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Abstract

This paper studies the problem of how efficiently functions in the Sobolev spaces
Ws,q([0, 1]d) and Besov spaces Bs

q,r([0, 1]
d) can be approximated by deep ReLU neural

networks with width W and depth L, when the error is measured in the Lp([0, 1]d) norm.
This problem has been studied by several recent works, which obtained the approximation
rate O((WL)−2s/d) up to logarithmic factors when p = q = ∞, and the rate O(L−2s/d) for
networks with fixed width when the Sobolev embedding condition 1/q − 1/p < s/d holds.
We generalize these results by showing that the rate O((WL)−2s/d) indeed holds under
the Sobolev embedding condition. It is known that this rate is optimal up to logarithmic
factors. The key tool in our proof is a novel encoding of sparse vectors by using deep ReLU
neural networks with varied width and depth, which may be of independent interest.

Keywords: Deep Neural Network, Nonlinear Approximation, Sobolev Space, Besov Space
MSC: 41A25, 41A46, 68T07

1 Introduction

Deep learning methods have made remarkable achievements in many fields such as computer
vision, natural language processing and scientific computing [LeCun et al., 2015; Raissi et al.,
2019]. The breakthrough of deep learning has motivated a lot of research on the theoretical
understanding of why deep neural networks are so powerful in applications. One of the key
reasons for the great success of neural networks is their ability to effectively approximate many
complex nonlinear functions. The well-known universal approximation theorem [Cybenko,
1989; Hornik, 1991] shows that a neural network with one hidden layer can approximate
any continuous functions on compact sets up to any prescribed accuracy. In recent studies,
approximation rates of deep neural networks have been derived for many function spaces,
such as continuous functions [Shen et al., 2019, 2020, 2022; Yarotsky, 2018], piecewise smooth
functions [Petersen and Voigtlaender, 2018], Sobolev functions [Lu et al., 2021; Yarotsky, 2017;
Yarotsky and Zhevnerchuk, 2020] and Besov functions [Siegel, 2023; Suzuki, 2019].

In this paper, we are interested in the problem of how efficiently functions in Sobolev or
Besov spaces can be approximated by deep neural networks with the ReLU activation function
[Nair and Hinton, 2010]. To be concrete, our goal is to estimate the Lp-approximation rate

sup
f∈F

inf
g∈NN (W,L)

∥f − g∥Lp([0,1]d)
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for the function class NN (W,L) of deep neural networks with width W and depth L, when
the target function class F is the unit ball of the Sobolev space Ws,q([0, 1]d) or the Besov
space Bs

q,r([0, 1]
d) (see Section 2 below for precise definitions of these spaces and the neural

network class). This problem has been studied by several recent works. For the Sobolev space
Ws,∞([0, 1]d), Yarotsky and Zhevnerchuk [2020] proved the rate O((L/ logL)−2s/d) when the
network width W is finite. This result was improved to O((W 2L2 logW )−s/d) for 0 < s ≤ 1
in Shen et al. [2022] and O((WL/(logW logL))−2s/d) for all s > 0 in Lu et al. [2021]. For
general Sobolev and Besov spaces, Siegel [2023] obtained the rate O(L−2s/d) for networks with
finite width under the strict Sobolev embedding condition 1/q − 1/p < s/d, which guarantees
that Ws,q([0, 1]d) and Bs

q,r([0, 1]
d) are compactly embedded in Lp([0, 1]d). We generalize these

results by proving that, under the condition 1/q − 1/p < s/d,

sup
∥f∥Ws,q([0,1]d)

≤1
inf

g∈NN (W,L)
∥f − g∥Lp([0,1]d) ≤ C(WL)−2s/d, (1.1)

for sufficiently large width W and depth L. Similar result also holds when the Sobolev space
is replaced by the Besov space. It is known that the rate O((WL)−2s/d) is optimal up to
logarithmic factors [Lu et al., 2021; Siegel, 2023].

As pointed out by Siegel [2023], the main technical difficulty in proving (1.1) is to deal with
the case when p > q. Because, when p ≤ q, the approximation rate (1.1) can be achieved by
classical linear approximation methods using piecewise polynomials, while for p > q, nonlinear
adaptive methods are required [DeVore, 1998]. Thus, in the nonlinear regime p > q, one needs
to use piecewise polynomials on an adaptive non-uniform grid, which cannot be handled by
the methods in Lu et al. [2021]; Shen et al. [2022]. To overcome this difficulty, Siegel [2023]
used a novel bit-extraction technique to optimally encodes sparse vectors using deep ReLU
networks with fixed width. One of our main technical contributions is a generalization of this
result, presented in Theorem 4.6, to the case when both the width and depth vary.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Section 2 presents our main results on the
approximation of Sobolev and Besov functions. The proof is given in Section 4. We illustrate
how to apply the approximation results to derive convergence rates for learning algorithms
in Section 3. Finally, we remark that, unless otherwise specified, we will use C to denote
constants which may change from line to line. This convention is standard and convenient in
analysis. The constants C may depend on some other parameters and this dependence will be
made clear from the context.

2 Main approximation results

Let us begin with a formal definition of the neural network classes used in this paper. Given
L,N1, . . . , NL ∈ N, we consider the mapping g : Rd → Rk that can be parameterized by a
fully connected ReLU neural network of the following form

g0(x) = x,

gℓ+1(x) = σ(Aℓgℓ(x) + bℓ), ℓ = 0, 1, . . . , L− 1,

g(x) = ALgL(x) + bL,

where Aℓ ∈ RNℓ+1×Nℓ , bℓ ∈ RNℓ+1 with N0 = d and NL+1 = k. The activation function
σ(t) := max{t, 0} is the Rectified Linear Unit function (ReLU) and it is applied component-
wisely. We remark that there is no activation function in the output layer, which is the usual
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convention in applications. The numbers W := max{N1, . . . , NL} and L are called the width
and depth (the number of hidden layers) of the neural network, respectively. We denote by
NNd,k(W,L) the set of mappings that can be parameterized by ReLU neural networks with
width W and depth L. When the input dimension d and the output dimension k are clear
from contexts, we simplify the notation to NN (W,L) for convenience. We will give some
basic properties of the neural network classes in Proposition 4.1 below.

The purpose of this paper is to study the approximation of Sobolev and Besov functions
by using neural networks. Let us recall the definitions of Sobolev and Besov spaces for the
reader’s convenience [Adams and Fournier, 2003; Di Nezza et al., 2012; Triebel, 1992]. Let
Ω ⊆ Rd be a bounded domain, which we take to be the unit cube Ω = [0, 1]d in the following.
For 1 ≤ q ≤ ∞, we denote by Lq(Ω) the set of functions f whose Lq norm on Ω is finite. In
other words, when q <∞,

∥f∥qLq(Ω) =

∫
Ω
|f(x)|qdx <∞.

When q = ∞, we have the standard modification ∥f∥L∞(Ω) = ess supx∈Ω |f(x)| < ∞. For
a positive integer s ∈ N, we say f ∈ Lq(Ω) is in the Sobolev space Ws,q(Ω) if it has weak
derivatives of order s and

∥f∥qWs,q(Ω) := ∥f∥qLq(Ω) + |f |qWs,q(Ω) <∞, (2.1)

where the Sobolev semi-norm |f |Ws,q(Ω) is defined by

|f |qWs,q(Ω) :=
∑
|γ|=s

∥∂γf∥qLq(Ω).

Here γ = (γi)
d
i=1 with γi ∈ N0 := N ∪ {0} is a multi-index with total degree |γ| =

∑d
i=1 γi

and we make the usual modification when q = ∞. When s is not an integer, we modify the
Sobolev semi-norm by generalizing the Hölder condition

|f |qWs,q(Ω) :=
∑

|γ|=⌊s⌋

(
∥∂γf∥qLq(Ω) +

∫
Ω

∫
Ω

|∂γf(x)− ∂γf(y)|q

|x− y|d+(s−⌊s⌋)q dxdy

)
,

when q <∞ and

|f |Ws,∞(Ω) :=
∑

|γ|=⌊s⌋

(
∥∂γf∥L∞(Ω) + ess sup

x,y∈Ω

|∂γf(x)− ∂γf(y)|
|x− y|s−⌊s⌋

)
.

Then, we can define the space Ws,q(Ω) via the norm (2.1) for non-integer s. These spaces are
also called Sobolev-Slobodeckij spaces in the literature.

Next, we define the Besov spaces through the moduli of smoothness. For k ∈ N, the k-th
order modulus of smoothness of a function f ∈ Lq(Ω) is defined as

ωk(f, t)q = sup
|h|<t

∥∆k
hf∥Lq(Ωkh),

where h ∈ Rd, Ωkh = {x ∈ Ω : x+ kh ∈ Ω} and the k-th order difference ∆k
h is given by

∆k
hf(x) =

k∑
j=0

(−1)j
(
k

j

)
f(x+ jh).
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Let s > 0, 1 ≤ q, r ≤ ∞ and fix an integer k > s. The Besov space Bs
q,r(Ω) is defined through

the norm
∥f∥Bs

q,r(Ω) := ∥f∥Lq(Ω) + |f |Bs
q,r(Ω),

where the Besov semi-norm is given by

|f |Bs
q,r(Ω) :=

{
(
∫∞
0 (t−sωk(f, t)q)

rt−1dt)1/r, if 1 ≤ r <∞,

supt>0 t
−sωk(f, t)q, if r = ∞.

It is possible to show that different choices of k > s give equivalent norms [DeVore and Lorentz,
1993]. Thus, one can simply choose k = ⌊s⌋+ 1. Sobolev and Besov spaces are closely related
to each other (see Triebel [1992] for instance). We remark that, the continuous embedding
Bs
q,r1(Ω) ↪→ Bs

q,r2(Ω) holds for 1 ≤ r1 ≤ r2 ≤ ∞. When s is not an integer, it holds that
Bs
q,q(Ω) = Ws,q(Ω) with equivalent norm. When s ∈ N, we have the continuous embedding

Bs
q,q(Ω) ↪→ Ws,q(Ω) ↪→ Bs

q,2(Ω) if q ≤ 2 and the reverse Bs
q,2(Ω) ↪→ Ws,q(Ω) ↪→ Bs

q,q(Ω) if q ≥ 2.

In particular, we have Bs
2,2(Ω) = Ws,2(Ω).

Our goal is to quantify how efficiently the neural network class NN (W,L) can approximate
functions in Ws,q(Ω) or Bs

q,r(Ω), where Ω = [0, 1]d is the unit cube. If the approximation
error is measured in the Lp(Ω)-norm, then it is necessary to assume that Ws,q(Ω) or Bs

q,r(Ω)
is contained in Lp(Ω). Because, we cannot get any approximation rate for f /∈ Lp(Ω), since
ReLU neural networks can only represent continuous functions. Indeed, we assume that the
following strict Sobolev embedding condition holds

1

q
− 1

p
<
s

d
,

which guarantees that the embeddings Ws,q(Ω) ↪→ Lp(Ω) and Bs
q,r(Ω) ↪→ Lp(Ω) are compact.

Note that, on the boundary condition 1/q− 1/p = s/d, whether the embeddings hold depends
on the precise values of s, p, q and r. Thus, this boundary case is much more subtle and we
do not study it in this work. We present our main results in the following two theorems and
defer the proof to Section 4.

Theorem 2.1. Let 0 < s < ∞ and 1 ≤ p, q ≤ ∞. If 1/q − 1/p < s/d, then for sufficiently
large W,L ∈ N,

inf
g∈NN (W,L)

∥f − g∥Lp([0,1]d) ≤ C∥f∥Ws,q([0,1]d)(WL)−2s/d,

for some constant C depending on s, p, q and d.

Theorem 2.2. Let 0 < s <∞ and 1 ≤ r, p, q ≤ ∞. If 1/q − 1/p < s/d, then for sufficiently
large W,L ∈ N,

inf
g∈NN (W,L)

∥f − g∥Lp([0,1]d) ≤ C∥f∥Bs
q,r([0,1]

d)(WL)−2s/d,

for some constant C depending on s, r, p, q and d.

