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Abstract

Approximation rate bounds for emulations of real-valued functions on intervals by deep neural networks
(DNNs for short) are established. The approximation results are given for DNNs based on ReLU activation
functions. The approximation error is measured with respect to Sobolev norms. It is shown that ReLU
DNNs allow for essentially the same approximation rates as nonlinear, variable-order, free-knot (or
so-called “hp-adaptive”) spline approximations and spectral approximations, for a wide range of Sobolev
and Besov spaces. In particular, exponential convergence rates in terms of the DNN size for univariate,
piecewise Gevrey functions with point singularities are established. Combined with recent results on
ReLU DNN approximation of rational, oscillatory, and high-dimensional functions, this corroborates
that continuous, piecewise affine ReLU DNNs afford algebraic and exponential convergence rate bounds
which are comparable to “best in class” schemes for several important function classes of high and infinite
smoothness. Using composition of DNNs, we also prove that radial-like functions obtained as compositions
of the above with the euclidean norm and, possibly, anisotropic affine changes of co-ordinates can be
emulated at exponential rate in terms of the DNN size and depth without the curse of dimensionality.

Keywords: Deep neural networks, finite element methods, exponential covergence, Gevrey regularity,
singularities

Subject Classification: 41A25, 41A46, 65N30

1 Introduction

Recent years have seen a dramatic increase in the application of deep neural networks (DNNs for short)
in a wide range of problems. We mention only machine learning, including applications from speech
recognition to image classification [25]. In scientific computing, computational experiments with DNNs for
the numerical solution of partial differential equations (PDEs for short) have been reported to be strikingly
successful, in a wide range of applications (e.g. [3| 4, 16, 17, 22, 38| 50]). The present paper aims at
contributing to a mathematical understanding of these observations. Specifically, we investigate DNN
approximation rates of concrete architectures of DNNs for a number of widely used approximation spaces
in numerical analysis. We present DNN architectures with ReLU activation which emulate a wide range
of fixed- and free-knot spline approximations, spectral- and hp-approximations. Moreover, we will show
that the so-constructed DNNs yield approximation properties (algebraic, (sub)exponential) comparable
to the best available approximations with the same numbers of degrees of freedom. As (realizations of)
ReLU DNNs are continuous, piecewise affine functions, the presently proved results not only shed light
on the (exponential) expressive power of DNNs as compared to (possibly nonlinear) approximation rate
bounds, but conversely indicate ezponential expressivity of iterated systems of classical (Courant-type)
linear spline spaces for piecewise analytic functions.

Early mathematical work on approximation by neural networks (NNs for short) focused on universality
results (e.g. [1L 2] 24, [41] and the references there). In these references, universality was established already
for so-called shallow NNs, thereby implying universality also for DNNs, for many activation functions.
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These early universality results parallel, in a sense, density results for polynomial approximations such
as the Stone-Weierstrass theorem. Moreover, this universality of shallow NNs paradoxically led to the
belief that depth in NN architectures would, in practice, be of little benefit. In recent years, dramatic
empirical evidence fuelled by the ubiquitous availability of massive computing power and training data
shattered this folklore [25]. At the same time, and in response, mathematical analysis started to address
the interplay of depth and architecture of DNNs with specific function classes and it was shown that
DNNs afford significant quantitative advantages over their shallow counterparts in terms of approximation
rates for a wide range of function spaces.

Among these are approximation rate bounds for analytic functions (e.g. [15, 32] 33]), differentiable
functions (e.g. [26] [55]), piecewise differentiable functions (e.g. [39]) and high-dimensional approximation
(e.g. [17, /48] [34]), oscillatory functions (e.g. [I9]), cartoon functions in image segmentation (e.g. [20} [19]),
manifold approximation (e.g. [0, 49, [T1]), rational function approximations (e.g. [51]), continuous,
piecewise affine finite elements [23], radial functions (e.g. [29] [10]), spatially sparse functions (e.g. [27])
and multivariate functions which have a sparse polynomial expansion (e.g. [43] [48]). The standard
approach employed in all the proofs of results above is to first demonstrate that DNNs are capable of
efficiently emulating other existing (linear or nonlinear) approximation architectures such as B-splines
(e.g- [32, 8]), wavelets (e.g. |5l 49]) and high degree polynomials (e.g. [26] [55] [43]). By this argument,
approximation rate bounds for these classical architectures are then transferred to DNN approximation.

Main Results

Most approximation theoretical results on DNNs assess approximation fidelity with respect to L norms,
p € [1,00]. However, in view of applications in numerical PDE approximation, it is more appropriate to
measure the accuracy of approximation with respect to Sobolev norms. Indeed, if the approximations
of the solution of a PDE have a small LP-error but remain very rough, then any attempt to learn these
approximations to the solution of a PDE based on minimizing a derivative-based energy functional is
futile because the approximants produce an excessive energy.

In the present work, we study DNN approximation rate bounds of functions f € W*P([-1,1]),
p € [1,00], s > 1 with respect to stronger Besov and Sobolev norms. Specifically, we establish ReLU
DNN approximation rate bounds in the strongest norms which are admissible by the ReLU activation.
As it is an important special case of wide interest, in Section [3] we address the ReLU DNN approximation
rates achieveable by emulation of continuous, piecewise linear functions.

For example, in Corollary we establish ReLLU approximation rate bounds in Besov norms B;: w()
in the unit interval I = (0, 1) with weak differentiation order s’ € (1,2) (the precise range depending on
the summability and fine indices q,q’,¢,t" in the assumptions of these results). We emphasize that these
bounds hold for ReLU activations despite the nondifferentiability of the ReLU activation.

To extend these results to higher polynomial degrees, in Section {4 we address the ReLU DNN
emulation of polynomials with approximation rate bounds and NN size estimates which are explicit in
the polynomial degree. As we work with Taylor representations of polynomials, the sizes of weights in our
(constructive) NN emulations of polynomials tend to grow quickly with the polynomial degree, and the
presently obtained bounds may not be best suited for quantization of NNs.

In Section [5} we address ReLU DNN approximation rates for the emulation of so-called hp-finite
element spaces (corresponding to so-called “free-knot, variable degree” spline approximation). Here,
we obtain ReLU approximation rate bounds for analytic or Gevrey-regular functions in I = (0, 1) with
possibly a point singularity in I (or a finite number thereof). In Section we finally address rates of
ReLU DNN emulation of so-called (exponential) “boundary layer functions” of the type z — exp(—z/e)
for x € I with the length scale ¢ > 0 determined by physical parameters of the phenomenon of interest.
We show, based on the corresponding approximation result for finite elements in [47] in Theorem
that ReLU DNNs afford exponential convergence rates which are uniform with respect to the boundary
layer scale parameter €.

The present exposition is focussed on univariate results. Due to the closedness of ReLLU NNs under
composition, their scope is considerably wider. To illustrate this, we demonstrate in Section |§| how our
univariate results imply straightforwardly ReLU NN approximation rates for multivariate, possibly radial
functions. Not only do the results in Section [f] constitute novel high-dimensional approximation rate
bounds, the proofs also outline a general recipe to relate all presently obtained approximation rate bounds
in the univariate setting to anisotropic radial basis function systems with corresponding d-dimensional NN



approximation rate results, with moderate (polylogarithmic in accuracy and quadratic in d, i.e. without
the curse of dimensionality) NN size.

Based on these results, we then show that DNNs can emulate high-order h~-FEM on general partitions
of a bounded interval, as well as high-order, spectral and so-called p— and hp—FEM. In terms of the
NN size (“number of degrees of freedom” in finite element terminology) and from an approximation
theoretical point of view, ReLU DNNs perform as well as the best available finite element approximation
for a number of function classes which arise as solutions of elliptic (partial) differential equations. This
observation explains, to some extent, the at times dramatic success that deep learning methodologies
display in computational mathematics such as the aforementioned numerical approximations of PDEs.

Outline

The structure of this article is as follows: In Section |2} we start this exposition by presenting a formal
definition of a neural network as well as a formal description of some basic operations on neural networks.
In Section [3] we present—as a motivation—a simple connection between ReLU approximations and
continuous, piecewise affine (free-knot) spline approximation. Section [4] provides the emulation of
polynomials by ReLU networks as well as associated error estimates with respect to Sobolev norms. This
construction is then the basis for the emulation of a range of FE spaces in Section[§] In Section [f] we
extend these results to the multivariate setting of isotropic and anisotropic radial basis functions.

Notation

Throughout this paper, C denotes a generic constant which may be different at each appearance, even
within an equation. Dependence of C' on parameters is indicated explicitly by C(-), e.g. C(n, ).

For d € N and for z,y € R, (z,y) € R denotes the standard Euclidean inner product on R?. The
Euclidean norm on R? is denoted by /|y ga-

When denoting the norm of a function, we will sometimes write the argument of the function explicitly.
For example, we will write memfl — f(:c)”izu) for m € N, some bounded domain I and f € L*(I).
Here, z € I is the variable of integration.

For continuous, piecewise polynomial functions, we will use the following notation: Let 7 be a partition
of the interval I := (0,1) with nodes 0 = 2o < 71 < ... < zn—1 < zn = 1, elements I; := (z;—1,x;) and
element sizes h; = x; —x;_1 for i € {1,...,N}. Let h := max;c(,... n} hi. For a polynomial degree
distribution p = (pi)ief1,...,ny C N on 7, we define the maximal degree pmax = max? , p; and the
corresponding approximation space

Sp(I,T) :={ve H(I):v|r, € Pp,(I;) for all i € {1,...,N}}.

For N,p € N, we define the space of free-knot splines with less than N interior knots on I := (0,1)
which are continuous, piecewise polynomial functions of degree p by

sN(I) = U {Sp(I,T): T partition of I with N elements},

where p = (p,...,p). These are often referred to as free-knot splines of degree p + 1.

2 Neural Networks and ReLU Calculus

Following standard practice, we differentiate between a NN as a set of parameters and the so-called
realization of the network. The realization is an associated function resulting from repeatedly applying
affine linear transformations—defined through the parameters—and a so-called activation function,
denoted generically by g.

Definition 2.1. Let d, L € N. A neural network ® with input dimension d and L layers is a sequence of
matriz-vector tuples
b = ((Al, b1), (A2,b2),..., (AL,bL)),

where No :==d and N1,...,Ni €N, and where Ay € RVN*Ne-1 gnd b, € RN for 0 =1,..., L.



For a NN ® and an activation function o : R — R, we define the associated realization of the NN & as
R(®): R = RV - 2 2, = R(®)(z),
where the output 1, € RNE results from

To - — X,
x¢ = 0(Aexe—1 +be) forl=1,...,L—1,

zr = AL xr_1+ br.

Here ¢ is understood to act component-wise on vector-valued inputs, i.e., for y = (yl, o y™) € R
o(y) == (o(y"), ..., 0(y™)). We call N(®) := d+ Zle N, the number of neurons of the NN &, L(®) := L
the number of layers or depth, M;(®) = ||A;|l0 + [|bjlleco the number of weights in the j-th layer, and
M(®) = Zle M;(®) the number of weights of @, also referred to as its size. The number of weights in
the first layer is also denoted by Mg(®P), the number of weights in the last layer by M. (®). We refer to
N1, as the dimension of the output layer of ®.

In this work, the only activation function that we will consider is the so-called rectified linear unit
(ReLU for short) defined by
0:R = R:z+— max{0,z}.

One fundamental ingredient of this work is to establish the approximation of piecewise polynomials by
deep ReLU neural networks. Our results will imply, in view of classical results on approximation by
continuous, piecewise polynomial functions, DNN expression rate bounds for functions in a collection
of classical function spaces, in particular of Sobolev, Besov, and Holder type. We will accomplish this
construction of approximate piecewise polynomials by first demonstrating how to approximate certain
universal building blocks by realizations of DNNs. Then, we invoke a so-called calculus of ReLU NNz,
as introduced in [39]. This is a formal framework describing how to concatenate, parallelize, or extend
DNNs. Using this framework, we can assemble complex functions from the fundamental building blocks.

Below, we recall three results of [39] which also serve as definitions of the associated procedures. We
provide bounds on the number of weights in the first layer and in the last layer. They can be derived
from the definitions in [39]. We start with the concatenation of NNs.

Proposition 2.2 (NN concatenation [39, Remark 2.6] ). Let L1, L2 € N, and let ', ®* be two NNs of
respective depths L1 and Ly such that N3 = Nfz =:d, i.e., the input layer of ®' has the same dimension
as the output layer of ®2.

Then, there exists a NN ®' © ®2, called the sparse concatenation of ®' and &2, such that ' © d>
has Ly + L» layers, R(®' ® %) = R(®') o R(®?),

2Mga(®%)  if Lo =1,
Mz (®?) else,

2Mia (®Y)  if Ly =1,

Mg (@' 0 0%) <
i )< { Mia (@) else,

M. (' © @%) < {

and
M (' ©®%) < M (') + Mg (') + M (®%) + M (%) < 2M (') +2M (9?). (2.1)
The second fundamental operation on NNs is parallelization. This can be achieved with the following

construction.

Proposition 2.3 (NN parallelization [39, Definition 2.7] ). Let L,d € N and let ®', > be two NNs with
L layers and with d-dimensional input each. Then there exists a network P(®*, ®?) with d-dimensional
input and L layers, which we call the parallelization of ®* and ®2, such that

R (P (2", 0%) (z) = (R (@) (2),R (®°) (x)), for all z € RY,
M(P(®', ®?)) = M(®') + M(®?), Mu(P(®', D)) = Mg (d') + Ma(D?) and M1, (P(D', %)) = Mia (') +
My, (D2).

