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Lecture 3: Approximation Theory 
(or: what functions can we approximate with a neural network?)

6.S898 Deep Learning Fall 2023

Speaker: Phillip Isola

https://phillipi.github.io/6.s898
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• Pset 1 is out (on Canvas) — due 9/26



Announcements

• Pset 1 is out (on Canvas) — due 9/26

• OH started this week: see course webpage for hours+locations
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3. What functions can neural networks express?

• Approximation theory (and why we care)

• Constructive proof with 3-layer ReLU networks

• Improvements (Stone-Weierstrass, Barron’s theorem)

• Width and depth

• Limitations of approximation theory



clown fish

Loss

Learned
Deep learning

✓⇤ = argmin
✓

NX

i=1

L(f✓(x(i)),y(i))
<latexit sha1_base64="Q10CJJ1ondCg8EG7JnRaFON1ooM="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="Q10CJJ1ondCg8EG7JnRaFON1ooM="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="Q10CJJ1ondCg8EG7JnRaFON1ooM="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="Q10CJJ1ondCg8EG7JnRaFON1ooM="></latexit>

✓1
<latexit sha1_base64="jdlg7NGrnJcaH/VcD2JvBoOrWj0="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="jdlg7NGrnJcaH/VcD2JvBoOrWj0="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="jdlg7NGrnJcaH/VcD2JvBoOrWj0="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="jdlg7NGrnJcaH/VcD2JvBoOrWj0="></latexit>

✓2
<latexit sha1_base64="iVXCJZktr2Eln/pkk7Aj/62g948="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="iVXCJZktr2Eln/pkk7Aj/62g948="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="iVXCJZktr2Eln/pkk7Aj/62g948="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="iVXCJZktr2Eln/pkk7Aj/62g948="></latexit>

✓3
<latexit sha1_base64="reWg5/K7U0PXdk1ubbo0pbdjPKk="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="reWg5/K7U0PXdk1ubbo0pbdjPKk="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="reWg5/K7U0PXdk1ubbo0pbdjPKk="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="reWg5/K7U0PXdk1ubbo0pbdjPKk="></latexit>

✓4
<latexit sha1_base64="7Ngbm8oatoIEczf5bGzdlabUqio="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="7Ngbm8oatoIEczf5bGzdlabUqio="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="7Ngbm8oatoIEczf5bGzdlabUqio="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="7Ngbm8oatoIEczf5bGzdlabUqio="></latexit>

✓5
<latexit sha1_base64="c+xP7yXt8IAUGttWNf57Pb7fO0I="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="c+xP7yXt8IAUGttWNf57Pb7fO0I="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="c+xP7yXt8IAUGttWNf57Pb7fO0I="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="c+xP7yXt8IAUGttWNf57Pb7fO0I="></latexit>

✓6
<latexit sha1_base64="MwMtPAOwyA4XXwcUh1F3lF5KRWQ="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="MwMtPAOwyA4XXwcUh1F3lF5KRWQ="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="MwMtPAOwyA4XXwcUh1F3lF5KRWQ="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="MwMtPAOwyA4XXwcUh1F3lF5KRWQ="></latexit>

y(i)
<latexit sha1_base64="quZshCT3eequHj3Gz5l4SokEfxA="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="quZshCT3eequHj3Gz5l4SokEfxA="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="quZshCT3eequHj3Gz5l4SokEfxA="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="quZshCT3eequHj3Gz5l4SokEfxA="></latexit>

x(i)
<latexit sha1_base64="sBmUPe2BsaZDT8odYldlaKu4Hts="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="sBmUPe2BsaZDT8odYldlaKu4Hts="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="sBmUPe2BsaZDT8odYldlaKu4Hts="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="sBmUPe2BsaZDT8odYldlaKu4Hts="></latexit>

L(f✓(x(i)),y(i))
<latexit sha1_base64="TI714bjFMqPosUiwA2MD/W53cRc="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="TI714bjFMqPosUiwA2MD/W53cRc="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="TI714bjFMqPosUiwA2MD/W53cRc="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="TI714bjFMqPosUiwA2MD/W53cRc="></latexit>

What kinds of functions 
can we learn? 

Can the NN approximate the  
function we want to learn?



Learning and Approximation

• How well will our trained neural network do on new data?


• We minimize the empirical risk:


• We actually want the population risk (test error) to be small:
<latexit sha1_base64="Q9QxIeXljiqACki9bwx70ou11BI="></latexit>

R(✓) = E(x,y)⇠P L(f✓(x),y)

bR(✓) =
1

N
L(f✓(x(i)),y(i))

<latexit sha1_base64="1BRO6Z87gz+JZ9zoor2iqzK4oeU="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="+yhodg9PAjEMnbrG7WB3g3dOGS0="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="+yhodg9PAjEMnbrG7WB3g3dOGS0="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="+yhodg9PAjEMnbrG7WB3g3dOGS0="></latexit>



Learning and Approximation

• How well will our trained neural network do on new data?


• We minimize the empirical risk:


• We actually want the population risk (test error) to be small:
<latexit sha1_base64="Q9QxIeXljiqACki9bwx70ou11BI="></latexit>

R(✓) = E(x,y)⇠P L(f✓(x),y)

Important questions:

Approximation: what is the best  we can achieve with our model?


Optimization: how well are we minimizing ?


Generalization: how different is  from ?

̂ℛ (θ*) ̂ℛ (θ)̂ℛ (θ) ℛ(θ)

bR(✓) =
1

N
L(f✓(x(i)),y(i))

<latexit sha1_base64="1BRO6Z87gz+JZ9zoor2iqzK4oeU="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="+yhodg9PAjEMnbrG7WB3g3dOGS0="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="+yhodg9PAjEMnbrG7WB3g3dOGS0="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="+yhodg9PAjEMnbrG7WB3g3dOGS0="></latexit>



Recall: Classification

• one unit:
<latexit sha1_base64="9ma20EcWi5Sq2F3ZvAnAbiBoFeY=">AAACD3icbVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vqEs3g0WpCCWRoi4LunBZwT6giWUynbRDJ5kwM1FLyB+48VfcuFDErVt3/o2TNoJWDwycOede7r3HixiVyrI+jcLc/MLiUnG5tLK6tr5hbm61JI8FJk3MGRcdD0nCaEiaiipGOpEgKPAYaXujs8xv3xAhKQ+v1DgiboAGIfUpRkpLPXPfkXQQoIoTIDX0/OQ2vXYUj+D3/y6Fh9A76Jllq2pNAP8SOydlkKPRMz+cPsdxQEKFGZKya1uRchMkFMWMpCUnliRCeIQGpKtpiAIi3WRyTwr3tNKHPhf6hQpO1J8dCQqkHAeerszWlLNeJv7ndWPln7oJDaNYkRBPB/kxg4rDLBzYp4JgxcaaICyo3hXiIRIIKx1hSYdgz578l7SOqvZxtXZZK9fP8ziKYAfsggqwwQmogwvQAE2AwT14BM/gxXgwnoxX421aWjDynm3wC8b7F6LPnGU=</latexit>

�(w>x+ b) can one unit/neuron  
do it? how many?