The approximation rate O((WL)−2s/d) is known to be optimal up to logarithmic factors
[Shen et al., 2020; Siegel, 2023; Yang et al., 2022; Yarotsky, 2017]. Specifically, Siegel [2023,
Theorem 3] showed the existence of f with ∥f∥Ws,q([0,1]d) ≤ 1 and ∥f∥Bs

q,r([0,1]
d) ≤ 1 such that

inf
g∈NN (W,L)

∥f − g∥Lp([0,1]d) ≥ C(p, d, s)min{W 2L2 log(WL),W 3L2}−s/d. (2.2)
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In particular, when the width W is bounded, we get the optimal rate O(L−2s/d), which
has been proven by Siegel [2023]. We remark that the lower bound (2.2) is derived form
upper bounds for the VC-dimension of ReLU neural networks (see [Bartlett et al., 2019] and
inequality (3.2) below, note that VC-dimension is not larger than pseudo-dimension).

There is a series of works trying to characterize the approximation rates for deep ReLU
networks in terms of the number of nonzero parameters, see [Gühring et al., 2019; Petersen
and Voigtlaender, 2018; Suzuki, 2019; Yarotsky, 2017] for instance. Many of these results
can be obtained by using Theorems 2.1 and 2.2. Indeed, for fully connected networks with
depth L ≥ 2, the number of parameters in the network is N = O(W 2L). Our results give the
approximation rate O((WL)−2s/d) ≤ O(N−s/d) for sufficiently wide and deep networks. This
rate can be improved to O(N−2s/d) if the width is bounded so that N = O(L).

Let us denote by W ∗ and L∗ the minimal width and depth respectively such that the
approximation rate O((WL)−2s/d) holds in Theorems 2.1 and 2.2. Clearly, W ∗ and L∗ depend
on s, r, p, q and d. Although we do not try to estimate the values of W ∗ and L∗ in this paper,
one can get some information from related works. For instance, the result of Siegel [2023]
implies that W ∗ ≤ 25d+31, while Hanin and Sellke [2017] showed that the set of ReLU neural
networks with width W ≤ d is not dense in C(Ω). Thus, the minimal width W ∗ is linear on
the dimension d. The recent work [Liu and Chen, 2024] proved that this result can be further
improved toW ∗ = d+O(1) in certain cases. The situation is more complicated for the minimal
depth L∗. It was shown by Yarotsky [2017, Theorem 6] and Safran and Shamir [2017, Theorem
4] that the approximation error in L2([0, 1]d) for any nonlinear function f ∈ C2([0, 1]d) is lower
bounded by CfW

−2L for some constant Cf > 0. This lower bound implies that we must have
L∗ ≥ s/d for p ≥ 2, in order to get the rate O(W−2s/d) for finite depth. On the other hand, Lu
et al. [2021, Corollary 1.2] proved that, when the target function class is Cs([0, 1]d) with s ∈ N,
the depth L = 108s2 + 2d is sufficient to obtain a slightly weaker bound O((W/ logW )−2s/d).
It would be an interesting problem to give more precise estimations for W ∗ and L∗. We think
the tools developed in Section 4 would be helpful for this problem.

3 Applications to machine learning

This section illustrates how to apply Theorems 2.1 and 2.2 to study machine learning problems.
We will use our approximation results derive new learning rates for the least squares estimator
in the nonparametric regression setting, which has attracted a lot of attention in recent research
[Chen et al., 2022; Kohler and Langer, 2021; Nakada and Imaizumi, 2020; Schmidt-Hieber,
2020; Suzuki, 2019]. Although this paper focuses on the regression problem, we remark that
similar analysis can be applied to study other learning problems, such as classification [Kim
et al., 2021; Yang et al., 2024], solving partial differential equations [Duan et al., 2022; Lu
et al., 2022] and distribution learning by diffusion modeling [Oko et al., 2023].

Suppose we have a data set of n ≥ 2 samples Dn = {(Xi, Yi)}ni=1, which are independent
and identically distributed as a Rd × R-valued random vector (X,Y ). Let µ be the marginal
distribution of the covariate X. We assume that µ is supported on [0, 1]d and absolutely
continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure with density pX which satisfies 0 ≤ pX(x) ≤
C <∞ on [0, 1]d. The goal of nonparametric regression problem is to estimate the so-called
regression function f(x) = E[Y |X = x] from the observed data Dn. One of the most popular
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estimators is the least squares

ĥn ∈ argmin
h∈H

1

n

n∑
i=1

(h(Xi)− Yi)
2, (3.1)

where H is a suitably chosen hypothesis class. For simplicity, we assume here and in the sequel
that the minimum above indeed exists. In deep learning, the function class H is parameterized
by deep neural networks. So, we consider the case that H = NN (W,L), where the width
W and depth L depend on the sample size n so that we can obtain convergence rate for the
estimator ĥn. The performance of the estimation is measured by the expected risk

L(ĥn) := E(X,Y )[(ĥn(X)− Y )2].

It is equivalent to evaluating the estimator by the excess risk

∥ĥn − f∥2L2(µ) = L(ĥn)− L(f).

In principle, the excess risk can be divided into two components: the approximation
error due to the representational capacity of the model and the generalization error due
to the fact that we only have finite samples. We can estimate the approximation error by
Theorems 2.1 and 2.2, while the generalization error is often bounded by the covering number
or pseudo-dimension of the model [Mohri et al., 2018]. Recall that the pseudo-dimension
Pdim (H) of a real-valued function class H defined on [0, 1]d is the largest integer m for which
there exist points x1, . . . , xm ∈ [0, 1]d and constants c1, . . . , cm ∈ R such that

|{ sgn (h(x1)− c1), . . . , sgn (h(xm)− cm) : h ∈ H}| = 2m.

Bartlett et al. [2019, Theorems 7 and 10] showed that

Pdim (NN (W,L)) ≤ Cmin{W 2L2 log(WL),W 3L2}. (3.2)

In the statistical analysis of learning algorithms, we often require that the hypothesis class
is uniformly bounded. We define the truncation operator TB with level B > 0 for real-valued
functions h as

TBh(x) :=

{
h(x) if |h(x)| ≤ B,

sgn (h(x))B if |h(x)| > B.

Note that the truncation can be implemented by the ReLU neural network σ(t)− σ(−t)−
σ(t − B) + σ(−t − B) ∈ NN (4, 1). The next theorem provides a convergence rate for the
truncated least squares TBn ĥn, where Bn = c log n for some constant c > 0 and the hypothesis
class is a neural network.

Theorem 3.1. Suppose s ∈ (0,∞) and q ∈ [1,∞] satisfy 1/q−1/2 < s/d. Let c1, c2, c3, c4 > 0
below be constants. Assume that the distribution of (X,Y ) satisfies E[exp(c1Y 2)] <∞ and that
the regression function f ∈ Ws,q([0, 1]d)∩L∞([0, 1]d) with ∥f∥Ws,q([0,1]d) ≤ 1 and ∥f∥L∞([0,1]d) ≤
B for some B ≥ 1. Let ĥn be the least squares estimator (3.1) with H = NN (Wn, Ln), where
Wn ≥W ∗ and Ln ≥ L∗ so that Theorem 2.1 can be applied with p = 2. If Bn = c2 log n and

c3n
d

2d+4s ≤WnLn ≤ c4n
d

2d+4s ,
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then we have
EDn∥TBn ĥn − f∥2L2(µ) ≤ Cn−

2s
d+2s (log n)4,

where EDn indicates the expectation with respect to the training data Dn and C is a constant
independent of the regression function f and the sample size n.

Proof. The proof is similar to Yang and Zhou [2024, Theorem 4.2]. By the assumption on the
distribution of (X,Y ), we can apply the result of Kohler and Langer [2021, Supplement B,
Lemma 18], which shows that the error can be decomposed as

EDn∥TBn ĥn − f∥2L2(µ) ≤ CEgen + 2Eapp,

where

Egen :=
(log n)2 supX1:n∈([0,1]d)n log(N (n−1B−1

n , TBnH, ∥ · ∥L1(X1:n)) + 1)

n
,

Eapp := inf
h∈H

∥f − h∥2L2(µ).

Here, X1:n = (X1, . . . , Xn) denotes the sequence of sample points on [0, 1]d and N (ϵ, TBnH, ∥ ·
∥L1(X1:n)) denotes the ϵ-covering number of the function class TBnH := {TBnh, h ∈ H} in the

metric ∥h1 − h2∥L1(X1:n) =
1
n

∑n
i=1 |h1(Xi)− h2(Xi)|.

Since the density of µ is bounded, Theorem 2.1 implies that the approximation error can
be bounded as

Eapp = inf
h∈H

∥f − h∥2L2(µ) ≤ C(WnLn)
−4s/d ≤ Cn−

2s
d+2s .

On the other hand, the classical result of Haussler [1992, Theorem 6] shows that the covering
number can be bounded by pseudo-dimension:

logN (ϵ, TBnH, ∥ · ∥L1(X1:n)) ≤ C Pdim (TBnH) log(Bn/ϵ).

Using Pdim (TBnH) ≤ Pdim (H) and the pseudo-dimension bound (3.2) for neural network,
we get

logN (ϵ, TBnH, ∥ · ∥L1(X1:n)) ≤ CW 2
nL

2
n log(WnLn) log(Bn/ϵ).

This implies the following bound for the generalization error

Egen ≤ C
(log n)2W 2

nL
2
n log(WnLn) log(nB

2
n)

n
≤ Cn−

2s
d+2s (log n)4,

which completes the proof.

A completely analogous theorem holds for the unit ball of the Besov spaces, i.e. Theorem
3.1 holds with the Sobolev space Ws,q([0, 1]d) replaced by Bs

q,r([0, 1]
d). It is well-known that

the convergence rate n−2s/(d+2s) is minimax optimal for these spaces [Donoho and Johnstone,
1998; Giné and Nickl, 2015; Stone, 1982]. Thus, deep neural networks can achieve the minimax
optimal rates for Sobolev and Besov spaces up to logarithm factors. Similar result has been
established in Suzuki [2019] for sparse networks. However, their result relies on the sparsity of
neural networks and hence one need to optimize over different network architectures to obtain
the optimal rates, which is hard to implement due to the unknown locations of the non-zero
parameters. Our result show that fully connected networks are already able to achieve optimal
rates.
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We remark that the above convergence rates suffer from the curse of dimensionality. In
practical applications of deep learning, the data distributions are often of high-dimensional but
have certain low-dimensional structure [Nakada and Imaizumi, 2020]. For instance, a popular
assumption is that the data distribution is concentrated around certain low-dimensional
manifold [Chen et al., 2022; Jiao et al., 2023a]. In order to deal with this case, it is necessary
to generalize Theorems 2.1 and 2.2 to the approximation on manifolds. We leave this as an
open problem for future study.

4 Constructive proof of main approximation bounds

In this section, we give our main construction and proof of Theorems 2.1 and 2.2. Following
the ideas in Lu et al. [2021]; Shen et al. [2020, 2022]; Siegel [2023], we approximate Sobolev
and Besov functions by piecewise polynomials and construct deep ReLU neural networks to
approximate the piecewise polynomials. To describe this construction, let us first introduce
some notations, which are almost identical to those in Siegel [2023, Section 4].

Throughout this section, we let b ≥ 2 be a fixed integer unless otherwise specified (in
Subsection 4.4) and suppress the dependence on b in the following notations for convenience.
Notice that it is enough to consider the approximation on the half-open cube Ω = [0, 1)d. For
any integer ℓ ≥ 0, we can partition Ω into bdl subcubes:

Ω =
⋃
i∈Iℓ

Ωℓ
i, Ωℓ

i :=
d∏

j=1

[b−ℓij , b
−ℓ(ij + 1)), (4.1)

where the d-dimensional multi-index i is in the index set Iℓ := {0, . . . , bℓ− 1}d. For any integer
k ≥ 0, we use Pk to denote the space of polynomials with degree at most k. The space of
piecewise polynomials (with degree at most k) subordinate to the partition (4.1) is denoted by

Pℓ
k :=

{
f : Ω → R, f |Ωℓ

i
∈ Pk for all i ∈ Iℓ

}
.