Proposition [2:3] only enables us to parallelize NNs of equal depth. To make two NNs have the same
depth one can extend the shorter of the two by concatenating with a network that implements the identity.
One possible construction of such a NN is presented next.



Proposition 2.4 (DNN emulation of Id [39] Remark 2.4] ). For every d, L € N there exists a NN @fid,L
with L(®Y',) = L, M(®5',) < 2dL, Ma(®y',) < 2d and Mi.(®5',) < 2d such that R(®}',) = Idga.

Finally, we sometimes require a parallelization of NNs that do not share inputs.

Proposition 2.5 (Full parallelization of NNs with distinct inputs [I7] Setting 5.2] ). Let L € N and let
®' = ((A1b1) .-, (AL,br)) @ = ((AD01),..., (AZ,0%))

be two NNs with L layers each and with input dimensions Ng = di and N2 = da, respectively.
Then there exists a NN, denoted by FP(@l, @2), with d = di +da-dimensional input and L layers, which
we call the full parallelization of ®' and ®2, such that for all x = (x1,z2) € R? with x; € R%,i=1,2

R (FP (@', %)) (v1,22) = (R (®") (z1),R (®?) (22)),

M(FP(®', ®?)) = M(®') + M(®?), Ma(FP(®!,®?)) = Ma(®') + Ma(®?) and M. (FP(®!, ®?)) =
Mia (®1) + Mia(®?).

Proof. Set FP (@1,<I>2) = ((Aib?) ey (A?i,b‘z)) where, for j = 1,..., L, we define
. A0 . bl
3. 3.
Aj.,< oA ) andbj.,(bé )

The four operations: concatenation, extension, parallelization with and without shared inputs; will be
used to assemble more complex networks out of fundamental building blocks.

O

3 ReLU Network Approximation and Linear Splines

In this section, we analyze the connection between shallow ReLU networks and linear splines. The goal of
this simple analysis is to identify the functional roles of the hidden parameters of a network. Concretely,
we will see that approximation by shallow ReLU networks, where one is only varying the parameters in the
output layer, corresponds to linear spline approximation with fixed nodes. On the other hand, an adaptive
choice of the internal parameters of a network corresponds to free-knot linear spline approximation. This
motivation highlights a first functional role of the hidden parameters. In Section [4 and after, we also
identify further, more high-level roles of hidden parameters for deeper networks such as controlling the
degree of the emulated polynomial approximation. For previous work on ReLU network reapproximation
of continuous, piecewise linear functions we refer to e.g. [55, Section 3.3], [56].

We begin by describing a network with exact emulation of continuous, piecewise affine-linear functions
on arbitrary partitions of I.

Lemma 3.1. For every partition T of I = (0,1) with N elements and every v € S1(I,T) there ezists a
NN @Y such that

R(®")=v, L(®")=2 M(®)<3N+1, Mz(®")<2N, and Mia (") <N+1.  (3.1)
Proof. We set ®¥ = ((Af,b7), (A5,3)) such that
AV =1[1,...,1)" e RV, by = [—z0, —1,...,—xn_1]" €RY, by =u0(z0) €R,
and, for i € {1,..., N},
v@i)—v(@iz1)  v@ic)—v@io2) e >1

v IXN v T;—T;_ Tj_1—Ti_
A2 eR” ) (A2)177«' = { v(xi)—v(acil,l) ! 2

Ti—®i_1

ifi=1.

The claimed properties follow directly. O



We remark that the (simple) construction contains both, fized-knot spline approximations, as
well as free-knot spline approximations. The former are obtained by constraining the NN parameters z;
in the hidden layer, the latter by allowing these hidden layer parameters to adapt during training of the
NN. Then, the NN is “h-adaptive”, by design.

Lemma [3.1] can be combined with the following result on free-knot spline approximations. For
definitions and basic properties of Besov spaces we refer to [52] [53].

Proposition 3.2 (|37, Theorem 3]). Let s < max{2,1+ 1/q}, let 0 < ¢ < ¢ < 00 and 0 < s’ <
min{l1+1/q',s—1/q+1/q'}, and let 0 < t,t' < co. Then there ezists a constant C = C(q,q ,t,t',s,s") > 0,
such that for every N € N and every f € By (I) there exists Y e SN(I) such that

£

<CN-G=) s (1)
B0 17l 0

For comparison, the approximation error for ﬁxe(ll-knot coptinuous, piecewise linear spline approxima-
tion on uniform partitions is of the order O(N (= ~1/a+1/a))
As a consequence of Proposition [3.2] and Lemma[3.I] we conclude the following corollary.

Corollary 3.3. Let s < max{2,1+1/q}, let0<qg<q <oo and0< s <min{l+1/q¢,s—1/q+1/q'},
and let 0 < t,t' < oco. Then for some C :=C(q,¢,t,t',s,5") > 0, for every N € N and every f € B (1)
there exists a NN <I>1fv such that

7= (o)

Corollary shows that ReLU NNs achieve the same convergence rate in terms of the network size as
the convergence rate in terms of the number N of the partition size in Proposition [3.2}

The weights of the networks constructed in Lemma [3.1 have two types of degrees of freedom: first, the
weights depend nonlinearly on the nodes {mi}ﬁio of the partition 7. Second, the weights in the output
layer depend linearly on the function values {v(z;)}o.

Fixing the weights in the first layer corresponds to fixing the partition, i.e. optimizing only the weights
in the output layer corresponds to fixed-knot continuous, piecewise linear spline approximation. Exploiting
the linearity of the output layer, the weights of the output layer can be determined by linear optimization.

<c(um (@}V))_(s_s/> £ 18; . co)-

./
HB;,‘N)

4 Emulation of Polynomials by ReLU Networks

In this section, we present an emulation of polynomials of arbitrary degrees by ReLU NNs. Here, we
analyze the approximation error with respect to Sobolev norms. In the sequel, it will prove to be important
to have control of the emulated polynomials on the end points of the reference interval. Therefore, we
present a construction of a polynomial emulation which is exact at the endpoints in Proposition 4.6

The results below are based on a construction of DNNs emulating the multiplication function with
two-dimensional input which has been derived in [55]. We recall here a version of this result and provide
an estimate of the error with respect to the W' norm, from [48], as required in approximation rate
bounds for PDEs.

Proposition 4.1 ( [48] Proposition 3.1] [55, Proposition 3] ). There ezist constants Cr,,C},,Cr, Chy > 0
such that, for every k > 0 and § € (0,1/2), there exists a NN Xs ,, with two-dimensional input and such
that

sup ’abe(;(;,N) (a, b)| <6 and

lal;|b|<r

d ~
a— &R (Xs,2) (a,b)

I

da

esssup max{ b— 4R (Xs,x) (a, b)‘} <6,

lal,|b]<r

where d/da and d/db denote weak derivatives. Furthermore, for every k > 0 and for every ¢ € (0,1/2)

M (Xs,) < Car <1og2 (%)) +Chy and L (Xs,) < C1 (1og2 <%)> +Cr.

Moreover, for all a,b € R,
R (Xs,:) (a,0) = R (X5,) (0,b) = 0. (4.1)



We now prove results on the approximation of polynomials on the reference interval I:= (=1,1) by
realizations of NNs, using the networks from Proposition 1]

Proposition 4.2. For each n € No and each polynomial v € P,,([—1,1]), such that v(z) = > j_, vex’,
Jor all x € [—1,1] with Co := Y_,_, |U¢|, there exist NNs {®}}gc(0,1) with input dimension one and output
dimension one which satisfy

[ = R(®E) [ 31,00 (1) <5
R(®3)(0) =v(0),
L(®5) < Cr(1 +logy(n))log,(Co/B) + $CL(logy(n))* + C(1 + logy(n))?,
M(®j) <4Cnnlog,(Co/B) + 8Caunlogy(n) +4CL(1 +log,(n))? log,(Co/B) + C(1 4 n),
Mg (®3) <4logy(n) + 4,
Mo () <4n + 2

if Co > B. If Co < B the same estimates hold, but with Cy replaced by 2.

Remark 4.3. As will become apparent in the proof, for given n € No only the weights {0¢}j—y in the
output layer of @4 depend on v (which are the Legendre coefficients of v, depending linearly on v). Due to
the linearity of the output layer of NNs (cf. Deﬁmtzonm the approzzmatzon depends linearly on v. In
particular, the network weights depend continuously on v with respect to the L* (I) -norm, hence also with
respect to stronger norms such as the Lw(f)-norm.

Remark 4.4. An alternative approach for the expression of polynomials by ReLU NNs, is to use networks
of finite width, as proposed for example in [53, [15]]. Both the networks constructed in these references and
the network from Proposition[{.4 have network size bounds growing only logarithmically in the accuracy,
and are of the order O(nlogn) in terms of the polynomial degree n. For finite width networks, the network
size is proportional to the depth. Here, by allowing varying widths, we obtain smaller bounds on the
network depth.

To prove the proposition, we use the following technical lemma. For k € N, this lemma produces a
tree-structured network with 2¥~! 4 1 outputs, which correspond to high-order monomials of degrees
2k=1 . 2%  This network is constructed by repeatedly applying the product network introduced in
Proposition 1}

Lemma 4.5. For every k € N there exist NNs {\1115}56(0,1) with input dimension one and output dimension
281 4 1 such that with X§ = R(US)14 g or1 for €€ {271 ... 2"} it holds that

(ng ' (x),... )zgk(m)% zel,

VA k— 1 k
Hx Xz le ey S0 L2, (4.2)
X50)=0, ce{2"' ... 2"}, (4.3)
L(U5) < CL(3k® + 2k + klog,(1/8)) + (4CL + O, + 1)k, (4.4)

C1=TCnm + Cy + Csi + 5C1a + 8,
Co =207 +8Cy + 8,
M(U5) <2Cak2" 4+ Crr2¥ log, (1/6) 4 2kC1 log,(1/6)
+ 012" + 200K + 3CLK® + Cok, (4.5)
Mga(05) <Cq 42,
Mia(5) < Cra2" " + 2.
Proof. We prove the lemma by induction over k € N.

Induction basis. For arbitrary § € (0,1) let Ly == L(X5/2,1), let A:=[1,1]" be a 2 x 1-matrix and let
Xs/2,1 = ((A1,b1),...,(AL,,br,)) according to Proposition Then we define

Whi= P (@1, (414, b)), .. (AL, b)) )



For all z € I it holds that X} (z) := [R(¥})(z)]1 = z and X2(z) == [R(¥})(z)]2 = R(Xs/2,1)(z, ), which

with shows that Equation (4.3]) holds for & = 1.
We now estimate the depth and the size of U}.
L(W5) = L1 < Cplogy(2/06) + C1,
M(\Ijé) = M((I)Il(,ilq) + M(((AlA, b1)7 ceey (ALl 5 bLl)))

<2Ly + (Cnlogy(2/68) + Cir)
< (201 + Cur) log,(2/8) +2C1, + Ciy,

Mg(U5) = Ma(®1%2,) + Ma(((A1A,b1), ..., (ALy,by)))
S Cﬁ + 27

Mia(05) = Mia(YL,) + Mia(((A14, 1), ., (AL, b1,)))
S Cla + 2.

Finally, it follows from Proposition that

o = X3@)|,, ., < 22 = [DXspali(@,2) = [DXs/2ala(a )|y < § 4§ =6

wl.eo (1
2 2

z° — X5 (x H <9,

H 5(2) wileo(f) =

where the last inequality follows from Poincaré’s inequality and Equation (4.3). This shows that Equation

(4.2) holds for k = 1. This finishes the proof of the induction hypothesis.

Induction hypothesis (IH). For some § € (0,1) and some k € N define § := 273§ and assume that

there exists a network W% for which Equations (4.2)—-(4.7) hold with 6 instead of 4.

Induction step. We show that Equations (4.2)—(4.7) hold with § as in (IH) and with k+ 1 instead of k.

We note that, for all £ € {271 ... 2F},

I St 10 <2

¢
Loo(f) — Hw HLoo(i) wleo () —
Hence, we may use Xg () as input of Xg5. For ®* and ®2* introduced below, we define
UEt = 92% o M © U,
Here, ®1* is a NN of depth one which implements the linear map
]RQk_lJrl — R2k+1+1 : (2’1, ey 22k—1+1) — (ZQJC_1+17 Z1,22,22,22,22,23,23,R3,R3,%4, 4,24,
ceeyRok—1,Z9k—1171,R2k—1117, 22k71+1).

The network ((A%*,b%%)) :== ®1* satisfies b** = 0 and

1 ifm=1i=2""141,
(A" )i =1 ifme{2,..., 28 41}, = [m£2],

0 else.
Moreover,
L@®"%) =1,  Ma(®"*) = M (®"%) = M(@"F) <1428,
With Lg :== L(Xg2) we define the network @g‘k as

2,k | d v
o5 =FP (‘I>1,L9,><9,27---7><9,2),

(4.8)

(4.9)



which contains 2* ;gyz—networks. It holds that
L(®3*) = L(Xp,2) < Cr(logy(2/60)) + C1,
:CL(k: + 4+ 10g2(1/6)) +C7,
M(®3*) < M(DYr,) + 25 M(X2)
<2L(Xg.2) + 2 M (Xg5)
<(2C1 + Cu2°)log, (2/6) + 2C7, + Ch 2"
< (201 4+ Cu25)(k + 4 + log, (1/6)) + 2C7, + Chr2",
Mﬁ(q)?k) = Mﬁ(q)ll(,iLg) + QkMﬁ(;eg)
<Cs2* +2,
Mia(®3") = Mia(®Y'1,) + 2" Mia(Xo.2)
= 12" + 2.

