Algorithm 1), the
learned representations are dominated by this degree 4 component (Proposition 4 in Ap-
pendix B.2). This domination enables efficient recovery of the ”span” of the hidden features
p. For a visual representation of our proof strategy, we also present our main idea of the
proof in Figure 1. Remarkably, we find that the reconstruction matrix admits a surprisingly
simple form of B* o« H™![p(vy),p(va), ..., P(Vm,)]. We provide empirical support for
the effectiveness of this reconstruction through experiments in Section 5.

4.2 Stage 2: Learning the Link Function

By the deduction above, after the first training stage, the model becomes a random-feature
model [Rahimi and Recht, 2007]:

Lo LN ©) NG
F(x;6) :E;ajm(naj (wj;, B () + 1Y) @)

Here 0 = (a, W b V), with a = [a1,as,...,am,]" € R™ being the trainable
parameters in the second stage. Leveraging the construction in Proposition 1, we can
construct a corresponding weight vector a in the outer layer to express the polynomial

9(B'h(x)) = g(p(x)).

14



Proposition 2 (Expressivity of the second-stage model). Suppose g is a degree p poly-
nomial with ||g||;>= S 1. Then there exists a learning rate 1 such that, with high prob-

ability over Dy, Dy, W and 'V, there exists a* € R™ such that the parameter 0* =
(a*, W) b V) achieves a small empirical loss:

_ a* | | 2 A6yl d2rrtl r2p+4
i 9* 2: || 2
Z (x:0) — 9(p(x))) (m% R e

XEDQ
Here a* satisfies ||a*||5 = O (mlrpf-@%p) :

The proof is provided in Appendix C.1. We provide following discussions.

Error propagation To explain the increased polynomial dependence on r, we remark
that the approximation error in Proposition 1 gets multiplied by the averaged Lipschitz
smoothness of the link function g, which is upper bounded by O(r%). This product is
then squared due to the use of squared loss in Proposition 2.

Reduced complexity of a Moreover, we remark that the complexity of a, i.e., ||a||,, gets
rid of the polynomial dependence on d, which is greatly reduced compared with a naive
> = ©(myd®). This directly saves the second-
stage sample complexity n; and the outer width m,, since ni,m; = O(m;* ||a*||§) is
required for efficient approximation and generalization [Ghorbani et al., 2021]. We also
examine this reduced dependency by comparing our model with a naive random feature
model in learning hierarchical target functions in Section 5.

Arbitrariness of ¢ Thanks to the two-stage architecture and the sufficient learning of the
features, the choice on the link function g can be an arbitrary degree p polynomial, not
limited to the truth target g*. This allows us to conduct transfer learning tasks in Stage 2 of
Algorithm 1.

Finally, by standard Rademacher complexity analysis on the random feature model
presented in Appendix D.1, we conclude our proof.

S Numerical Experiments

We empirically verify Theorem 1 and Proposition 1. We consider learning functions with
r = 3 quadratic features. Regarding the target function, we choose the target functions to
be of the form

fipo0) =2 d’p(xv) _5 [f(“’p)(]x)], with fa,(x) = Z (x"Ax)", peN. (5
ar| fqp(x —
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For the underlying features, we take p(x) = [x'A;x,x" Ayx, x"Azx]" with A, =
diag (c- ax), and ¢ > 0 is a normalizing constant. To ensure the orthogonality of the
features and tr(Aj) = 0, we choose the ambient dimension d to be divisible by 4 and take
ay to be

a; = Vec([1,1,-1,-1]), ay = Vec([1,—1,1,—1]), and a3 = Vec ([1,-1,-1,1]).

Here 1 is a vector of ones in d/4 dimensions, and ¢ = 4/ %2 to ensure that E [(x"Ajx)?] =

1foreachk =1,2,3.

For the network architecture, we choose o7 as per (2) and o5 = ()5, with network sizes
set to my = 10000 and me = 20000. We compare our proposed model (4) (given by
Algorithm 1) against the naive random-feature model defined as

/ 1 S /
FE0) = -3 agon (nal” (w00 ) + 057, (6)
j=1

where a is the only trainable parameter throughout the training process. Our experiments
involve learning f7, withp = 4 and d € {8,16,32}. To examine our model’s transfer
learning capabilities, we also train the model on an initial target function 7, with d = 16
and n; = 2'6 in the first stage, then transfer to targets Ji, withp = 4,6,8. For each task,
we explore a range of sample sizes from 2% to 2!6. The results of these experiments are
presented in Figure 2.

Improved sample complexity and Polynomial dependence on d The left panel of Fig-
ure 2 demonstrates that our model outperforms the naive random-feature model across all
dimensions. As the dimension d increases, both models show larger test errors, but our
model exhibits less sensitivity to d. This aligns with our theoretical analysis in Theorem 1
that the sample complexity of kernel methods should be Q(d*~*) times greater than that
of our model. Moreover, we redraw Figure 2 by plotting the test error against log,; n. As
shown in Figure 3, the loss curves for our model (Algorithm 1) align closely for different
values of d, indicating that it achieves low error rates with only O(d*) samples. In stark
contrast, the naive random feature model exhibits significant separation between curves
for different d values, requiring more than O(d*) samples to achieve comparable error
rates. This graphical evidence powerfully demonstrates how our approach eliminates the
dependence on dimension ©(d?) presented in kernel methods, resulting in substantially
improved sample complexity in high-dimensional settings.

Efficient transfer learning The right panel of Figure 2 showcases our algorithm’s strong
transfer learning capabilities. our algorithm successfully learns all three transferred target
functions with benign second-stage sample complexity. Notably, as the degree p increases,
the test error grows no faster than r?, which is significantly slower than d?". This supports
our theoretical result that the second-stage sample complexity depends on the number of
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Algorithm 1 Random Feature Model " Transfer Learning

Error

:

B3 21 on P 2T 0= P o1 o1 L 05 o i) o 3T
n n ny

(a) Comaprison between Algorithm 1 and the random-feature model(b) Performance of transfer learning

Figure 2: For the left panel, Algorithm 1 uses two equally sized datasets, while the random
feature model uses the full dataset. For the right panel, we conduct transfer learning with
ny = 21 pretraining samples and plot the dependence on n,. The figure reports the mean
and normalized standard error of the test error using 10,000 fresh samples, based on 5
independent experimental instances.

features r rather than the ambient dimension d, underscoring our model’s strong transfer
learning capabilities.

Accurate reconstruction of quadratic features To further demonstrate our model’s fea-
ture learning capabilities, we extract the learned features h(!) after the first training stage
of Algorithm 1, using fi62 as the target. We then reconstruct these features using a linear
transformation B* € R"*™2, as described in Proposition 1. We examine how reconstruc-
tion accuracy changes with first-stage sample sizes. Figure 4 shows the correlation between
true and reconstructed features for each sample size. As n; increases, all features are bet-
ter approximated simultaneously. Notably, d* samples prove sufficient to reconstruct the
features with high accuracy, supporting our model’s effective feature learning ability.

6 Conclusions and Discussions

Comparison with Nichani et al. [2023]; Wang et al. [2023] As discussed under as-
sumptions 3 and the initialization of our neural networks, our work differs significantly in
the targets of interests, the parametrization of neural networks, the mathematical strategies,
and the intuitions behind the results. Our assumptions ensure a nearly zero linear com-
ponent and a non-degenerate second order term of the link function g which significantly
contrasts the assumptions posed in Nichani et al. [2023]; Wang et al. [2023] that emphasize
the linear component. Our random initialization (rather than a deterministic initialization
used in the aforementioned two works) in the weights of the three-layer neural networks al-
lows the learned weights to capture multiple features in all directions simultaneously after
training rather than converge to a single direction. We develop a novel universality result
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Figure 3: Test error of Algorithm 1 and the naive random feature models with x-axis being
the relative sample complexity (log,n). We plot the test error of 5 independent instances
for each d € {8, 16, 32}.

Correlation between the true and the reconstructed features

ny = d?
o] o m=d

ny =d*

n = d?
n =d®

ny =d*

[B*hy (

Figure 4: The linear correlation between the three true features and their corresponding
reconstructed features for varying first-stage sample sizes n;. The reconstructed features
are standardized to match the variance of the true features. For ¢ = 1, 2, 3, the ¢-th scatter
plot represents 10, 000 test sample points of ([B*h(®)(x)];,x" A;x) for n; € {d?,d° d*},
where d = 16.
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to relate multiple nonlinear features to multivariate Gaussian, while these two works adopt
existing result of the approximate Stein’s lemma which only applies to single nonlinear
feature. Most importantly, subspace recovery is completely different from and also signif-
icantly harder than single feature recovery considered in Nichani et al. [2023]; Wang et al.
[2023].

Conclusions In this work, we have shown the provable capabilities of three-layer net-
works in efficiently learning targets of multiple quadratic features. Leveraging a novel uni-
versality result, we have shown that one gradient step suffices for a full recovery of the sub-
space spanned by multiple quadratic features. In addition, leveraging the learned features,
we have demonstrated the transfer learning capabilities of this three-layer neural network
with a constant polynomial sample complexity guarantee. To the best of our knowledge,
this is the first theoretical result of efficiently learning such a board target function class of
multiple nonlinear features with neural networks. We have made a great improvement on
the sample complexity by highlighting feature learning compared to kernel methods.

Future works First, it may be possible that the sample complexity bound of O (d*) could
be improved to the information-theoretic optimal sample complexity O(d?) in learning
general hierarchical polynomials of quadratic features. We think that this result may be
achieved when we consider more advanced algorithms that utilize the samples more thor-
oughly such as using multiple steps of GD, which could be a great future extension of our
work. Moreover, our methodology is not inherently limited to quadratic features. The prin-
ciples shown in Figure 1 and techniques developed here give a foundation for understanding
the learning of even more complex function classes. Another natural future direction of our
work is to understand whether and when our results can be generalized to learning multiple
high-degree features.
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A Techinical Background

A.1 Asymptotic Notation

Throughout the proof we will let C be a fixed but sufficiently large constant.

Definition 1 (high probability events). Let © = C'log(dnijnymims). We say that an event
happens with high probability if it happens with probability at least 1 —poly(d, ny, ne, mq, mo)e™".

Example 1. If 2 ~ N (0, 1) then |z| < v/2¢ with high probability.

Note that high probability events are closed under union bounds over sets of size
poly(d, ny, ng, my, my), such as Dy, Dy and {w; } jcjm,]. We will also assume throughout
the paper that . < C~1d.

A.2 Multivariate Gaussian Approximation

In this section, we assume that X ~ N(0,1;) and aim to establish an upper bound of
Wasserstein distance between the distribution of p(X) and the standard r-dimensional
Gaussian distribution, i.e., Lemma 1.

To prove Lemma 1, we introduce Stein’s method [Ross, 201 1] for multivariate Gaussian
approximation. We will use the following additional notations.

* Gf(x) == [ Ezwnon [f(e7'x+ V1 —e2Z) — f(Z)] dt denotes the potential

operator of f.
e J(p):=[Vp1,Vpy, ..., Vp,]" € R™" denotes the Jacobian matrix of p.
Now we state the supporting lemmas to prove Lemma 1.