Note that this space has a natural basis

ργℓ,i(x) :=

{∏d
j=1(b

ℓxj − ij)
γj , x ∈ Ωℓ

i,

0, x /∈ Ωℓ
i,

(4.2)

where γ = (γ1, . . . , γd) ∈ Nd
0 is a multi-index with |γ| :=

∑d
j=1 γj ≤ k. Thus, the space Pℓ

k is

of dimension
(
d+k
k

)
bdℓ.

Since ReLU neural networks can only represent continuous piecewise linear functions, it is
difficult to directly construct deep ReLU neural networks to approximate piecewise polynomials
on the boundary of the partition (4.1). To overcome this difficulty, Shen et al. [2020] proposed
to remove an arbitrarily small region (called trifling region) from Ω. Specially, given ϵ > 0, we
define

Ωℓ,ϵ :=
⋃
i∈Iℓ

Ωℓ
i,ϵ, Ωℓ

i,ϵ :=

d∏
j=1

{
[b−ℓij , b

−ℓ(ij + 1)− ϵ), ij < bℓ − 1,

[1− b−ℓ, 1), ij = bℓ − 1.
(4.3)

We will construct deep neural networks to approximate piecewise polynomials from Pℓ
k on

the good region Ωℓ,ϵ in Subsection 4.3 and then apply this result to derive bounds for the
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approximations to Sobolev and Besov functions in Subsection 4.4. The trifling region can
be removed by using a construction similar to the method in Lu et al. [2021]; Shen et al.
[2022]; Siegel [2023]. The key technical contribution of our construction is the neural network
representation of vectors presented in Theorem 4.6, which is a generalization of Siegel [2023,
Theorem 14]. We collect preliminary results on neural network constructions in Subsections
4.1 for the reader’s convenience.

4.1 Basic constructions of neural networks

In this subsection, we collect several useful results on neural network constructions, which will
be the building blocks of our construction of approximations to Sobolev and Besov functions.
These results are well-known in the literature and we only make minor modifications. The
omitted proofs are given in the Appendix for completeness.

The following proposition gives basic properties of the neural network class NN (W,L).
These properties are widely used in the approximation theory of neural networks, see DeVore
et al. [2021]; Jiao et al. [2023b]; Lu et al. [2021]; Siegel [2023] for instance. The proof can be
found in Jiao et al. [2023b, Proposition 2.5] and Siegel [2023, Proposition 7].

Proposition 4.1. Let fi ∈ NN di,ki(Wi, Li) for i = 1, . . . , n.

(1) If d1 = d2, k1 = k2 and W1 ≤W2, L1 ≤ L2, then NNd1,k1(W1, L1) ⊆ NNd2,k2(W2, L2).

(2) (Composition) If k1 = d2, then f2 ◦ f1 ∈ NNd1,k2(max{W1,W2}, L1 + L2). The result
also holds when f1 or f2 is affine, if we view affine maps as neural networks with width
W = 0 and depth L = 0.

(3) (Concatenation) If d1 = d2, define f(x) := (f1(x), f2(x))
⊺, then f ∈ NNd1,k1+k2(W1 +

W2,max{L1, L2}).
(4) (Summation) If di = d and ki = k for all i = 1, . . . , n, then

∑n
i=1 fi ∈ NNd,k(

∑n
i=1Wi,

max1≤i≤n Li) ∩NN d,k(max1≤i≤nWi + 2d+ 2k,
∑n

i=1 Li).

Note that Proposition 4.1 can be applied recursively to construct new neural networks. It
is easy to see that a network can be applied to only a few components of its input, because
we can use an affine map to select the coordinates. Since the identity map Id (x) = x =
σ(x)− σ(−x) ∈ NN 1,1(2, 1), whose width can be reduced to one when the sign of x is known,
we can “memorize” some components of the input and intermediate outputs of a network by
concatenation. We will use these facts without comment in the rest of the paper.

We remark that, in Part (4) of Proposition 4.1, we have two ways to construct a neural
network which represents the sum of a collection of smaller networks. The first is to concatenate
the networks in parallel and compute the sum in the output layer. The second is to compute
the sum in a sequential way, in which we use 2d neurons to memorize the input and 2k neurons
to memorize the partial sum. We will mainly use the first construction in the rest of the paper.
When it is necessary to use the second construction, we will mention it explicitly.

Recall that ReLU neural networks can only represent continuous piecewise linear functions.
For n ∈ N, we use PWL (n) to denote the set of continuous piecewise linear functions g : R → R
with at most n pieces, that is, there exists at most n+1 points −∞ = t0 ≤ t1 ≤ · · · ≤ tn = ∞
such that g is linear on the interval (ti−1, ti) for all i = 1, . . . , n. The points, where g is not
differentiable, are called breakpoints of g. The next lemma shows that we can represent any
functions in PWL (n) by ReLU networks with O(n) parameters.
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Lemma 4.2. Let W,L, n ∈ N and g ∈ PWL(n+ 1).

(1) It holds that g ∈ NN (n+ 1, 1). If g′(t) = 0 for sufficiently small t, then g ∈ NN (n, 1).

(2) Assume that the breakpoints of g are in the bounded interval [α, β]. If n ≤ 6W 2L, then
there exists f ∈ NN (6W + 2, 2L) such that f = g on [α, β].

The key to obtain sharp approximation results for deep ReLU networks is the bit extraction
technique, which was introduced to lower bound the VC dimension of neural networks with
piecewise polynomial activation [Bartlett et al., 1998, 2019] and used by Yarotsky [2018]; Shen
et al. [2022] to derive optimal approximation rates for deep ReLU networks. To present the
technique, Let us denote the binary representation by

Binxmxm−1 · · ·x0.x−1 · · ·x−n :=
m∑

i=−n

2ixi,

for xi ∈ {0, 1}, i = −n, . . . ,m. The next lemma is a minor modification of Bartlett et al. [2019,
Lemma 13].

Lemma 4.3. Let m,n ∈ N satisfy m ≤ n. There exists fn,m ∈ NN 1,m+1(2
m+2 + 1, 1) such

that, for any x = Bin 0.x1 · · ·xn with xi ∈ {0, 1}, we have

fn,m(x) = (x1, . . . , xm, Bin 0.xm+1 · · ·xn)⊺.

Moreover, for any L ∈ N, there exists fn,m,L ∈ NN 1,2(2
⌈m/L⌉+2 + 2, L) such that

fn,m,L(x) = (Binx1 · · ·xm.0, Bin 0.xm · · ·xn)⊺.

Using similar idea as the bit extraction technique, we can construct deep neural networks
to compute the index i of the good region Ωℓ

i,ϵ defined by (4.3).

Lemma 4.4. Let ℓ ∈ N0 and 0 < ϵ < b−ℓ. For any L ∈ N, there exists qd ∈ NN d,1(2db
⌈ℓ/L⌉, L)

such that

qd(x) = ind (i) :=
d∑

j=1

bℓ(j−1)ij , ∀x ∈ Ωℓ
i,ϵ.

Finally, in order to remove the trifling region, we will need the following technical con-
struction from Siegel [2023, Corollary 13], which gives a network that selects any order
statistic.

Proposition 4.5. Let d = 2k for some k ∈ N. For each integer 1 ≤ j ≤ d, there exists
ψj ∈ NN d,1(4d, k(k + 1)/2) such that ψj(x) = x(j), where x(j) is the j-th largest entry of

x ∈ Rd.

4.2 Representation of vectors

This subsection gives the main technical construction for the proof of Theorems 2.1 and 2.2.
We consider the problem of how efficiently deep ReLU neural networks can represent integer
vectors. This problem has also been studied by Siegel [2023], which gave sharp result for
networks with constant width. We give a generalization of this result in the next theorem,
which pays more attention to the trade-off between width and depth.
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Theorem 4.6. Let N,M ∈ N and x = (x1, . . . , xN )⊺ ∈ ZN satisfy ∥x∥1 ≤M .

(1) If N ≥M , then for any S, T ∈ N, there exists g ∈ NN (W,L) with

W = 22max

{⌈ √
M

S
√
T + 2

⌉
,

⌈(
N

M

)1/T
⌉}

+ 10, L = 4S(T + 2),

such that g(n) = xn for n = 1, . . . , N .

(2) If N ≤M , then for any S, T ∈ N, there exists g ∈ NN (W,L) with

W = 22max

{⌈
M

S
√
N(T + 2)

⌉
,

⌈(
M

N

)1/T
⌉}

+ 12, L = 4

⌈
SN

M

⌉
(T + 2),

such that g(n) = xn for n = 1, . . . , N .

Before proving this theorem, let us make a short discussion on the result. We denote the
set of integer vectors which we wish to encode by

SN,M :=
{
x ∈ ZN : ∥x∥1 ≤M

}
. (4.4)

As shown by Siegel [2023], the cardinality of this set satisfies

log2 |SN,M | ≤ C

{
M(1 + log2(N/M)), if N ≥M,

N(1 + log2(M/N)), if N ≤M.

This bound also gives an estimate on the number of bits required to encode the set SN,M .
Note that we can use the parameters S and T to tune the size of network in Theorem 4.6. By
choosing T = ⌈log2(N/M)⌉ if N ≥M and T = ⌈log2(M/N)⌉ if N ≤M , Theorem 4.6 shows
that SN,M can be encoded by a deep neural network whose width W and depth L satisfying

W 2L2 ≤ C

{
M(1 + log2(N/M)), if N ≥M,

N(1 + log2(M/N)), if N ≤M.
(4.5)

With the above choice of T , if the parameter S is chosen properly, one can recover the result
of Siegel [2023, Theorem 14], which corresponds to the case that W is a constant. Siegel [2023,
Theorem 25] also proved a lower bound for the size of network when the set SN,M can be
encoded: there exists a constant C <∞ such that

W 4L2 ≥ C−1

{
M(1 + log(N/M)), if N ≥M > C logN,

N(1 + log(M/N)), if N ≤M < exp(N/C).
(4.6)

When the width W is bounded, this lower bound matches the previous upper bound (4.5) and
hence the construction is optimal. However, when W is not bounded, the lower bound has
worse dependence on the width. In the next theorem, we provide a new lower bound, which is
better in certain situations.

Theorem 4.7. Let SN,M be the set defined by (4.4). Suppose that W ≥ 2, L ≥ 1 and that for
any (x1, . . . , xN )⊺ ∈ SN,M , there exists g ∈ NN (W,L) such that g(n) = xn for n = 1, . . . , N .
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(1) If N ≥M ≥ C0N
1/p for some p ≥ 1 and constant C0 > 0, then

W 2L2 log(WL) ≥ CpM(1 + log(N/M)),

for some constant Cp depending on p and C0.

(2) If N ≤M ≤ C0N
p for some p ≥ 1 and constant C0 > 0, then

W 2L2 log(WL) ≥ CpN(1 + log(M/N)),

for some constant Cp depending on p and C0..

This theorem shows that the upper bound (4.5) is sharp up to logarithmic factors in the
range cN1/p ≤M ≤ CNp. The proof of Theorem 4.7 is given in Appendix A.4. Our proof is
based on the estimation of the number of sign patterns that can be matched by the neural
network which fits SN,M . The analysis is similar to the derivation of the lower bound (4.6)
in Siegel [2023, Theorem 25]. The main difference is that we use the method presented in
Bartlett et al. [2019, Theorem 7] to upper bound the number of sign patterns.

Now, let us come back to the proof of Theorem 4.6. Following the idea of Siegel [2023],
we will construct a neural network that implements a pair of encoding and decoding maps
E : SN,M → {0, 1}k and D : {0, 1}k → SN,M which satisfy D(E(x)) = x. The encoding and
decoding maps are explicitly given by algorithms in Siegel [2023]. In the following lemma, we
summarize the essential properties of these maps that we need in our construction.

Lemma 4.8. Let N,M,S ∈ N and x = (x1, . . . , xN )⊺ ∈ ZN satisfy ∥x∥1 ≤M and ∥x∥∞ < S.
We can encode x by the binary representation

E(x) = Bin 0.f1t1f2t2 · · · fRtR,

where fi, ti ∈ Z are encoded by certain binary sequences that satisfy the following properties.