The realization of \If§+1, defined in Equation (4.9), is given by
Sok

ROUET) ()1 = X7 (2), for z € I, (4.10)
ROVET) ()]0 _or = R(Xg.2) ()?g”ﬂ (x), X}/ (m)) . forazel fe{2f+1,... 2" (411)

We define, for z € I and £ € {2F 4+1,..., 2"}
)?f(x) = [R(‘I’Igﬂ)(x)]eﬂfzb

Equation (4.3)) for k£ + 1 follows from the induction hypothesis and Equations (4.1)) and (4.11).
We bound the depth and the size of \I/;C+1

L(W5™) = L(93") + L(@"*) + L(¥5)
(CrL(k+4+1og,(1/6)) +Cr) +1
(c (1K + 2K + klog, (282 /68)) + (4CL + C}, + l)k)
(3(k+1)> +2(k+1)> + (k + 1) log,(1/6)) + (4CL + Cr + 1) (k + 1),

IN

+
<cy
M(USTY) < M(®3%) + Ma(07%) + M (@V* @ U5) + M(@"* © v)
SM(®F") + Ma(3°) + 2Mia (@1F) + M(®"F) + M (®1°) + Mia(U5) + M(5)

< ((2@ + M2 (k + 4+ log, (1/8)) + 20 + Chr2 ) +(Ca2* +2)
+21+ 28T + 142 + 1+ 2" + (02" 4+ 2)
+ (szkz’“ + Cn2"log, (2572 /6) + 2kC1 log, (2812 /6) + C12" + 2K°C + 3K°CL + cgk)

<20 (k + )28 + 02" log, (1/6) + 2(k + 1)C1 log, (1/6)
+ 012" + 201 (k+1)° + 3(k + 1)°CL + Ca(k + 1),
Cr =TCnm 4 Cy + Cs 4+ 3Cia + 8,
Co =207 +8Cy + 8,
Mg (W) = Mg (¥5) < Cq + 2,
Mia (U5 = Mo (97%) = Cra2® + 2.
This finishes the proof of Equations (4.4] . ) for k + 1. We now ebtimate the NN expression error.

Because 6 < 4, it follows from the 1nductlon hypothesis and Equation (4.10]) that Equation (4.2]) holds for
=201 For p e {28 4 1,...,2" 1Y with £o := [£/2], we use that analogous to Equation (4.8), it



holds that for m € {€o,£ — 4o}

H)?g”H <14+0<2,
Lo (1)

d vm m—1 m vm
|&5r @], ;) < Ime™ Mgy + o = Ke @), <m0 <m1.
We find
4 vl -1 = vl vi—1L d ¢
‘m _X‘*(I)‘m,wm = Héox ~ [DR(x0.2)1 (X" (2), X O(I))de"U(x)Hme

+ [0 e — PRG02(Rp (@), Ko@) K@,
<o xiorm, .,

R @t - TR @))]

+ | e @)~ PRGo (K (@), T @) X @),
+ H(e — fp)at 0 (2 — XLo @))HLW>
L )

+[| (K@)~ DRG0 (X (@), X5 0 @) 5 X5 @),
&y, an)
< 00420+ (bo+1)0+ (£ — €0)0 + 20 + (£ — Lo + 1)0

< (204 6)0 <4,

where [DR(;(;,Q)] is the Jacobian and where we have used that 3 < ¢ < 28! which implies that 2¢ 4+ 6 <

40 < 2¥+3 Because X£(0) = 0 = 0° it follows with Poincaré’s inequality that sz — )?f(:v)le " <.
In summary, for k satisfying the induction hypothesis and for arbitrary ¢ € (0, 1), we have constructed
T4 and have shown that Equations ([#2)—(4.7) hold for k + 1 instead of k and with § as in (IH). This
finishes the induction step. The lemma now follows by induction, as the induction basis shows the
induction hypothesis for k = 1. O

Note that the number of consecutive concatenations in U# depends on k. Therefore, we have to use
the sharper bound in Equation (2.1)) involving M5(-) and Mia(-). Using the second inequality in (2.1
instead would introduce factors of 2, resulting in an extra k-dependent factor in the bound on the network
size.

Proof of Proposition[{.4 Below, we consider the case Co > 3. The proof of the case Cy < 3 is analogous.
The distinction is needed to ensure that we do not invoke Lemma [£.5] with § > 1.

In case n € {0,1}, for all 8 € (0,1) we define ®% := ((A,d)), where A = ¥ € R**! and b = @ € R'.
It holds that [|v fR(q>g)HW1,w<f) =0, R(®5)(0) = %o = v(0), L(®}) = 1 and M(®}) = Ma(®}) =
My (®p) < 2.

In case n > 2, we define k := [log,(n)] and § := 3/Cy and use Lemma Let {¢;}5_, C R be such
that L (U§) +1=L(¥}) +¢; for j =1,...,k, hence it holds that £; < L (). We define

oY =" O P (\If}; O, . . vhe <1>}:}ek) ,
where ®>™ is a NN which implements the affine map

k 27
2k k-1 ~ ~ - .
R —R: (2’1,...,22k+k_1)i—>vo+’0121 —+ V222 + E E VeZg4j—1-
J=24=21-141

It satisfies L(®>™) = 1 and M (®>") = Mg(®>™) = M, (d>™) < 28 4+ 1.
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The realization of ®j is
2k‘

R(®p)(x) =t0+ Y _0eXs(x), wel
=1

From Equation (4.3) we conclude that R(®3)(0) = @ = v(0).
Using 2% < 2n, we can bound the depth and the size of ®% as follows:

L(®h) =L (0°") + L (¥})
<1+ (cL ( K+ klog, (7)) +Ck2)

< Ci(1 + logy(n)) log, (% )+ C1 logh(n) + C'logh(n),

M (®5) <M (@>") + Mg (&>7) + Z Mi (5 @ @1, ) + Z M (v 0ol
j=1

j=1
< M (@5™) + My (%7) + Jzk; Mia (93) + ]zk; M (w)) + ]zk; M (95) + Jzk; Mia (@1%,)
-I-Zk:M (‘511?4)
j=1
k
k k k—1
< (2 +1)+ (2 +1)+;(2 Cia +2)
k k
+>° <20Mj2j + Cn2’ log, (%) + 2jC1r log, (%) + 027') +> (Ca+2)
j=1 Jj=1

42k + 2k (CL (%k‘"’ + klog, (%)) + Ck:z)

C C
<4Cunlog, (%) + 8Cmnlog,(n) 4+ 4CL(1 + log,(n))? log, <?0) + Chn,

k k
M () = > M (W5 0 @1, ) <>~ 2Ma (@1%,) = 4k < 41ogy(n) + 4,
j=1 j=1
M (5) =2Mi, (9*™") < 4n + 2.

Finally, we estimate the error.

A
=
=
IN
=

2k
o= B (@) sy < D1 o = %@, oy, <

This finishes the proof of the proposition. O

Later, we will consider approximations of piecewise polynomial functions by realizations of NNs. For
the results in Section[5} it is important that we can approximate polynomials on an interval with exactness
in the endpoints. After subtracting an affine function, it suffices to approximate polynomials which vanish
at the endpoints by NNs the realizations of which vanish at the endpoints. This is the aim of the following
proposition.

In Section l we will mainly restrict our attention to estimates of the error, in the H*-norm. The error
estimates in the following proposition are with respect to more general wha (A) norms.

Proposition 4.6 (ReLU approximation rate bounds of polynomials of degree ¢ in f) For all ¢ € N>o
and all w € (Py N Hy)(I) there exist NNs (22°).c(0,1) with input dimension one and output dimension

11



one which satisfy R(@;"’O)\R\f =0 and for all1 < ¢ < oo

o= R@E) sy <27l
L (92%) <Cr(1+logy(q)) (2q + log, (1/€)) + Ci log, (1/¢) + C'logi(q),
M (22°) <4Cw (2¢° + qlog, (1/€)) + (6CL (1 + log,(q))? + 2Car) log, (1/€)
+ Cqlogs(q),
Mg (<I> ) <4log,(q) + 8,
M (D9°) = Cha.

In the hilbertian case ¢' = 2 it holds that Hw - R(<I>§’O)H <elwlgip-

H(D)
Proof. The main observation in the proof is the fact that the polynomial w is divisible by v, known as
quadratic bubble function and defined by ¥ (z) = (1 +z)(1 —z) = 1 — 2 for 2 € I and ¥ (x) = 0 for
x € R\I. In addition, we use that 1 can be approximated with W*°°(I)-error at most 7 > 0 by a NN s
which satisfies R(® )|R\I = 0 and we approximate Q = w/1) € P,_2(I) using Proposition We use
the product network from Proposition - 4.1] to multiply the approximation of 1 with the approxunatlon
of Q. In order to apply Proposition 2] for the approximation of @, we need to bound the sum of the
absolute values of the Taylor coefficients of Q. In the first step of the proof we will derive such a bound.
In the second step we construct networks which satisfy the desired properties.

Step 1. We first estimate the sum of the absolute values of the Taylor coefﬁcients of the L*(1 A)
normalized Legendre polynomials {L;}jen,. For j € N, it holds that L;(z) = Y7_,cja’ for z € R,
where, for £ € Ng and m = (j — £)/2, (see e.g. [18, Section 10.10, Equation (16)])

0 for j—£€{0,...,5}N2Z+1,
=" ()it forj—ted{0,....5}N22Z,
0 for £ > j.

The sum of these coefficients can be estimated using the following inequalities (cf. [42]):

L1 L
Yn eN: V2" t2e e T2ntl < pl < V2mn"t2e e Ton (4.12)

In addition, we will use that for all j € N and all m € {0,...,[j/2]}

. . 2m—1 . . .
2]7'2m < 2]7'2m H 2:]7‘Z: 2? .
j j Ly g j
It follows, from (4.12) that, for all j € N,

1 . . .

2 Nezs (2j)2ﬁ+5e*2fe% VERRS - Y
S = 2 < =

J \/271']]+2€ ]6127+1 2 ]J+2@ Jel2J+1 VT] eT2i+1 VT])

and as a result that

dlal= > I aml

=0 me{0,...,[5/2]}

J

. Li/2] 2] —2m 1

<27’ *

m=0
1(2 +3

. J T J

j+ =) <« 2 < 4.13
! <]> & (4.13)
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We now consider a general polynomial v € P, of degree n € Ng. We denote the Legendre expansion of
v by v= Z;L:o vjLj. We find the following expression for the Taylor expansion of v at z = 0:

=0 j=0 =0 £=0

£=0 \j=0
n n .
Jj= =0

It follows that

< (maxm) SOS el = (maxw)

=0 =0 |j=0 (=0 j=0
L ol 34 < 34 ol (4.14)
=0
At (*) we used Equation and
1}1§3<|vj| < l@i)i=oll 2 = ol L2z - (4.15)

We now consider w € (P, N HE)(I) of degree ¢ > 2 and write w = ¥Q, where Q € P,_(I). We recall
Hardy’s inequality: for all functions g € H'((0,1)) satisfying g(0) = 0, it holds that 9(2)

¢ llL2(o,n) —
2 ||9/||L2((0’1)). It follows that
2 2
Q117 _ =) (IR
L2(f) = 1_ 22 1— .2
L2 L2((~1,0)) L2((0,1))
<’M Hw(w) ’ _’w(y—Uz +Hw<1—2>2
T2l 20 L= 120,y Y £2((0,1)) z L2((0.1))
2 ’ 2 2 , 2 9 12 )
<2* [[w' (= D32 oy + 22 100 = 220,00y = 22 10 152010y + 22 10 2 00y
2 2
=2l (4.16)

Writing Q(z) = ‘é;g Q' for x € I, it follows from Equation (f.14) with v = Q, o = Q¢ and n = q — 2
that

Q
|
V]

|Qel < 547wl
0

& - (4.17)

~
Il

We now estimate the W (I)-norm of Q ertmg Q= Z'tg Q;L; it follows from Equation (4.15))
for v = @ and v; = @Q; and from Equation (4.16]) that for all j € {0,...,q — 2}

|Q;] <2 |w|H1(f) :

Using that for all j € No : [|Lj[| ooy = V7 +1/2 < Vj+ 1 <14 j/2, we find

q—2

q—2
HQHLOO(I) < Z‘Qﬂ”L ||L°° < 2|w|H1(I)Z(1+

q — 2
< 2wl s (q S ) 3 (0" +a=2) [l gy < (6" = 1) [wla -
By Markov’s inequality (e.g. |14, Chapter 4, Theorem 1.4]), we get
|Q|W1=°°(i) <(q-2)? HQ”Loc(f) <(¢-2)° (q2 - 1) |w|H1(f)

and hence, since ¢ > 2, Q1.0 5y < (4" = 1) [wl g1 5y
Step 2. Let € € (0,1). We first assume that |w|y: ;) = 1 and define 8 := £/36 and n = e(12¢*)7*
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We write w = 9@ and approximate 1 by a NN whose realization is supported in I. To approximate
Q e . 1,q . . .
Q we use ©7 from Proposition with Co < 547 according to Equation (4.17). We will use that

[R (28] 1 s, < 1@l ety +8 < (@ = Dl + 8 < o™

With the 2 x 2 identity matrix Ids, the vector ¢ = (0,0)7, the 2 x 1-matrix A = [1,—1]" and
the vector b := (1,1)" we define @} = Xa 1 © ((Id2,¢), (A,b)), which has realization R(®Y)(z) =

R (;gl) (o(1+ ), 0(1 — 2)) for # € R. By Equation (4.1), it follows that R(qﬁ;})‘m\f = 0. It holds that
L(®}) = Cplogy(2/n) + CL +2,

M(®) <M (Xg,) +Ma (X g,0) + Mia((1d2,0), (A,)) + M(((1d2, ), (4,6)))
< (CMlogg (%) +C§M> +Cs +2+6,
Mg (®¥) < Mga(((Idz, ), (A, b)) = 4, and Mia(®Y) = Cia. The error can be estimated as follows:
Wloo(fy iw(x)_i( (Xg,1) I+, 1_$)Hmo(i)
< J(1-1- o (53], 01— et
H(arn-[or (7)), 0 v mr-0) ga-a]

v —R(®})

[

w\:

Szti=n
Because R(®})(+1) = 0 = )(+1), it follows from Poincaré’s inequality that ||¢) — R(® ”Loo([) <n. As
a result,
P N _ P
HR (q)”) le,m(f) < Wllwro iy + Hd) R (q)”) le o () s2+n<3
We define
K = max{2, ||Q||Loo(f) + B} < max{2, (¢® — 1) \w|H1(i) +0} < max{2,q2} <4
The last inequality holds because ¢ > 2. The definition of K is such that HR(@,”;) HLOO(i) , R(@g) H & <
Loo (1

K. With L. := L(®F) — L(®})) < L(®F), we define

px OP (95,01 0 ®)),  for L. >0,
20 = %, x OP <1>Q ®Y), for L, =0,
Xpx OP (@1_, @cbg,(l),”;) , for L. <0.