Lemma 2 (Corollary 9.12 in van Handel [2016]). For any probability measure 1 in R", we
have

Wi, N(0,1,)) < sup Ey~p [Ag(Y) — (Vg(Y),Y)].
IVl <1,IV2gll<y/2

Lemma 3 (Lemma 9.21 in van Handel [2016]). Suppose X = (X1, Xs, ..., X4) ~ N(0,1,,)
is an d-dimensional standard Gaussian variable. Then for any functions g : R* — R and
h: R = R, we have

Cov(9(X), h(X)) = Ex [(Vg(X), VGh(X))]

With the lemmas above, we begin our proof of Lemma 1.
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Proof of Lemma 1. By invoking Lemma 2 with 4 = Law(p) and Y = p(X), for any
g(y) : R" — Rwith [|[Vg|| < 1and ||V?g] < \/g, we aim to bound
y= p(X)]

dg
— pi(X)
y=p(X) Ay

Ex [A9(p(X) ~ (Vg(p(X)). P(X))] = > Ex [g

~~ Yi
L)
E

Since for any ¢ € [r], E [p;(X)] = 0, we have

spooge] L J-enfoodt] )
—F <v gi - xgpi(X)>]
_E < o 83/] ~ p(X)prj(X),ngpi(X)>]
=\ )<vxpj<x>,vxgpi<x>>],

where the second equality follows from Lemma 3 and we obtain the third equality by the
chain rule. Thus, we have

& =E[(Vg(p(X)), L = T (p(X))T (Gp(X))")]. (7

For a special case, for any i, j € [r], we take g(y) = y,y; in (7), obtaining that

E [(Vp;(X), VaGps(X))] = {%%5;5?2%(_}(1”: 1(,)’ @Zj ]]

Z?j =~

Thus, E [T, — 7 (p(X))T (Gp(X))"] = 0, Since [V2g]| < /2, we have V%),

\/g for any ¢, j € [r]. We can therefore estimate

W (Law(p(X)), V(0. \f . By~ (9a1sX) TG
ZVar Vap;(X), ViGpi(X))] 2
< @ S B [V (Vs (X), V(X)) 1]
i,j€[r]
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where we invoke Poincaré inequality in the last inequality. For any i, j € [r], we have

E [[IVx (Vs (X), VuGpi(X) I’
= B[ Vi (X)VGp(X) + Vs (X) VG (X) ]

< 2B [|V2p,(X)Vap(X)|*] + 2 [[ Vs (X)V2Gpi(X) ||

1/2
<2E [V, '] B [1vGpd") + 2E [19p,1") B [|[v6n| ]

_ 1/2 1/2
<2E[|[Viol"] T ENVaIT + 28 (151 B [V

The last inequality follows from the inequality in Page 308 in van Handel [2016]. By
adding up all the terms along ¢ and 7, we have

Wi(Law(p(X)), N(0, L))

2
<2 5 VRNV PE 9T 2B (195 E (9]

1,5€[7]
1/4 1/4 1/4 1/4
f; (E[HV%II“] E(IVall']" +E[1Vp,l"] " E [||V%i] )
1/4 9
(ZE IVpill"] )(ZE[HWM )
We complete our proof. O

A.3 Hypercontractivity of Polynomials

The following Lemma is cited from Mei et al. [2021] and is designed for uniform distribu-
tion on the sphere in d dimension.

Lemma 4. For any { € N and f € L*(S?!) to be a degree { polynomial, for any q > 2,
we have

2/q
<Ez~Unif(Sd*1(\/E)) [f(z)q]> <(q¢- 1)€ EZNUmf(Sd%(\/&)) [f(Z)Q] .

We remark that the results above are also multiplicative.

Lemma 5. Forany { € Nand f € L*((S*1)¥) to be a degree { polynomial in the compo-
nents of each z,, zo, . . . , Z, for any q = 2, we have

2/q
(EZNU“if (s (V)" [f(z)q]) <@-n* K it (si-1(vad)" [f(2)*].

Here z = Vec ([z1, 22, . . ., 2i)).
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For the case where the input distribution is standard Gaussian in d dimension (denoted
as ), we have the next Lemma from Theorem 4.3, Prato and Tubaro [2007].

Lemma 6. Forany { € Nand f € L*(v) to be a degree { polynomial, for any q¢ > 2, we
have

Eoy [£(2)7] < Og(1) (Eans [£(2)?])"

where we use O, (1) to denote some universal constant that only depends on q, (.

Moreover, we introduce lemmas to control the deviation of random variables which
polynomially depend on some Gaussian random variables. We will use a slightly modified
version of Lemma 30 from Damian et al. [2022].

Lemma 7. Let g be a polynomial of degree p and x ~ N(0,1;). Then there exists an
absolute positive constant C,, depending only on p such that for any 6 > 1,

P [lg(x) ~ Elg(x)]| > 6v/Var(g(x))| < 2exp (—C,0%7).

We also have the spherical version of Lemma 7.

Lemma 8. Let g be a polynomial of degree p and x ~ Sdil(\/a). Then there exists an
absolute positive constant C,, depending only on p such that for any § > 1,

P [lg(x) ~ Elg(x)]| > 6v/Var(g(x))| < 2exp (~C,0%7).

Thus, for a degree-p polynomial g, we have g(x) < ?/2||g]| .. with high probability.

A.4 Moments and Factorization of Polynomials

In this section, we present formulae for calculating moments of Gaussian or spherical vari-
ables, cited from Damian et al. [2022].

Lemma 9 (Expectations of Gaussian tensors). For w € N'(04,1;) and k € N, we have
Ew [Ww®*] = (2k — 1)!ISym(I§*)
Here Sym(T) is the symmetrization of a k-tensor T € (R?)®* across all k axes.

Leveraging this calculation, we can factorize any polynomial g into inner products be-
tween high-order tensors and bound the Frobenius norm of the tensors.

Lemma 10. (Lemma 21 in Damian et al. [2022]) Given Let g : R™ — R be an degree-p
polynomial. Then there exists Ty, Ty, ..., T, such that

p

. p—k
9(z) =Y (Twz®) with |Tyllp S llgll 2", k=0,1,....p.
k=0

Here ||g|| ;2 = Epunon [9%(2)]-
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As a corollary, we then have Vg(z) = > 7., kT (2®*"") and
- k—1 - p—k k—1
IVg(@)| <D kITelellzl™" S llgll2 Y krT 2" ®)
k=1 k=1

For a spherical variable x ~ Unif(S?~!(1/d)) we can also compute its moments.

Lemma 11 (Expectations of Spherical tensors). For x ~ Unif(S*'(v/d)) and k € N, we
have

Ew-n0a,10) [W*]
Ez ®2k — dk . drld
[z } By V2]

where x(d) represents the chi-distribution with the degree of freedom being d, and its mo-
ments can be computed as

k—1

Ev~x(d) ['UQk} = H(d + 2]) = @(dk)

j=0
As an example, the moments of spherical quadratic forms x' Ax can be computed

explicitly as

Ex [x'Ax] = tr(A), and Ey [(x' Ax)(x'Bx)]| = d;j—2 - (tr(A)tr(B) + 2(A, B)).

Thus, to satisfy Assumption 1, we require tr(Ay) = 0, ||Akllp = /(d+2)/(2d) and
(Ak, Ay) = 0forany k,( € [r].
A.5 Spherical Harmonics and Gegenbauer Polynomials

We introduce some facts of spherical harmonics and Gegenbauer polynomials, with the
first four properties from Ghorbani et al. [2021] and the last one from Koornwinder [2018].

1. Forx,y € S*(\/d),

Qs y))| < Qy(d) = 1. ©)
2. Forx,y € S“1(Vd),
(Q,((%, ), Qul(y, ), = %@k@k«x, ). (10)

Here B(d, k) denotes the dimension of subspace of degree & spherical harmonics

2k+d—2(k+d—3

B(d, k) == dim(Vy,) = p L > = O(d").
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3. Forx,y € S (Vd),

] B(d,k)
4. For any k € N5,
t ok k+d—2
pi Q(t) = m@z@q(’f) + kaH( )- (12)
5. Forany,5 € N,
min(z,5) N i j
a0 = 3 47, ) (1) HQu-ul0) (13)

k=0

Here, we have

yia 2+ —2k)+d=2 (d=2)/2)(d = 2)/2); (4= 2)/2); 1 (d = Dsy;
d—2 (d = 2),(d = 2),(d/2),,, '

We note that (z), = z(z+1)--- (2 +k—1) =T'(2+ k) /I'(2) is the Pochhammer symbol.
Given any i and j, we have d’“bﬁ?bk — 1 when d — oo. We derive a quantitative bound
on the scale of bgi’% , in Lemma 12.

Lemma 12. Foranyi,j > k > 0, denote

iy ([d=2)/2),((d = 2)/2); 1 ((d —2)/2); 1(d = 2)i; 4
B (d - 2)i(d - 2)j (d/2)i+j—k '

Then, when d > 4, it holds that cgfj)_% < ﬁ.

Proof of Lemma 12. Note that whend > 4,i.e.,d —2 > d/2,

(i+1,5)

Clit 1) T2k d—-2+i+j—k
(j:il);” 2k (3 )( — J— k) (monotone decreasing with ;)
o (d—2+i)(4+i+j—k)

(52 +i—k)(d—2+1)
(d—2+1)(%+1)
< 1.
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Thus, we have CEZI})QJ o < cz(i]j) o Similarly, we have cgf(ﬁ)l)_zk < cgi?)_Qk. Conse-
quently, for any ¢, 7 > k, we have
ij k,k
C§+Jj)—2k: < l(c-i-k) 2%k
_ ((d—2)/2),((d —2)/2)y((d - 2)/2),(d — 2),
d —2),(d —2),(d/2)
_((d-2)/2),
(d—2),(d/2),
(d—-2)/2
(d—2),(d/2+Fk—1)
o 1
T (d-2),
The proof is complete. 0

B Approximation Theory of the Inner Layer

Since we focus on the first training stage throughout this section, we denote n = n, for no-
tation simplicity when the context is clear, and let the training setbe D; = {x1,x2,...,X,}.

B.1 Asymptotic Analysis of the Learned Feature

In this subsection, we analyse the learned feature h()(x’) in the asymptotic way, i.e.,
ms,n — co. Note that we can rewrite the learned feature as

hM(x') =

D () (0 (x,), b (x)h ¥ (x,)

nmae
1,
= D ) KR (x,x)h @ (x;).

=1

where the initial kernel K.\) (x,x’) is defined as
1
Kr(ygz) (x,%') = —(02(Vx), 05(VX')) = Ey [0 (VTX)O'Q(VTX/)]
me

In this case, we have for any j € [ms],

Lt ZK W (xi, X )oa(v] %) "B By [fH(x) K (x, X))o (v] %)
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Here the infinite-inner-width kernel K9 is defined as

8

KO(x,x') := E, [02(v x)0a(v'x') 2 B(Cd,z Qi(x"x).
Recall that Qs (t) = d(d 1 .50 Q2(v/x) = (xx" — I v;v] —I)/(d(d — 1)). Let’s focus
on the contribution of the quadratic term Q5 in K (x, ) and 0a(v, x), which is
c * T T
Bld.2) By [ff(x)Qa(x"x )Q2(v; x)]

3
Co

" B(d,2)d(d—1)

~ % <Ex [f*(x)(xxT _ I)®2}, (Vjva D)oK - I)> .

The following proposition provides an approximation of the tensor E [ f*(x)(xx" — I)®?],
which lays the foundation of our feature reconstruction theory.

2 . IE:x [f*(x) <)()(—r — ]:7 V]V;l— — I> <XXT _ I’ X/X/T _ I>j|

Proposition 3. Consider two linear operators T and T* that map R>*? to R™? and satisfy

T(W) = Ex [f*(x)(W, XXT—I>( x' —T)], and (14)
T*(W) =) — ! (W, A ZHM (15)
= Az e

for any W € R4, where H is the expected Hessian matrix H = E, 0, 1,) [V2g*(2)).
Then for any W € R¥>? we have

IT(W) = T*(W)lp S d" 0L’k log® d - || W]
Here L = (9(7“ B ) is the Lipschitz constant of g* that holds with high probability.

The proof is provided in Appendix B.1.1. This proposition shows that, when H is
well-conditioned and d > r, T" can fully recover the space spanned by A, As, ... A,,
which enables us to reconstruct the features efficiently. Specifically, when taking W =
> iy [H i ;A for any k € [r], we have T(W}) ~ T*(W,,) = A,.

Now we consider the construction of B*. If we set B* = m%[po(Vl), ooy Po(Viny )] for
some vector-valued function py : RY — R” and denote po(v) = [po1(V), ..., po,(v)]T,

we directly have for any k € [r],

BhM (x’ o Z Fy O (x,X')o5 (V] X)pos(v5)]
~ %Ev [(Bx [/ () x" =D, pos(v) (v =T @ (xXx" = T))].