Recall: Classification

• one unit:

• 2 layers:

<latexit sha1_base64="9ma20EcWi5Sq2F3ZvAnAbiBoFeY=">AAACD3icbVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vqEs3g0WpCCWRoi4LunBZwT6giWUynbRDJ5kwM1FLyB+48VfcuFDErVt3/o2TNoJWDwycOede7r3HixiVyrI+jcLc/MLiUnG5tLK6tr5hbm61JI8FJk3MGRcdD0nCaEiaiipGOpEgKPAYaXujs8xv3xAhKQ+v1DgiboAGIfUpRkpLPXPfkXQQoIoTIDX0/OQ2vXYUj+D3/y6Fh9A76Jllq2pNAP8SOydlkKPRMz+cPsdxQEKFGZKya1uRchMkFMWMpCUnliRCeIQGpKtpiAIi3WRyTwr3tNKHPhf6hQpO1J8dCQqkHAeerszWlLNeJv7ndWPln7oJDaNYkRBPB/kxg4rDLBzYp4JgxcaaICyo3hXiIRIIKx1hSYdgz578l7SOqvZxtXZZK9fP8ziKYAfsggqwwQmogwvQAE2AwT14BM/gxXgwnoxX421aWjDynm3wC8b7F6LPnGU=</latexit>

�(w>x+ b)

<latexit sha1_base64="s/lgaS70JefjM5lnZt7Q6r39jMw="></latexit>
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A

can one unit/neuron  
do it? how many?



Recall: Classification

• one unit:

• 2 layers:

• Today, we will mostly look at this in a regression framework

<latexit sha1_base64="9ma20EcWi5Sq2F3ZvAnAbiBoFeY=">AAACD3icbVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vqEs3g0WpCCWRoi4LunBZwT6giWUynbRDJ5kwM1FLyB+48VfcuFDErVt3/o2TNoJWDwycOede7r3HixiVyrI+jcLc/MLiUnG5tLK6tr5hbm61JI8FJk3MGRcdD0nCaEiaiipGOpEgKPAYaXujs8xv3xAhKQ+v1DgiboAGIfUpRkpLPXPfkXQQoIoTIDX0/OQ2vXYUj+D3/y6Fh9A76Jllq2pNAP8SOydlkKPRMz+cPsdxQEKFGZKya1uRchMkFMWMpCUnliRCeIQGpKtpiAIi3WRyTwr3tNKHPhf6hQpO1J8dCQqkHAeerszWlLNeJv7ndWPln7oJDaNYkRBPB/kxg4rDLBzYp4JgxcaaICyo3hXiIRIIKx1hSYdgz578l7SOqvZxtXZZK9fP8ziKYAfsggqwwQmogwvQAE2AwT14BM/gxXgwnoxX421aWjDynm3wC8b7F6LPnGU=</latexit>

�(w>x+ b)

<latexit sha1_base64="s/lgaS70JefjM5lnZt7Q6r39jMw="></latexit>
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Main question: what class of functions can we express with 
deep networks?



Main question: what class of functions can we express with 
deep networks?

Answer: Everything (that is continuous)



Making things formal

• “Universal Approximation”: for any continuous function  and any 
error  there exists a neural network  such that for any : 
                                    

g(x)
ϵ f(x) x ∈ [0,1]d

| f(x) − g(x) | < ϵ
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Making things formal

• “Universal Approximation”: for any continuous function  and any 
error  there exists a neural network  such that for any : 
                                    

g(x)
ϵ f(x) x ∈ [0,1]d

| f(x) − g(x) | < ϵ

• Weaker: average error     ∥f − g∥1 = ∫
1

0
| f(x) − g(x) | < ϵ

• We often approximate functions via linear combinations of “basis” 
functions… <latexit sha1_base64="one8gr28dNk5oFZ1Uhf8pfym0TE=">AAACIXicbVDLSsNAFJ34rPUVdelmsAh1UxIp2k2h6MZlBfuApobJdNJOO5OEmYlYQn7Fjb/ixoUi3Yk/47TNorYeGDiccy5z7/EiRqWyrG9jbX1jc2s7t5Pf3ds/ODSPjpsyjAUmDRyyULQ9JAmjAWkoqhhpR4Ig7jHS8ka3U7/1RISkYfCgxhHpctQPqE8xUlpyzYpfdDhSA89PntMLWIWOjLmbDKt2+sihg1g0QO4QOtGAusPFqGsWrJI1A1wldkYKIEPdNSdOL8QxJ4HCDEnZsa1IdRMkFMWMpHknliRCeIT6pKNpgDiR3WR2YQrPtdKDfij0CxScqYsTCeJSjrmnk9MV5bI3Ff/zOrHyK92EBlGsSIDnH/kxgyqE07pgjwqCFRtrgrCgeleIB0ggrHSpeV2CvXzyKmleluyrUvm+XKjdZHXkwCk4A0Vgg2tQA3egDhoAgxfwBj7Ap/FqvBtfxmQeXTOymRPwB8bPL+NOo2E=</latexit>

f(x) =
mX

j=1

↵j�j(x)



Formal result

• What functions can a neural network approximate (by setting its 
parameters to arbitrary values)?


we will prove this: 
 
Theorem: Let g be an arbitrary L-Lipschitz function and  be given. Then 

there exists a 3-layer ReLU network f with  units such that 

. 