By Equation and the fact that R(@%)‘R\f =0, it follows that R(¢§’0)|R\f =0.

For the estimate on the network depth and the network size, we only need to consider the case L(@BQ) >
L(®Y), for the following reason. We have two upper bounds: L(®Y) < 4Cp log,(q) + Crlog,(1/e) + C
and L(®9) < 2CLq(1 + log,(q)) + Cr log,(q) log,(1/€) + C(1 + logi(q)). In addition, by Propositions
and [2.4} it follows that we can increase the depth of the network <I>§ such that CDQ still satisfies the
propertles of Proposition [£.2] p0551bly with a larger universal constant in the estimate on the network size,
and such that L(@Q) > C(log,(q))? for some C' > 0. Tt then follows that L(@Q) > L(®Y) for sufficiently
large ¢ > 2. This 1mphes that bounds on the size and the depth derived under the assumption that
L((I)g) > L(®Y) also hold in case L(@g) < L(®Y). The latter inequality only holds for finitely many g,
and these cases can be covered by increasing the universal constants.
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Assuming that L(@g) > L(®Y), it follows that
L(@2°) =L (%) + L (@5)
< (CL log, ([;) + CL) (CL(l + log, (g (2‘1 + log, ( )) + 01052 q))

<Cg (610g2( )"’1052( )) + CL (1 +log,(q )(2’]+10g2( 6)) +010g2( )
<Cr (1 +logy(q)) (QQ+log2 ( )) + Cr log, (l) + ClOg2( )-

Moreover,
M (@) <M (Roae) + Ma (Roxe) + Mia (9F) + Mo (#1700 ®7) + M (2F) + M (01, 0 7)
<M (%rc) + M (R ic) + Mia (8§) + 2050 (1)
+ M (®F) + M (@1, ) + M (@1, ) + M (@) + M (@)
< (CM log, (%) + 034) £ Ca+ (4 —6) +4
+ (4ch (2q + log, (%)) + 8Cwqlog,(q) + ACL(1 + log,(q))? (zq + log, (%)) + cq)
+2 (CL(l +1og,(q)) (2q +log, (l)) + 01og§(q)) +24 Cha
(CMlog2 ( ) +CM+Cﬁ+8)

< Cwn (6log,y(q) + log, (£2)) +4Cwm (2q + qlog, (28)) + 6CL(1 + log,(q))* log, (29)
+Cum (410g2( )+10g2( ))+quog2( )
<4Cwm (2¢° + qlog, (1)) + (6CL(1 +logy(q))® + 2Car) log, (1) + Cqlogs(q),

My (92°) = Mg (@3) + My (qﬁ) < (410gy(q) +4) + 4 = 4logy(q) + 8,
My, (92°) = Mia (X)) = Cha.

The approximation error can be estimated by
=2 & (@@)w(e) — & (R (X)) (RO @), R@})()))
<2 (@) - (#) @) Q@] ..,

+2[[r (27) @ (@) - (@Q) L)l P

+2| (R (27) (@) - PR (2], (B (0F) @R (07) )) 1 (35) @) ..,

+2fe@ (v - ( )w)HM)

+2f(e) -r (oF) @) &r (o7) ).,

ll

2| (5 (%) @ = (PR (ol (7 (95) @R (00) ) &7 (20) @]

<20|Qlyy1.oe gy + 2 HR (o3 )
& (o

2w —R ()

|W1’Oo<f> HLOC(f)

B+ 2n ‘R (@Q)

K LW(I)

()
-2 —4
<gtetstse +t5tse <e

wleo ()

+277‘R(<I>§7”)

+ 2@l poo(syn+28

Wl,oc(f) Wl,oo(f)

At (*) we used that ¢ > 2. Tt follows from Poincaré’s inequality and ®2°(£1) = 0 = w(%£1) that /2
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also bounds the L*° (f)-error. Finally, we get from Holder’s inequality for all 1 < q' < o0

lw =R (22 [0 5 = I = R (227)]I;

||Lq’(1 —|—|w R((I)w 0)|

wla' ()
0
<2|I| - |jw — R (@¥ le oo (f)
<4 (g)q =927
This finishes the proof in case |w| ;) = 1.
If |lw| 1.7y = 0, then w € H} (f) implies that w = 0, which can be implemented exactly by a NN of
depth 1 and size 0. If |w] w1 > 0 we can use the linearity of the output layer of NNs: we can approximate

w/ |w\H1(f) as before, and multiply the weights in the output layer by \w|H1(j), which gives the desired
result. This finishes the proof of the proposition. O

Remark 4.7. We note that by Hélder’s inequality for all 2 < ¢’ < 0o

‘lel(f) <2277 ‘w‘wl‘q’(i) :

Because w' is a polynomial of degree q — 1, it follows that for all 1 < ¢’ <2

I\J\H

1
‘w|H1(f) < ((q/+1)(q_1)2) 7 (T P = <2(q-1) ‘wlwl,q’(iy

5 ReLU emulation of hp-Finite Element Spaces

Based on the ReLU NN approximation rate bounds of univariate polynomials obtained in the previous
section, we can now present an emulation of higher-order spline approximations, approximations by
Chebyshev polynomials, and hp-FEM approximations which correspond to so-called free-knot, variable-
degree spline approximations ([44] and the references there). We discuss in detail several classes of
functions whose relevance derives them appearing as solution components in a wide range of elliptic and
parabolic PDEs. In particular, we study NN approximation of smooth functions with point singularities
which appear in solutions of elliptic boundary value problems on polygonal and polyhedral domains.
Moreover, we address NN approximation of (exponential) boundary layers which are ubiquitous in solutions
of singular perturbation problems in fluid and solid mechanics.

5.1 Approximation of Piecewise Polynomials

We start by demonstrating how to emulate continuous, piecewise polynomial functions in general.

Proposition 5.1. For all p = (pi)icq1,...,nvy C N, all partitions T of I = (0,1) into N open, disjoint,
connected subintervals and for all v € Sp(I,T), for 0 < e <1 exist NNs {@Z’T’p}ge(ql) such that for all
1< ¢ < oo holds

_ v, T,p
Hv R((I)E )Hqu = sellwra

L ((I)'g,'T,p) S CL(l + 1Og2 (pmax)) (2pmax + 10g2 (1/5)) + CL 10g2 (]‘/E) + C (1 + logg (pmax)) )

M (q)qu) <SCMsz +4Chw log, (1/¢) z:pz—i-log2 (1/e)C ( +Zlog2 (pi) )

=1
+C <1 + Zpi logi(m))

i=1
+ 2N (Cr(1+ 1085 (Pmax)) (2Pmax + 10g; (1/2)) + C (1 + log3 (pmax))) ,
Ms (@:*T*P) <6N,
M (@:*T*P) <IN +2.
In addition, it holds that R (<I>Z’T’p) (z;) = v(x;) for all j € {0,...,N}, where {x;},_, are the nodes of
T.
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Proof. We write v as the sum of its continuous, piecewise affine interpolant v € Sy (I, T) and a function
v— 10 € Sp(I,T) which satisfies (v — 9)(z;) = 0 for j € {0,...,N}. The network ®°, constructed in
Lemma satisfies

R(®")=v, L(®")=2 M (®")<3N+1, Mg (®")<2N and M (®") <N +1.

Foralli € {1,...,N}, we denote by P, : R = R: z = 7 (z — Zi=1%%) the affine transformation which
satisfies Pi(I;) = I, Pi(x;_1) = —1 and Pi(z;) = 1.
Let

11

_2 9 "2 : ’

~i(d) = %21 7 4214 g ?f2 < q/ < o0,
(2ps) ifl1<q <2

,“(lq,> < 2for2<¢ <ooand #q,) < 8pit = é for 1 < ¢’ < 2, hence

%<Lfor
vi(a") — &
1<q¢ <o0.

For w; := (v —0)|1, € (Pp, N H{)(IL), it holds that w; == w; o Pt € (Pp, N HE)(I), hence Proposition
shows the existence of a NN &2+ such that R(<I>?;’°)IR\f =0 and
L(®5°) <Cu(1 +1ogy(p) (21 +10g, (L)) + Crlogy (£) +C (1 +10gd(p))
< Cr(1+1ogy(p)) (2pi +log, (2)) + Crlog, (£) + C (1 +logs(pi)) ,
M (92:°) <4Cw (pr +pilogy (L)) + (BCL(1 + logy(pi))? + 2Cr) log, ()
C (1 + pilogs(pi)) ,
<4Chr (2p2 + pilogy (1)) + (6CL(1 +1ogy (pi))? + 2Ca ) log, (2)
C (1 + pilogs(pi)) ,
Mg (wa“ ) < 4log,(pi) + 8
Mia (95°) =Cla.

The affine transformation P; can be implemented exactly by a NN ®%¢ of depth 1 satisfying M (®) =
Mg (@) = Mo (") = 2. Now, the concatenation ®2i® ® & approximates w;. It holds by Proposition
[4.6] that R(®2° © ®")|a\;, = 0 and that

oo o227
‘ wl.a'(I)

1
20 i(q") il g gy

) 7—1 2
h; 7—1 —1
S 2 ! 24 (ql)2|(v|lz)on ‘Hl(f)
1
(*<*) YA

)
)
)T 20 (101 0 P gy + 10100 0 P )
)
)

T e oln) o P

Il
™
=

U'h)‘wl,q’(]i) .

t (*) we used that |(v]r,) o P

1|H1(f) < J(v]g) e Pi_1|H1(f)7 which follows e.g. from the fact that
¥'|r, o Pt is a truncation of the Legendre expansion of v'|r, o P,"t. At (**) we used a result similar to
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Remark [£.7] for ¢ = p; and for (v]r,) o P! € Py, () instead of w. In addition, it follows that
L (@;'?;’0 ® <1>Pi) <1+ CL(1 +logy(pi)) (2pi + log, (1)) + Crlog, (1) + C (1 +1ogd (pi)) ,
(o087 <00 (02) 00, (1) + 00 (07) 520 ()
< (4Car (202 + pilogy (1)) + (6CL(1 +logy(pi))* +2Cn) log, (2)
+C (1+pilogi(py)) ) + (4108, (p) +8) +2+2
<4Cy (2p7 + pilogy () + (6CL(1 + logy(p:i))? + 2Ca) log, ()

+C (1 + pilogy(pi))
Ms (@;ﬁﬂ“ ® <I>Pi) <9Ms (@Pi) —4,

Mia (9570 © ™) = Mia (25°) = Cua.
Let {¢;};eq1,....N+13 C N be such that
O+ L) =6+ L (@?11’0 o <1>P1) — o =lnm+ L (cb:‘;y*o ® <1>PN)
_ O] N w;,0 P;
=1+ max {L (2°) ,max L (0% 0 0" ) |
<3+ maxL (@;D;"“ © cbpi) ,
=1
where the inequality follows from L(®”) = 2. In addition, we have
Mmax £; <3+ max L (@i""o S @Pi)
j=1 =1
< CL(1 + 10gy (Pmax)) (2Pmax +10gy (1)) + Crlogy (2) + C (1 + log) (pmax)) -

We define 3% = (([1,...,1],0)), where [1,...,1] is a 1 x (N + 1)-matrix. It holds that L(®') =1
and M(PRT)) = Ma(R)) = Mia(P73) = N + 1. We now define 27 P by

ol TP = oW O P ((I)If,iel OF B TWINOX SNOR RENIIE S WININIOR Jueio! <1>PN) )

Because the realization of ®° equals @, it holds that R(®Y7P)|;, = 9|, + R(®2° ® &%) for all
i€ {l,...,N}. The depth and the size of ®2"7*P can be estimated as follows:

L(0277) <L (O1) + 0+ L (2°) < 1+ faxe, + 1
< C1(1+ 108, (Pmas)) (2Dmax +10g, (1)) + Cr log, (L ) +C (1 +10g) (Pusa)) »

M (@gmp) <M (@?Vufl) + My <I>§v“i“1) + M (q>1 L © P ) + ZMla (qﬂf}ml 0880 (I,pf,)

=1

(
+ M (@}, 0 %) + i M (@, 0ol o oh)
(

<M (¢§vuﬂ) + Mg ‘Iﬁvuﬂ) ZQMla (4)1 zlﬂ) +M (‘1)11(:1[1) + Mg (Cbllc,lel) + M, (‘1)6)