~ % (T*(Ey [por(v)(vv' =1)]),x'xT —T).
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Thus, it suffices to solve
T*(Ey [pox(v)(vv' =1)]) x Ay, k=1,2,...,7,

which is equivalent to solving

T

Ey [pos(vV)(vv =) oc Wy, = > [H '] A,

j=1
Since we have E, [(vT A,v)(vv' —I)] o< Ay, we can explicitly construct p(v) as

r

Pok(V) Z[H_l]k,jvTAjv, ie., po(v) oc H 'p(v).

j=1

Thus, with a well conditioned H, we can fully reconstruct the features.

B.1.1 Proof of Proposition 3
To prove Proposition 3, it suffices to prove that the approximation error
R(W,V) = (T(W) =T*(W),V) <dVLr?k; log’d
holds for any test matrix V with || V|| = 1. We rely on the following three lemmas.
Lemma 13 (Bound R(A;, A,)). Foranyi,j € [r], we have

Lrky log?d

Ey [g*(xTAlx, XA (AL xx T — I)(A;, xx | — I)} — E,n0,.1,) [V 9(z )} < Vi

Here L = CgRTL; is the Lipschitz constant of g* that holds with high probability.

Following the proof above, we have the following more general lemma.

Lemma 14 (Bound R(A;,B)). For any matrix B € R satisfying E [x 'Bx| = 0,
E [(XTBX)Q} =1land (B,A;) =0foranyi=1,2,...,r, we have

E [ (x"Asx, .. xTAX) (A xx T —I)(B,xx' —I)]| Sd~ YVALr2k, log? d.

Lemma 15 (Bound R(B1, By)). For any two matrices By, By € R™? satisfying E [XTBjX} =
0, E [(XTBjX)2] =1land (B;,A;) =0forany j=1,2andi=1,2,...,r, we have

IE[¢"(x"Arx, ..., x"Ax)(By,xx" —I)(By,xx" —T)|| Sd~ Y8 112k log? d.
Here L < ur"=" is a Lipschitz constant satisfying IVg*(p(x))|l, < L with high probability.
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The proof of the three lemmas is provided in Appendix B.1.2. With the lemmas above,
we begin our proof of Proposition 3.

Proof of Proposition 3. Given any W € R%*¢ we assume |W||p = 1 without loss of
generality. Let’s decompose W as

L
W = Z/\kAkJr)\rH + AyoB, where (B,A;) = (B, 1,) =0, ke lr].

= vd

Here the coefficients {\;}, > satisfy 3772 A2 < 1,50 Y000 [\i| < /7. Since T*(B) =
T(I) = T*(I) = 044, we have

IT(W) = T*(W)][ < ZWIHTAk — T (AWl
+ A2 [T(B) = T*(B)]|

() (3,

= M IT(AR) = T AW g + s IT(B)]] -

+ |/\7"+1|

Since both T'(Ay) and T*(Ay) are traceless, by Lemma 13 and 14, we have for any k£ =
1,2, 7,

IT(AG) = T (An)llp = | max (T(A) = T*(AL). V)

< Vr-d V2L log? d + d7YVA Ltk log® d
< d7 Y4 Lr?k, log? d.

This is because we can decompose V = Y, | ¢ Ay +c,+1B’ with (B’, A;) = 0 and apply
the two lemmas to obtain the results above. Similarly, by Lemma 14 and 15, we have

T(B = max T(B),V
IT®), = max (T(B).V)

< Vr-d VA Lk log? d + d7 Y8 Lk, log® d
< d YSLr?k, log?d.

Thus, we have

r—+2
T(W)—-T*(W < Mol V4 Lr? log? d + Ari2 d Y9 Lr?k, log? d
F
k=1
< d7YOLr?k, log? d.

Here we invoke S°77% [\ < /7 = 04(1) in the last inequality. The proof is complete. [
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B.1.2 Omitted Proofs in Appendix B.1.1
The following lemmas lay the foundation for our approximation process.

Lemma 16. Suppose Assumption I holds. Then the Wasserstein-1 distance between the
distribution of (x"A1x, ..., x' A,x) and standard Gaussian N'(0,,1,) can be bounded by

7‘2%1

~Vd

Moreover; for any orthogonal unit vectors ui, s, . .. u, € R we have a similar bound of

Wi((x"Ax,...,x"Ax),N(0,,1,) < (16)

(r + 8)%k1

Vd

Proof of Lemma 16. For a fixed matrix A;, define the function f;(z) = dZH ? 2 and let

X = Z”‘Zq Observe that when z ~ N(0,I), we have x ~ Unif(S*'(v/d)). Therefore

[ fi(2)]iep is equal in distribution to [x " Ax];c,;. We have for any i € [r],

. T . .
-5 ha2)
|z] 2]

Wl ((XTA1X, e aXTATXa LIIX, u;Xa o ,UZX),N(OT_H, Ir+s)) 5 (17)

and

A, 2A,zz"  2zz" A, 7z A,z 7z A,zzz"
2 7 7 7 7 7
fi(z) = 2d — — — I+

Thus, we have

A; z' Az Vd x"A;x
V@) <2 (” 7, | ’>< A + A

Iz Iz el ||

and

d
V2 fi2)l,, < T2l 1A, -

Since ||z||* is distributed as a chi-squared random variable with d degrees of freedom, and
thus

E [z ] = T & o

Therefore, we have

1/4 B
E |V, S alail,E 2" S A,
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Then, using the fact that x and ||z|| are independent,

E IV fi(2)|*]"" < VaE [lz] ] E [|Ax|']/"] + E [z ] "' E [x"A)"]"" S 1.
Thus by Lemma 1 we have
Wi ((XTAlx7 X AX),N(O,, IT))
— Wi(fu(2),..., fr(2), N (0,,1,))

{Eriont) gl

2Ky

7

Now let’s focus on the function ¢;(z) = \/E IIZH It holds that

o = (155

S

(2 I

and

v 2
J 3 :

] 21"

Thus, we have

2V/d

5f
1Vg;(z)|| < Tl and  ||[V2g;(2)|,, <

o2
NPT

which directly gives rise to

E[IVe,@]']" $1 and E[|V2g,0)|}] " 5

Sl

Again by Lemma 1, we have
Wy ((XTA1X, X TAX U X U X, e, 1] X), N (0, L))
= Wl(fl(z)a ) fr(z)v gl(z)v T ags(z)aN<Or+s> Ir-i—s))

% (ZE v s ZE (179" 1/4)
(ZE[HV}Z ]*ZE[HV% }1/4)

(r+ s)%Ky
Vid

The proof is complete. O

IS
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With the lemma above, we begin our proof of Lemma 13.

Proof of Lemma 13. For z € R?, define H(z) = g(z)z;2;. Then by Stein’s Lemma, we
have

Bz nvo,1,) [H(2)] = Ezono, 1) [V29(Z)L’j +0ij Esonvio, 1) [9(2)]-

Moreover, let R > 0 be a truncation radius and we define H(z) = H (clip(z, R)). Here the
clipping function is defined as

clip(z, R); = max(min(z;, R), —R), i=1,2,... 1.

By (8), we know g(clip(z, R)) is O(Rr"z *)-Lipschitz continuous, so H has a Lipschitz

constant of (’)(R3TPT). Thus, by Lemma 16, we have

p—1
Rrz -1’k

|]EX [g(clip (XTAlx, XA, R)} — E,nv0,1,) [9(clip(z, R))H < 7 ,

p—1
R3r™= -1k

Vd

Since E,[(x"A;x)?] = 1 for any k € [r], by Lemma 8, choosing R = C'logd for an
appropriate constant C' can ensure that

|]E W(XTAlx, e ,XTATX)] — E,n001) m(z)} ‘ <

1
E[H(x"Aix,...,x Ax) — H(x'Aix,...,x"Ax)]| < <
‘E [ chp( TAx, ..., x Ax), ) (XTA1X, XA, X)] ‘ <

)

QU

_ 1
[Eanio,1,) [H(z) — H(z)]| < <o

|Esn0,.1,) [9(clip(z, R)) — g(z)]| <

él.l*—‘

Altogether, we have

Lr?kq log? d
< mE L
Vd

Here L = CgRr% for some constant C; > 0 is the Lipschitz constant of ¢g* that holds
with high probability. The proof is complete. 0

’E [ (x"Ax, .. xTAx) (A, xx| —I)(Aj,xx" —I)] —E, n0,1,) [VZ9(z )]

Following the above proof and replacing A; and A ; by any other traceless matrices B,
and B, that are orthogonal to all A, we directly have the following corollary:
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Corollary 1. For any two matrices By, By € R satisfying E [x"B;x| = 0and (B;, A;) =
Oforanyi=1,2,...,rand j = 1,2, we have

E [g*( (x"Aix, ..., x"Ax) (A, xx| —I)(Bj,xx" —I)] |

TR1 ||B ||
< + ——2 | ||By|| - Lrlog*d,
(f B0, ) Bolr

forany j = 1,2, and

B [T Ak, X7 A By, 06T — T)(Ba,xx” — 1)

rey Bl HBzH )
S|\ =+ | 1Bl [Bollp Lr log® d.
(\/c_l Bullr  1B2lp S

Also, by (17) we know for any unit vector u € R?, (xTA1x, x" Ayx, ..., x' A, x,u'x)
is approximately Gaussian when d is sufficiently large, which gives rise to the following
lemma by the same deduction.

Corollary 2. For any i € [r] and unit vector uy, uy € R? and matrix B satisfying the same
requirements in Lemma 14, we have

2 2
E[g"(x"Ax,...,x Ax) (A, xx" —T) ((ujTX)2 -D]| S er—\/i_;gd,

B.
|E [g*(xTAlx, X ALX) <B,xxT — I> ((uij)2 — 1)] ’ < ™ + —— H H Bl Lr log?d
VZi ||BJ||F

forany j = 1,2, and we further have

2 2
B g7 A oxT A ) (] 307 = 1)((0x)? = 1)]| 5 LS

With the lemmas above, we can derive a stronger version of Corollary 1, i.e., Lemma
14, in which the error gets rid of the dependence on B[,

Proof of Lemma 14. Let T > 1/+/d be a threshold to be determined later. Decompose B
as follows:

B = Z)\ uju, Z A (uJ EI) —Z L 5 Z )\jujTAkuj-Ak—i-]g’,
k

[Aj|>T =1 HAkHF A>T

where {uj}?zl are orthogonal unit vectors and

B= )Y MNuwu/+I.- ZA +Z > Nu A - Ay

A<t |)\ [>T ||Ak”F [Xj|>T
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By construction, we have
S OE RIS
[AjI<T [Aj|>T
Moreover, for any k € [r], we have
<]§,Ak> = Z )\jujTAkuj + Z )\jujTAkuj = <Ak,B> = 0.
[Ajl<T IAj1>7

Therefore by Lemma 1, we have

‘E [ xTAx, ..., x Ax) (A, xx| —I)(B,xx — I>] ‘

B,
< | T HBH Lrlog?d. (18)
Ve 18],
Since Z] A= = |B||Z = (d + 2)/(2d) = O(1), there are at most O(7~2) indices j

satisfying |\;| > 7, which gives rise to

SDTNIS Y NP

|/\j‘>7’ |>\j|>7‘

Thus, we can bound the Frobenius norm of B by

2 2
‘~ ZA2+— Z)\ Y L ST el A - A
[Ajl<T k=1 ”AkHF A>T I
2
_ HBH Z /\2+— S +Z 3 ) Ay
Ajl<T Aj>T k=1 \|\j|>T
2
<Y s ( +zuAknop) S,
[Ajl<T [Aj|>7
T’l‘f2
<1+ d—T;

~ S
Thus, we have HBHF <1+ f_drl and

1 T
ST (3 +> ||Ak||op> > A A
k=1

|/\j‘>7'
K1
< gt
dr
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Thus, plugging the norm bounds into (18), we obtain that

)E [ (x Arx, ..., x A,x)(A;, xx| — I><]§’XXT B I>] ‘ < (

Next, applying Corollary 2 with u = uy, u,, ..., uy, we have

E [¢"(x"Aix,...,x A,x) (A, xx" —T) (ujujT —I/d,xx"

Thus, we have

TRy

Vd

r3/212
ir T+
2 2
_I>H < Lrek,log”d

Vd

E|g(x"Ax,...,x"AX) <Ai,xxT — I> < Z A (ujujT — él) XX — I>

[Xj|>7

Lr?kq log? d
<Y N
|>\j|>7‘ \/E

< Lr?kq log? d

Besides, by Lemma 13, we have

T

E |g*(x"Ax,...,x Ax) <Ai, xx| — I> <Z L

k=1 HAk”F [\j|>T

Vd

. Lr?k; log®d
< Z Z Ajuy TAu; (]EZNN(OT,L«) [VQg(z)Lm. + %)

k=1 ||xj|>T

r
T
5 L E )\jllj Aku]'
k=1 ‘)\j|>T

< Lrk, ‘

Altogether, we have

|E [g*( (x"Ax, ..., x"Ax)(A;,xx" —I)(B,xx'

k1 3/2

=l

L2k log? d

Lrk,

S|—=+ 1+7’+—>Lrlo d+
<\/a dr d & Jir

< d Y4Lr?k, log? d.

where we set 7 = r;d~ /4. The proof is complete.
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Following the proof above, we can complete the proof of Lemma 15.