(1) If N ≥ M , then we have R ≤ 2M , fi ∈ {0, 1, . . . , ⌈N/M⌉} is encoded via binary
expansion with length 1 + ⌈log2(N/M)⌉ and ti ∈ {0,±1} is encoded via 0 = 00, 1 = 10
and −1 = 01.

(2) If N ≤ M , then we have R ≤ 2N , fi ∈ {0, 1} and ti ∈ {−⌈M/N⌉, . . . , ⌈M/N⌉} is
encoded via binary expansion with length 2 + ⌈log2(M/N)⌉, whose first bit determines
its sign and the remaining bits consist of the binary expansion of its magnitude.

Furthermore, we can decode the above encoding E(x) as follows. Denote τ := S if N ≥ M
and τ := ⌈SN/M⌉ if N ≤ M , and let ρ := ⌈R/τ⌉. Then there exist two strictly increasing
sequences of integers (ik)

ρ
k=0 and (jk)

ρ
k=0 with i0 = 1, iρ = R + 1, j0 = 0, jρ = N and

ik − ik−1 < 2τ such that

xn =

ik+1−1∑
i=ik

tiδ0

n− jk −
i∑

m=ik

fm

 , ∀jk < n ≤ jk+1, (4.7)

where δ0(0) = 1 and δ0(z) = 0 for z ̸= 0.

Proof. The encoding can be implemented by Algorithms 1 and 2 in Siegel [2023] respectively.
The sequences (ik)

ρ
k=0 and (jk)

ρ
k=0 are explicitly constructed in the proof of Propositions 15

and 17 in Siegel [2023].
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We prove Theorem 4.6 by constructing a neural network to implement the map n 7→ xn
given by the equality (4.7).

Proof of Theorem 4.6. Without loss of generality, we can assume that S ≤ M , because the
case S > M is a direct consequence of the case S =M . We decompose x ∈ ZN as x = u+ v,
where

un :=

{
xn, |xn| ≥ S,

0, |xn| < S,
vn :=

{
0, |xn| ≥ S,

xn, |xn| < S.

Notice that the large part u has small support:

|{n : un ̸= 0}| ≤ ∥u∥1
S

≤ ∥x∥1
S

≤ M

S
.

Thus, there exists a continuous piecewise linear function with at most 3M/S which matches
the values of u. By Lemma 4.2, for any W1, L1 ∈ N (which will be chosen later) satisfying
2W 2

1L1 ≥M/S, there exists gu ∈ NN (6W1 + 2, 2L1) such that gu(n) = un for n = 1, . . . , N .
It remains to construct a neural network gv to represent the small part by applying

Lemma 4.8 to v ∈ ZN . Notice that, by equality (4.7), we only need to know n − jk and
rk = Bin 0.fiktik · · · fik+1−1tik+1−1 to compute vn. We define two continuous piecewise linear
functions on [0, N ] by

J(z) =

{
z − jk, jk + 1 ≤ z ≤ jk+1,

linear, jk < z < jk + 1,

R(z) =

{
rk, jk + 1 ≤ z ≤ jk+1,

linear, jk < z < jk + 1.

Then, J(n) = n− jk and R(n) = rk for jk < n ≤ jk+1. Observe that J and R has at most 2ρ
pieces with

ρ ≤

{⌈
2M
S

⌉
≤ 3M

S , if N ≥M,⌈
2N

⌈SN/M⌉

⌉
≤
⌈

2N
SN/M

⌉
=
⌈
2M
S

⌉
≤ 3M

S , if N < M.

By Lemma 4.2, if W 2
1L1 ≥M/S, then J,R ∈ NN (6W1 + 2, 2L1) and

n→

n− jk
rk
0

 ∈ NN (12W1 + 4, 2L1), for jk < n ≤ jk+1. (4.8)

Next, we use Lemma 4.3 to extract fi and ti, ik ≤ i < ik+1, from rk and compute vn using
(4.7).

We first consider the case N ≥M . Recall that ik+1 − ik < 2τ . We are going to construct
a neural network to implement the following map z

Bin 0.f1t1 · · · f2τ t2τ
Σ

→

 z − f1
Bin 0.f2t2 · · · f2τ t2τ
Σ+ t1δ0(z − f1)

 , (4.9)

where z,Σ ∈ Z, fi ∈ N is encoded via binary representation with length α := 1+ ⌈log2(N/M)⌉
and ti ∈ {0,±1} is encoded via 0 = 00, 1 = 10 and −1 = 01. The construction is similar to
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Siegel [2023, Lemma 16], but we pay more attention to the trade-off between width and depth.
We first apply the network f2τ(α+2),α,T ∈ NN (2⌈α/T ⌉+2 + 2, T ) in Lemma 4.3 to extract f1
from the second component. Since 2⌈α/T ⌉+2 ≤ 16(N/M)1/T , we have z

Bin 0.f1t1 · · · f2τ t2τ
Σ

→

 z − f1
Bin 0.t1f2t2 · · · f2τ t2τ

Σ

 ∈ NN (16⌈(N/M)1/T ⌉+ 6, T ).

Notice that the delta function δ0 on Z can be implemented by the following piecewise linear
function

h(z) =


0, |z| ≥ 1,

1 + z, −1 < z ≤ 0,

1− z, 0 < z < 1,

(4.10)

which is in NN (3, 1) by Lemma 4.2. We apply h to the fist component and use the network
f2τ(α+2),2 ∈ NN (17, 1) in Lemma 4.3 to extract the two bits b1, b2 corresponding to t1 from
the second component. This gives

 z − f1
Bin 0.t1f2t2 · · · f2τ t2τ

Σ

→



z − f1
h(z − f1)

b1
b2

Bin 0.f2t2 · · · f2τ t2τ
Σ

 ∈ NN (24, 1).

It remains to implement the map (a, b1, b2) → at1, where a = δ0(z − f1) = h(z − f1) ∈ {0, 1},
by a network. This can be done by the observation that t1 = b1 − b2 and

at1 = ab1 − ab2 = σ(a+ b1 − 1)− σ(a+ b2 − 1).

Combining the above constructions, we obtain that the map (4.9) is in NN (16⌈(N/M)1/T ⌉+
8, T + 2) by Proposition 4.1.

We compose the network in (4.8) with 2τ copies of the network in (4.9) and then use
an affine map to select the last component. By equality (4.7), this gives us a network
gv ∈ NN (16max{W1, ⌈(N/M)1/T ⌉}+8, 2L1+2τ(T+2)) satisfying gv(n) = vn for n = 1, . . . , N .
Note that we pads rk = Bin 0.fiktik · · · fik+1−1tik+1−1 with zeros so that it has 2τ blocks of
(fi, ti). The additional zero blocks have no effect on the computation of vn. As a consequence,
we get the desired network g = gu+gv ∈ NN (22max{W1, ⌈(N/M)1/T ⌉}+10, 2L1+2τ(T +2)).
Now, we choose

L1 = τ(T + 2) = S(T + 2).

Recall the requirement that W 2
1L1 ≥M/S, which implies we can choose

W1 =

⌈ √
M

S
√
T + 2

⌉
.

If N ≤M , we need to construct a network to implement the map (4.9), where z,Σ ∈ Z,
fi ∈ {0, 1} and ti ∈ {−⌈M/N⌉, . . . , ⌈M/N⌉} is encoded via binary expansion with length
β + 1 := ⌈log2(M/N)⌉+ 2, whose first bit determines its sign and the remaining bits consist
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of the binary expansion of its magnitude. For convenience, let us denote the bits of t1
by b0b1 · · · bβ, where b0 = 0 if t1 < 0 and b0 = 1 otherwise. We first apply the network
f2τ(β+2),2 ∈ NN (17, 1) in Lemma 4.3 to extract f1 and b0 from the second component

 z
Bin 0.f1t1 · · · f2τ t2τ

Σ

→


z − f1
b0

Bin 0.b1 · · · bβf2t2 · · · f2τ t2τ
Σ

 ∈ NN (21, 1).

Then, we can approximate the delta function by h ∈ NN (3, 1) defined as (4.10) and use
the network f2τ(β+2),β,T ∈ NN (2⌈β/T ⌉+2 + 2, T ) in Lemma 4.3 to compute |t1| from b1 · · · bβ.
Specifically,


z − f1
b0

Bin 0.b1 · · · bβf2t2 · · · f2τ t2τ
Σ

→



z − f1
h(z − f1)

b0
|t1|

Bin 0.f1t1 · · · f2τ t2τ
Σ

 ∈ NN (16⌈(M/N)1/T ⌉+ 10, T ),

because 2⌈β/T ⌉+2 ≤ 16(M/N)1/T . It remains to implement the map (a, b0, |t1|) → at1, where
a = h(z − f1) ∈ {0, 1}, by a network. Observing that

at1 =


0, a = 0,

|t1|, a = 1, b0 = 1,

−|t1|, a = 1, b0 = 0,

and |t1| < 2β, we have

at1 = σ(|t1| − 2β(2− a− b0))− σ(|t1| − 2β(1− a+ b0)).

Hence, the map (4.9) is in NN (16⌈(M/N)1/T ⌉+ 10, T + 2) by Proposition 4.1.
As before, we compose the network in (4.8) with 2τ copies of the network in (4.9) to get gv ∈

NN (16max{W1, ⌈(M/N)1/T ⌉}+ 10, 2L1 + 2τ(T + 2)) satisfying gv(n) = vn for n = 1, . . . , N .
Consequently, we get the desired network g = gu + gv ∈ NN (22max{W1, ⌈(M/N)1/T ⌉} +
12, 2L1 + 2τ(T + 2)). By choosing

L1 = τ(T + 2) = ⌈SN/M⌉(T + 2),

and

W1 =

⌈
M

S
√
N(T + 2)

⌉
,

we fulfill the requirement W 2
1L1 ≥M/S and complete the proof.

4.3 Approximation of piecewise polynomials

Since the seminal work of Yarotsky [2017]. it is well-known that polynomials can be efficiently
approximated by deep ReLU neural networks. The starting point of this theory is the
approximation of the product function (x, y) 7→ xy. The following lemma is a modification of
Lu et al. [2021, Lemma 5.1].
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Lemma 4.9. For any integers k ≥ 4 and L ≥ 1, there exists fk,L ∈ NN (3k2k + 3, L) such
that fk,L : [−1, 1]2 → [−1, 1] and

|fk,L(x, y)− xy| ≤ 2−2kL−1, ∀x, y ∈ [−1, 1].

Once we have the approximation of the product function, we can approximate any mono-
mials by viewing them as multi-products and hence can approximate any polynomials. This
idea can be further combined with Lemma 4.4 and Theorem 4.6 to approximate piecewise
polynomials on the good region Ωℓ,ϵ defined by (4.3). We prepare the following proposition
for the purpose of proving Theorems 2.1 and 2.2.

Proposition 4.10. Let ℓ, k ∈ N0 and 0 < ϵ < b−ℓ. Suppose that f ∈ Pℓ
k is expanded in terms

of the bases ργℓ,i defined by (4.2),

f(x) =
∑

|γ|≤k,i∈Iℓ

ai,γρ
γ
ℓ,i(x).

Let 1 ≤ q ≤ p ≤ ∞ and choose a parameter δ > 0. The following approximation results hold
for some constants C := C(p, q, d, k, b) depending only on p, q, d, k and the base b.

(1) If δq ≤ dℓ, then for any S, T,W0, L0 ∈ N, there exists g ∈ NN (W,L) with

W ≤ Cmax

{
bδq/2

S
√
T
, b(dℓ−δq)/T , bℓ/L0 ,W02

W0

}
,

L ≤ C(ST + L0),

such that (with the standard modification when q = ∞)

∥f − g∥Lp(Ωℓ,ϵ) ≤ C
(
bδq/p−dℓ/p−δ + 4−W0L0

) ∑
|γ|≤k,i∈Iℓ

|ai,γ |q
1/q

.

(2) If δq ≥ dℓ, then for any S, T,W0, L0 ∈ N, there exists g ∈ NN (W,L) with

W ≤ Cmax

{
bδ+dℓ/2−dℓ/q

S
√
T

, b(δ−dℓ/q)/T , bℓ/L0 ,W02
W0

}
,

L ≤ C
(⌈
b−δ+dℓ/qS

⌉
T + L0

)
,

such that (with the standard modification when q = ∞)

∥f − g∥Lp(Ωℓ,ϵ) ≤ C
(
b−δ + 4−W0L0

) ∑
|γ|≤k,i∈Iℓ

|ai,γ |q
1/q

.