+ i ( (‘I)If?eiﬂ) + Ms (‘I’If?eiﬂ) + Mia (éff’o) + M (‘Piw)

o (w ) o (o) 430 (7)

+
<(N+1)+(N+ )+4(N+1)+211§1:§1>1<£j+2+(N+1)+(3N+1)+2Nﬁ:1:§%£j+2N+ClaN

=
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Z (4CM 2p7 + pilogs (2)) + (6CL(1 +logy(pi))* + 2Car) log, (1)
C(

1+ piloga(ps )) + N(4logy(pi) + 8) + 2N + 2N

N N N
<8Cwy Zp? +4Cn log, (1) > pi+log, (1) C <1 + Zlogi(pi)> +C (1 +Y p 10g§(m)>
i=1 i=1

i=1 i=1

2(N +1) (CL(1 + 10g, (Pmax)) (2Pmax + logy (1)) + C (1 + log) (pmax))) »

Ms (@:vTvP) < Mj (97) + EN: 2Mg (@Pi) < 2N + 4N = 6N,
=1

M. (@:vTvP) <2Mia (@?\Fﬂ) — 2N 42.

To estimate the error we use that R(®%° ® <I>Pi)|1j =0 for j #i:

N a’

Z wi -y R ((I)?i'i’o ® CIDP'i)

=1

o= (@) =

wla' (1)

N
Bleonres
P wl.d (1;)

N
q
Z Mvraray = Pl

where w; is extended to I such that w;|;\;, = 0. Finally, because R(fbg’ii’o ® <I>Pi) (z;) = 0 for all
i € {1,...,N} and all j € {0,...,N}, it follows that R (227 P) (z;) = R (®") (z;) = v(z;) for all
j €{0,...,N}. This finishes the proof. O

5.2 Free-knot Spline Approximation

The following classical result due to Petruchev [40] and Oswald [37] describes the rates of best approxima-
tion of Besov-regular functions on I := (0, 1) by free-knot splines of fixed degree. We refer to [52] [53| for
definitions and basic properties of function spaces. This setting and the corresponding approximation
rate bounds correspond to the so-called “h-adaptive FEM”.

Theorem 5.2 (|37, Theorems 3 and 6]). Let q,q’,t,t',s,s" € (0,00], p €N, and
a<q, s<p+l/e, s <s—1/q+1/q.

Then, there exists a Cs == C(q,q',t,t',s,s',p) > 0 and, for every N € N and every f in B; ,(I), there
exists h™ € S} (I) such that

= < CoN = gy . (5.1)

v
By (D
Moreover,

7Y .. . < Callfllsg (5.2)

Bg+ (D)

Equation follows from [37, Theorem 3]. We recall the assumptions in [37, Theorem 3|, in our
notation: 0 < ¢ < ¢ <o0,0<tt' <oo,0<s<(p+1)+max{0,1/q— 1} (with equality only if ¢ = c0)
and 0 < s’ < min{p+1/q’,s —1/q+1/q'}. For ease of the reader we compared our notation with that in
[37, Theorem 3] in Table [1] below.
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[37, Theorem 3] | p | ' | ¢ | ¢ | k-1 N %) N
Theoremm q|q t/ P p+1/¢ | max{0,1/¢—1} | 1 | N

3

~

Table 1: Correspondence in notation between [37, Theorem 3] and Theorem In [37), X and § are defined
in [37, Proposition 1] and [37), Section 1], respectively.

Under the assumptions in [37, Theorem 3], Equation (5.2) follows from [37, Theorem 6], where A
corresponds with p 4+ 1/q ([37, Proposition 1]) and under the additional assumption that s < p+ 1/gq.
Remark 5.3 ([37]). The approzimant h™ of Theorem is of defect one (or, of minimal defect), i.e.
YN € CPH(I).

As a consequence of Theorem [5.2] we obtain the following result describing the approximation of
Besov-regular functions by ReLU NNs.

Theorem 5.4. Let 0 < g < ¢ <00, ¢ >1,0<t<o0. Letpe N, 0<s <1<s<p+1/q,
1-1/q¢ <s—1/qand s’ < 1ifp=1andq = oco. Then, there exists a constant Cy := C(q,q’,t,s,s ,p) >0
and, for every N € N and every f € By ;(I), there exists a NN @}V such that

|7 =R (@) < O (5:3)
and

L(®7) <CL(1+logy (1) (2 + (5 = 5') logy(N)) + Ciuls = ) logy (N) + C (1 +logd (1), (5.4)

M (®}) <8CwNp” +4C (s — 5')Nlogy(N)p + C(s — ) logy (V) (1 + N logi (p))

+C (1 + Nplogg(p))

+2N (CL(1+logy(p)) (20 + (s — 8) logy (V) + C (1 + logz(p))) , (5.5)
M (@}V ) <G6N, (5.6)
M, (@}V) <2N +2. (5.7)

Proof. Let p€ N, s,5',q,¢',t >0, and f € B; ;(I) be as in the statement of the theorem.
The assumptions on p, s,s’,q,q’, and t allow us to apply Theorem with ¢’ := min{¢’, 2}. Hence
there exists C(q,q,t,s,5,p) > 0 and A" € SZ],V(I) such that

Hf_hN’ i <Cg,¢ b8, )N\ fllss 1) (5.8)
/ min{a’ 23 (D '
q’,min{q’,2}
and
HhN‘ s S C(qul7t7575/7p)||f”BS t<I>' (59)
Bq,t(l) a,

By [37, Equation 6] or [52] Equation (1.3.3/3)], Bg:’min{q,z}(f) is continuously embedded in W*" ¢ ).
Hence

Hu||WS'><1'(I) S 0(8/7 q,)Hu”BS’ }([) fOI‘ all u € B;’,min{q’,Q}(I)' (510)

g’ ,min{q’,2

Applying Equation (5.10) to Equation (5.8]) yields that

_hNH < Ca.q s, s DNz o). 5.11
Hf wera oy = G0 05155,p) 111z (5.11)
We invoke Proposition with e = N~y = A" and polynomial degree distribution p = (p;).1,

where p; = p. This yields a network @}V such that

[ =R (2 [y < O [ R (0]

ws'.a' (1) T

< ro —(s—s") H NH .
Wy = C(s',q )N h —_ (5.12)
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and Equations (5.4)—(5.7) hold. Invoking [37, Equation 6] or [52] Equation (1.3.3/3)] again, we obtain
that
@ ]

where the second estimate holds by [53] Section 3.3.1, Equation (7)] since s — 1/¢ > 1 — 1/¢’ and the last
estimate follows from Equation (5.9)).
We have by the triangle inequality and by invoking Equations (5.11)), (5.12), and (5.13) that

A G R L PR Ll C ] P

<C(q,q\t,s,s',p) N )IIfHBg,m)-

C(q7q t,s,s 7p)||f||B“t(I)7

<C(q,q, stHh ’

]
Wi (1) mar 2y (D) B (D)

(5.13)

This yields Equation (5.3)) and completes the proof. O

Remark 5.5. Note that, if s’ = 1, then we could also obtain the estimate of Equation by applying
the inverse triangle inequality to Equation . Hence, for s’ = 1, Equation s mot required for the
proof of Theorem[5.4 As is clear from the discussion after Theorem[5.9 the statement of that theorem holds
without Equation when replacing the assumption s < p+1/q by the weaker s < p+1+max{0,1/q—1}.
Hence, in the case s’ =1, Theorem- can be improved.

Theorem excludes the case s' = 0, which is treated separately in [57, Thearem 5]. Using that result,
it is not hard to see that Theorem- can be extended to situations where s’ = 0.

5.3 Spectral Methods

We now study ReLLU NN emulations of spectral element approximations. We first show that on a given
partition 7 of T = (0,1) spectral FEM for r € Ny and u € H""*(I) can be emulated by ReL.U NNs. We
will demonstrate that the H'-error decreases algebraically with the network size. Concretely, this decay
happens at least with rate r/2. This is half the convergence rate of spectral FEM in terms of degrees of
freedom, which in Theorem equals Np + 1. This reduction in the convergence rate is caused by the
fact that the size of the networks constructed in Proposition [£:6] depends quadratically on the polynomial
degree, whereas the the number of degrees of freedom depends linearly on the polynomial degree.
Theorem 5.6 ([46, Theorem 3.17]). Let T be a partition of I = (0,1) with N elements, let r € No,
w € H™(I) and p € N. Then for p = (p,...,p) there exists a v € Sp(I,T) such that for all s € Ny
satisfying s < min{r, p}

= vllgs 1y SCs ) (£) ul o -

Remark 5.7. Inspection of the proof of Theorem reveals that v'|1, is a truncation of the Legendre
expansion of u'|r, for alli € {1,..., N}, which implies that 10| gy < Jul gy

Theorem 5.8. Let I = (0,1), r € No, w € H™''(I) and p € N. For all partitions T of I with N elements
there exists a NN ®“ 7P such that for all s € Ng satisfying s < min{r, p}

<(1+Cs(0) (&) Nulgerar
<2CLplog,(p) + CLr(2 + log,(p)) log, (Z) + C(1 + log,(p))?,
N[8Cump® 4+ 4Curplog, (£) +7log, (£) C(1 +log,(p))* + C(1 + plogs (p))],

|u— R(@" )

HL(I)
L @U T7P)
)

(
M(®“7TP) <
Mg (®*7P) <6N,
Mia(®"77) <2N + 2.
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Proof. For v as in Theorem and for uniform polynomial approximation order p = (p, ..., p), we apply
Proposition and define ®*7°? := V7P with ¢ = (%) . Using Remark it follows that

v~ R(@"T)

v, T,
< = vlla ) + [o = R(@27)|

H(I) H(I)

< Cs(r) (g) [l a1y + (g) ol
<(1+65() (&) Ml sy
L(@“7?) <Cp(1+logy(p)) (2p + rlogy (£) ) + Crrlogs () + C(1 +logs(p))?
<2C1p(1 +log,(p)) + Crr(2 + logy(p)) log, (£) + C(1 + logi(p)),
M(®*7?) <8Cy Np® + 4Cwrrlog, (2) Np + rlog, (2) NCO(1 + log,(p))®
+ NC(1+ plog(p)) + 2N (CL(1 + log,(p)) (2p + rlog, (£) ) + C(1 + logs(p)))
<N (80Mp2 + 4Cnmrplog, (%) + rlog, (%) C(l1+ logQ(p))2 +C(1 —&—plogg(p))) ,
Mg(®*77) = M (@27 P) < 6N,
M (@7 P) = My, (92 7P) < 2N + 2.

This finishes the proof. O

We now study exponential expressive power bounds for deep ReLU NN emulation of spectral ap-
proximations of functions which are analytic on I = (—1,1) and admit a holomorphic continuation to
the Bernstein ellipse £ C C for some r» > 1. We recall that for » > 1 the Bernstein ellipse &, C C is
defined as &, == {# € C:1 < |z|] <r}. For neural networks with certain smooth activation functions,
this has been investigated in [32] [33]. We note that the results in [32] are proved even if the activation
function is merely continuous. For the presently considered ReLU activations, the result is (a special case
of) Theorem 3.7 in [36]. A similar result is given in [I5], but under considerably stronger assumptions on
the regularity of the function, namely that its Taylor series converges absolutely on [—1, 1], which implies
that it admits a holomorphic continuation to the complex unit disk.

Theorem 5.9 ([30, Theorem 3.7]). Assume that w : [-1,1] — R admits a holomorphic extension to
&, C C, for p € (1,00). Then, there exist constants C(p), Cu(p,u) > 0 and NNs {®“P},en such that for
allpe N

M(®"7) < Cp*,  L(®"F) < C(1+plogy(p), Ilu—R("")lyy1.00(7y < Cuexp (—log(p)p) -
In addition, Mg(®*?) < C(p) and Mia(2“?) < C(p).
Theorem shows that for every # > 0 and some ci(p,6) > 0
= R(®™) 1,00 1y < Clp, 0, u) exp (= er L(@7)/HH7)
and that for every 6 > 0 and some cz(p,6) > 0

lu = R(®“P) 1.0 7y < Clp, 0, u) exp (= c2M (7))

5.4 DNN Emulation of Piecewise Gevrey Functions

We now study expression rates for ReLU NN emulations of hp-approximations of functions on I = (0,1)
which are singular at z = 0 and which belong to a Gevrey class. We refer to [7] and the references there
for such spaces.

For B € R>o we define g : [ = R: 2 — x?. For k,¢ € Ng we define a seminorm and a norm:

— k
|U|Hg,z(1> = Hd&#kiel) u‘ o
k 2 .
H ”2 > k=0 ‘U|H§"o<1) ) if £ =0,
U|| 1k, = k 2 5 )
D | Ehe lulae gy + el HELEN.
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All functions for which this norm is finite form the space H]g‘é(l). In addition, for § > 1, £ € Ny and

B € (0,1) the Gevrey class gé";(I) is defined as the class of functions u € (5, HE‘Z(I) for which there
exist Cy(u),d(u) > 0 such that N

V>0 |u|H§,e(I) < CLud T (k= 0. (5.14)

For N € N and o € (0,1), the mesh 7, 5 which is geometrically graded towards x = 0, is defined
as follows: let o := 0 and z; .= o™V " for i € {1,...,N}. Let T5,n be the partition of I into intervals
{L,,i}f-\’:l, where I == (zi—1, ;).