Proof of Lemma 15. Similar to the proof of Lemma 14, we decompose B, and B, as fol-
lows:

d
_ T
B, =) Ajuu
j=1
T

1 1
S (umu;j_al) Y Y AulAg A,
F

A j1>7 k=1 iy [>T

where {u; }jzl are orthogonal unit vectors for 7 = 1, 2, respectively, and

Z )\”uwu +1I.- Z Aij + ZHA H Z )\”uHAku” A,
kF|

[ gl<T \)\ jl>T k=1 A>T

Then following the proof of Lemma 14, we know forany ¢ = 1,2and k =1,2,...,r,

rK ~ rK
<1+\/\/_C_Zl, ’ +d_¢l > il s
T

tr(]i-) — (B, A;) = 0, ‘ B,

>\i,j|>T
Let’s denote the bi-linear operator I'(+, -) : R¥*? x R4 — R being
I'(A,B) =E [f*(x)(A,xx" —I)(B,xx" —I)]. (19)

By Corollary 1 and the proof of Lemma 14, we have

2
5(7;2 (1+; §>+(r+m1) (1+—\/\/_—)>L7"10g2d. (20)
dr

Z )\_” u_”u I/d)

I'(B;,B,)

|>\,LJ\>T
3/2,.2
< (T ™) Lrlog?d 21
NT(\/(_i+dT++d rlog 21)
~ < 1
r Bi, 5 )\,Hu%]Aku i,j Ak
k=1 ||AkHF A_ijl>7
3/2,.2
< 71 (T—\’;Cii 4! d:” b4 %) Lrlog?d. (22)
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Here —i means 2 when ¢+ = 1 and 1 when ¢ = 2. Moreover, by Lemma 13, we have

T

1 r 1
ZHAkH% Do Agul A ALY Y Aoy Ay - Ay
B

k=1 151>7 k=1 HAkHF g j|>T

T

- . - - Lr?kq log? d
N Z Z )\l,juLjAkul,j Z Z )\g,jquAkuQJ 1—|—T
k=1 ||\ |>7 k=1 Az ;1>7
252
< —1 23
S 23)
Agul A Ay, Y Ay (usyuly —1/d)
“A’“HF i j[>7 Aigl>T
Lrky log?d
S > AgulAug > el i
k=1 |)\¢,j|>T ‘)\71"]'|>T
< TR .Lr2/€110g2d 24)
SVar T va

Finally, we have

I Z /\1J uljulj I/d Z /\Qj ll2]112j I/d)

[A1,5]>7 [Ag ;[>T
Lr?kylog? d
> gl > eyl Vi
|)\1 j|>7’ |)\27j‘>’7'

5% rﬁlogd

el 25
. 7 (25)
Summing (20) to (25) altogether, we have

IT(B1,By)| S (r_\jglg (1+ 2—”3) + ( + —) (1+%)) Lrlog?d

3/2
— — | Lrlog®d
+ 7 <\/E + Ir + T+ ir ) rlog
r Lr?k, log2 d 7“211% rey Lrikg log2 d 1 Lr’sk, log2 d

Vi T va e Tvar T Vi P v

< d7Y8Lr?ky log? d,

where we take 7 = x;d~ /. The proof is complete. O
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B.2 Boundedness of the learned feature

In this section, we aim to upper bound the magnitude of the learned feature (w, h™")(x')).
Since we focus on the first training stage throughout this section, we denote n = n; for no-
tation simplicity when the context is clear, and let the training set be D; = {x1, Xa, ..., X, }.
We have the following proposition:

Proposition 4. Suppose my > d*C2 and n > Ci2d? for some sufficiently large C. With
high probability jointly on V and the training dataset D,, and with probability at least
1 — dnexp(—:?/2) on w, for any x' € D, we have

)| € oy LT TR mat) (1) AP,

ST d/n 6
As a corollary, when my 2 d***, n 2 d%*** and ||Py(f*)]l» < “A, we have for
any x' € Ds,
1 Kol®
‘(W, hV(x' | < 5 (26)

\/ 12
Thus, by taking the learning rate n = Cmg—1/2k,t~°d® for an appropriate constant
C > 0, we can ensure that |n(w, h®(x))| < 1 with high probability.

Proof of Proposition 4. Note that

n

L(vv,h(l)(x’)>: ZZw]f (x:) K (xi, X Vo2 (V] x;)

m man
2 2

1 ma 1 n
= D Kk X s (v] %),
j=1 i=1

We do a decomposition as follows

EZ Zf (x;) KO ) (x;,x )chrg(vsz)

:m_QZ Zf ;) (K3 (xi, %) = KO (x;, x') ) wjoa (v x:)

v

g

Ay

EZ (Zf xi) KO (x;, x"Ywjoa (v x;) — Ex [f*(x)KO(x, X)U}JO'Q(V]TX)])

J/

&9

b L3 B [P 0K X))
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We consider derive an upper bound on A;, As and A3, respectively.

Lemma 17 (Bound A;). Suppose mqy > d*C?2. With high probability jointly on 'V and the
training dataset D, and with probability at least 1 —2n exp(—1?/2) on w, for any x' € D,

we have

Al S .
P
Lemma 18 (Bound A,). Suppose my > d*C?* and n > Ci2d? for some sufficiently large
C. With high probability on the training dataset D+, for any x' € D, we have

P2
| ~ 614\/—_

Lemma 19 (Bound Aj3). Suppose my > d*C2 for some sufficiently large C. With high
probability jointly on V and the training dataset D,, and with probability at least 1 —
2ny exp(—1%/2) on w, we have

| Ay

1? log?(many)
A/ Mo db

Similarly, for a single point x', with high probability on V and D,, with probability 1 —
2exp(—t?/2) on w, we have

[4s] (P22 + VAIPoP2).

1? log?(mans)
A/ 19 d6

The proof of the three lemmas are provided in Appendix B.2.1. Combining the results
in the three lemmas above directly concludes our proof. [

Ae] S (P2l + VAP ).

B.2.1 Omitted proofs for Proposition 4

Proof of Lemma 17. We can rewrite A; as

SR
A = Zf Xl Xl? /) - K(O)(Xi> m2 ]ZIwJUQ (VJTXZ)

’ Mo J

with probablhty at least 1 — 2 exp(—¢?/2) on w, we have

Since —— ZJ L W;oy (v x) ~ ./\/<0 L Z;"jl o9 (VTX)2> , we know given any x and V,

1 & L 1 & 9
T
E;wj@(vj x)| < e E;@(V]TX)

44



Moreover, by (34) in the proof of Lemma 24, we know for any x and ¢ > 0, we have

Pr [i iz: (02 (V]Tx) - Ey, [UQ(V]-TX)QD > i]

ma ma
t
=Pr |i|K7(7?2)<X7 X) - K(0)<X7 X)l 2 _:|
myo
—t/2
< 2exp c—g
FIRE Yo

Altogether, when my > d*C2, by taking t = C*/2/d* for sufficiently large C' and union
bounding over the dataset D;, we can ensure that with probability at least 1 — nexp(—¢)
on V and at least 1 — 2n exp(—:%/2) on w, i.e., high probability on w, V, we have

1 = T C CQ
w;09(V, X < Vx € D;. 27
m2jz1 ! 2( J ) \/m \/ dQ /m d !

Here (5 is a constant. We denote this joint event by E;. On the other hand, by Lemma 24,
with high probability on V, we have for any x; € D; and x’ € D,,

L
\/Tl’Lgd2 ’

We denote this event by F,. Last, we truncate the range of the target function f. De-
noting the truncation radius as R = (Cn)P for a sufficient large constant C' and n =
log(dmymaning) Pr || f(x)| = R] < 2e~%7 (this could be guaranteed by Lemma 4). Given
n iid. samples X1, X; . .., X, ~ S*(v/d), we have

|KO(x;,x") — KO (x;,x')| < (28)

Pr(|f(x;)] < R,Vi € [n]] > 1— 2ne . (29)

Thus, with high probability on the dataset D, we have | f(x)| < ¥ for any x € D;. We
denote this event by F3. Thus, combining (27) (32) and the truncation radius of f, we
directly have

p+2
Ay < L 1Cs :CgL .
\/m2d2 w/mgd m2d3
with high probability (under events F;, Es and Es). The proof is complete. [

Proof of Lemma 18. We rewrite A; as
1 n 1 ma 1 mo
e n ;EX e ma ;wj02<VJTX2) - (0K (x, X')m_Q ;sz(VjTX)
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Denote Y (x) = f*(x)K©(x,x') 1 D RIS (v]x). By the proof of bounding A,
we could choose the truncation radius as K = (Cn)? such that | f(x)| < Rforallx € D
with high probability (1 — 2ne~27) on the dataset D. Now we denote a truncated version of

Y by

Y (x) = () 1{f*(x) < RO (x, ) Z“’J“Q (%) {ni 2 wioa(vyx) < w%d}

j=1

Here (5 is a constant defined in (27). Now, we decompose the concentration error as

L3V BV = 3 (Ve - V) 1 3 (Vo) — B [P0

1= 1=
7 A 7
- -~

ﬁo £1

o2 (B [V )] B ()

s

Lo
We know with probability at least 1 — 2ne=2" on D, Ly = 0.