ϵ > 0
Ω([L/ϵ]d)

∫[0,1]d

| f(x) − g(x) |dx ≤ 2ϵ



f : R ! R
<latexit sha1_base64="qJqZAsc5AOpy3veQEyGfh9xidJI="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="oh2NPyUh29Vf/6/a70pkz5AllQI="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="oh2NPyUh29Vf/6/a70pkz5AllQI="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="oh2NPyUh29Vf/6/a70pkz5AllQI="></latexit>

Approximating a univariate function with an MLP

…

…

x
<latexit sha1_base64="xBK+CXo+Lcev/U7uoNACfXm/SZE="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="R7KomDRp5cBWXSi2aOxJORu12xM="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="R7KomDRp5cBWXSi2aOxJORu12xM="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="R7KomDRp5cBWXSi2aOxJORu12xM="></latexit>

f(x)
<latexit sha1_base64="jV285CF4JjxwLBmKUnyY2OL9H0M="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="znUKbQCWcMUvTt3JnlmZ04i8lrk="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="znUKbQCWcMUvTt3JnlmZ04i8lrk="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="znUKbQCWcMUvTt3JnlmZ04i8lrk="></latexit>

)

<latexit sha1_base64="JSxXqCxiF/deSlJuHpOE7V7gNL8="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="vpHUFXEzUW9kSNoFopNSNXzM4i4="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="vpHUFXEzUW9kSNoFopNSNXzM4i4="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="vpHUFXEzUW9kSNoFopNSNXzM4i4="></latexit>

)

<latexit sha1_base64="JSxXqCxiF/deSlJuHpOE7V7gNL8="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="vpHUFXEzUW9kSNoFopNSNXzM4i4="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="vpHUFXEzUW9kSNoFopNSNXzM4i4="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="vpHUFXEzUW9kSNoFopNSNXzM4i4="></latexit>

)

<latexit sha1_base64="JSxXqCxiF/deSlJuHpOE7V7gNL8="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="vpHUFXEzUW9kSNoFopNSNXzM4i4="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="vpHUFXEzUW9kSNoFopNSNXzM4i4="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="vpHUFXEzUW9kSNoFopNSNXzM4i4="></latexit>

Linear layer 1

Linear layer 2

Linear layer 3
“3-Layer” ReLU network



Main idea: approximate a function as a weighted sum of 
“basis” functions

• What could these be?

<latexit sha1_base64="one8gr28dNk5oFZ1Uhf8pfym0TE=">AAACIXicbVDLSsNAFJ34rPUVdelmsAh1UxIp2k2h6MZlBfuApobJdNJOO5OEmYlYQn7Fjb/ixoUi3Yk/47TNorYeGDiccy5z7/EiRqWyrG9jbX1jc2s7t5Pf3ds/ODSPjpsyjAUmDRyyULQ9JAmjAWkoqhhpR4Ig7jHS8ka3U7/1RISkYfCgxhHpctQPqE8xUlpyzYpfdDhSA89PntMLWIWOjLmbDKt2+sihg1g0QO4QOtGAusPFqGsWrJI1A1wldkYKIEPdNSdOL8QxJ4HCDEnZsa1IdRMkFMWMpHknliRCeIT6pKNpgDiR3WR2YQrPtdKDfij0CxScqYsTCeJSjrmnk9MV5bI3Ff/zOrHyK92EBlGsSIDnH/kxgyqE07pgjwqCFRtrgrCgeleIB0ggrHSpeV2CvXzyKmleluyrUvm+XKjdZHXkwCk4A0Vgg2tQA3egDhoAgxfwBj7Ap/FqvBtfxmQeXTOymRPwB8bPL+NOo2E=</latexit>
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mX
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↵j�j(x)



Main idea: approximate a function as a weighted sum of 
“basis” functions

• What could these be?

<latexit sha1_base64="one8gr28dNk5oFZ1Uhf8pfym0TE=">AAACIXicbVDLSsNAFJ34rPUVdelmsAh1UxIp2k2h6MZlBfuApobJdNJOO5OEmYlYQn7Fjb/ixoUi3Yk/47TNorYeGDiccy5z7/EiRqWyrG9jbX1jc2s7t5Pf3ds/ODSPjpsyjAUmDRyyULQ9JAmjAWkoqhhpR4Ig7jHS8ka3U7/1RISkYfCgxhHpctQPqE8xUlpyzYpfdDhSA89PntMLWIWOjLmbDKt2+sihg1g0QO4QOtGAusPFqGsWrJI1A1wldkYKIEPdNSdOL8QxJ4HCDEnZsa1IdRMkFMWMpHknliRCeIT6pKNpgDiR3WR2YQrPtdKDfij0CxScqYsTCeJSjrmnk9MV5bI3Ff/zOrHyK92EBlGsSIDnH/kxgyqE07pgjwqCFRtrgrCgeleIB0ggrHSpeV2CvXzyKmleluyrUvm+XKjdZHXkwCk4A0Vgg2tQA3egDhoAgxfwBj7Ap/FqvBtfxmQeXTOymRPwB8bPL+NOo2E=</latexit>

f(x) =
mX

j=1

↵j�j(x)



Main idea: approximate a function as a weighted sum of 
“basis” functions

• What could these be?

<latexit sha1_base64="RSA2PT9ha4S989seXANNOa66jeY=">AAAB6nicbVDLTgJBEOzFF+IL9ehlIjHxRHYNUY9ELx7xwSOBDZkdBhiZnd3M9JqQDZ/gxYPGePWLvPk3DrAHBSvppFLVne6uIJbCoOt+O7mV1bX1jfxmYWt7Z3evuH/QMFGiGa+zSEa6FVDDpVC8jgIlb8Wa0zCQvBmMrqd+84lrIyL1gOOY+yEdKNEXjKKV7u+6j91iyS27M5Bl4mWkBBlq3eJXpxexJOQKmaTGtD03Rj+lGgWTfFLoJIbHlI3ogLctVTTkxk9np07IiVV6pB9pWwrJTP09kdLQmHEY2M6Q4tAselPxP6+dYP/ST4WKE+SKzRf1E0kwItO/SU9ozlCOLaFMC3srYUOqKUObTsGG4C2+vEwaZ2XvvFy5rZSqV1kceTiCYzgFDy6gCjdQgzowGMAzvMKbI50X5935mLfmnGzmEP7A+fwBKx6NvA==</latexit>

Rj

<latexit sha1_base64="3gqwDA2GiDDdzgxoYeKBcZRHqiw="></latexit>

fstep(x) =
X

j

↵j1[x 2 Rj ]

indicators / bumps!