This proposition may seem to be complicated at first glance. So let us explain the intuition
and meaning of the parameters δ, S, T,W0, L0. The approximation of the piecewise polynomial
can be divided into two parts. The first part is the approximation of the coefficients ai,γ . We
will first discretize these coefficients and then encode them by using the network from Theorem
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4.6, which gives us two tunable parameters S and T . The parameter δ (more precisely b−δ)
represents the discretization level. The conditions δq ≤ dℓ and δq ≥ dℓ correspond to the
sparse and dense regimes respectively in Theorem 4.6. The second part is the approximation
of the base functions ργℓ,i(x) and the product (ai,γ , ρ

γ
ℓ,i(x)) 7→ ai,γρ

γ
ℓ,i(x). This can be done by

using lemmas 4.4 and 4.9. The parameters W0 and L0 are used to tune the size of networks
constructed in the second part. We remark that, in general, the networks in the second part
can be much smaller than the encoding network in the first part, because their approximation
errors decay as 4−W0L0 .

Proof of Proposition 4.10. Let us consider the decomposition f =
∑

|γ|≤k fγ where

fγ(x) =
∑
i∈Iℓ

ai,γρ
γ
ℓ,i(x).

By Proposition 4.1 and the triangle inequality, it is enough to prove the result for each fγ
at the expense of larger constants. Thus, we assume that f := fγ and write ai := ai,γ in the
following analysis. Without loss of generality, we can further assume that

∥a∥q :=

∑
i∈Iℓ

|ai|q
1/q

≤ 1

with the standard modification when q = ∞, where a := (ai)i∈Iℓ denotes the vector of
coefficients. In order to use Theorem 4.6, we will need to discretize these coefficients. Given
δ > 0, we can approximate a by ã = (ãi)i∈Iℓ with

ãi := b−δ sgn (ai)⌊bδ|ai|⌋.

It is easy to see that ∥a− ã∥∞ ≤ b−δ and ∥a− ã∥q ≤ ∥a∥q ≤ 1. Since |Iℓ| = bdℓ, the uniform
bound implies ∥a− ã∥p ≤ bdℓ/p−δ. On the other hand, since p ≥ q,

∥a− ã∥p ≤ ∥a− ã∥q/pq ∥a− ã∥1−q/p
∞ ≤ bδq/p−δ.

In summary, we have
∥a− ã∥p ≤ b−δ min{bdℓ/p, bδq/p}. (4.11)

To construct the desired network g, we first apply q1, qd ∈ NN (2db⌈ℓ/L0⌉, L0) in Lemma
4.4 to compute the index of the input

x→


q1(x1)

...
q1(xd)
qd(x)
x

→


bℓx1 − q1(x1)

...
bℓxd − q1(xd)

qd(x)

 . (4.12)

This map can be implemented by a network with width W1 ≤ Cbℓ/L0 and depth L1 = L0.
Furthermore, for x ∈ Ωℓ

i,ϵ, this map becomes x→ (bℓx1 − i1, · · · , bℓxd − id, ind (i))
⊺. Next, we

construct a neural network to implement the map ind (i) 7→ b−δu ind (i), where u ∈ Zbdℓ is the
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vector defined by u ind (i) = bδãi = sgn (ai)⌊bδ|ai|⌋. This can be done by using Theorem 4.6.

We let N = bdℓ and estimate ∥u∥1 as follows. Observe that ∥u∥q ≤ bδ∥a∥q ≤ bδ, which implies

|{i : ui ̸= 0}| ≤ min{bδq, N},

since u ∈ ZN . Using Hölder’s inequality, we get

∥u∥1 ≤ |{i : ui ̸= 0}|1−1/q∥u∥q ≤ bδ min{bδq, bdℓ}1−1/q.

Thus, we can apply Theorem 4.6 with M = bδ min{bδq, bdℓ}1−1/q to the vector u and get a
network ϕ ∈ NN (W2, L2) such that h( ind (i)) = ãi. If δq ≤ dℓ, then M = bδq ≤ bdℓ = N and
we can choose

W2 ≤ Cmax

{⌈
bδq/2

S
√
T

⌉
, b(dℓ−δq)/T

}
, L2 ≤ CST.

If δq ≥ dℓ, then M = bδ+dℓ−dℓ/q ≥ bdℓ = N and we can choose

W2 ≤ Cmax

{⌈
bδ+dℓ/2−dℓ/q

S
√
T

⌉
, b(δ−dℓ/q)/T

}
, L2 ≤ C

⌈
b−δ+dℓ/qS

⌉
T.

Composing ϕ with the last component of the network (4.12), we get a neural network
h ∈ NN (max{W1,W2 + 2d}, L1 + L2), which satisfies

h(x) =


bℓx1 − i1

...
bℓxd − id

ãi

 ∈ [−1, 1]d+1, ∀x ∈ Ωℓ
i,ϵ.

The final step is to approximate the polynomial (y, z) 7→ z
∏d

j=1 y
γj
j for y ∈ [−1, 1]d and

z ∈ [−1, 1]. By using the network fW0+3,L0 ∈ NN (24(W0 + 3)2W0 + 3, L0) from Lemma 4.9,
we define the following neural networks

Pj :

(
y
z

)
→
(

y
fW0+3,L0(yj , z)

)
, j = 1, . . . , d.

We construct Pγ by composing γj copies of Pj and then applying an affine map which selects
the last coordinate. Consequently, Pγ ∈ NN (W3, L3) with W3 ≤ CW02

W0 and L3 ≤ kL0.
Since all entries are in [−1, 1], Lemma 4.9 implies that the approximation error can be bounded
as ∣∣∣∣∣∣Pγ(y, z)− z

d∏
j=1

y
γj
j

∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
d∑

j=1

γj2
−2(W0+3)L0−1 ≤ C4−W0L0 .

By composing Pγ with h, we obtain the desired network g ∈ NN (W,L), whose width
W ≤ Cmax{W1,W2,W3} and depth L = L1 + L2 + L3, such that g(x) = Pγ(b

ℓx− i, ãi) for
x ∈ Ωℓ

i,ϵ.
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It remains to estimate the approximation error of g. Using the fact that the basis ργℓ,i have
disjoint support, we have (with obvious modification for p = ∞)

∥f − g∥pLp(Ωℓ,ϵ)
=
∑
i∈Iℓ

∫
Ωℓ

i,ϵ

∣∣∣∣∣∣ai
d∏

j=1

(bℓxj − ij)
γj − Pγ(b

ℓx− i, ãi)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
p

dx

≤ 2p−1
∑
i∈Iℓ

∫
Ωℓ

i,ϵ

|ai − ãi|p +

∣∣∣∣∣∣ãi
d∏

j=1

(bℓxj − ij)
γj − Pγ(b

ℓx− i, ãi)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
p

dx

≤ Cb−dℓ∥a− ã∥pp + C4−pW0L0 .

By inequality (4.11),

∥f − g∥Lp(Ωℓ,ϵ) ≤ C
(
b−δ min{1, bδq/p−dℓ/p}+ 4−W0L0

)
,

which completes the proof.

4.4 Approximation of Sobolev functions

In this subsection, we will use Proposition 4.10 to derive bounds for the neural network
approximation of Sobolev functions and give a proof of Theorem 2.1. We remark that almost
the same argument can be applied to obtain approximation bounds for Besov functions and
prove Theorem 2.2. The main differences are given in Remark 4.12.

Proposition 4.11. Let 1 ≤ q ≤ p ≤ ∞, s > 0 and f ∈ Ws,q([0, 1]d) with ∥f∥Ws,q([0,1]d) ≤ 1.
Assume that the Sobolev embedding condition is strictly satisfied, i.e. 1/q − 1/p < s/d. Let
α, β ∈ N and 0 < ϵ < b−ℓ∗, where ℓ∗ = ⌊2κ(α+ β)⌋ with

κ :=
s

s+ d/p− d/q
∈ [1,∞).

Then, there exists a network gα,β ∈ NN (W,L) with W ≤ Cbdα and L ≤ Cbdβ such that

∥f − gα,β∥Lp(Ωℓ∗,ϵ) ≤ Cb−2s(α+β).

Here the constants C := C(p, q, s, d, b) depend only on p, q, s, d and the base b.

Proof. Let us consider the Lq-projection of f ∈ Lq(Ω) onto the space of piecewise polynomials
of degree k = ⌊s⌋ defined as

Πℓ
k(f) := argmin

h∈Pℓ
k

∥f − h∥Lq(Ω).

Let f0 = Π0
k(f) and fℓ = Πℓ

k(f)−Πℓ−1
k (f) for ℓ ∈ N. Then, we have the following decomposition

f =
∞∑
ℓ=0

fℓ.

By expanding fℓ in the basis ργℓ,i, we can write

fℓ(x) =
∑

|γ|≤k,i∈Iℓ

ai,γ(ℓ)ρ
γ
ℓ,i(x).
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By using the Bramble-Hilbert lemma, namely ∥Π0
k(f)− f∥Lq(Ω) ≤ C|f |Ws,q(Ω), and a scaling

argument (see Siegel [2023, Eq. (4.12)] for details), one can show that the coefficients satisfy
the following bound

|ai,γ(ℓ)| ≤ Cb(d/q−s)ℓ|f |Ws,q(Ωℓ−1

i−
),

where Ωℓ−1
i−

⊃ Ωℓ
i is the parent domain of Ωℓ

i for ℓ ≥ 1. When ℓ = 0, we have the modification
|a0,γ(0)| ≤ C∥f∥Ws,q(Ω). Combining this bound with the sub-additivity of the Sobolev norm∑

i∈Iℓ

|f |qWs,q(Ωℓ
i)
≤ |f |qWs,q(Ω), (4.13)

we get a bound for the ℓq-norm of the coefficients (with the standard modification for q = ∞) ∑
|γ|≤k,i∈Iℓ

|ai,γ(ℓ)|q
1/q

≤ Cb(d/q−s)ℓ

 ∑
|γ|≤k,i∈Iℓ

|f |q
Ws,q(Ωℓ−1

i−
)

1/q

≤ Cb(d/q−s)ℓ, (4.14)

because ∥f∥Ws,q(Ω) ≤ 1 and each Ωℓ−1
i−

appears
(
k+d
d

)
bd times in the summation. As a

consequence, by using the fact that the basis ργℓ,i have disjoint support,

∥fℓ∥Lp(Ω) ≤ Cb−dℓ/p

 ∑
|γ|≤k,i∈Iℓ

|ai,γ(ℓ)|p
1/p

≤ Cb(d/q−d/p−s)ℓ. (4.15)

Next, we are going to construct a neural network gℓ to approximate fℓ for each ℓ ∈ L :=
{0, . . . , ℓ∗} by applying Proposition 4.10. The key of our proof is to choose the parameters
δ, S, T,W0, L0 in Proposition 4.10 appropriately as functions of ℓ. For each ℓ ∈ L, we choose

W0(ℓ) = ⌈(α/2) log2 b⌉ ,
L0(ℓ) = ⌈4(s+ κ+ κd/q)β⌉ ,

which imply that (since ℓ ≤ ℓ∗ ≤ 2κ(α+ β))

bℓ/L0 ≤ b2κ(α+β)/(4κβ) ≤ Cbα/2,

W02
W0 ≤ Cαbα/2.

Using the inequality αβ ≥ (α+ β)/2 for α, β ≥ 1, we get

4−W0L0 ≤ b−αL0 ≤ b−4(s+κd/q)αβ ≤ b−2s(α+β)−dℓ∗/q. (4.16)

In order to choose the remaining parameters S, T and δ, we decompose the index set L into
four disjoint sets L = ∪4

i=1Li, which will be given explicitly below. For each Li, we denote

Fi :=
∑
ℓ∈Li

fℓ, and Gi :=
∑
ℓ∈Li

gℓ.