Bounding £,. We attempt to use Bernstein’s type bound. First we derive a uniform upper
bound of Y'(x). By the definition, we have

_ 1 & 1C!
% ‘ < R|K© — on(vIx) v =23
‘ (%) ‘ Mo ; W;0o2 (V] X) \/m_gd
R % LCg
d? /maod
. RCQCgL

n d3w /N9 .
Then, we bound the second moments of Y (x) — Ey [?(x)} , which is

Var [V ()] < Ex [F2(x)
<2y By | (KO (x, %)) (miz :1221“’1"2 (v;x) v ﬁ—;) |
< (60 )] ()
<03 g (o)
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Here C} is a constant. Thus, by Bernstein’s inequality, we have

t

|L1] > \/7 < 2exp
d4\/ Cy+ GG /

Thus, when n > C.?d?, by taking t = :* and R = (Cn)P < (P, with high probability on
D, V and w, we have

[\

Pr

Lp+2

L] < 5——.
14l d*\/man

Bounding £,. It suffices to bound
« [Tel)] — Ex V()|

1 i
(x,2) o ijag (VJTX)
7=1

()] [K©

l{f( )> R or LZU}]@ (v/x) >
]1

4

1Cy E, [K(o) (x, X/>4] i

w/mgd

< Ex [<f*(x))2ﬁpr [f (x) > R or miijaz v;“x)

< (exp(=n) + eXp(—b))LCs
Taking n > 2logn + 2logd + log(Cs) and ¢ > C7n, we ensure that £y < ¢/(d*\/man).
Altogether, with high probability (event £3) on D, we have

9,p+2
~ 4 .
d*\/mon

The proof is complete. [

4] = ‘% V)~ BV ()| <

Proof of Lemma 19. We remember that

1 &
Ay = — w; Ey *xK(O)x,XJV w;h(vj,x'),
3 mzj;J [f() ( )2 mzzj J

where h(v,x') = Ex [f*(x) K (x,x")o2(v"x)]. To bound h(v,x’) uniformly, we have
the following lemma:

Lemma 20. With high probability on V and the datasets D, and D>, we have for any
J € [ma] and X' € D,

|h(v- x/)| < —L2 logz(mgng)
79

§ ST (PPl s + VAP 2)
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The proof of Lemma 20 is deferred to the end of this section. Thus, condition on the
event above, by invoking the upper bound of Gaussian tail and uniformly bounding over
x' € D, we have with probability 1 — 2n exp(—:?/2) on w, for any x’ € D,, we have

1®log®(mans)

A /m2d6

L

1
4g] < iy 2000 % (IP2(Dll gz + VAP 2)-

NG

Also, for a single point x’, with probability 1 — 2 exp(—:?/2) on w, we have

1? log?(mans)
A6l £ 5 - (IPoal s + VAP i)
The proof is complete. ]

Proof of Lemma 20. Recall that the activation function o5 admits a Gegenbauer expansion
oa(t) = Y ciQilt).
=2

Let’s fix x’ and v. Note that we can decompose h(v,x’) as

h(v,x') = Ex [f*(x) K (x,x )05 (v 'x)]

= Ey | f*(x) Z % Z ¢iQ; (XTV)
=> ZEX {f*(x)B(f; e (Y;(x), Yi(x)) B(‘;f 7 (Y;(x),Y;(v))
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By the definition of &, j(v,x’), we have
By [5(v, )] (30)
— Evae [(Yi(X) 8 Y;(v), Bx [ () Yi(x) © Y;(x)))?]
= (Ex [[*(X)Yi(x) @ Y;(X)], Ex [/* (%) Yi(x) @ Y;(x)])
= B(d,i) B(d, ) o [£(x) F(<)Qu(x %) Q5 (x )]

mm(lj
= B(d,i)B(d, j) Ex | f Z b Qi joan(x X))
[ min(i.j) (i)
= B(da Z)B(dvj) IEx,x’ f(X)f(Xl) Z B(d ;_ﬁj I 2]{3) <Yi+j—2k(x)7 Yi+j—2k<xl)>
k=0 ’
min (i,5) (f) o ,
i+j
BB 3 g gy B0V 0
min(z,5) (:,_j) o )
= B(d,?)B(d, j L P . 31
( 7Z) ( 7]) £ B(d,2+]—2k) ||[P+j Qk(f)]HLZ ( )

Since h; j(v,x’) is a degree i polynomial of x" and a degree j polynomial of v, by
Lemma 5, we have for any ¢ > 2,

By [|hi;(v, X)) < (g = 1) PRy [his (v, X)?]

Let 6 = (2eclog (mans)) /% for some ¢ > 1, taking ¢ = 1 + e16% (9 and Markov
inequality, we have

.. AV
Pr |:‘hi7j<vaxl)‘ = 6\/Ev,x’ [hiyj(V,X/)2]:| < ]Ev,x’ Hh’J(V’X )’ ] _
(5\/Ev,x/ [hi,j (V, X/)2]>
< <q _ 1)(i+j)¢I/25fq
— exp (_HJ (1 . M))
2 e
= (magng) " exp(—(i + 5)/2).

Thus, with probability at least —(mgnsy )=+ exp(—(i + 5)/2),

hi;(vi,x') < (2eclog (mans)) +j/2\/Iva/ [hi (v, x')?]

[(i+4)/2] (4,)
" B(d,i)B(d, j)b%
< (2eclog (m2n2))( ﬂ)/QJ Z Bldi+)— 2+li) = H[,Pi-i-j—%(f)]”im

k=0
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In the second inequality we invoke (31). Summing over ¢ and j gives rise to
(v, x')]
oo o0 CZCJ‘
- O hiy(v.x)
2. 2 F B

=27
35 el Qeulog (mona)) 0 | O BEDBUNS oy
X g B(d,Z)QB(d,j) — B(d,l +5— 2]{) i+j—2k L2

< i f: ;|| (2er }Og (m2@2))(i+j)/2
B(d,i)?B(d, j)'/?

i=2 j=2
ZZ c? |¢;| (2etlog (many)) 2 NI B(d, 1) B(d, J)bzﬂ N [P jman (O3
" B{d.1B(d, ) Bldi+j—2k) T
=2 j=2 k=0
log(mans) KZH 2|4 b (2eL10g <m2n2))(z‘+j)/2 P2
ST r 2B ol B(d,1)B(d, j)1/° e
i+j—F even

In the second inequality we invoke Cauchy inequality. Then by plugging the bound on by’j )
in Lemma 12, we have

(v, x)]

i,j>max(k,2)

tlog(mans) 4(2¢0 —|— d —2) c? |e;] (2eclog (many)) 2 10N [ 2
s S ey X e (1) (e

itj—0=2k

tlog(man t1log(man tlog(man
< g(;g)/; 2) . ( gC§7/22 2) NP2 ()l 2 + % | P ( f )||L2)

 2log?(many) 1?log?(mgns)

7 NP2 ()l 2 + — gz P2 ()l 22 -
The probability of this event is at least

Le—1/2)2

)

=)0 (mana) T exp((i + 5)/2) = 1 — many (—(manz)”

i=2 j=2 (mang)*e?

which is a high probability event when uniformly bounding over x’ € D, and v =
V1,Va...,Vy,. The proof is complete. ]
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B.3 Proof of Proposition 1
B.3.1 The Formal Statement of Proposition 1 and the Corollary

Let’s consider a formal version of Proposition 1. We remind the readers that throughout
this section we denote n = n; for notation simplicity, since we only focus on the first
training stage.

Proposition 5 (Reconstruct the feature). Suppose mo,n > Cd* for some sufficiently large
C. With high probability jointly on V and the training datasets D, and D, there exists a

matrix B* € R™™2 satisfying || B*||,, < Af‘l—ﬁ(H), /mi2 such that for any x' € D,, we have

HB*h(l)(X/) B p(X/)H2 5 5

NG (PT2P N vd? N P32 N 1L’k log* d
min(H) mo A/ Mo \/ﬁ d1/6

Here L < 1" isa Lipschitz constant satisfying IVg*(p(x))|l, < L with high probability.
With the proposition above, we directly have the following result.

Corollary 3. Under the same assumption in Proposition 5, with high probability, we have

sup [¢(B'h'Y (%)) — g(p(x))| < llgl ;= -

7P/ P2 dd P2 Lr?ky log? d
xE€Dy /\min (H) ‘

mo + A/ Mo + \/ﬁ + d1/6

We provide the main proof of Proposition 5 in Appendix B.3.2, and defer the proof of
Corollary 3 and other supporting lemmas to Appendix B.3.3.

B.3.2 Proof of Proposition 5

Proof. Denote the target features by p(v) = [v' Ayv,--- , v A,v|" € R" forany v € R,
and we further let P = [p(vy),p(va), -, p(Vim,)]" € R™2*". Then for any x' € Dy, we
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have the following decomposition

1 , 1 X
EpTh(D(x) = man ; ; f (XZ)KT(SQ)(X“ X )0'2 (V]T )p(VJ>
— %; miz ; 1 (x:) (Kggg)(xi, x') — K(O)(xi, X ))02 (V;xz)p(vj)
N Dtl v
O)( 15 T A B
+ — Zf K X7, )<m2;02(vj Xl)p(V]) B(d, z)p(xl)>

-

D12

+ nBEjl, 2) (Zl P KO (x;, x)p(x;) — B [f*(X)K(O)(X, x')p(xi)]>

N J/

Ds3

We will derive an upper bound on the concentration error terms D ;, D; 5 and Do,
respectively. Moreover, leveraging the asymptotic analysis in Appendix B.1, we show that
D3 ~ d~%Hp(x') with high probability,

Lemma 21 (Bound D, ; and D, ). Under the same assumptions in Proposition 5, with
high probability on 'V, Dy and Ds, we have

90/ p+2 oy e
Dy, € ——— ' and ||Dypl| a2
e mgd A/ d3

Lemma 22 (Bound D,). Under the same assumptions in Proposition 5, with high proba-
bility on D, and D», we have

Lp+3/2

Lemma 23 (Compute Ds). Under the same assumptions in Proposition 5, with high prob-
ability on D,, for any X' € Dy, we have

D2 |

2
c
D; — 2 -Hp(x'
T R
We defer the detailed proof of the three lemmas to Appendix B.3.3. Combining all the
results above and choosing

< 1Lr?ky log? d

~ 6+1/6

B(d,2)*d(d -1 1
( ) )2( )'—HilPT,

B* =
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we have with high probability on V, D; and D,

|B*hV(x) - p(x)
B(d, 2)%d(d —
c

I,
2
€5

B(d,2)d(d — 1) 'Hp(x,))

N

1
) : HH_l (D1,1 + D+ Dy + D3 —

2
T (HDMHOO + D12l + D2l

2
&)

B(d,2)d(d — 1)

< N PT2P N vd? N 3124 N LLr?ky log? d
~ )\mm(H) meo A/ M9 \/ﬁ dl/ﬁ ’

To bound ||B*[|, , note that

s -

2 _ T
||B*Hop - HB*B* ||0p

42 -
ST

J12 1 M

min j=1

Moreover, for any j € [ms], we have

Ipvi)pv) |, = PVl =D (v Apvy)® < rd?,
1%

k=1

and we have

T

The second inequality holds because p(v)p(v) ' is positive semi-definite. By Matrix Bern-
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stein Inequality, we have
rd?.?

=2 Pvp(v)) — T > 147 | < exp M2M;M
e J=1 op e my T 3y Vmz
L2

H%ﬂ

Thus, when msy > d*, we know with high probability on V,

1 & du
S plp(v) | <1 YR g
2 i3 o

A / ~
Thus, we have ||B*[| ) < & (H 74/ mz- The proof is complete.

B.3.3 Omitted Proofs in Appendices B.3.1 and B.3.2

Proof of Lemma 21. Let’s first bound D, ;. We can rewrite D, ; as

Dy, =- Zf xZ xl,x)—K (x,x miz

By Lemma 25, for any k € [r], we have with high probability on V

1 & Co 9d-1CM*
— S VA Tx;) — TAx| < 2 e

A}, we have with high probability on V,
9d1C, /4

<
X ,—m2

On the other hand, by Lemma 24, with high probability on V, we have for any x;

Thus, by enumerating A, over {A, Ay, ...,

C2

TMZPWQV )Bum()

Db X/ € Dg,
O (x, x| € —“
’ xl, - K (XZ,X)‘ < N (32)
Moreover, under the event E5 (defined in (29)), with high probability on the dataset Dy, we
have | f(x)| < ¢ for any x € D;. Thus, altogther we have
L 9d—1C, /4 B

D <P =
H 11” L w/?ﬂgd2 A/ T2 mgd

90i/4bp+2
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with high probability. To bound D, », from the proof above, we know with high probability,

Co

. ;P(Vj)@("jTXz‘) - WP(XJ

ma <

< 9Ld_1C’i/4.
Vi

o0

Moreover, for any x € D; and x’ € D,

KO9(x x')=E, [OQ(VTX)O‘Q(VTX/)] < VE [02(VTX)Y R, [02(vTx)2] < %

2
Thus, we can bound D, » with high probability by

Cy, ad'Cyt 9ucy'c,

d? A/ Mo N w/??”lgd‘3 ’

D12l <

The proof is complete.
Proof of Lemma 22. Thus, let’s focus on the concentration of a single element
Vi(x) = FFX)KOxx)x"Apx, k=1,2,...,7.
Similar to the proof of Lemma 17, we denote a truncated version of Y}, by

Vi(x) = fF&){f(x) < RRKO(x,x)x Ayx, k=1,2,...r

(33)

Here, R = (Cn)P for some large constant C'. Now, we decompose the concentration error

as

1 n n

%anyk(xi) — Ex [Yi(x)] = " Z (Yk(xi) - f@(&')) + % Z <1N/k(xi) - E,, [SN/k(xZ-)])

J

N =1 PN =1
% z
1 n
+ =30 (B Vi) — B, [Yilx)
=1
s

By (29), we know with probability at least 1 — 2ne=2", Ly = 0.