<latexit sha1_base64="one8gr28dNk5oFZ1Uhf8pfym0TE=">AAACIXicbVDLSsNAFJ34rPUVdelmsAh1UxIp2k2h6MZlBfuApobJdNJOO5OEmYlYQn7Fjb/ixoUi3Yk/47TNorYeGDiccy5z7/EiRqWyrG9jbX1jc2s7t5Pf3ds/ODSPjpsyjAUmDRyyULQ9JAmjAWkoqhhpR4Ig7jHS8ka3U7/1RISkYfCgxhHpctQPqE8xUlpyzYpfdDhSA89PntMLWIWOjLmbDKt2+sihg1g0QO4QOtGAusPFqGsWrJI1A1wldkYKIEPdNSdOL8QxJ4HCDEnZsa1IdRMkFMWMpHknliRCeIT6pKNpgDiR3WR2YQrPtdKDfij0CxScqYsTCeJSjrmnk9MV5bI3Ff/zOrHyK92EBlGsSIDnH/kxgyqE07pgjwqCFRtrgrCgeleIB0ggrHSpeV2CvXzyKmleluyrUvm+XKjdZHXkwCk4A0Vgg2tQA3egDhoAgxfwBj7Ap/FqvBtfxmQeXTOymRPwB8bPL+NOo2E=</latexit>

f(x) =
mX

j=1

↵j�j(x)



Step 1: approximate g(x) with indicator functions

• How could we set ?


• What does the approximation error depend on?


• (Could we do better?)

αj

<latexit sha1_base64="RSA2PT9ha4S989seXANNOa66jeY=">AAAB6nicbVDLTgJBEOzFF+IL9ehlIjHxRHYNUY9ELx7xwSOBDZkdBhiZnd3M9JqQDZ/gxYPGePWLvPk3DrAHBSvppFLVne6uIJbCoOt+O7mV1bX1jfxmYWt7Z3evuH/QMFGiGa+zSEa6FVDDpVC8jgIlb8Wa0zCQvBmMrqd+84lrIyL1gOOY+yEdKNEXjKKV7u+6j91iyS27M5Bl4mWkBBlq3eJXpxexJOQKmaTGtD03Rj+lGgWTfFLoJIbHlI3ogLctVTTkxk9np07IiVV6pB9pWwrJTP09kdLQmHEY2M6Q4tAselPxP6+dYP/ST4WKE+SKzRf1E0kwItO/SU9ozlCOLaFMC3srYUOqKUObTsGG4C2+vEwaZ2XvvFy5rZSqV1kceTiCYzgFDy6gCjdQgzowGMAzvMKbI50X5935mLfmnGzmEP7A+fwBKx6NvA==</latexit>

Rj

<latexit sha1_base64="3gqwDA2GiDDdzgxoYeKBcZRHqiw="></latexit>

fstep(x) =
X

j

↵j1[x 2 Rj ]



Side remark: Lipschitz functions

• Function g(x) is L-Lipschitz if


<latexit sha1_base64="Ln/pM8prE6FWDWEEMUlxEUPia+E=">AAACMHicbVDLSgMxFM3UV62vUZdugkVsF5YZKSp0U1DQhYsK9gGdoWTSTBuaeZhkxDKdT3Ljp+hGQRG3foXpA6ytBwIn557Lvfc4IaNCGsabllpYXFpeSa9m1tY3Nrf07Z2aCCKOSRUHLOANBwnCqE+qkkpGGiEnyHMYqTu982G9fk+4oIF/K/shsT3U8alLMZJKaumXg07O8pDsOm78kOThEZz6Hyb5AbRKFiN3VgleW4NfpzJO2axBS88aBWMEOE/MCcmCCSot/dlqBzjyiC8xQ0I0TSOUdoy4pJiRJGNFgoQI91CHNBX1kUeEHY8OTuCBUtrQDbh6voQjdbojRp4Qfc9RzuGSYrY2FP+rNSPpntkx9cNIEh+PB7kRgzKAw/Rgm3KCJesrgjCnaleIu4gjLFXGGRWCOXvyPKkdF8yTQvGmmC1fTOJIgz2wD3LABKegDK5ABVQBBo/gBbyDD+1Je9U+ta+xNaVNenbBH2jfPw8JqQw=</latexit>

|g(x)� g(x0)|  Lkx� x0k

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Lipschitz_continuity



Side remark: Lipschitz functions

• Function g(x) is L-Lipschitz if


<latexit sha1_base64="Ln/pM8prE6FWDWEEMUlxEUPia+E=">AAACMHicbVDLSgMxFM3UV62vUZdugkVsF5YZKSp0U1DQhYsK9gGdoWTSTBuaeZhkxDKdT3Ljp+hGQRG3foXpA6ytBwIn557Lvfc4IaNCGsabllpYXFpeSa9m1tY3Nrf07Z2aCCKOSRUHLOANBwnCqE+qkkpGGiEnyHMYqTu982G9fk+4oIF/K/shsT3U8alLMZJKaumXg07O8pDsOm78kOThEZz6Hyb5AbRKFiN3VgleW4NfpzJO2axBS88aBWMEOE/MCcmCCSot/dlqBzjyiC8xQ0I0TSOUdoy4pJiRJGNFgoQI91CHNBX1kUeEHY8OTuCBUtrQDbh6voQjdbojRp4Qfc9RzuGSYrY2FP+rNSPpntkx9cNIEh+PB7kRgzKAw/Rgm3KCJesrgjCnaleIu4gjLFXGGRWCOXvyPKkdF8yTQvGmmC1fTOJIgz2wD3LABKegDK5ABVQBBo/gBbyDD+1Je9U+ta+xNaVNenbBH2jfPw8JqQw=</latexit>

|g(x)� g(x0)|  Lkx� x0k

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Lipschitz_continuity



Proof idea

1. Approximate univariate continuous functions by indicator functions



Proof idea
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2. Use ReLUs to build continuous approximation to indicator functions 
(takes two layers) 