The following theorem is a generalization of [46, Theorem 3.36] which, in turn, generalizes earlier
results in [12] 44] 21] in the analytic case. The present analysis covers in particular the original results for
the piecewise analytic case § = 1, i.e. functions in gf;l(l) for £ > 2, which are analytic on the interval
(0,1) and may have an algebraic singularity at the left endpoint = 0. The proof for general § > 1 is
very similar to the proof for 6 = 1. For convenience of the reader, it is provided in the appendix.

Theorem 5.10 (Generalization of [46, Theorem 3.36]). Let 0,8 € (0,1), \:=0"'—1,0>1,uc g;"s([)
and N € N be given. For po = po(o,3,0,d) == max{l, ‘?;17:;;} and for p > o let p = (pi)y C N be

defined as py =1 and p; == |pi®| fori € {2,...,N}.

Then there exists a continuous, piecewise polynomial function v € Sp(I, To,n) such that v(z;) = u(x;)
forie{l,...,N} and such that for a constant Cr(o, 3,0, u, Cs,d) > 0 (where Ci(u) and d(u) are as in
Equation (5.14) ) it holds that

lu—vll g1y <Crexp (—(1—pB)log(1/o)N) =: C7exp(—cN).

As N = oo, M = dim(Sp(I, To.n)) = O(N'+8).

We present the proof of this assertion in Appendix [A]
Remark 5.11. Note that v(0) need not equal u(0). Besides, it follows from the construction of v in the
proof of Theorem that |U|H1(I\11,g) < |u\H1(I\Il,U).

Theorem 5.12. For all 0,8 € (0,1), all § > 1, all u € Q;"S(I) and all p > po(o, B,0,d(u)) there exist
NNs {@"’”‘N}NeN such that, for all N € N,

Hu - R(<I>”"”N)H <Csexp (— (1— B)log(1/a)N) = Cs exp(—cN),

H(I)

where Cs := Cs(0, 8,0, u, Cx(u), d(u), |u|H1<I)) > 0, and such that

Proof. Let v € Sp(I,75n) be as in Theorem [5.10, with p C N defined by p1 = 1 and p; = |ui®] for
i€{2,...,N}. Let € := exp(—cN). We define ®*V = @z’Tg’N’p, where @277 " is as constructed in
Proposition 5.1
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Using that Hv — R(@“’”’N)HHIULU) = 0 because p; = 1 and using Remark it follows that

Ju—R@“M)| < lu =l + o - RE@ETP)

H(I) ‘Hl(I)

< C7exp(—cN) + exp(—cN) |”|H1(I\Ia,1>
< <C7 + |U|H1(I) ) exp(—cN),

L(®"“7N) <CL(1 +logy(uN?)) (2uN° + ¢N) + CreN + C(1 + logy (uN°))
SCL5(2;LN5 logy(N) 4 ¢N log,(N)) + C(o, 3,6, p)N°,

N N N
M("7N) <8Cw Y (ui®)? +4CueN Y (i) + eNC (1 +> logﬁ(ui‘s))

=1 i=1 i=1

N
+C (1 +) i 1og§(m“)>

=1
12N (CL(I +1og, (uN)) (2uN® + eN) + C(1 + 1ogg(uN5)))
<40M (2°N? T 4 cuN°*?) 4 C(a, 8,6, ) (1 + N logs (N)),
Mg(®“"N) <6N,
My (®“7N) <2N + 2.

This finishes the proof. O

Theorem shows that for 8 > 0 and for c3(c, 3,6, 1, 0), Co(o, B, 6, u, Cx, d, |u\H1(I) ,0)>0

Hu - R(‘@“‘U’N)H < Cyexp (— 03L('1>“"’J\’)1/(5+6))7

H(1)

and that for c4(8, 0,0, 1), Cio(o, B, 9, pt, Cx, d, |u\H1(I)) >0

Hu - R(‘I’u’a’N)H < Croexp (— caM (@7 N/ 3D,

H(I)
Remark 5.13. In Theorem we proved exponential expression rate bounds for deep ReLU NNs in
the Sobolev space H'(I) for classes of Gevrey d-reqular functions in I = (0,1) which ezhibit one algebraic
singularity at the endpoint x =0 of I. It is straightforward to generalize this resull to functions with a
finite number of algebraic singularities at singular support sets S = {x1,...,x5} C I. Multivariate versions

of Theorem [5.10] also hold [35].

5.5 DNN Emulation of Boundary Layer Functions

Another class of functions for which variable order, free-knot spline approximations (or, “rp—approximations”E[)
achieve exponential convergence, are so-called boundary layer functions. Exponential boundary layer
functions are ubiquitous solution components which arise from singularly perturbed elliptic and parabolic
partial differential equations in several space dimensions. We refer to [31] for a regularity analysis in
so-called “elliptic-elliptic” singular perturbation problems, and to [30] for corresponding approximation
results. Importantly, the regularity results in [3I] imply that the solutions of singular perturbation
problems in one space dimension can be decomposed into a smooth (analytic) part, and into bound-
ary layer functions, the prototypical example of which is the exponential boundary layer function
u1,,(z) = exp(—(z +1)/n) on the interval I := (—1,1) for the length scale parameter 7 € (0,1]. The
challenge is to approximate u;,, with error bounds which are uniform in the length scale parameter
n € (0,1]. Since |U1,n|i11(f) = ﬁ(l —exp(—4/n)) — oo for n — 0, we do not obtain expression error

bounds in H* (f ) that are uniform with respect to the parameter 7. Instead, we introduce the n-weighted

I The tag “rp” indicates knot (resp. node) repositioning, rather than knot (resp. node) insertion, as usually done in hp
refinement. Node locations are NN parameters in the hidden layers. Therefore, node repositioning will affect neither NN
architectures nor NN size.
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1/2 .
norm |[[uf, ; = (H“”i?(i) +7? Mi]l(f)) for w € H'(I). The error in this parameter-dependent norm
decreases exponentially, with constants bounded independently of n. In [47] [46], this was achieved with a

p- and n-dependent mesh consisting of either one or two elements. We recall the following exponential
approximation rate bounds for continuous, piecewise polynomial approximation of u1,y.

Theorem 5.14 ([47, Theorem 5.1, Corollary 5.1], [46], Theorem 3.74, Corollary 3.77]). For p € N, let the
number of mesh elements N, the mesh T with nodes {x;}Lo and the polynomial degree distribution p be
as follows:

N:27 xO:_]w 391:_1‘*‘"&?5777 I2:17 p:(p71)7 'Lfﬁﬁﬁ<27 (5 15)
N:]., o =—1, x1 =1, P:(p% ifﬁﬁﬁZQ» .
forp:=p+ % and constants 0 < ko and ko < Kk < 4/e which are independent of p and 7.
Then, there exists u, € Sp(I,T) with uy(+1) = u1,,(£1) and
lurn — up“]ﬁ(i) < 771/200‘13: luty — “p|H1(f) < "771/2004;57 (5.16)
llur,n — up”n,i < nl/QCO‘ﬁ: lur,n — U’PHLOO(f) < Ca?,
with
max{ke/4,e”F79 if kpn < 2,
alp) = {re/ b <1, (5.17)
e/(2pm) if kpn > 2,

for arbitrary € > log(p)/(2p) and for C' depending on ko and o, but independent of p and n (except when
kpn > 2, then C has a factor (1 — o®)~Y2, ¢f. [46, Theorem 3.64] or [{7, Theorem 4.1]).

We note that the n-dependence of the error bounds is natural, as it holds that

—1/2
7

1/2 1/2
H“LWHLZ(I") < (n/2) / ) |u1»71|H1(f) < (2n) w1, |77,f <n / ) ||u1777||L°°(f) <1 (5.18)

As a direct corollary of Theorem and Proposition [5.1] we obtain:
Theorem 5.15. For 0 < ko < k < 4/e, p € N, n € (0,1], and p := p+ 3, let N, T and p be as in
Equation (5.15). Then, there exist neural networks {®"*}, ¢ 01],pen, such that

ur,n — R(¢n7p)||L2(i) < 771/200‘ﬁa lut,y — R((I)n’p)lHl(i) < 7771/2004?7,

] i (5.19)
[ury =R(@"P), ; <0'2Ca,  [jury = R(B"P)| oo sy < C?,

for a as in Equation (5.17) with arbitrary € > log(p)/(2p) and for C depending on ko and «, but
independent of p and n (except when kpn > 2, cf. Theorem . The network size and depth are bounded
as follows:

L(®"7) <Cr(1+log,p) (2p + plog, (1/a) +1log,(1/n)) + C (p + plog, (1/a) +log,(1/1)),

M (®"F) <4Cup® (2 + log, (1/@)) + 4Carplogy(1/n) + C(1 + logy(p)* (p + plog, (1/a) + logz(l(/n)) |
5.20

Mﬁ ((I)TI,P)
P

4,
M, (®"7) <6.

INIA

Proof. We define I := (0,1). Let P: R — R: 2+ 2z — 1 denote the affine transformation which satisfies
P(I)=1, P(0) = —1 and P(1) = 1. The affine transformation P~! can be implemented exactly by a NN

®P" of depth 1 satisfying M (@P’l - Mg (@P’l) - M, (q»P’l —9
For u, from Theorem [5.14] we apply Proposition to up o P € Sp(I,T'), for T’ obtained from

~ !
T with the transformation P~'. We choose ¢ = na? and obtain the NN <I>2LPOP’T P Now, we define
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PP = CD?”OP’T,’p ® P Using (5.18)), it follows that
upo P =R (07°"7) H

<V2na? |u, o Plyir
< \/§na’5\/§|up|H1(f>

< 2na” <|u1,71 - UP‘Hl(f) + |u1771|H1(f))

ltp = R (")l 5y < V2|

H(T)

This estimate, combined with Equation (5.16)), shows Equation (5.19)). By construction, it also holds that
R(®"P)(£1) = up(£1) = ur,y(£1).
The bounds on the depth and the size are obtained as follows:

L@") =1 (a7 ") w1 (a77)
< (CL(1 +10g, ) (2p + plog, (1/a) + og,(1/n)) + C (plog, (1/) + logy(1/n))
+C(1+logh(p)) ) +1
< Cr(1+logy p) (2p + plog, (1/@) +logy(1/1)) + C (p + plog, (1/a) + logy(1/n))
M(@"7) <M (@FTP) g (@77 4 M (@) + M (@7)
< (8O (p* +1) + 4Cui (p + 1) (plogy (1/a) + ogy(1/m))
+C (1 + logy(p))* (plogy (1/a) + logy(1/n)) + C(1 + plogi (p)) ) +12+2 + 2
<ACwp® (2 +log, (1/a)) + 4Cwplog, (1/m) + C(1 +log,(p))” (p + plog, (1/) + logy(1/m))
Mg (®"7) <2Msg (fI)P_l) <4,
Mia(@77) < M, (927°77'7) <.
O

Equations ((5.20) and (5.19)) can be combined to get, for some constants Ci1,C12 > 0 depending only
on « and Ko, that

M(®"7) < C1y (plog, (1/a) + §logy(1/m))”,
1wt = R@"P) 12z » w1 — R(®P)], 7 < Cron'/2a®

~Cunesp (<057 (it (7)) )

< Chaexp (—Cﬁl/zM (c1>"vp)1/2) .

6 Multivariate Approximation: Radial Basis Functions

The preceding results on NN approximation adressed the univariate case only. One method to extend
these results to the multivariate setting is through concatenation, which is naturally accommodated by
DNNs. We illustrate this for the (widely used) class of isotropic and anisotropic radial basis functions, cf.
[6] and [54] and the references therein. NN approximations of such functions have been considered in e.g.
[28, 29, [10].

For dimension d € N, it was shown in [29] that the Euclidean norm R? 3 z llz[ly ga can be

approximated efficiently by NNs. To approximate a radially symmetric function R? 5 & — g(llz|ly ga)s
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with radial profile function g in any function class considered in Section we concatenate the corresponding
NN approximation from Section [5{ with the NN approximation for the Euclidean norm R? 3 |y ga
based on [29], which we present 1 Section As we shall show in Sections and the results from
Section [5| then relate the smoothness of the profile function g to the size of the approximating NNs.

In addition, anisotropic radial-like functions can be approximated by concatenating a shallow NN
emulating an affine transformation with a deep NN approximating an isotropic radially symmetric function.

Remark 6.1. We point out that if instead of radial functions of the form x — g(||z||2) one only needs to
express with NNs functions of the form x — g(||z||3) (i.e., even functions ¢ — ¢(¢) as arise in several
kernels that are widely used in scattered data approzimation, see [57)]), the ensuing proofs could be simplified

as one approrimates
d
x|zl =) af
k=1

through d Yarotsky products with a ReLU NN of size O(dlog(d/¢)) and depth O(log(d)log(d/e)), i.e. near
linear scaling with respect to the dimension d and logarithmic scaling with respect to the target accuracy
e € (0,1]. The ensuing Proposition[6.4 achieves essentially this result for the euclidean norm x — ||z||z2,
albeit with a considerably more involved argument based on ideas in [29]. As it will allow us to cover NN
approzimation of general profile functions g, we opt to detail the NN emulation of the euclidean norm

As we will see in Section combining results from Section with the NN approximation of
x + ||z||2 allows us to show exponential convergence in L -norm of the approzimation of x — ||z||3 for
any s > 3. Instead, combining Section with the approzimation of x — ||z||3 would only allow us to
approximate x — ||z||5 for s > 1.