Bounding £;. First we derive a uniform upper bound of ?k(x), which is

Vi(x)| < R ’K(O)(x, x)x " Ayx]|
<R ‘K(O)(X, X')} ‘XTAkX‘

C
<r-Zaja,
. RCy HAkHOp
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Then, we bound the second moments of Y, (x) — Ex [?k (x)} . Again by Lemma 8, we know

that there exists a sufficient large constant C' > 0 s.t. Pr [|x" Ayx| > Ct] < 2exp(—v).
By taking ¢ > 2log d, we have

Var [?k(x)] < Ey [?ﬁ(x)}
= Ey [?,f(x)l {‘XTAJCX‘ < CL}] + Ex [}N/,f(x)l {{XTA;CX| > CL}]

r?Kk,C2
at

< Ok 2 By [(K(O)(X,X/))Q] + Ey [1 {lXTAkX} > CLH

= 1 2r2k1C3 exp(—1)
< Ok - ¢ 1&9
rR1L ; B(d,i)? + o
C'r? k02
s

S

Here C' is a sufficiently large constant independent of d. We invoke (33) in the second
inequality. Thus, by Bernstein’s inequality, we have

3C"r%k
R [C". -
Pr||£i]| > —1/—| < 2exp 2nd
d n C'r2k7112 + RCQIIAkHop r2K1t
nd® 3nd nd®
L
= 2exp 2

14 Sl [t
Thus, when n > C% || Ay Hip d* , we have with high probability on the training dataset D;,

l 3/2
o)< T e B
BV n ~y/nd

Bounding £,. It suffices to bound

E, [?k(x)] _E, [Yk(x)]) <Ey || 1{ (%) > R} [KO (2, 2/)x " Agx]]

ool

<Ex [(F(3))2]? Pr[f(x) > R] Ex [KO(x,x)¥]* By [(x A0)f]
< Leexp(-n/2) 2 (8- 1)
_ 7Cy exp(—n/2)

& '
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Here we invoke (33) and Lemma 8 in the last inequality. By taking n = ¢ > 2logn+8logd,
we can ensure that with high probability, we have

1 En Y, — Ex |V Li|+|Lo] S o
n Z k(Xz) x [ k‘(X)] | 1| | 2| ~ \/ﬁd?’

Thus, by taking k over [r], we have with high probability over the training set D;, we have

3/2 32 p+3/2
leal R < BOE

B(d,2) /nd® ~ /nd> ~ /nd>

IDs[ <

The proof is complete.

Proof of Lemma 23. Note that for any k € [r], we have
Ex [f*(x) K@ (x,x')x " Ajx]

O 20) (v T~/
= Ex f*(X)Z%'XTAM

i=

— Z G _.E, [f*(X>Q¢(XTX/>XTAkX}

— - (Bx [f*(x)(xTAkx) (xx' — I)], x'x'T — I)

+ Z C% : 'Ex [f*(X)Qi(XTX/)XTAkX}
1=3

B(d, 1)
— B(d’ Q)Z(d — 1) . <T(Ak)7 X,X’T _ I> + ; B(CdZ’ Z) -E, [f*(X)Qi(XTX,)XTAkX],

Here T is the linear operator defined in (14). Recall by Proposition 3, we have

< d7YOLr?k, log? d.
F

T(A) — ) HyjA,
j=1

Let’s denote Ry, = T(Ay) — Y7_ Hy ;A so that Ryl < d7/Lr?kylog®d. Since
(Ry,,x'x’" —I) is a quadratic function of x', and By [(Ry, x'x'" — I)?] = 24 | R, |7 By
Lemma 8, there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

Pr [[(Ry, %" = D)| > Con/By [(Ry, xxT — 17| < 2exp(—1).
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Thus, by enumerating k& € [r] and X' € D,, we obtain that with high probability (1 —
nrexp(—t)) on Dy, for any k € [r], we have

< tLr?kq log? d

<T(A]€), X,X,T . I> . Z HijX,TAjX/ < TG

=1

Moreover, we have for any x’

<X gy B [P0 ) ]
<> B(ijﬂ B QT PT B [ (P A
< g VI PR AT

Again by Lemma 8, we know that there exists a sufficient large constant C' > 0 s.t.
Pr [|XTAkX| > C] < 2exp(—¢). By taking ¢ > (2p + 2) log d, we have

Ex [f*(x)*(x" Arx)?] = Ex [/*(x)*(x " Apx)*1{|x Asx| < C1}]
+ Ex [f*(x)%(x " Apx)°1{|x T Ayx| > Cu}]
< C%2 + 2d%Pexp(—1)
< C*2
Altogether, with high probability on D,, for any k& € [r], we have

2
G

B (100K )T A] = g Do M A
) j=1

tLrky log” d Ce
S B )@ (d—1) ; B(d, i)

Thus, by paralleling the r entries together, we have with high probability on D,

c2 LLr?ky log? d -
D _ 2 . H /
H Bl —1) TP B(d, 2205 (d—1) T z:; B(d d 1)3/2
< LLr?kq log?d
~ T J6+1/6
The proof is complete. O
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Proof of Lemma 3. By the mean value theorem, we have

l9(B*h M (x)) — g(p(x))| £ sup [|[Vg(AB*h(x) + (1 — Mp(x))[|, [|[B*h®(x) -

A€[0,1] X)H2 .

Recall by (8), we have [|[Vg(z)||, < |lgll2 > r_, P ||z|| . Note that with high proba-
bility, sup,cp, [|[P(x)|| < O(y/). Therefore

sup sup [[Vg(AB* RV (x) + (1 = Np(x))|| S llgll2 7.

x€D2 Ae[0,1]

Altogether, by Proposition 5,

sup [g(B*h" (x)) — g(p(x))|

xED3
< lglle 77 |B'RY(x) - p(x),
< gl - /2 _ (L”+2d5 n vd® N P32 N L2k, 10g2d>
Amin (H) mo N Jn 7176

The proof is complete. ]

B.4 Proof of Other Supporting Lemmas

We first present the concentration of the initial kernel K. © (x,x').

Lemma 24. Let K.\) (x,x) = m%(ag(Vx), 09(VX')) be the initial kernel with inner width
being my, and K© (x,x') = E, tnirsi-1(va) [O’Q(VTX)O'Q(V x')] be the infinite-width ker-
nel. Then there exists a constant C' s.t. when my > Cd*, with high probability probability
onw, V and the training dataset D, for any x € D; and x' € D,, we have

L
KL K<o>(xx)\<\/m_2d2.

Proof of Lemma 24. By Assumption 4, for any x,x’ € D and v € S 1(1/d), we have
ra(v K)oz (vT) | < C2

and

2

E, [02 (VTX) 09 (VTX/) ] < \/Ev |:O'2(VTX)4i| E, [O’Q(VTX,)ZL} < e
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Thus, by Bernstein inequality, we have

t J—
0 0 2m
Pr |Kr(n2)<xa Xl) - K( )(X7 X,)’ 2 m_2:| < 2€Xp Cy C’; T
mo 3mo mo
—1/2
= exp —/ . (34)
Cy + ez /.t
d4 3 mo
By enumerating x, x’ over D, we have
t —1/2
Pr | max | K (x,x) — KO(x,x)| > —} < nexp 2
x,x'€D meo C_‘i; + %3 t
d mo

Thus, when my > d*, we can take ¢t = 12 /d* to bound the probability by poly(d, n, ms)e™,
which concludes our proof. 0

Then we present the concentration of the reconstructed features.

Lemma 25. Suppose my > C2C, 12 g HAH . Given any A such that v Av is a quadratic
spherical harmonic, with high probability on V for any x € D, we have

1 & Co 9d-1cM*
— \Z TAV)oy (v x) — xTAx| < /=
Mo ;( ) 2( i ) B(d, 2) /—m2

Proof of Lemma 25. Given any fixed x € D and A such that v Av is a quadratic spherical
harmonic, we have

Ey [(vTAVP03(v' )] < /By [(VTAV)!] Ey [od (vTx)]
< (4—1)*2E[(v] Av,)?]d2C)”
=81d72C,"

and

(v AV)os(v'x)| < d A, - Co = dCy || Al
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Since E, [(vIAv)oy(v'x)] = 525x" Ax, by Bernstein Inequality, we have

B(d,2)
1 & Co 9d-1CH*
Pr||— Av; T TAx| > ————
r [ o zZI:(V v;)oe(V, X) — B(d,Q)X X s
81d—2C,/ .2
< 2exp 2ma
81420}/ ad—1cy/?
BG4 d(C, A, - MG
2/2
= 2exp —1+ oA,
2701/4\/7 '

Thus, when my > C2C; /d* ||AH0p, by enumerating x € D, we obtain that with high
probability on V, for any x € D, we have

JRE 9d-1oM*
— Z(V Av)oy(v]x) — B(i; 2)XTAX <10 T

m
211

The proof is complete. ]

C Approximation Theory of the Outer Layer

C.1 Proof of Proposition 2

Since we mainly focus on the first training stage throughout this section, we may sometimes
denote n = n, for notation simplicity, and let the training set be D; = {x1,X2,...,X,}.
Let’s consider a formal version of Proposition 2.

Proposition 6. Suppose g is a degree p polynomial. By setting n = C1 k5 'my 1/2 46 for
some constant C' > 0, with high probability over Dy, Dy, {w;};"", and V, there exists
a* € R™ such that the parameter 0* = (a*, W) b)) V) gives rise to

P=— f(x:0%) — g(p(x)))”

x€D2

< lqgl?, - .
Sholee o \ T YU T v T an

2
L lgl ~ ek
+TL2' 277 I€||B*||Op7"p4 :

k=0

2
rP (Lp+2d5 vd? 320 Lr?log? d>

Here a* satisfies

Ja*|2 : N
2 —_ k p—r ~ 2
m—12 S Pllgllze - (ZU kHB*HopT * ) = Q(r3"r7).
k=0
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To prove the proposition, let’s introduce the infinite-outer-width model as a transition
term between the finite-outer-width model and the target function. We define the infinite-

outer-width model as

Jooms (X50) = Eqpw [v(a, b, W)Ul(an(w, hW(x)) + b)],

where hV(x') = L5 | f*(x;) - K9 (x;,%) - 09 (Vx).
We can decompose the L? loss of the truth model f(x;0) as

207 =2 7 (f(x:0) - F* ()’
= 157 (F0) — fooms (}) + from (') — g(B*hD(x)) + g(B*hD (x)) — g(p(x))?
<3 (50) — Froms (X))
53 (fem(x) — g(B' RO (x)))’
+ 13 (4B ) - g(p(x))’

We have bounded L3 in Corollary 3. We state Lemmas 26 and 27 as follows to bound
Ly and Lo, respectively.

Lemma 26 (Bound L.). Given B* € R™™2 and setting the learning rate n = C1 ="k 'my > d®
for a constant C > 0, there exists v : {£1} x R x R"™ — R such that

p
- k bk
oll 2 S Nlgllpe Y n " IB*[le, "5,
k=0
and, with high probability over Dy, Dy and V, the infinite-width network satisfies
LS (o xi0) — g B0 S o by
n coma ) g ) d?n?nimim3 )’
xED2

Lemma 27 (Bound L,). Given the function v : {£1} x R x R™2 — R in Lemma 26. With
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high probability over Dy, Ds, {w;};*Y, and V, it holds that for any x € D,,

1 & | a1
— E U(aiabiawi>01(nai<wiah( )(X)> +0i) = foome (X30)| S L= with
mi i1 mi
I &

Z v(a;, b, Wz‘)Q < Lp||”||i2-
=1

my

The proof of Lemmas 26 and 27 is provided in Appendix C.2. Now we begin our proof
of Proposition 6.