By choosing S, T and δ appropriately, we are going to derive a bound for the approximation
error ∥fℓ − gℓ∥Lp(Ωℓ,ϵ) and show that Gi ∈ NN (Wi, Li) with Wi ≤ Cbdα and Li ≤ Cbdβ for
each i = 1, 2, 3, 4. Thus, we divide the analysis into four cases.
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Case 1: ℓ ∈ L1 = {ℓ ∈ L : 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ 2β}. We choose

δ(ℓ) = dℓ/q + (s+ 1)(2α+ 2β − ℓ).

Since δq ≥ dℓ, we apply Proposition 4.10 Part (2) to approximate fℓ with parameters

S(ℓ) =
⌈
bδ+dℓ/2−dℓ/q

⌉
,

T (ℓ) = ⌈(s+ 1)(2 + 2β − ℓ)/d⌉ .

This gives us a neural network gℓ ∈ NN (W (ℓ), L(ℓ)) with width

W (ℓ) ≤ Cmax

{
bδ+dℓ/2−dℓ/q

S
√
T

, b(δ−dℓ/q)/T , bℓ/L0 ,W02
W0

}
≤ Cmax

{
1, bd(α+1), bα/2, αbα/2

}
≤ Cbdα,

and depth

L(ℓ) ≤ C
(⌈
b−δ+dℓ/qS

⌉
T + L0

)
≤ C

(
bdℓ/2(1 + 2β − ℓ) + β

)
.

Moreover, by Proposition 4.10 and inequality (4.14), the approximation error satisfies

∥fℓ − gℓ∥Lp(Ωℓ,ϵ) ≤ C
(
b−δ + 4−W0L0

)
bdℓ/q−sℓ

≤ Cb−2s(α+β)
(
b−2α−2β+ℓ + b−sℓ

)
,

(4.17)

where we use (4.16) in the last inequality. By Proposition 4.1, we can construct the sum
G1 =

∑
ℓ∈L1

gℓ in a sequential way, so that G1 ∈ NN (W1, L1) with

W1 = max
ℓ∈L1

W (ℓ) + 2d+ 2 ≤ Cbdα,

L1 =
∑
ℓ∈L1

L(ℓ) ≤ C

2β∑
ℓ=0

(
bdℓ/2(1 + 2β − ℓ) + β

)
≤ Cbdβ,

because the sum is bounded by convergent geometric series.
Case 2: ℓ ∈ L2 = {ℓ ∈ L : 2β < ℓ ≤ 2α + 2β}. We choose δ(ℓ) as in Case 1 so that

δq ≥ dℓ and we can apply Proposition 4.10 Part (2) again. But we set the parameters

S(ℓ) =
⌈
bδ+dβ−dℓ/q

⌉
,

T (ℓ) = ⌈2(s+ 1)/d⌉ .

This gives us a neural network gℓ ∈ NN (W (ℓ), L(ℓ)) with width

W (ℓ) ≤ Cmax

{
bδ+dℓ/2−dℓ/q

S
√
T

, b(δ−dℓ/q)/T , bℓ/L0 ,W02
W0

}
≤ Cmax

{
bdℓ/2−dβ, bd(α+β−ℓ/2), bα/2, αbα/2

}
≤ Cbdα

(
bd(ℓ/2−α−β) + bd(β−ℓ/2) + αb−α/2

)
,
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and depth

L(ℓ) ≤ C
(⌈
b−δ+dℓ/qS

⌉
T + L0

)
≤ C

(
bdβ + β

)
≤ Cbdβ.

By Proposition 4.10 and inequality (4.14), we also get the approximation error (4.17) in this
case. Using Proposition 4.1, we can construct the sum G2 =

∑
ℓ∈L2

gℓ in a parallel way, so
that G2 ∈ NN (W2, L2) with

W2 =
∑
ℓ∈L2

W (ℓ) ≤ Cbdα
2α+2β∑
ℓ=2β+1

(
bd(ℓ/2−α−β) + bd(β−ℓ/2) + αb−α/2

)
≤ Cbdα,

L2 = max
ℓ∈L2

L(ℓ) ≤ Cbdβ,

since the first two series are convergent geometric series.
Case 3: ℓ ∈ L3 = {ℓ ∈ L : 2α+ 2β < ℓ ≤ 2α+ 2β + 2dα/τ}, where τ is chosen to satisfy

0 < τ <
s

1/q − 1/p
− d =

d

κ− 1
. (4.18)

Note that this condition can be satisfied since q ≤ p and the Sobolev embedding condition
holds. In this case, we let

δ(ℓ) = 2d(α+ β)/q − τ(ℓ− 2α− 2β)/q.

Since δq < d(2α+ 2β) < dℓ, we can apply Proposition 4.10 Part (1) to approximate fℓ with
parameters

S(ℓ) = bdβ,

T (ℓ) = ⌈2d/τ⌉+ 2,

which implies
dℓ− δq

T
≤ (d+ τ)(ℓ− 2α− 2β)

2d/τ + 2
= τ(ℓ/2− α− β).

This gives us a neural network gℓ ∈ NN (W (ℓ), L(ℓ)) with width

W (ℓ) ≤ Cmax

{
bδq/2

S
√
T
, b(dℓ−δq)/T , bℓ/L0 ,W02

W0

}
≤ Cmax

{
bdα+τ(α+β−ℓ/2), bτ(ℓ/2−α−β), bα/2, αbα/2

}
≤ C

(
bdα+τ(α+β−ℓ/2) + bτ(ℓ/2−α−β) + αbα/2

)
,

and depth

L(ℓ) ≤ C(ST + L0) ≤ C
(
bdβ + β

)
≤ Cbdβ.

Moreover, by Proposition 4.10 and inequality (4.14), the approximation error satisfies

∥fℓ − gℓ∥Lp(Ωℓ,ϵ) ≤ C
(
bδq/p−dℓ/p−δ + 4−W0L0

)
bdℓ/q−sℓ

≤ Cb−2s(α+β)
(
bη(ℓ−2α−2β) + b−sℓ

)
,

(4.19)

22



where η := d/q − d/p− s+ τ(1/q − 1/p) < 0 by condition (4.18) and we use (4.16) in the last
inequality. By Proposition 4.1, we can construct the sum G3 =

∑
ℓ∈L3

gℓ in a parallel way, so
that G3 ∈ NN (W3, L3) with

W3 =
∑
ℓ∈L3

W (ℓ) ≤ C

2α+2β+⌊2dα/τ⌋∑
ℓ=2α+2β+1

(
bdα+τ(α+β−ℓ/2) + bτ(ℓ/2−α−β) + αbα/2

)
≤ Cbdα,

L3 = max
ℓ∈L3

L(ℓ) ≤ Cbdβ.

Case 4: ℓ ∈ L4 = {ℓ ∈ L : 2α+ 2β + 2dα/τ < ℓ ≤ ℓ∗}. By condition (4.18),

ℓ∗ − 2α− 2β ≤ 2(κ− 1)(α+ β) < 2d(α+ β)/τ.

Hence, we can choose δ(ℓ) as in Case 3 so that δ > 0 and δq < dℓ. We apply Proposition 4.10
Part (1) with parameters

S(ℓ) =
⌈
bδq/2

⌉
,

T (ℓ) = ⌈2d/τ + 2⌉ ⌈τ(ℓ/2− α− β)− dα⌉ .

This gives us a neural network gℓ ∈ NN (W (ℓ), L(ℓ)). Since

dℓ− δq

T
≤ (d+ τ)(ℓ− 2α− 2β)

(2d/τ + 2)⌈τ(ℓ/2− α− β)− dα⌉
=

τ(ℓ/2− α− β)

⌈τ(ℓ/2− α− β)− dα⌉

≤ 1 +
dα

⌈τ(ℓ/2− α− β)− dα⌉
≤ 1 + dα,

the width W (ℓ) satisfies

W (ℓ) ≤ Cmax

{
bδq/2

S
√
T
, b(dℓ−δq)/T , bℓ/L0 ,W02

W0

}
≤ Cmax

{
1, bdα+1, bα/2, αbα/2

}
≤ Cbdα.

The depth L(ℓ) can be bounded as

L(ℓ) ≤ C(ST + L0) ≤ C
(
bd(α+β)−τ(ℓ/2−α−β)(τ(ℓ/2− α− β)− dα) + β

)
.

By Proposition 4.10 and inequality (4.14), we also get the approximation error (4.19) in this
case. Using Proposition 4.1, we can construct the sum G4 =

∑
ℓ∈L4

gℓ in a sequential way, so
that G4 ∈ NN (W4, L4) with

W4 = max
ℓ∈L4

W (ℓ) + 2d+ 2 ≤ Cbdα,

L4 =
∑
ℓ∈L4

L(ℓ) ≤ C

ℓ∗∑
ℓ=2α+2β+⌈2dα/τ⌉

(
bd(α+β)−τ(ℓ/2−α−β)(τ(ℓ/2− α− β)− dα) + β

)

≤ C

⌊2d(α+β)/τ⌋∑
j=⌈2dα/τ⌉

(
bd(α+β)−τj/2(τj/2− dα) + β

)
≤ Cbdβ,
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where we use ℓ∗ − 2α − 2β < 2d(α + β)/τ and the last series is dominated by the term
corresponding to j = ⌈2dα/τ⌉.

Finally, we construct the desired network as

gα,β =
4∑

i=1

Gi =
ℓ∗∑
ℓ=0

gℓ ∈ NN (W,L),

whose width W ≤ Cbdα and depth L ≤ Cbdβ by the above analysis. Since Ωℓ∗,ϵ ⊆ Ωℓ,ϵ for
ℓ ≤ ℓ∗, the fact that inequality (4.17) holds for ℓ ∈ L1 ∪ L2 implies

2α+2β∑
ℓ=0

∥fℓ − gℓ∥Lp(Ωℓ∗,ϵ) ≤ Cb−2s(α+β)
2α+2β∑
ℓ=0

(
b−2α−2β+ℓ + b−sℓ

)
≤ Cb−2s(α+β).

Similarly, using inequality (4.19), we get

ℓ∗∑
ℓ=2α+2β+1

∥fℓ − gℓ∥Lp(Ωℓ∗,ϵ) ≤ Cb−2s(α+β)
ℓ∗∑

ℓ=2α+2β+1

(
bη(ℓ−2α−2β) + b−sℓ

)
≤ Cb−2s(α+β),

since η < 0. As a consequence, the approximation error can be bounded as

∥f − gα,β∥Lp(Ωℓ∗,ϵ) ≤
ℓ∗∑
ℓ=0

∥fℓ − gℓ∥Lp(Ωℓ∗,ϵ) +
∞∑

ℓ=ℓ∗+1

∥fℓ∥Lp(Ωℓ∗,ϵ)

≤ Cb−2s(α+β) + C
∞∑

ℓ=ℓ∗+1

b(d/q−d/p−s)ℓ

≤ C
(
b−2s(α+β) + b2(d/q−d/p−s)κ(α+β)

)
≤ Cb−2s(α+β),

where we use (4.15) in the second inequality and (d/q−d/p−s)κ = −s in the last inequality.

In order to prove Theorem 2.1, we need to remove the trifling region from Proposition
4.11 by using ideas from Shen et al. [2022]; Lu et al. [2021]; Siegel [2023]. Specifically, we
will follow the construction in Siegel [2023], which uses different bases bi to create multiple
approximators (by using Proposition 4.11). The bases can be chosen in such a way that they
create minimally overlapping trifling regions and the median of the approximators has the
desired accuracy on the whole domain Ω.

Proof of Theorem 2.1. Without loss of generality, we assume that f ∈ Ws,q([0, 1]d) has been
normalized so that ∥f∥Ws,q([0,1]d) ≤ 1. The case p < q can be reduced to the case p = q by
using the inequality ∥f − g∥Lp([0,1]d) ≤ ∥f − g∥Lq([0,1]d) for p < q. So, we can also assume that
1 ≤ q ≤ p ≤ ∞.