Proof idea

1. Approximate univariate continuous functions by indicator functions

2. Use ReLUs to build continuous approximation to indicator functions 
(takes two layers) 

3. Combine linearly such approx indicator functions using layer 3 



Step 2: approximate indicator functions with ReLUs



Step 2: approximate indicator functions with ReLUs



Step 2: approximate indicator functions with ReLUs



Step 2: approximate indicator functions with ReLUs



Step 2: approximate indicator functions with ReLUs

• Adjusting slope

<latexit sha1_base64="wMg+Z/4B4StpNwrF0fCAnoEetto=">AAAB7XicbVDLSgNBEJyNrxhfUY9eBoPgKexKUI8BPXiMYB6QLKF3MpuMmccyMyuEJf/gxYMiXv0fb/6Nk2QPmljQUFR1090VJZwZ6/vfXmFtfWNzq7hd2tnd2z8oHx61jEo1oU2iuNKdCAzlTNKmZZbTTqIpiIjTdjS+mfntJ6oNU/LBThIaChhKFjMC1kmt3hCEgH654lf9OfAqCXJSQTka/fJXb6BIKqi0hIMx3cBPbJiBtoxwOi31UkMTIGMY0q6jEgQ1YTa/dorPnDLAsdKupMVz9fdEBsKYiYhcpwA7MsveTPzP66Y2vg4zJpPUUkkWi+KUY6vw7HU8YJoSyyeOANHM3YrJCDQQ6wIquRCC5ZdXSeuiGlxWa/e1Sv02j6OITtApOkcBukJ1dIcaqIkIekTP6BW9ecp78d69j0VrwctnjtEfeJ8/inOPIA==</latexit>�

<latexit sha1_base64="6Bm+Dpu3r3E1Wv1dou6iT4Ck9ls="></latexit>

f�(x) = ReLU

✓
x� (u� �)

�

◆
� ReLU

✓
x� u

�

◆
� ReLU

✓
x� v

�

◆
+ReLU

✓
x� (v � �)

�

◆



Step 2: approximate indicator functions with ReLUs

• Adjusting slope

<latexit sha1_base64="wMg+Z/4B4StpNwrF0fCAnoEetto=">AAAB7XicbVDLSgNBEJyNrxhfUY9eBoPgKexKUI8BPXiMYB6QLKF3MpuMmccyMyuEJf/gxYMiXv0fb/6Nk2QPmljQUFR1090VJZwZ6/vfXmFtfWNzq7hd2tnd2z8oHx61jEo1oU2iuNKdCAzlTNKmZZbTTqIpiIjTdjS+mfntJ6oNU/LBThIaChhKFjMC1kmt3hCEgH654lf9OfAqCXJSQTka/fJXb6BIKqi0hIMx3cBPbJiBtoxwOi31UkMTIGMY0q6jEgQ1YTa/dorPnDLAsdKupMVz9fdEBsKYiYhcpwA7MsveTPzP66Y2vg4zJpPUUkkWi+KUY6vw7HU8YJoSyyeOANHM3YrJCDQQ6wIquRCC5ZdXSeuiGlxWa/e1Sv02j6OITtApOkcBukJ1dIcaqIkIekTP6BW9ecp78d69j0VrwctnjtEfeJ8/inOPIA==</latexit>�

<latexit sha1_base64="6Bm+Dpu3r3E1Wv1dou6iT4Ck9ls="></latexit>

f�(x) = ReLU

✓
x� (u� �)

�

◆
� ReLU

✓
x� u

�

◆
� ReLU

✓
x� v

�

◆
+ReLU

✓
x� (v � �)

�

◆



f : R ! R
<latexit sha1_base64="qJqZAsc5AOpy3veQEyGfh9xidJI="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="oh2NPyUh29Vf/6/a70pkz5AllQI="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="oh2NPyUh29Vf/6/a70pkz5AllQI="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="oh2NPyUh29Vf/6/a70pkz5AllQI="></latexit>

Approximating a univariate function with an MLP

…

x
<latexit sha1_base64="xBK+CXo+Lcev/U7uoNACfXm/SZE="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="R7KomDRp5cBWXSi2aOxJORu12xM="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="R7KomDRp5cBWXSi2aOxJORu12xM="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="R7KomDRp5cBWXSi2aOxJORu12xM="></latexit>

f(x)
<latexit sha1_base64="jV285CF4JjxwLBmKUnyY2OL9H0M="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="znUKbQCWcMUvTt3JnlmZ04i8lrk="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="znUKbQCWcMUvTt3JnlmZ04i8lrk="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="znUKbQCWcMUvTt3JnlmZ04i8lrk="></latexit>

)

<latexit sha1_base64="JSxXqCxiF/deSlJuHpOE7V7gNL8="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="vpHUFXEzUW9kSNoFopNSNXzM4i4="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="vpHUFXEzUW9kSNoFopNSNXzM4i4="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="vpHUFXEzUW9kSNoFopNSNXzM4i4="></latexit>

linear

3-Layer ReLU network

…

ReLU(
x� (v � �)

�
))

<latexit sha1_base64="w0aqPY8eHCmFWDjoBBYd2aiHzPg="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="V4DbHPye/EJHtVl4C8rVUnKTK2o="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="V4DbHPye/EJHtVl4C8rVUnKTK2o="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="V4DbHPye/EJHtVl4C8rVUnKTK2o="></latexit>

[+1,�1,�1,+1]
<latexit sha1_base64="ssaTyaFsfhN80wUL8oX3I/0LRio="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="tL1pR7xd+F81X6jxniaqQoY51BM="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="tL1pR7xd+F81X6jxniaqQoY51BM="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="tL1pR7xd+F81X6jxniaqQoY51BM="></latexit>

One indicator function (“bump”)

Weighted combination of bumps



f : R ! R
<latexit sha1_base64="qJqZAsc5AOpy3veQEyGfh9xidJI="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="oh2NPyUh29Vf/6/a70pkz5AllQI="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="oh2NPyUh29Vf/6/a70pkz5AllQI="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="oh2NPyUh29Vf/6/a70pkz5AllQI="></latexit>

Approximating a univariate function with an MLP

…

x
<latexit sha1_base64="xBK+CXo+Lcev/U7uoNACfXm/SZE="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="R7KomDRp5cBWXSi2aOxJORu12xM="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="R7KomDRp5cBWXSi2aOxJORu12xM="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="R7KomDRp5cBWXSi2aOxJORu12xM="></latexit>

f(x)
<latexit sha1_base64="jV285CF4JjxwLBmKUnyY2OL9H0M="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="znUKbQCWcMUvTt3JnlmZ04i8lrk="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="znUKbQCWcMUvTt3JnlmZ04i8lrk="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="znUKbQCWcMUvTt3JnlmZ04i8lrk="></latexit>

)

<latexit sha1_base64="JSxXqCxiF/deSlJuHpOE7V7gNL8="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="vpHUFXEzUW9kSNoFopNSNXzM4i4="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="vpHUFXEzUW9kSNoFopNSNXzM4i4="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="vpHUFXEzUW9kSNoFopNSNXzM4i4="></latexit>

linear

3-Layer ReLU network

…

ReLU(
x� (v � �)