Proof of Proposition 6. By Corollary 3, Lemma 27 and Lemma 26, by defining the vector
a* € R™ by ar = v(a!”, 0", w!") and letting 6* = (a*, WD b V), we have with
high probability that

~

Lo(07) < Ly + Lo+ Ls

2
9 P P2 pHR2d  Lr?log?d
S llgllze - ' + + +
Anin (H) my  my  n d/s

2
o1 2 p B
+ —WHL;C’HLQ : (Zn‘k IB*[l5,

k=0
) 1
O _—
d*nin3m32ms3
2
5 P P2 dP P24 Lr?log?d
S ||g||L2 ) 22 ) + + + 1/6
min(H) ma V ma \/ﬁ d
2
A ] R R W et
29l -k IBY|E 5
S (e,
Here a* satisfies
mi
la*[l5 < D vlai, b, wi)?
i=1

< mad? ol

2
V4
—k
< ol (Zn"“ nB*u::pr%) |

k=0

The proof is complete. 0
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C.2 Omitted Proofs in Appendix C.1

C.2.1 Random Feature Construction of Univariate Polynomials

In this section, before proving Lemmas 26 and 27, we first construct univariate polynomials

using the outer activation function o, and the random features a and b progressively.

Lemma 28. There exists vy(a,b), supported on {£1} x [2, 3], such that for any |z| < 1

Eoplvo(a,b)o(az +b)] =1, suplv(a,b)| S 1.
a,b

Proof. Letvg(a,b) =12+ 1oy (b — 3) - %22 Then, since z + b > 1,
55
B, u[v0(a, )o(az + )] = 6 / (b~ 2)ol=+ )b
23 5
= 6/ (b~ 3)(22 +2b— 1)db
2

:z-6/23(b—g)db+6/23(b—g)(2b—1)db

=1.

The proof is complete.

Lemma 29. There exists vi(a,b), supported on {£1} x [2,3], such that for any |z| < 1

Eup[v1(a,b)o(az+b)] =z, sup|v(a,b)] < 1.
a,b

Proof. Let vg(a,b) = 1o—1(—24b + 61) - 2221 Then, since 2 + b > 1,

E,p[v1(a,b)o(az +b)] = % /23(—2419 +61)o(z+ b)db

1 3
:5/ (—24b + 61)(2= + 2b — 1)db
2

3 1 3

— z/ (—24b + 61)db + 5/ (—24b + 61)(2b — 1)db
2 2

= Z.

The proof is complete.

Lemma 30. There exists va(a, b), supported on {£1} x [—2, 3|, such that for any |z| <

Eop[va(a,b)o(az +b)] = 22, sup|v(a,b)] < 1.
a,b
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Proof. First, see that

/2 o(z + b)db = /m o (b)db

-2 —24-z
—1 1 24z
= / (—2b — 1)db +/ b*db +/ (20 — 1)db
—242 -1 1
_ 2 .
— [0 = 5 P
2
— (2—2)2+(z—2)+§+(z+2)2—(Z+2)
14
=924
"+ 3
Let vo(a,b) = 1a:1% — fvo(a, b) Then
1 /[? 7
E,p[v2(a,b)o(az 4+ b)] = 5 o(z+b)db— 3
-2
7T
— 2 -2
=z + 373
= 22
The proof is complete. [

Lemma 31. Let v(b) = —3k(k — 1)(k — 2)(1 — b)*~* - 22811 Then

Ey[vp(b)o(z + )] = 2F - 1,50 — k<k2_ D 22 —kz—1.
Proof. Plugging in vg(b) and applying integration by parts yields
1
1
By [0 (b) (= + b)] :/ S k(k = 1)(k — 2)(1 ~ b o (= + by
0
1 k—2 ' 1 k—2 1
= [§k(k— D1 —b)20(z+b)5 51{: —b)""0'(z+ b)db
0
1 1 k—1_1 1 1 k—1 __n
= _§k(k —Do(z) + [ék(l b)* o' (z+b)], — §k(1 —b)" " d"(z+ b)db
0

1 1 !
— —51{3(1{3 — 1)0'(2) — 5]’6’0‘%2) — / k’(]_ — b)k_11|z+b|<1db
0

When 1 > z > 0, we have

1 1—z
—/ k(1 —b)" 1), p<idb = —/ k(1 —b)Ftdb=[(1 - bk =2F - 1.
0 0
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When —1 < z < 0, we have

1 1
—/ k(L —b)" 1), p<idb = —/ k(1 —b)"tdb = —1.
0 0

Since z € [—1, 1], we have that o(z) = 2% and ¢/(z2) = 2z. Therefore for z € [—1, 1]

Ey[vp(b)o(z + )] = 2% - 1,50 — @22 —kz—1.

The proof is complete. 0

Lemma 32. There exists vi(a,b), supported on {1} x [—2, 3], such that for any |z| < 1

Eop[ve(a,b)o(az +b)] = 2% sup |k (a, b)| < poly (k).

a,b
Proof. We focus on k > 3. We have that
-1
Eyvp(b)o(z 4+ b)] = 2F - 1,50 — %22 —kz—1.
-1
Ey[vp(b)o(—2 4+ b)] = (—2)F - 1.0 — %22 +kz— 1.

Therefore if £ is even
Ey[v(b)a(z +b) +v(b)o(—2 +b)] = 2 — k(k —1)2* — 2.
Let v (a,b) = 2v,(b) + k(k — 1)va(a, b) + 2. Then
Eop[ve(a, b)o(az +b)] = Ey[vp(b)a(z + b) +vp(b)o(z — b)] + k(k — 1)22 +2 = 2~
If £ is odd,
Ey[v(b)o(z +b) — v(b)o(—z + b)] = 2* — 2kz.
Let vy, (a, b) = 2avy(b) + 2kv;(a,b). Then
Eaplve(a, b)o(az +b)] = Eylvg(b)a(z + b) — vi(b)a(z — b)] + 2kz = 2~
The proof is complete. [

C.2.2 Proof of Supporting Lemmas in Appendix C.1

Proof of Lemma 26. Let’s consider a general version of Lemma 26.
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Lemma 33. Let g : R”™ — R be a degree p polynomial, and let B* € R™™"™2, Given a
set of vectors D = {zy,2s, ...,2,} C R™ that satisfies n(w,z) < 1 for any z € D with
probability at least 1 —2(ny + ny) exp(—:%/2) over w ~ N (0,,,, L., ) (uniformly over D).
Then, there exists v : {£1} X R x R™ — R so that for all z € D,

dn1n2m1m2

Eopwlv(a,b,w)oi(na(w,z) +b)] = g(B*z) + 0(;) and

D

_ k p=k

oll 2 S llgllge D IB* 15, r' 5
k=0

Thus, according to Proposition 4, we could set the learning rate n = Ct k5 'ms 12 46
for a constant C' > 0 to ensure |n{w, h")(x'))| < 1 for any x’ € D, with high probability
on V, D, and probability at least 1 — 2(n; + ny) exp(—¢?/2) on w. Thus, taking D =
{h(x)}xep, concludes our proof. O

To prove Lemma 33, we first decompose g into sum of polynomials of different degrees
and construct a function v to express these polynomials accordingly.

Lemma 34. Given z € R™. Let B* € R™™ and T, € (R")®*. Then, there exists
v R™ — R such that

Evw [vx(W)(1(W,2))"] = T ((B"2)"").
Here vy, satisfies
lorll 2 S 07" IB* 15, I Twll o and sup [vx(W)| < my 07 B, I Twlle . (39)
Proof of Lemma 34. 1t suffices to solve
Ew[o(w)w®] = "B (Ty),
where B*®*(T}) € (R™2)®*. This is achieved by setting

v(w) == 1 * Vec(w®*)T Mat(E[w®*))~! Vec(B***(T})).

Then,
loll 72 = 17 Vee(B***(T}))" Mat(E[w**])~" Vec(B**(Ty)).
Since
Mat(E[w®*]) = kg gms),
we have

2 — * 2 — * (| 2k 2
ol S 072 [ BT | < n 2 B2 Il
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Finally,
sup [v(w)| = n Fsup ‘Vec(wm)T Mat (E[w®2*]) 7! Vec(B*®*(Ty))
k *®k
< =]
k/2 _— x 1k
S mz/ n g B ||0p [Tl -
The proof is complete. 0

Then we begin our proof of Lemma 33.

Proof of Lemma 33. We can write

By Lemma 10, we have ||Tj | < P gl 72
Define vy (a, b) to be the function so that E, ;[vi(a, b)oy(az + b)] = z*, and let vy, (w)
be the function where E, [v(w)(n(w, z))*] = (T}, (B*z)®*). Next, define

p

v(a,b,w) = Z vi(a, b)vg(w).

k=0

Here vy, (a, b) is defined in Lemma 34. Then we have that

p p

_ k b=k

ol 2 S Ele(w)’DY> < lgll 2 > n B[, w7
k=0 k=0

Note that [|v]|,» = O(poly(m2, d)) and |1 (na(w,z) + b)| < na(w,z)+0b) has polynomial
growth. Since we have taken ¢ = C'log(dninamims) for some sufficiently large C' > 0,
we know by Cauchy inequality,

Easlo(w)oi(n(w, 2) + 0)1{n(w,2) > 1}]| < (m)

68



Thus, we then have that
E(Lb,w [U(CL, b7 W)O-l (77@<Wa Z> + b)]

1
= Eapwlv(a,b,w)o(na(w,z) +b) - 1wz <1] + O<W)

P
1
= ;Ea,b,w [vi(a, b)vg(wW)oi (na(w, z) +b) - 1|n<w,z)|<1] + 0(m>

= 3 Eufoiw) (W, 2)" - L] + (;)

dn1n2m1m2

_ ngwwww, 7))+ (;>

dn1n2m1m2

p
1
=) (T4, (B*z)®" —
k2=2< - (B72) >+O<dn1n2m1m2)

1
= g(B* _ .
9(B"z) +O(dn1n2m1m2>

The proof is complete. O

Proof of Lemma 27. Fix x € D,. For notation simplicity, we denote f5°(X) = foo m, (X;0).
Consider a truncation radius R > 0 to be chosen later and let £, be the set of w such that

sup [v(a, b, w)| < R and n(w,h®(x)) < 1.
a,b

By the construction of v(a, b, w) in the proof of Lemma 33, we know it can be seen as
a degree-p polynomial of w. Thus, by Lemma 7, by taking R = Ct*/?||v||,, for some
sufficiently large C' > 0, we can ensure that

Prlsup [v(a, b, w)| < R] > 1 — exp(—).
a,b

Moreover, by Proposition 4, conditional on a high probability event on V, D; and D, by
taking = Ct=°d%m, ', we have Pr[n(w,hM)(x)) < 1] > 1 — 4exp(—:2/2) for a single
x. Now consider the random variables

Z; = 1{w; € E, }v(a;, b, w;)oq(na;(w;, h(l)(x» +b), i=1,2,...,my.

We directly have that |Z;| < «7/2 ||v]| ., and with high probability,

1

Z v(a;, b, Wi)Q N Lp”””i%

m
1 =1
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Therefore by Hoeffding inequality, with probability at least 1 — 2 exp(—t¢), we have

I &
— 3" Twenvlai b, wi)o (a; (wi, kO (x)) + b;)
=1

o+ o] 7
— E[Lyep,v(a, b, w)or(na{w, b (x)) +b)]| S/ ———.

my

Similar to the proof of Lemma 33, note that both v(a,b, w) and |oy(na(w,z) + b)| has
polynomial growth. Since we have taken ¢ = C'log(dninymimsy) for some sufficiently
large C' > 0, we know by Cauchy inequality,

|E[Luer, v(a, b, w)or(na{w, b (x)) + b)] — f7(x)]
= [E[1 weEx v(a, b, w)or(na{w, b (x)) + b)]|

<P(w & E,)(Elv(a, b,w)? 01(~77G<Wa h(x)) + b)*))"/?
S eXp(—C10g(dm1m2”1”2))0(HUHL2)
< —

Finally, union bounding over x € D, we see that

mi

1 w13 1
sup [— Y w(as, b, w;)or (nai(wi, hO(x)) 4+ b;) — f2(x)| < | ———E2 4+ —
sup | 3 oo b i), D) +00) = S2°() Ly

2
o el
~ ml :
The proof is complete. 0

D Generalization Theory

D.1 Formal Proof of Theorem 1

The proof is divided into two parts. The first part of proof formalizes the proof we present
in Section 4. The second part presents the generalization theory after we construct a* that
gives small L? error by Proposition 2, with the formal version presented in Proposition 6.