In order to remove the trifling region in Proposition 4.11, we make use of different bases
b. Let k be the smallest integer such that 2k ≥ 2d+ 2 and let bi be the i-th prime number
for i = 1, . . . , 2k. Thus, k and bi only depend on the dimension d. To complete the proof,
it is sufficient to show that, for any integers m,n ≥ b2k , there exists g ∈ NN (W,L) with
W ≤ Cmd and L ≤ Cnd such that

∥f − g∥Lp(Ω) ≤ C(mn)−2s,
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where Ω = [0, 1)d as before.
For i = 1, . . . , 2k, we denote αi = ⌊logbi m⌋ and βi = ⌊logbi n⌋. Thus, we have the simple

inequalities b−1
i m ≤ bαi

i ≤ m and b−1
i n ≤ bβi

i ≤ n. In order to apply Proposition 4.11, we
let ℓ∗i = ⌊2κ(αi + βi)⌋ where κ is defined as in Proposition 4.11. Notice that the following
numbers are all distinct

A :=

2k⋃
i=1

{
1

b
ℓ∗i
i

, . . . ,
b
ℓ∗i
i − 1

b
ℓ∗i
i

}
,

since bi are all pairwise relatively prime. We choose ϵ > 0 small enough so that

ϵ < min
u̸=v∈A

|u− v|.

This choice of ϵ has the property that any element of [0, 1) is contained in at most one of the
sets

[jb
−ℓ∗i
i − ϵ, jb

−ℓ∗i
i ), j = 1, . . . , b

ℓ∗i
i − 1 and i = 1, . . . , 2k. (4.20)

Thus, if we let Ωℓ∗i ,ϵ
denote the good region (4.3) at level ℓ∗i with base bi, then, for any x ∈ Ω,

we have x /∈ Ωℓ∗i ,ϵ
for at most d different values i, because each coordinate of x can be contained

in at most one set from (4.20). In other words, the following set

I(x) := {i : x ∈ Ωℓ∗i ,ϵ
}

has at least 2k − d ≥ 2k−1 + 1 elements, since 2k ≥ 2d+ 2.
For i = 1, . . . , 2k, by applying Proposition 4.11 with parameters αi, βi, the base bi and the

above ϵ, we get gi ∈ NN (Wi, Li) with Wi ≤ Cbdαi
i ≤ Cmd and Li ≤ Cbdβi

i ≤ Cnd such that

∥f − gi∥Lp(Ωℓ∗
i
,ϵ)

≤ Cb
−2s(αi+βi)
i ≤ C(mn)−2s.

Let ψ2k−1 ∈ NN (2k+2, k(k + 1)/2) be the network in Proposition 4.5 that selects the 2k−1-
largest value form 2k values. We construct the desired network g as

x→

 g1(x)
...

g2k(x)

→ ψ2k−1(g1(x), . . . , g2k(x)).

Then, by Proposition 4.1, we have g ∈ NN (W,L) with

W ≤ max


2k∑
i=1

Wi, 2
k+2

 ≤ Cmd,

L ≤ max
1≤i≤2k

Li + k(k + 1)/2 ≤ Cnd.

It remains to estimate the approximation error. For each x ∈ Ω, since |I(x)| ≥ 2k−1 + 1, the
2k−1-largest element of {g1(x), . . . , g2k(x)} must be both larger and smaller than some element
of {gi(x) : i ∈ I(x)}. In other words,

min
i∈I(x)

gi(x) ≤ g(x) ≤ max
i∈I(x)

gi(x),
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which implies
|f(x)− g(x)| ≤ max

i∈I(x)
|f(x)− gi(x)|.

When p = ∞, we finishes the proof by noticing that the right hand side is bounded by
C(mn)−2s by the definition of I(x). When p <∞, we have∫

Ω
|f(x)− g(x)|pdx ≤

∫
Ω

∑
i∈I(x)

|f(x)− gi(x)|pdx

≤
2k∑
i=1

∥f − gi∥pLp(Ωℓ∗
i
,ϵ)

≤ C(mn)−2sp,

which completes the proof by taking p-th roots.

Remark 4.12. Theorem 2.2 can be proven in the same way as above with minor modifications.
The main differences are that we choose k = ⌊s⌋+ 1 and the Bramble-Hilbert lemma needs to
be replaced by the analogous inequality ∥Π0

k(f)− f∥Lq(Ω) ≤ C∥f∥Bs
q,r(Ω), which follows from

well-known bound for piecewise polynomial approximation of Besov functions [DeVore and
Popov, 1988, Section 3]. Additionally, the sub-additivity (4.13) should be replaced by the
corresponding inequality for Besov spaces∑

i∈Iℓ

|f |qBs
q,r(Ω

ℓ
i)
≤ C|f |qBs

q,r(Ω).

We refer the reader to DeVore and Sharpley [1993] for reference.
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A Proofs of technical results

A.1 Proof of Lemma 4.2

For the first part, we let t1 < t2 < · · · < tm with 1 ≤ m ≤ n be the breakpoints of g (if g is
affine, let m = 1 and t1 = 0). Observe that g can be written as

g(t) = c− a0σ(−t+ t1) +

m∑
i=1

aiσ(t− ti),

where a0 and a1 are the left and right derivatives at t1, the remained ai give the jump
in derivative at other breakpoints and c is set to match the value at 0. Hence, we have
g ∈ NN (m+ 1, 1). If a0 = 0, then g ∈ NN (m, 1).

The second part follows from Daubechies et al. [2021, Theorem 3.1], which showed that
g = f on [α, β] for some f ∈ NN (6W + 2, 2⌈ n

6W 2 ⌉) ⊆ NN (6W + 2, 2L) when [α, β] = [0, 1].
We can extend their result on [0, 1] to any bounded interval [α, β] by applying an affine map
on the input. Note that one can also extend the bounded interval to (−∞,∞) by using a
slightly larger network width.

26



A.2 Proof of Lemma 4.3

We modify the construction in Bartlett et al. [2019, Lemma 13]. We partition [0, 1) into 2m

intervals [j2−m, (j+1)2−m), j = 0, 1, . . . , 2m− 1. The indicator function of [j2−m, (j+1)2−m)
can be approximated by the following piecewise linear function

gj(t) =


0, t ≤ j2−m − ϵ or t ≥ (j + 1)2−m,

1 + ϵ−1(t− j2−m), j2−m − ϵ < t < j2−m,

1, j2−m ≤ t ≤ (j + 1)2−m − ϵ,

−ϵ−1(t− (j + 1)2−m), (j + 1)2−m − ϵ < t < (j + 1)2−m,

where we choose ϵ < 2−n. By Lemma 4.2, we have gj ∈ NN (4, 1).
Observe that xi can be computed by adding the corresponding indicator function. For

instance, x1 =
∑2m−1

j=2m−1 gj(x). Furthermore, Bin 0.xm+1 · · ·xn = 2mx−
∑m

i=1 2
m−ixi. We can

construct the desired network fm,n as follows

x→


g0(x)
...

g2m−1(x)
x

→


x1
...
xm
x

→


x1
...
xm

Bin 0.xm+1 · · ·xn

 .

Note that the last two maps are affine. Hence, fn,m ∈ NN (2m+2 + 1, 1).
To construct the network fn,m,L with L ≤ m, we can apply fn,⌈m/L⌉ to the last component

L− 1 times and then apply fn,m−(L−1)⌈m/L⌉ to extract m bits:

x→
(

Binx1 · · ·x⌈m/L⌉.0

Bin 0.x⌈m/L⌉+1 · · ·xn

)
→
(

Binx1 · · ·x2⌈m/L⌉.0

Bin 0.x2⌈m/L⌉+1 · · ·xn

)
→ · · · →

(
Binx1 · · ·x(L−1)⌈m/L⌉.0

Bin 0.x(L−1)⌈m/L⌉+1 · · ·xn

)
→
(
Binx1 · · ·xm.0
Bin 0.xm · · ·xn

)
∈ NN (2⌈m/L⌉+2 + 2, L).

Note that, for j ≤ i, Binx1 · · ·xi.0 is a linear combination of xj , . . . , xi and Binx1 · · ·xj .0.
Finally, for L > m, we let fn,m,L = fn,m,m ∈ NN (10,m) ⊆ NN (10, L).

A.3 Proof of Lemma 4.4

The result is trivial for ℓ = 0. So we let ℓ ≥ 1 in the following. Let us first consider the
one-dimensional case d = 1. For each m ∈ [1, ℓ], we define the piecewise linear function

gm(t) :=


0, t ≤ b−m − ϵ,

j + ϵ−1(t− jb−m), jb−m − ϵ < t ≤ jb−m, for j = 1, . . . , bm − 1,

j, jb−m < t ≤ (j + 1)b−m − ϵ, for j = 1, . . . , bm − 1,

bm − 1, t > 1− ϵ.

It is easy to see that gm has 2bm − 1 pieces and gm ∈ NN (2bm − 2, 1) by Lemma 4.2.
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For any t ∈ [ib−ℓ, (i+ 1)b−ℓ − ϵ), we have the b-adic representation

t =
ℓ∑

k=1

akb
−k + c, i =

ℓ∑
k=1

akb
ℓ−k,

where ak ∈ {0, . . . , b− 1} and c ∈ [0, b−ℓ− ϵ). Let r := ⌊ℓ/m⌋ ≥ 1 and s := ℓ− rm ∈ [0,m− 1].
We consider the following iteration with initialization p0 = 0 and t0 = t:

pn+1 = bmpn + gm(tn), tn+1 = bmtn − gm(tn), for n = 0, . . . , r − 1.

Since
∑ℓ

k=m+1 akb
−k+c < b−m−ϵ, we have p1 = gm(t) =

∑m
k=1 akb

m−k and t1 = bmt−gm(t) =∑ℓ
k=m+1 akb

m−k + bmc. Inductively, one can check that

pn =
nm∑
k=1

akb
nm−k, tn =

ℓ∑
k=nm+1

akb
nm−k + bnmc, for n = 1, . . . , r.

If s = 0, we already obtain the index i = pr. If s ̸= 0, we need one more iteration step

pr+1 = bspr + gs(tr).

Since brmc < b−s−brmϵ < b−s−ϵ, we have gs(tr) =
∑ℓ

k=rm+1 akb
ℓ−k and pr+1 =

∑ℓ
k=1 akb

ℓ−k =

i. Thus, we have given an iteration method to compute the index i for t ∈ [ib−ℓ, (i+1)b−ℓ− ϵ).
In addition, for t ∈ [1− ϵ, 1], the above iteration gives pn = bnm − 1 for n = 1, . . . , r. If s ̸= 0,
we get pr+1 = bℓ − 1. Hence, we also compute the index correctly for t ∈ [1− ϵ, 1].

Next, we construct a neural network to implement the above iteration. We begin with the
affine map t→ (0, t)⊺. Then, one iteration step can be implemented by composing with the
following map (

p
t

)
→

 σ(p)
σ(t)
gm(t)

→
(
bmσ(p) + gm(t)
bmσ(t)− gm(t)

)
∈ NN (2bm, 1).

If s ̸= 0, we simply replace gm(t) by gs(t) in the (r + 1)-th iteration step. After the last step
of the iteration, we compose with the affine map which selects the first coordinate to get
the desired network q1 ∈ NN 1,1(2b

m, ⌈ℓ/m⌉). For any L ∈ N, if we choose m = ⌈ℓ/L⌉, then
q1 ∈ NN 1,1(2b

⌈ℓ/L⌉, L).
Finally, for higher dimensional case d ≥ 2, we notice that

qd(x) =

d∑
j=1

bℓ(j−1)q1(xj), ∀x ∈ Ωℓ
i,ϵ.

By Proposition 4.1, we have qd ∈ NN d,1(2db
⌈ℓ/L⌉, L).

A.4 Proof of Theorem 4.7

We begin with some notations for the neural network class NN 1,1(W,L). For integer ℓ ∈
[1, L+ 1], we use Pℓ to denote the number of parameters (weights and biases) up to layer ℓ.
Thus, P := PL+1 = (L− 1)W 2 + (L+2)W +1 is the number of parameters in the network. It
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is easy to see that Wℓ ≤ Pℓ ≤ 2W 2ℓ. We use fa ∈ NN (W,L) to denote the neural network
parameterized by a ∈ RP .