6.1 NN approximation of the euclidean norm R? > z — |||, g

We now recall the NN approximation of the Euclidean norm on R¢ and derive a bound on the W1 *°-error.
Then, we formulate our main result on the approximation of anisotropic radial-like functions.
Proposition 6.2 (cf. [29, Lemma 4]). For all dimensions d > 2 and target accuracy 6 > 0, there exists a

NN (I>dE7‘j;°l with input dimension d and output dimension 1, such that R (q)dE,‘f;Cl) 1s 1-Lipschitz continuous,

‘HmHQ’Rd “R (@5}3“) (x)‘ <§lalyga,  forallz € RY, (6.1)
Eucl d
‘H'Hz,Rd -R (<I>d75 )‘Wl,wmd) <4, for a.e. x € R, (6.2)
and

L (@dE;;d) < log,(d) log, (1%%) .M (@3%“1) < 16(d — 1) log, (1%%) .

Before we prove Proposition we first discuss the proof of [29, Lemma 4]. To approximate the

Euclidean norm on R?, in [29, Supplementary material, Equation (29)] it is observed that for z € R? with
n=min{2" : k € N,2F > d} = 2M°22(D] and with xxy =0 for k=d+1,...,n

2 2
2 2 2
|m||2’Rd:\/x%+x§+...+x§:\/\/\/aﬁ+x§ + /22 + 22 ...\/...+,/m%_1+x% .

The NN in the proof of [29, Lemma 4] consists of a binary tree of NNs from [29] Lemma 3], which
approximate the Euclidean norm on R?. For a maximal input size R > 0 and an accuracy 6; > 0, the
NN constructed in [29, Lemma 3] is the [log,(Rm/d1)]-fold concatenation of folding networks from [29]
Lemma 2] followed by a projection on the zi-coordinate. We now recall [29] Lemma 2], providing bounds
on the number of nonzero coefficients.

Lemma 6.3 ([29, Lemma 2]). For every unit vector | = (I1,12)" € R? there exists a folding network
D112 with input dimension 2 and output dimension 2 such that
. if ,2) > 0,
R (@“7’2) (z) = (F 2 24l (6.3)

9 5 | © otherwise.
2l1l2 12 - ll
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The NN realizes a folding transformation about the line through the origin perpendicular to I, called fold
line.
It holds that

L(ott) =2 m(o) =16, My (@) =8, M. (@) =38
and the hidden layer consists of 4 neurons.

Proof. Equation ([6.3)) is shown in the proof of [29] Lemma 2] in the supplementary material of [29]. All
network weights are visualized in [29, Supplementary material, Figure 2], from which the bound on the
number of nonzero weights directly follows. O

Remark 6.4 (the NN approximation of x + |[|z||; g2 is 1-Lipschitz continuous, almost everywhere
the composition of [log,(Rw/d1)] folding transformations is locally an isometry). Note that the folding
transformation leaves the Euclidean norm invariant, if the fold line is a line through the origin. In addition,
we note that if two points x,y € R? are on the same side of the fold line or if x or y lies on the fold line,
then the folding transformation preserves their distance. If x,y are on opposite sides of the fold line, then
the distance between the images of x,y under the folding transformation is less than the distance between
x and y. We conclude that folding transformations are 1-Lipschitz continuous. In addition, also the
projection onto the x1-coordinate is 1-Lipschitz continuous. The realization of the NN from [29, Lemma 3],
approzimating « + ||x||a g2, is the composition of [logy(Rm/61)] folding transformations and a projection
onto the x1 coordinate, thus 1-Lipschitz continuous.

Moreover, considering a single folding transformation, for all x € R? not on the fold line, there exists
an open neighborhood on which the folding transformation equals either the identity or the reflection in
the fold line. In both cases, on this neighborhood the folding transformation is an isometry.

This argument extends to the composition of [log,(Rm/01)] folding transformations. Consider for
each folding transformation the fold line, and the preimage of the fold line under the preceding folding
transformations. Their union consists of 2119827 /SV1=1 lines through the origin. If x € R? is not element
of any of those lines, then the composition of these folding transformations near x equals a composition of
reflections and identity transformations, which is an isometry. Near almost every x € R? the composition
of [log,(Rw/81)] folding transformations is an isometry, because the union of 21'°82(F™/9D1=1 lines has
zero Lebesgue measure.

Proof of Proposition[6.4 Similar to the proof of [29, Lemma 4] in the supplementary material of [29], for
61 = ﬁ > 0 we define the NN @‘5}3‘31 to be a binary tree of NNs @E,‘g‘;l approximating the Euclidean
norm on R2.

Deviating from [20, Lemma 3], we define the NN ®5%' to be the f := [log,(m/81)]-fold concatenation
of folding networks from Lemma followed by a projection onto the x1-coordinate. We denote the
composition of the f folding transformations by Fs,. Contrary to [29, Lemma 3], we do not consider a
maximal input size for @E}gf. As a result, the error bound will scale linearly with the Euclidean norm of
the input.

In polar coordinates, with each folding transformation the range of the angular coordinate is reduced
by a factor 2, cf. |29 Figure 1la]. After f folding transformations, the angular coordinate of the output is
contained in an interval of length 27f(27r). If we align the folding transformations such that the image
Fs, (R?) is a cone at the origin symmetric around the positive z1-axis, it holds that the angular coordinate
of every point in Fs, (R?) is in [-27f7, 277 x]. To do so, for i = 1,..., f we choose the folding directions
as

) T T ow . T T T
(i) = (llyi,lg,i)—r, where [ly,; = cos (Qi_l —5 = 27) and l2; =sin (21—1 —5= 27) .

Following the proof of |29, Lemma 3] in the supplementary material of [29], we define @E}g‘ to be the
concatenation (as in [39, Definition 2.2]) of f folding networks from Lemma with previously described
folding directions (I(%))i=1,...,r- In addition, for the remainder of this proof we will use the following
notation: for k£ € N we inductively define

o}, = OF O FP (05,05,

and with m := [log,(d)] we finally define @5} == @7".
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Analogous to the error estimate in the proof of [29] Lemma 3], we find for the error of the approximation
of the Euclidean norm on R?, for all z € R?:

Eucl - -
0< fall, ze — R (955 (@) < e — ol pe cos(m2 ™) < llallye 7277 < 01 fallpe - (64)

The lower bound holds, because the fold operations preserve the Euclidean norm, and the projection onto
the z1-coordinate can only reduce it.

It follows by [29, Supplementary material, Equation (30)] for n = 1 and ¢ = [log,(d)] that, with
m := [log,(d)],

m—+1

]|y pe — R (@E,%C‘) (r) < <(2LT T+ v2ee) - 1)) |2lyza,  forallz €R  (6.5)

The left-hand side is bounded from below by 0, as follows from (6.4]) by induction.
With

m logy (d)+1
2

((2LmT+1J — 1) +v2(2l 7] - 1)) <(2V2)27 < (2V2)2 2 =4Vd

and 01 = ﬁ Equation follows.

To see that R (®5%") is 1-Lipschitz continuous, we note that it is a binary tree of realizations R (®5%7).
These are composed of 1-Lipschitz maps (folds and a projection, cf. Remark , and are thus 1-Lipschitz
continuous. As a result, also R (<I>dE7‘3C1) is 1-Lipschitz continuous.

To bound the error in the first partial derivative, we note that for all z € R? 9, [ll3 g2 (%) = (e2, 7(x)),
where ez denotes the unit vector in the xs-direction and 7(x) = z/||z|| is the unit vector in the radial
direction. Denoting the angle between ez and 7(z) by 61(z), 92 [|[|y g2 (z) = cos(01(x)).

We now determine the derivative of R (®5%') (z), defined for almost every € R®>. We denote
the push-forward of the vectors ez and 7(x) at z under the transformation Fj, in the point Fs, (x) by
dFs, (¢2)(Fy, (z)) and dFs, (7) (Fi, (z)).

As for the NN from [29] Lemma 3] discussed in Remark near almost every x € R? the map Fj,
locally constitutes an isometry. Thus, for almost every x € R* it holds

(e2, 7(x)) = (dFs, (e2)(F5, (x)) , dFs, (7)(F5, (2)))-

Near those z € R?, the map F3, is a composition of reflections in a line through the origin and the identity.
This means it preserves |||, 2, hence dFs, (7)(Fs, (z)) = 7(Fs, (z)) and

O ||-[l 2

s (z) = cos(01(x)) = (e2, T(x)) = (dF5, (e2)(F5, (x)) , T(F5, (2)))-

In addition, we note that

o 2Euc1
%jl)(:ﬂ) = (dFs, (e2)(Fs,(x)), e1) = cos(f2(x)),

where 02(z) denotes the angle between dFjs, (e2)(Fs, (x)) and e;. By construction, for all y € R? the
angular coordinate of Fs, (y) lies in the interval [—d1,4d:]. This implies that the angle 05(x) between
7(F5,(x)) and e; is at most §;. Also, note that |01(z) — O2(x)| = 03(x) < §,. With the 1-Lipschitz
continuity of cos(:) we obtain that for almost all z € R

0 (Il ze — R (05355))
8:82

(z)] <|cos(01(x)) — cos(02(x))| < 01(x) — O2(z)| < 01. (6.6)

The error in the derivative with respect to 1 can be estimated in the same way.
Finally, with the chain rule it follows that

Hv 2y 0 — V (R (@dE;';“) (a:)) Hmd <10d6;,  for a.e. z € RY. (6.7)
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‘We show this by induction with respect to the dimension d. For d = 2, the assertion follows from Equation
(6.6). To prove (6.7) for d > 2, we write m = [log,(d)] and we show by induction that

0 0 : — :
— I i — —R (D% < i+ forall{=1,...,2" i=1,...
‘ . lIll, 2 auR( 51) < <; d; —|—z51> orall/=1,...,2" and alli=1,...,m,

(6.8)
where for j=1,...,m—1

Loo (R2Y)

§; = ((2L%J S 1)+ V2L - 1)) :

We only consider £ = 1, the bounds on the other derivatives are analogous. Assuming that for some k € N
Equation holds for all i < k, we estimate for a.e. x € R2"

o el = e (R (04) )]
|t

(89{:1 @5%? )(R (q>§;1) (ml,...,ka,l),R(@’gl) (ka,m,...,xzk))
B (R (@'gl 1) (xl,...,ka,l)) ‘

0
<\ ( o |l Hmz) (@1, o)l gors | @t y1oe 220y o)

~ (s Maze ) (R(®57) (or v ) R (#57) (s 1o )|

7]
) (||($17 .. ,$2k—1)H2’R2k—1 , |‘(m2k—1+17. . .,$2k)||27R2k—1) . a—ml H(:L‘l, .. .,xzk—l)”Q’RQk—l

. 8l'1 ||(x17"'7‘%2’“*1)“27R2k*1
(2 e — 21 (cb‘;“;l) (R (@’H) (L1, Tk R(@’H) (Toh1iqs.. k))

83:1 2,R (9231 501 51 ’ P2 ) 51 2 +1 y 2
. Tm ||(J}17...,$2k_1)‘|2’R2k—1

8 uc. —_ —
+ (ale(qﬁél‘)) (R (@’gl 1) (xl,...,x2k,1),R(q>’gl 1) (x2k71+1,...,m2k)) ‘

9] 0 k—1

g 1@ mae) g garr = 5 (R (% )(xl,...,zgk,l))'. (6.9)

H(ml, .. 7£E2k—1)||2’R2k—1 <1

By Equation , the second term in can be estlmated by 01. To estlmate the third term, we use
the induction hypothesw and the fact that R (CI>E“°1) is 1-Lipschitz continuous. As a result, the third term

can be estimated by E 26+ (k - 1)51
To estimate the ﬁrst term in , define

a= (”(1'1, s 7$2’C—1)H27R2k—1 ) H Lok—141,--- 7$2’C)H21R2k*1) = (a’17a2) € ]R27
b= (R ((I)Igl_l) (xl, .. .711321971),1:{ (‘I)Igl_l) (l’zk—1+1,. . ,$2k)) = (b1,b2) € R2

and denote by 0., 0, the angular coordinates of a and b, respectively. Then, with the 1-Lipschitz continuity
of cos(+) it follows that

0 0
(o Vo) @ = (s Wl ) @) = feost = cosul <10 - a4

To estimate this difference, we use the following corollary of Equation (6.4]):

0 < |l(z1,..., $2k71)||2YR2k71 -R (@?;1) (1., Tok—1) = a1—b1 < dp—1||(z1, ... ,$2k71)“2’R2k71 = k—_10a1,
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where
k—1+1

Sh1 = ((2L 2 I -1+ \/i(zl%J - 1)) .

The upper bound follows from [29] Supplementary material, Equation (30)] with n = 1 and ¢ = k—1, similar
to . The lower bound follows from by induction. Similarly, it holds that 0 < as — b2 < dx_102.
For arbitrary, fixed a and within the previously given bounds on b1, b2, the difference |0, — 03| is largest
when b1 = a1(1 — dx—1) and b2 = a2 in case |Z—2| > 1 or when b1 = a1 and by = a2(1 — dx—1) in case
|Z—i| < 1. W.lo.g. we only consider the case that 0 < Z—f < 1 with a1,a2 > 0. Then, tan(0,) = Z—f and
tan(0p) = Z—f = 22(1 = 0k-1). Hence, using that L tan(z) = (cos(z)) "> > 1 for all z € (—%, %), it follows
that

|00 — 6s] < |tan(0q) — tan(0,)| < dx—1 tan(fs) < dk—1.

The same estimate |0q — 0| < dr—1 can be derived in case |Z—f\ > 1, with the same argument, measuring
angles with respect to the xs-axis instead of the xi-axis. This finishes the estimate of the first term in
Equation , which is bounded by §x—1. Combining Equation with the estimates for the three
terms gives Equation for i = k:

k—2 k—1
d d
’(971 Il ot = 57 (R (25:) (”*"))‘ SOk-1t ot (Z‘% + (k= Wl) =0 + kb
j=1 Jj=1

Next, we use (6.8) with i = m < log,(d) + 1, and use that (v2 —1) > 2 and that m > 1 (because
d > 2). We obtain

mi: 8; +md; < (Tnz: (2\/5)2% —2(m — 1)) 61 4+ mé,

=1 j=1
m
o logy (d)+1

2 logy (d)+1
<&6(5v2)27 2 = 10Vd6.
ﬂ—lfl( ) !