�
))

<latexit sha1_base64="w0aqPY8eHCmFWDjoBBYd2aiHzPg="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="V4DbHPye/EJHtVl4C8rVUnKTK2o="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="V4DbHPye/EJHtVl4C8rVUnKTK2o="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="V4DbHPye/EJHtVl4C8rVUnKTK2o="></latexit>

[+1,�1,�1,+1]
<latexit sha1_base64="ssaTyaFsfhN80wUL8oX3I/0LRio="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="tL1pR7xd+F81X6jxniaqQoY51BM="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="tL1pR7xd+F81X6jxniaqQoY51BM="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="tL1pR7xd+F81X6jxniaqQoY51BM="></latexit>

One indicator function (“bump”)

Weighted combination of bumps

Layer 2 and 3 are both strictly linear, hence can collpase into a single linear layer, hence: a 2-layer 
ReLU net can approx any continuous univariate function arbitrarily well.



Approximating a multivariate function with an MLP

…

…

)

<latexit sha1_base64="JSxXqCxiF/deSlJuHpOE7V7gNL8="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="vpHUFXEzUW9kSNoFopNSNXzM4i4="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="vpHUFXEzUW9kSNoFopNSNXzM4i4="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="vpHUFXEzUW9kSNoFopNSNXzM4i4="></latexit>

)

<latexit sha1_base64="JSxXqCxiF/deSlJuHpOE7V7gNL8="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="vpHUFXEzUW9kSNoFopNSNXzM4i4="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="vpHUFXEzUW9kSNoFopNSNXzM4i4="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="vpHUFXEzUW9kSNoFopNSNXzM4i4="></latexit>

)

<latexit sha1_base64="JSxXqCxiF/deSlJuHpOE7V7gNL8="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="vpHUFXEzUW9kSNoFopNSNXzM4i4="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="vpHUFXEzUW9kSNoFopNSNXzM4i4="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="vpHUFXEzUW9kSNoFopNSNXzM4i4="></latexit>

Layer 1

Layer 2

Layer 3

f : Rd ! R
<latexit sha1_base64="OtXcxVJavjS5Fc9KF2vMtR7ZaMU="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="fM58vj67Y9wxOxSWm+dzwXyUj4A="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="fM58vj67Y9wxOxSWm+dzwXyUj4A="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="fM58vj67Y9wxOxSWm+dzwXyUj4A="></latexit>

x
<latexit sha1_base64="iIx2huooH8yDERKBcKGwOp7TB2c="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="hYRMdeWIAmwbwyyVH4QLCpT5qMA="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="hYRMdeWIAmwbwyyVH4QLCpT5qMA="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="hYRMdeWIAmwbwyyVH4QLCpT5qMA="></latexit>

f(x)
<latexit sha1_base64="GPs8Nlxb/F1frWrqXscACF8NbXA="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="+YvKDEIES4rLfKKC3Pnolc0Jf+g="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="+YvKDEIES4rLfKKC3Pnolc0Jf+g="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="+YvKDEIES4rLfKKC3Pnolc0Jf+g="></latexit>



Proof idea

1. Same as univariate case, but make cube-shaped bumps
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1. Same as univariate case, but make cube-shaped bumps

2. Use ReLUs to build continuous approximation to indicator functions 

3. Repeat construction for each input dimension (layers 1 and 2, in parallel)

4. Combine linearly, and threshold using another ReLU (also on layer 2, now 
layer 2 has a ReLU activation, unlike in univariate case)



Proof idea

1. Same as univariate case, but make cube-shaped bumps

2. Use ReLUs to build continuous approximation to indicator functions 

3. Repeat construction for each input dimension (layers 1 and 2, in parallel)

4. Combine linearly, and threshold using another ReLU (also on layer 2, now 
layer 2 has a ReLU activation, unlike in univariate case)

5. Combine linearly such approx indicator functions using layer 3 



Multiple dimensions

<latexit sha1_base64="wMg+Z/4B4StpNwrF0fCAnoEetto=">AAAB7XicbVDLSgNBEJyNrxhfUY9eBoPgKexKUI8BPXiMYB6QLKF3MpuMmccyMyuEJf/gxYMiXv0fb/6Nk2QPmljQUFR1090VJZwZ6/vfXmFtfWNzq7hd2tnd2z8oHx61jEo1oU2iuNKdCAzlTNKmZZbTTqIpiIjTdjS+mfntJ6oNU/LBThIaChhKFjMC1kmt3hCEgH654lf9OfAqCXJSQTka/fJXb6BIKqi0hIMx3cBPbJiBtoxwOi31UkMTIGMY0q6jEgQ1YTa/dorPnDLAsdKupMVz9fdEBsKYiYhcpwA7MsveTPzP66Y2vg4zJpPUUkkWi+KUY6vw7HU8YJoSyyeOANHM3YrJCDQQ6wIquRCC5ZdXSeuiGlxWa/e1Sv02j6OITtApOkcBukJ1dIcaqIkIekTP6BW9ecp78d69j0VrwctnjtEfeJ8/inOPIA==</latexit>�



Multiple dimensions

<latexit sha1_base64="wMg+Z/4B4StpNwrF0fCAnoEetto=">AAAB7XicbVDLSgNBEJyNrxhfUY9eBoPgKexKUI8BPXiMYB6QLKF3MpuMmccyMyuEJf/gxYMiXv0fb/6Nk2QPmljQUFR1090VJZwZ6/vfXmFtfWNzq7hd2tnd2z8oHx61jEo1oU2iuNKdCAzlTNKmZZbTTqIpiIjTdjS+mfntJ6oNU/LBThIaChhKFjMC1kmt3hCEgH654lf9OfAqCXJSQTka/fJXb6BIKqi0hIMx3cBPbJiBtoxwOi31UkMTIGMY0q6jEgQ1YTa/dorPnDLAsdKupMVz9fdEBsKYiYhcpwA7MsveTPzP66Y2vg4zJpPUUkkWi+KUY6vw7HU8YJoSyyeOANHM3YrJCDQQ6wIquRCC5ZdXSeuiGlxWa/e1Sv02j6OITtApOkcBukJ1dIcaqIkIekTP6BW9ecp78d69j0VrwctnjtEfeJ8/inOPIA==</latexit>�



Approximating one bump

• dimension-wise: same as before


• cube:

<latexit sha1_base64="gN8RQAnz/4YBIPlECol2+aPbI/E="></latexit>

f�,i(x) = ReLU

✓
xi � (ui � �)

�

◆
� ReLU

✓
xi � ui

�

◆
� ReLU

✓
xi � vi

�

◆
+ReLU

✓
xi � (vi � �)

�

◆

<latexit sha1_base64="I5dHFadfPu8zsZ9nYcXCiUI0410=">AAACBXicbVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vqEtdDBbBhZREiropFHThsop9QBrDZDJph04mYWZSKKEbN/6KGxeKuPUf3Pk3TtsstPXAhcM593LvPX7CqFSW9W0UlpZXVteK66WNza3tHXN3ryXjVGDSxDGLRcdHkjDKSVNRxUgnEQRFPiNtf3A18dtDIiSN+b0aJcSNUI/TkGKktOSZh3ewBruKRkR6Ga3Z44cAOqlHT4cedT2zbFWsKeAisXNSBjkanvnVDWKcRoQrzJCUjm0lys2QUBQzMi51U0kShAeoRxxNOdJr3Wz6xRgeayWAYSx0cQWn6u+JDEVSjiJfd0ZI9eW8NxH/85xUhZduRnmSKsLxbFGYMqhiOIkEBlQQrNhIE4QF1bdC3EcCYaWDK+kQ7PmXF0nrrGKfV6q31XL9Oo+jCA7AETgBNrgAdXADGqAJMHgEz+AVvBlPxovxbnzMWgtGPrMP/sD4/AHUP5eK</latexit>

R = ⇥d
i=1[ui, vi]



Putting dimensions together (Layer 2)

•  
<latexit sha1_base64="I5dHFadfPu8zsZ9nYcXCiUI0410=">AAACBXicbVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vqEtdDBbBhZREiropFHThsop9QBrDZDJph04mYWZSKKEbN/6KGxeKuPUf3Pk3TtsstPXAhcM593LvPX7CqFSW9W0UlpZXVteK66WNza3tHXN3ryXjVGDSxDGLRcdHkjDKSVNRxUgnEQRFPiNtf3A18dtDIiSN+b0aJcSNUI/TkGKktOSZh3ewBruKRkR6Ga3Z44cAOqlHT4cedT2zbFWsKeAisXNSBjkanvnVDWKcRoQrzJCUjm0lys2QUBQzMi51U0kShAeoRxxNOdJr3Wz6xRgeayWAYSx0cQWn6u+JDEVSjiJfd0ZI9eW8NxH/85xUhZduRnmSKsLxbFGYMqhiOIkEBlQQrNhIE4QF1bdC3EcCYaWDK+kQ7PmXF0nrrGKfV6q31XL9Oo+jCA7AETgBNrgAdXADGqAJMHgEz+AVvBlPxovxbnzMWgtGPrMP/sD4/AHUP5eK</latexit>

R = ⇥d
i=1[ui, vi]

• We have one indicator for each coordinate. How to combine?

illustrations: Hongzhou Lin



Putting dimensions together (Layer 2)

•  
<latexit sha1_base64="I5dHFadfPu8zsZ9nYcXCiUI0410=">AAACBXicbVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vqEtdDBbBhZREiropFHThsop9QBrDZDJph04mYWZSKKEbN/6KGxeKuPUf3Pk3TtsstPXAhcM593LvPX7CqFSW9W0UlpZXVteK66WNza3tHXN3ryXjVGDSxDGLRcdHkjDKSVNRxUgnEQRFPiNtf3A18dtDIiSN+b0aJcSNUI/TkGKktOSZh3ewBruKRkR6Ga3Z44cAOqlHT4cedT2zbFWsKeAisXNSBjkanvnVDWKcRoQrzJCUjm0lys2QUBQzMi51U0kShAeoRxxNOdJr3Wz6xRgeayWAYSx0cQWn6u+JDEVSjiJfd0ZI9eW8NxH/85xUhZduRnmSKsLxbFGYMqhiOIkEBlQQrNhIE4QF1bdC3EcCYaWDK+kQ7PmXF0nrrGKfV6q31XL9Oo+jCA7AETgBNrgAdXADGqAJMHgEz+AVvBlPxovxbnzMWgtGPrMP/sD4/AHUP5eK</latexit>

R = ⇥d
i=1[ui, vi]

• We have one indicator for each coordinate. How to combine?

illustrations: Hongzhou Lin



Putting dimensions together (Layer 2)

•  
<latexit sha1_base64="I5dHFadfPu8zsZ9nYcXCiUI0410=">AAACBXicbVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vqEtdDBbBhZREiropFHThsop9QBrDZDJph04mYWZSKKEbN/6KGxeKuPUf3Pk3TtsstPXAhcM593LvPX7CqFSW9W0UlpZXVteK66WNza3tHXN3ryXjVGDSxDGLRcdHkjDKSVNRxUgnEQRFPiNtf3A18dtDIiSN+b0aJcSNUI/TkGKktOSZh3ewBruKRkR6Ga3Z44cAOqlHT4cedT2zbFWsKeAisXNSBjkanvnVDWKcRoQrzJCUjm0lys2QUBQzMi51U0kShAeoRxxNOdJr3Wz6xRgeayWAYSx0cQWn6u+JDEVSjiJfd0ZI9eW8NxH/85xUhZduRnmSKsLxbFGYMqhiOIkEBlQQrNhIE4QF1bdC3EcCYaWDK+kQ7PmXF0nrrGKfV6q31XL9Oo+jCA7AETgBNrgAdXADGqAJMHgEz+AVvBlPxovxbnzMWgtGPrMP/sD4/AHUP5eK</latexit>

R = ⇥d
i=1[ui, vi]

• We have one indicator for each coordinate. How to combine?

• sum and threshold at d-1!

illustrations: Hongzhou Lin



Comments

Theorem: Let g be an arbitrary L-Lipschitz function and  be given. Then there exists 

a 3-layer ReLU network f with  units such that .

ϵ > 0

Ω([L/ϵ]d) ∫[0,1]d

| f(x) − g(x) |dx ≤ 2ϵ

• Width of the network is exponential in dimension (curse of dimension)



Comments

Theorem: Let g be an arbitrary L-Lipschitz function and  be given. Then there exists 
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Comments

Theorem: Let g be an arbitrary L-Lipschitz function and  be given. Then there exists 

a 3-layer ReLU network f with  units such that .