Observe that, for any subset S of {1, . . . ,min{N,M}}, there exists x = (x1, . . . , xN )⊺ ∈
SN,M such that xi > 0 if and only if i ∈ S. By assumption, the function class NN (W,L) must
shatter the set {1, . . . ,min{N,M}} and hence

min{N,M} ≤ Pdim (NN (W,L)) ≤ CW 2L2 log(WL), (A.1)

where the second inequality is from (3.2). Thus, when 2N ≥M ≥ N/2, i.e. p = 1, we get the
desired bound. For p > 1, we cannot use the pseudo-dimension directly, but we can apply an
argument similar to the pseudo-diemnsion bound in Bartlett et al. [2019]. The main technical
tool is the following form of Warren’s Theorem from Bartlett et al. [2019, Lemma 17] and
Anthony and Bartlett [2009, Theorem 8.3].

Lemma A.1. Suppose P ≤ N and let f1, . . . , fN be polynomials of degree at most D in P
variables. Then, the number of possible sign vectors attained by the polynomials can be bounded
as

|{( sgn (f1(a)), . . . , sgn (fN (a))) : a ∈ RP }| ≤ 2(2eND/P )P ,

where sgn (t) = 1 if t > 0 and sgn (t) = 0 otherwise.

We first consider the case that N/2 > M ≥ C0N
1/p. We are going to estimate the number

of sign patterns that the neural network can output on the input set {1, . . . , N}. Specially, we
define

s(a) = ( sgn (fa(1)), . . . , sgn (fa(N))) ∈ {0, 1}N ,
K = |{s(a) : a ∈ RP }|.

Note that we can assume that P ≤ N , because otherwise 4W 2L ≥ P > N > 2M already
implies the desired result. So, one can apply Lemma A.1 in the following analysis. To upper
bound K, we partition RP into regions where fa(i), i = 1, . . . , N , are polynomials of a. This
can be done by using the method presented in the proof of Bartlett et al. [2019, Theorem 7].
By using Lemma A.1, they constructed iteratively a sequence of refined partition A0, . . . ,AL

with the following two properties:

1. A0 = RP and for ℓ = 1, . . . , L,

|Aℓ|
|Aℓ−1|

≤ 2

(
2eNWℓ

Pℓ

)Pℓ

. (A.2)

2. For each ℓ = 1, . . . , L+ 1, each element A of Aℓ−1, each input i = 1, . . . , N , and each
neuron u in the ℓ-th layer, when a varies in A, the net input to u is a fixed polynomial
function in Pℓ variables of a, with total degree at most ℓ.

In particular, for each A ∈ AL, fa(i) is a polynomial of a ∈ A with degree at most L+1, since
we do not have activation in the last layer. By Lemma A.1, we get

|{s(a) : a ∈ A}| ≤ 2

(
2eN(L+ 1)

PL+1

)PL+1

.
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Applying the bound (A.2) iteratively gives

|AL| ≤
L∏

ℓ=1

2

(
2eNWℓ

Pℓ

)Pℓ

.

As a consequence,

K ≤
∑

A∈AL

|{s(a) : a ∈ A}| ≤
L+1∏
ℓ=1

2

(
2eNWℓ

Pℓ

)Pℓ

≤ 2L+1(2eN)
∑L+1

ℓ=1 Pℓ ≤ (4eN)W
2(L+1)(L+2),

where we use Wℓ ≤ Pℓ ≤ 2W 2ℓ in the last two inequalities. On the other hand, NN (W,L)
can match the values of any element in SN,M by assumption. Since SN,M contains every
indicator function of every subset of {1, . . . , N} of size M , we have(

N

M

)
≤ K ≤ (4eN)W

2(L+1)(L+2).

Taking logarithms shows that

M log(N/M) ≤ 6W 2L2 log(4eN).

Since N/2 > M ≥ C0N
1/p, we have

M(1 + log(N/M)) ≤ eM log(N/M) ≤ 6eW 2L2 log(4eN)

≤ 6eW 2L2 log(4eC−p
0 Mp)

≤ CpW
2L2 log(WL),

where we use (A.1) in the last inequality.
For the case 2N < M ≤ C0N

p, we can assume that P ≤M , because otherwise 4W 2L ≥
P > M > 2N already implies the desired result. We consider a slightly different vector of sign
pattern:

s(a) = ( sgn (fa(i)− j))i∈{1,...,N},j∈{0,...,M−1} ∈ {0, 1}NM .

The only difference is that we now consider NM piecewise polynomials a 7→ fa(i)− j indexed
by (i, j), rather than N piecewise polynomials a 7→ fa(i) indexed by i. We can upper bound
K, defined through the new sign pattern s(a), in a similar manner as before and obtain

K ≤
L+1∏
ℓ=1

2

(
2eNMWℓ

Pℓ

)Pℓ

≤ (4eNM)W
2(L+1)(L+2).

Notice that the set SN,M contains all vectors whose first N − 1 coordinates are arbitrary
integers in {0, 1, . . . , ⌊M/N⌋} and whose last coordinate is chosen to make the ℓ1 norm equal
to M . By assumption, SN,M can be represented by NN (W,L), which implies

(⌊M/N⌋+ 1)N−1 ≤ K ≤ (4eNM)W
2(L+1)(L+2).

Taking logarithms and calculating as before, we get the desired bound.
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A.5 Proof of Lemma 4.9

Following the construction in Lu et al. [2021, Lemma 5.1], we define a set of sawtooth functions
Ti : R → [0, 1] by iteration Ti = Ti−1 ◦ T1 for i = 2, 3, . . . , and

T1(x) :=


2x, x ∈ [0, 1/2],

2(1− x), x ∈ (1/2, 1],

0, x /∈ [0, 1].

It is easy to see that Ti has 2
i−1 sawteeth and Ti ∈ NN (2i, 1) by Lemma 4.2. Consequently,

the symmetric function x 7→ Ti(|x|) is in NN (2i+1, 1).
Let us first consider the approximation of the square function on [−1, 1]. For any s ∈ N, let

hs : [−1, 1] → [0, 1] be the continuous piecewise linear function with breakpoints hs(j/2
s) =

(j/2s)2 for j ∈ Z∩ [−2s, 2s]. Note that hs is a symmetric convex function. One can check that
(see Lu et al. [2021, Lemma 5.1]), for any x ∈ [−1, 1], 0 ≤ hs(x)− x2 ≤ 2−2s−2 and

hs(x) = |x| −
s∑

i=1

4−iTi(|x|).

For any integers k ≥ 4 and L ≥ 1, we define the network gk,L by

x→


T1(|x|)

...
Tk(|x|)
|x|

→


Tk+1(|x|)

...
T2k(|x|)

|x| −
∑k

i=1 4
−iTi(|x|)

→ · · · →


T(L−1)k+1(|x|)

...
TLk(|x|)

|x| −
∑(L−1)k

i=1 4−iTi(|x|)


→ |x| −

Lk∑
i=1

4−iTi(|x|),

which satisfies gk,L(x) = hkL(x) for x ∈ [−1, 1]. In this construction, the width of the first

layer is 2 +
∑k

i=1 2
i+1 ≤ 2k+2 and the width of remained layers is k2k + 1. Hence, we have

gk,L ∈ NN (k2k + 1, L) because k ≥ 4.

Observing that xy = 2(x+y
2 )2− x2+y2

2 , we define the desired network fk,L ∈ NN (3k2k+3, L)
by

fk,L(x, y) := 2gk,L

(
x+ y

2

)
−
gk,L(x) + gk,L(y)

2
.

For x, y ∈ [−1, 1], we have fk,L(x, y) ≥ −gk,L(x)+gk,L(y)
2 ≥ −1 and fk,L(x, y) ≤ gk,L

(x+y
2

)
≤ 1,

since gk,L = hkL : [−1, 1] → [0, 1] is convex. Furthermore,

fk,L(x, y)− xy = 2

(
hkL

(
x+ y

2

)
−
(
x+ y

2

)2
)

− hkL(x)− x2

2
− hkL(y)− y2

2

∈ [−2−2kL−2, 2−2kL−1],

where we use 0 ≤ hkL(x)− x2 ≤ 2−2kL−2.

31



References

Robert A. Adams and John J.F. Fournier. Sobolev Spaces. Elsevier, 2003.

Martin Anthony and Peter L. Bartlett. Neural Network Learning: Theoretical Foundations.
Cambridge University Press, 2009.

Peter L. Bartlett, Vitaly Maiorov, and Ron Meir. Almost linear VC-dimension bounds for
piecewise polynomial networks. Neural Computation, 10(8):2159–2173, 1998.

Peter L. Bartlett, Nick Harvey, Christopher Liaw, and Abbas Mehrabian. Nearly-tight VC-
dimension and Pseudodimension bounds for piecewise linear neural networks. Journal of
Machine Learning Research, 20(63):1–17, 2019.

Minshuo Chen, Haoming Jiang, Wenjing Liao, and Tuo Zhao. Nonparametric regression
on low-dimensional manifolds using deep ReLU networks: function approximation and
statistical recovery. Information and Inference: A Journal of the IMA, 11(4):1203–1253,
2022.

George Cybenko. Approximation by superpositions of a sigmoidal function. Mathematics of
Control, Signals, and Systems, 2(4):303–314, 1989.

Ingrid Daubechies, Ronald DeVore, Simon Foucart, Boris Hanin, and Guergana Petrova.
Nonlinear approximation and (deep) relu networks. Constructive Approximation, 55(1):
127–172, 2021.

Ronald DeVore, Boris Hanin, and Guergana Petrova. Neural network approximation. Acta
Numerica, 30:327–444, 2021.

Ronald A. DeVore. Nonlinear approximation. Acta Numerica, 7:51–150, 1998.

Ronald A. DeVore and George G. Lorentz. Constructive Approximation, volume 303. Springer
Science & Business Media, 1993.

Ronald A. DeVore and Vasil A. Popov. Interpolation of Besov spaces. Transactions of the
American Mathematical Society, 305(1):397–414, 1988.

Ronald A. DeVore and Robert C. Sharpley. Besov spaces on domains in Rd. Transactions of
the American Mathematical Society, 335(2):843–864, 1993.

Eleonora Di Nezza, Giampiero Palatucci, and Enrico Valdinoci. Hitchhiker’s guide to the
fractional Sobolev spaces. Bulletin des Sciences Mathématiques, 136(5):521–573, 2012.
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in terms of width and depth. Journal de Mathématiques Pures et Appliquées, 157:101–135,
2022.

Jonathan W. Siegel. Optimal approximation rates for deep ReLU neural networks on Sobolev
and Besov spaces. Journal of Machine Learning Research, 24(357):1–52, 2023.

Charles J. Stone. Optimal global rates of convergence for nonparametric regression. The
Annals of Statistics, 10(4):1040–1053, 1982.

Taiji Suzuki. Adaptivity of deep ReLU network for learning in Besov and mixed smooth Besov
spaces: optimal rate and curse of dimensionality. In International Conference on Learning
Representations, 2019.

Hans Triebel. Theory of Function Spaces II. Springer Basel, 1992.

Yunfei Yang and Ding-Xuan Zhou. Optimal rates of approximation by shallow ReLUk neural
networks and applications to nonparametric regression. Constructive Approximation, 2024.

Yunfei Yang, Zhen Li, and Yang Wang. Approximation in shift-invariant spaces with deep
ReLU neural networks. Neural Networks, 153:269–281, 2022.

Yunfei Yang, Han Feng, and Ding-Xuan Zhou. On the rates of convergence for learning with
convolutional neural networks. arXiv: 2403.16459, 2024.

Dmitry Yarotsky. Error bounds for approximations with deep ReLU networks. Neural Networks,
94:103–114, 2017.

Dmitry Yarotsky. Optimal approximation of continuous functions by very deep ReLU networks.
In Conference on Learning Theory, pages 639–649. 2018.

Dmitry Yarotsky and Anton Zhevnerchuk. The phase diagram of approximation rates for deep
neural networks. In Advances in Neural Information Processing Systems, pages 13005–13015.
2020.

34


	Introduction
	Main approximation results
	Applications to machine learning
	Constructive proof of main approximation bounds
	Basic constructions of neural networks
	Representation of vectors
	Approximation of piecewise polynomials
	Approximation of Sobolev functions

	Proofs of technical results
	Proof of Lemma 4.2
	Proof of Lemma 4.3
	Proof of Lemma 4.4
	Proof of Theorem 4.7
	Proof of Lemma 4.9