<61(2v2)

It follows that for a.e. z € R?
[V l1ally 0 = 7 (R (€557) @) | _, < 1081,

This finishes the proof of Equation (6.2).
We now provide bounds on the network depth and size. Each NN @gy‘f;‘il is fully connected with 4

neurons in each layer, hence there are at most 16 nonzero coefficients per layer. As a result, the number

of nonzero weights in @E};C' is bounded by four times the number of neurons. Analogous to the proof of

[29, Lemma 4], we obtain the following bounds on the depth and the number of neurons:

L (@5}3“‘) < log,(d) log, (%IOd) , N (@53;1) < 4(d - 1)log, (%IOd) .

This gives the following bound on the network size:

M (@3};‘) <16(d — 1) log, (%1&1) .

6.2 Anisotropic Radial Functions in High Dimension

We now turn to the main result of this section, approximation rate bounds of deep NN aproximations for
anisotropic radial-like functions in high dimension.

Theorem 6.5. Letd € N, R > 0, A € R™ b e R and D = {z € R? : Az +bl[, ga < R}. Let

g € W2°°([0, R]) be such that for all B € (0,1) the function g can be approzimated by a NN @} p such
that

Hg -R ((DZ’,R) HWLX’([O,R]) <p ||g||W1,x([O7R]) ) (6.10)
L(®5 r) = Lar, M (®5p) = Mpr.
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Consider the anisotropic radial-like function
f:D =Rz g(||[Az + b5 ga)-

Then, for every e € (0,1), there exists a NN CDf’D such that

Hf -R (q)z’D) HLOO(D)

f
R C | R e s ©.12)

Ss“Q”wl,m([o,R])a (6.11)

L (@g’D) < Lg,r + log,(d)log, (SOﬂd\/Emax{R, 1}/5) +1,
M (cp;j,D) <2Mp 5 + 4d> + 64(d — 1) log, (30wd\/& max{R,1} /5) + 4d.

Remark 6.6. For results in Section@ if instead of (6.10) the right-hand side of the error bound for @%,R
depends linearly on a stronger norm of g, then a result similar to Theorem[6.5] holds, with the right-hand

sides of and depending linearly on the stronger norm.

Otherwise, an error bound for ®} , which scales linearly with ||g[| 1, o,r)) can be obtained as follows:
If g 2£ 0, then g can be approzimated by taking the approzimation of g/ Hg”wlm([o R]) from Section |5 but
with the weights of the output layer multiplied by ||g||le°°([0,R])‘ This NN satisﬁe’s an error bound linear
in || gllwi.oe 0,7y @S in (6-10). Note that in all results in Section [ the bounds on the network size are
independent of ngWl,(x,([o,R]), i.e. these bounds are not affected by this rescaling. On the other hand, if
g =0, then it can be emulated exactly by a NN of depth 1 and size 0.

Proof of Theorem[6.5] We note that the affine transformation T': D — R? : z — Az + b can be emulated
exactly by a NN ®&4° of depth 1 and size at most d? + d. For the approximation of Il ga» We apply
Proposition with § = m. For the approximation of g, we use the assumption of the theorem

with 8 = ENGE We define
ol = 0% o5 0ot
Its depth and its size can be bounded as follows:
L(®,) <L(®h5) +L(2F5") +1 (o)
< Lg r + log,(d) log, (307rd\/3 max{R, 1}/5) +1,
f Eucl Ab
M (1)) <2M (@4 ) + 40 (@55") + 40 (o)
<2Mp g+ 4 (16(d —1)log, (BOwd\/Emax{R, 1}/5)) +4(d® + d)
<2Mjp g + 4d® + 64(d — 1) log, (307rd\/& max{R, 1} /z—:) +4d.
Using that the Wl“’o([O7 R])-seminorm equals the Lipschitz constant, we estimate the error as follows:
9014 - +bllo ) =B (05 1) (R (@557) (4- +8))
< ||o1a - +blly00) = g (R (@55") (4~ +0))
+ (9= R (@2.0) (R (8557 (4- +0))

< ”g”WIQO([o,R]) R+ ”9”[,00([0,3])

HLoo(D)
HLOO(D)

Joco

<ellgllvw.oe o,y -
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In order to estimate the W' (D)-error, we use that ®5%'

s (R (®F4) (A~ +b)) H < 1Al - Tt follows that

is 1-Lipschitz continuous. This implies

Haim (Q(HA : +b||2,Rd)) - aixl (R (Q%,R) (R ((I)dE’%Cl) (A- +b)))

< | (o) (14 #0h) - (2 14401,

~(Z0) (14 +0llxs) - o (e (0557) (- 49)
H( ) IA- +b\|2Rd)-a%(R(<I>S,%CI) (A-+b))

- (%R(@%,R)) (R (2557) (a-+0)) - - (R (2F5") (4-+0)

|(3e9) (14| s =R (255%) Al
() (14 ) - (2R (030 ( (057) (- 0)

141 | (59) (14 #0a) | e =2 (o))

(o) (14 bl (ae0) (R (2557) (4-40)

o} 1o} g Eucl
(g0 R @30)) (R (a20) 1 0)|
< HAH2 HQHWLOO([O,R]) o+ ||A||2 ||g||W2w°°([O,R]) OR+ ||A||2 B ||9||WL°°([0,R])
<e||Ally Ngllwz.o o, /Vd,

Lo (D)

Lo (D)

L (D)

IN

Wl"x’(]Rd)

Al

L>=(D)

IN

Wl,oc(]Rd)

+ 14l

L>(D)

+ (1Al

and hence

|9 (9004 b1, 500) =¥ (B(28,0) (R (@F57) 4 +0)) [ <e Al gl oy

6.3 Singular Anisotropic Radial Functions in High Dimension

In this section, we derive a variation of Theorem with weaker regularity assumptions on g: we only
require g € W°°([0, R]) for some s > 0. We show that deep NNs can emulate anisotropic, radial-like
functions of d variables with pointwise accuracy € > 0, with a NN size that scales polynomially in the
dimension d. DNNs therefore break the curse of dimensionality in this case.

Theorem 6.7. Letd € N, s >0, R >0, A€ R beR? and D :={z € R : |Az + b|l,pa < R}.
Moreover, let g € W>°°([0, R]) be such that for all € (0,1) the function g can be approzimated by a NN
% p such that

lg =R (@5 | Lo 0,11y < BN 2w 10,11 -
L (®4 r) = Lgr, M (@9 ) = Mg, g.

Consider the d-dimensional, anisotropic radial-like function

f:D—=>R:zw— g(|Az + b”2,]Rd)'
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Then, for every e € (0,1), there exists a NN @z’D such that

s
)], <l
L (¢£,D) < Lg,r + log,(d) log, (107TdR(2/5)1/s) 1

M (@ )) <2M p + 44> + 64(d — 1) log, (107rdR(2/5)1/S) +4d.
Proof of Theorem[6.7, We proceed as in the proof of Theorem Again, let ®*° be a NN of depth 1
and size at most d> + d emulating exactly the affine transformation T': D — R? : 2 +— Az +b. For the
approximation of ||-[|, za, we apply Proposition with 0 == (%)USR*. For the approximation of g, we
use the assumption of the theorem with 3 = 5. We define
N Ok i OX
The depth and size of <I>£Y p can be bounded as follows:
L(0f,) <L () +L(55") + L (e")
< Lo.n + logy(d) log, (10mdR(2/2)'/") +1,
M (1) <2M (@4 ) + 40 (055") +an (o)
<2Mjn +4 (16(d — 1) log, (10mdR(2/2)*) ) +4(d” + d)
<2Mj + 4d” + 64(d — 1) log, (10mdR(2/2)"/*) + 4d.
Using that the value of the W*°°([0, R])-seminorm equals the C*-Holder constant, we obtain that
o014+l ) = R (05 ) (R (@557) (4-+0) |
< |loA- +bl ) — g (R (@F57) (4 +0))
+ (o - R (@50)) (R (0557 (4- +0)

< ||9||ws,oo([o,R]) (6R)* + B HQHLoo([o,R])

L>°(D)
.

HLoo(D)

<ellgllys.ee (o, m) -
O

Because H'((0,R)) < W*>((0,R)) for all s € [0, 1), this means that we can combine Theorem
with any of the results in Section [5| In particular, with R = 1 we can apply the results of Section
concerning functions on (0, 1) with a singularity in x = 0: for all 8 € (0,1) and all § > 1 it holds
that QZ"S((O7 1)) € H*((0,1)) = W*((0, R)), which means that we get exponential convergence of NN
approximations of singular anisotropic radial-like functions, such as  — [|z||5 za for any s > 1: we use
that  — x° is an element of Qg’l((O, 1)) (e.g. for B =322 € (0,1)).

As noted in Remark if instead of Proposition a NN approximation of x — 24:1 z? were

k3

combined with results from Section then only x +— ||z||5 ga for s > 1 could be approximated.

7 Conclusions and Further Directions

We established bounds on approximation rates for the expression of univariate functions belonging
to several types of function spaces by deep neural networks. The function spaces studied include, in
particular, Sobolev and Besov spaces, as well as, spaces of piecewise analytic and Gevrey-regular functions.
We proved that ReLU DNNs achieve for each of these function classes approximation rates which are
either identical to or closely match the best available approximation rates by classical approximation
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schemes with piecewise polynomial spline functions. Notably, DNNs match the rates achieved by both,
free-knot (“h-adaptive”) and order-adaptive (“hp”-adaptive) approximations. These observations offer a
partial explanation for the recent success of numerical solution strategies in using DNNs for the numerical
approximation of PDEs as reported, e.g., in [50].

In addition to the univariate results, we demonstrated how these results imply bounds on approximation
rates for isotropic and anisotropic radially symmetric functions in high dimension. Employing the closedness
under composition of ReLU DNNs, we proved that radial-like functions obtained as compositions of
univariate functions with the euclidean norm and, possibly, anisotropic affine changes of co-ordinates can
be approximated to arbitrary accuracy with DNNs the size and depth of which scale logarithmically in
the accuracy and polynomially in the input dimension. This implies that ReLU DNNs do not suffer from
the curse of dimensionality when approximating radial functions.

Finally, we remark that it is certainly feasible to use alternative polynomial bases to the monomial
basis and Legendre basis used in Propositionand Proposition We expect other polynomial bases to
yield qualitatively similar results, however, with slight quantitative improvements of approximation rates
and/or DNN size and depth bounds. Furthermore, emulating h-adaptive and hp-adaptive approximations
by ReLU DNNs in space dimension two and higher dimensions is equally feasible, and builds on present
results in the univariate case, combined with DNN tensorization as developed, e.g., in [I7]. As the
mathematical apparatus characterizing the analytic function classes is somewhat more involved (see, e.g.,
[45] and the references there), we present these in [35].
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A Proof of Theorem [5.10

We note that [46], Lemma 3.41], which is formulated for any 8 € (0,1) and any u € gé’l(l) =: B3(I), also
holds for any § > 1, any 8 € (0,1) and any u € gé"s(l).

Lemma A.1 ([46, Lemma 3.41]). Let I = (0,1), 6 > 1, 8 € (0,1) andu € gé"s(I). Let o € (0,1), N € N,
Ni=0"' =1 and let p= (p;)]y C N be such that p1 = 1 and such that p; > 2 fori € {2,...,N}.
Then there exists a v € Sp(I, To,N) such that

N
2 21-p) | 12 2-p) (Pi = 8)! xv2s, | 12
lu =l < C |2 |U|H§=2(I> + ;@”i_1 m(i) |U|H21:+1,2<I> )
where s; € {2,...,pi} foralli € {2,...,N}.

We will use the following lemma to bound the right-hand side of the inequality in Lemma

Lemma A.2 (|13, Lemma 4.3.4]). Let N €N, § > 1, a > 0 and po = max{1l,ae'™°}. For any p > po
let p= (p:)y C N be defined by p; = || for alli € {1,...,N}. Then it holds that

N .
E 2 (pi —1)! ) 2

(n L7+ 1) 1)! < .
i:la (pi+i+1)[((z+ N < C(ew, p, )
In particular, C(a, p,0) is independent of N.

Proof of Theorem[5.10f We use Lemma with z; = oN""and s; = i+ 1 for all i € {1,...,N}.
Because u € Qé’é(I), it holds that |'LL|H7;+2,2(I) < Cdi(i)? for all i € {0,...,N — 2}. With a = %Ci%ﬁ,
8

lo = max{l7 ?:171:;}, and C, as in Equation (5.14]), it follows with Lemma that there exists a

35



constant C7(o, 8,9, 1, Cx,d) > 0 such that for all N it holds that

flu— U”iﬂ(]) <C

N .

2(1-B)(N—1) 2 2(1-8)(N+1—i) (Pi =1 — D)V \ 0ita o 9i 1 25

o 2430 L) (22022 )
; (pi+i+1)2

< CCQ 2(1-B)N —2(1-8) + ( 1—ﬁA)2 i d\ 21 (;Di i 1)! (‘,)25
= «0 o o 5 25 1-F (pi+i+1)! 2!
i=2

<CC2g=AN [0_2(1_[3) + (al_ﬁ%)zC(a,u,(S)]

< CEoP0=N,

This completes the proof. O
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