D.1.1 Partl: Analysis Before Feature Reconstruction

Denote w; = e*1w§-0) ~ N(0,1,,,). Note that for any x € D; and j € [m;], we have

(Wi WO (x)) = (ew;, h®) (x)) ~ N<0’€2 b (X)”z>'
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Since ||h(®(x H Sz oi(vix) < meC2 By setting €' = C,/2umy, we know
(wj(.o), h(®(x)) < 1 with probability at least 1 — 2 exp(—¢). Thus, uniformly bounding over
x € Dy and j € [m;], we know with high probability over W, we have

<W§0)’h(0)(x)> <1 forany x € Dy, j € [my].

Then, according Algorithm 1, after one-step gradient descent on W, we know with high
probability, for each j € [m,],

0)
9(©) B h©
771VW§O>£( ) = 771 e Z a; ((ew;, h'” (x)))
x€D1

25771
— )h @ (x)h @ (x) "w,
el e Z Jr(x ()" w;,

which is a linear transformation on w;. By taking 7, = 2€m2 - n for some 7 > 0 to be

chosen later and \; = n; ! we have

Wj(-l) = WJ(-O) —m |V w® E(G(O)) + )\1W§»0)
== —771V <o>£(9 © )

( n

Ls™ o
L on on ) Ty
=1

Then for any second-stage training sample X’ € D,, the inner-layer neuron becomes

ma

) nay’ /1
<Wj ,UQ(VX/)> _ m_]Q <n_1 Z f*(x)h(o) (X)h(o) (X)TW]', h(U) (X/)>

=1

Thus, after the first training stage and reinitialization on b = b(!), the model becomes the
following random-feature model in the second stage:

1 &
.oy (0) 1) (< (1)
f(xﬁ)-ﬁl;%(naj (w;, W) + 7).
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By Proposition 6, we know there exists a* € IR""* such that with high probability over D;,
Dy, {w;}™ and V, by taking the parameter 6* = (a*, W) b1 V), it holds that

2
- P PR udd P2d 1 Lr?kglog?d
L2(67) < llgllz2 - (

Nom@) N\ T i Jm i
2

P glTe (N ke 2

+ FUBHE T ] .

- ;n 1B,

Here a* satisfies

Ja* ] ¢ )
2 < 2lg?, - Z kB T
m ~ b ||g||L2 <k:0 n ” Hopr

The first part of the proof is complete.

D.1.2 Part2: Generalization Theory

Denote the population absolute loss as £1(f, g) = Ex [|f(x) — g(x)|]. Moreover, we con-
sider a truncated loss function as

(+(z) = min(|z[,7) and Ly.(f, ) = Ex [(-(f(x) — g(x))],

where 7 > 0 is the truncation radius. Moreover, we denote the empirical truncated absolute
loss as

Eleg Zf ))

XEDQ

Suppose Algorithm 1 gives rise to a set of parameters 6 = (4, W1 b1 V), and we have
constructed 0* = (a*, W) b() V) that leads to small empirical loss, we decompose the
population absolute loss as

Here with a little abuse of notation, we consider f* = ¢g*(p) for learning the original target
function and denote f* = g¢(p) with g being any degree p polynomial for the transfer
learning setting. Next, we bound L4, Ly and L3 respectively.
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Bound L; With alittle abuse of notation, we denote £y(a) = L,(6) for§ = (a, W) b1 V)
since we only optimize a in the second stage. By Proposition 6, we know with high proba-
bility, the empirical L? loss of 6* is bounded by

A * 1 * *
Lr(a) = — > (F(x0) = f*(x))°
n
2 x€D>
2
< 1lgl rP P20 N vd? N P32 N tLr?kylog®d
SEIETRLE e U aie
2

A L
+T1L2' anHB ngpr“ :

k=0

Here a* satisfies

a2 v %
2 _ K ok
—2 5 [’pHgHL? : (Zn g ||B*||0pr 4 > .
m k=0

In the second training stage, let’s set the weight decay in the second training stage as

2
P P25 . o3 N P32 N tLr?kq log? d
(H) Mo \/ M2 VAL dt/s

2
jan p N -
S kB T

o (kgzon IB*[|op

so that the empirical L? loss is directly bounded by

-2 2
Yo = A = Jlatl32 gl (AQ

min

Lala) === 3 (Fx:07) = ") S M.

We further consider the regularized second-stage training loss to be

Lan(@) = — > (f(x:(a, WD b, V) — f(x))’

n
2 x€D2

A2
Xl
Note that this loss is strongly convex, so it has a global minimum a(*) = argmin £ »(a).
Thus, we have
Lo:(a™)) < Loa(a®) S A la*3.

Since L, 5(a) is A- strongly convex, and we can write f(x; (a, W) bM) V)) = aT¥(x),
where U(x) = Vec (mflal (na(o) (wi, h(x)) + bg”)). Therefore, by Lemma 4 and

i
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our choice of 7 to ensure 7(w;, h()(x)) < 1 with high probability, we know with high
probability,

(Vi) < = 3 UG, S

1
mq '
xEDo

Thus, £y, (a) is A + O(m%)' smooth. By choosing the second-stage learning rate 7, =
Q(my), after T = O(AY) = poly(d, n, my, ma, llgll ;=) steps, we can reach an iterate
a = a”) so that

A

L3(2) S La(a”) and &, < [la”]l,.

Denoting f = (4, W® _ b® V), it holds that

L (70,7 < = 3 |f6s) — (0] < V(@) < VE@)

xEDy
Thus, we have
L = £,(f(50), f*) < ni S (f(x:0) — (%))’
xEDo

< gl rp/2 P2 N vd3 N (P3/2q N LLrkq log® d
e WG § I TN /T d1/s

gl s ~ Kk p=k
Ty R ] V2 - IBA|E
S R L

lalz _ fla|? G A
2 _ b—Fr
18l < 180 < g2, - (Zn EBHLE, ) -
i k=0

my

Here a satisfies

We assume ||a|5 < my B2, where B, satisfies

2
p
2 - Epok
B2 < 7|glle - (Zn B, ) :
k=0

Bound L, To bound L,, we rely on standard Rademacher complixity analysis. The fol-
lowing lemma provides an upper bound on the Rademacher complixity of the random fea-
ture model.
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Lemma 35. Let F = {fy: 0 = (a, W) b V), |la||, < /71 Ba.}. Recall the empirical
Rademacher complexity of F as

up i Z Uif(xi)] )

S
n
feF M2 <=

Rn(f) = EUE{:EI}" [
Here the dataset {X1,Xs, . ..,Xpn, } = Do. Then with high probability, we have

B
Ra(F) < —2.
P15

The proof is provided in Appendix D.2. Since the ¢, is 1-Lipschitz, by standard
Rademacher complexity analysis, we have that with high probability that

Ly =Bty (F00) = 1'09) = == 3 6:(76xi) = 00))

2 L

a
5 2 47—
Mo o

Bound L3 Finally, we relate the truncated loss /. to the L; population loss.

Lemma 36. By letting 7 = Q(max (¢, B,)), with high probability over 0, we have

Ly = B [|f(0) — £ ~ B[t (5608) — ' 0)] < (;)

nlngmlmzd

Here we recall that n = n; + nq. The proof is provided in Appendix D.2.
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Put the loss together By invoking the upper bound of L, L, and L3 and plugging the
values of 7, 7, ||B*||,, Amin(H), Ba, L and ||g|| -, we have

5 |

op’

F(x:0) — f(x) } — Ly + Ly + Ls

S — 0( 0%) — + 4 / \ /
T Z X T + g N9 to nanmlmgd)

xEDo
< rP/? Lf"+2d5 L”+3/2d tLr?ky log® d
S llgllre - o () \ fmz T e

P gl (5,
| — = B* +r
Vs (S Vi

rp/2 Lp+2d5 vd? Lp+3/2d N 1Lr?ki log®d
~ >\m1n mo \/ A/ n d1/6

\/L6p+lrp/2 2p rl/4y \"1 (H))p
_'_ min
my

160+ 1p/2 2p ri/4 \ H))p

mm(

_'_
_5 dGTp+1 2y Tp+2/€1
min ng, my) V d/e

D.2 Omitted Proofs in Appendix D.1
Proof of Lemma 35. Given 0 = (a, W) b)), V), since we can write

fo(x) =a'¥(x), where ¥(x)= Vec <m1 o1 (na( )<WZ-, h(x)) + bg”)).

The proof is complete.

By Proposition 4 and our choice of 7 to ensure |7]<WZ’, h® (x)>‘ < 1 with high probability
for any x € D,, we obtain that for any i € [m;] and x € Ds,

10 (wi, KO () + | < 0 [n(wi, b (x))] + 0" <

W(x)||2 < mi. by the standard linear Rademacher bound, with high probability,
the empirical Rademacher complexity is upper bounded by

RalF) 5 Y2 5 wix)

x€D2

ﬁ

The proof is complete. O
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Proof of Lemma 36. We can bound the difference between ¢, and L; loss by
B [|£0x:0) = " (x)]] — Ex[4- ( (x:0) = ) |
gﬂ«:x[ (X;é)—f*(x)‘l{‘ F(x;0) — ‘ }

< \/Ex Uf(X; 0) — f(x) 21 Pr [

< B (50 + 52007) ] [ex

Recall that we can write

f(x; é) = gT\I/(x)7 where ¥ (x) = Vec (ml o (Ua( )<Wi,h(1)(x)> i b£1)>>‘

fxi0) = f(x)| > 7]

foxib)| > /2 + Prlife| = 7/2)] - G6)

By following the proof of Lemma 35 and applying Proposition 4 for one single sample
point x (instead of the whole set Ds), we know with high probability over V, w and D;
(we denote this event by F), we have for any i € [m,],

[n{wi, W (x))] < 1

holds with high probability on x. Also, since for any i € [my], w; ~ N(0,,,,1L,,), we
know [|w;|, < /mat for any i € [m;] with high probability. We denote this joint event on

Wi, Wy, ..., Wy, by Es. Thus, conditional on events I and E5, we have
[V P— ..
f(x ‘ ——2  with high probability on x.
‘ Nzl gnp y

, we have

+3>
2

We denote this conditional event by E, ;. Moreover, since n = C't™5m, 1246

f)] < ||a”22(nllell2

mi
maol ||&
g‘/ 2|4 szgzcg_mcngB

m
1 j=1 " =1

< Vmad’ all,
holds for any x. Moreover, since f*(x) is a degree-2p polynomial of x, we know by Lemma
8, with probability at least 1 — exp(—¢), we have | f*| < C? for sufficiently large C'; > 0.
Besides, we have E, [f*(x)?] < 1. Altogether, conditional on E; and E,, by choosing
7 = C" max(?, ml_l/2 llall,) = Q(max(¢P, B,) for some sufficiently large C, we have
Ex [ (10602 + (0% | [Pr[| £0x:0)| = 7/2] + Pr[1f*(x)] > 7/2
S (mad" &2 + 1) (Pr{x ¢ Eya] + Prix ¢ By2))

1
o\ 22223 |
d?>mimsnins

ZK (x;,x h0 (x;)

N
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The last inequality holds because of the definition of high probability events and the choice
of ¢ with ¢ = C'log(dmimaonyns) for sufficiently large C'. Plugging the result into (36)
concludes our proof. O
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