ϵ > 0

Ω([L/ϵ]d) ∫[0,1]d

| f(x) − g(x) |dx ≤ 2ϵ

• Width of the network is exponential in dimension (curse of dimension)

• Needs large weights of 1/γ

• Approximation only on average, not point-wise

• Does not adapt to flat regions 

• If you can approximate bumps, you can approximate continuous functions
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Improvements: 2 layers, point-wise

Theorem: Universal approximation with 2 layers (Hornik, Stinchcombe, 
White 1989, Leshno et al 1993) 
Suppose we use a continuous activation function that is not a polynomial. 
Then for any continuous function  and any , there exists a 2-layer 
network f with bias terms such that  for all 

g : ℝd → ℝ ϵ
| f(x) − g(x) | ≤ ϵ x ∈ [0,1]d

• uses a “heavy” tool (Stone-Weierstrass theorem), bumps as products

• still exponential in dimension

• other proofs: Cybenko 1989, Funahashi 1989, Barron 1993 
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Improvements: Barron’s theorem

Theorem (Barron): For , there exists a 2-layer neural network with 

k hidden units such that    where

g : ℝd → ℝ

∫
1

0
| f(x) − g(x) |2 dx ≤ 4Cf /k
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Cf = kcrfk21 = (

Z
kwk|f̂(w)|dw)2

square integral of the 
Fourier transform of the 

gradient of f

• Statement: smooth functions can be approximated with fewer neurons

• Construction: use Fourier representation as approximation

• “Basis functions” are cos functions

• Approximate with finitely many

• Approximate cos with other activation functions



3. What functions can neural networks express?

• Approximation theory (and why we care)


• Constructive proof with 3-layer ReLU networks


• Improvements (Stone-Weierstrass, Barron’s theorem)


• Width and depth
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Deeper networks?

• 2-layer networks can approximate “all” functions. Why make it deeper? 

• Works better in practice

• In theory, some functions can be approximated much more efficiently with 
deeper networks



f : R ! R
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depth

width

Main question: Is it better 
to add width or to add 
depth?
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ReLU-nets are piecewise linear. The more neurons they have, the more 
separate pieces they can have, and the more “wiggly” functions they can fit. 

The number of linear pieces increases:
• linearly with width
• exponentially with depth 

Depth vs width

Slides adapted from: François Fleuret, https://fleuret.org/dlc/materials/dlc-handout-6-1-benefits-of-depth.pdf
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Let F be the set of piece-wise linear mappings on [0, 1], and 8f 2 F, let (f ) be the

minimum number of linear pieces in f .

Let � be the ReLU function

� : R ! R
x 7! max(0, x).

If we compose � and f 2 F, any linear piece that does not cross 0 remains a single

piece or disappears, and one that does cross 0 breaks into two, hence

8f 2 F, (�(f ))  2(f ) .
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Notes

When we compose � (ReLU) with f , then three

situations can occur for a linear piece:

(a) If the linear piece is negative, then it is

mapped to 0 by ReLU, and therefore

results in at most one linear piece in � � f .

(b) If the linear piece crosses y = 0, then a

part of it is positive, and the other is

negative, and the latter will be mapped to

0. Therefore this piece for f becomes two

pieces for � � f .

(c) If the linear piece is positive, then it

remains unchanged by ReLU, and � � f
has still one linear piece.

f

� � f

(a)

(b)

(c)

x=0

ReLU(x)
x

Effect of a ReLU

ReLUs can potentially split each linear piece.


If the input has N such pieces, the output can 
have up to 2N.


Each additional layer in depth can double 
the number of linear pieces.



Depth vs width

… …vs

Let’s compare adding one neuron in depth, or one neuron in width.
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…

Adding one neuron in depth (one more layer)

Slides adapted from: François Fleuret
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Adding one neuron in depth (one more layer)
Let F be the set of piece-wise linear mappings on [0, 1], and 8f 2 F, let (f ) be the

minimum number of linear pieces in f .

Let � be the ReLU function

� : R ! R
x 7! max(0, x).

If we compose � and f 2 F, any linear piece that does not cross 0 remains a single

piece or disappears, and one that does cross 0 breaks into two, hence

8f 2 F, (�(f ))  2(f ) .
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Notes

When we compose � (ReLU) with f , then three

situations can occur for a linear piece:

(a) If the linear piece is negative, then it is

mapped to 0 by ReLU, and therefore

results in at most one linear piece in � � f .

(b) If the linear piece crosses y = 0, then a

part of it is positive, and the other is

negative, and the latter will be mapped to

0. Therefore this piece for f becomes two

pieces for � � f .

(c) If the linear piece is positive, then it

remains unchanged by ReLU, and � � f
has still one linear piece.

f

� � f

(a)

(b)

(c)

x=0
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Notes

When we compose � (ReLU) with f , then three

situations can occur for a linear piece:

(a) If the linear piece is negative, then it is

mapped to 0 by ReLU, and therefore

results in at most one linear piece in � � f .

(b) If the linear piece crosses y = 0, then a

part of it is positive, and the other is

negative, and the latter will be mapped to

0. Therefore this piece for f becomes two
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(c) If the linear piece is positive, then it

remains unchanged by ReLU, and � � f
has still one linear piece.
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Let  be the number of linear pieces in .κ(x) x
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When we compose � (ReLU) with f , then three

situations can occur for a linear piece:

(a) If the linear piece is negative, then it is

mapped to 0 by ReLU, and therefore

results in at most one linear piece in � � f .

(b) If the linear piece crosses y = 0, then a

part of it is positive, and the other is

negative, and the latter will be mapped to

0. Therefore this piece for f becomes two

pieces for � � f .

(c) If the linear piece is positive, then it

remains unchanged by ReLU, and � � f
has still one linear piece.
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(c)

x=0

(relu(f(x)))  2(f(x))
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Max number of linear pieces is 
exponential in depth



…
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Also, when summing functions, a change of slope in the sum happens only if there was

a change of slope in one of the operands.

f1
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f1 + f2

Hence

8fn 2 F, n = 1, . . . ,N, 
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z1
<latexit sha1_base64="AxLE5B0UeCHtcYjs9yWZaSnXGy8="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="NEdzoKLhgHBjUDkoZnTATQcd9cE="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="NEdzoKLhgHBjUDkoZnTATQcd9cE="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="NEdzoKLhgHBjUDkoZnTATQcd9cE="></latexit>

z2
<latexit sha1_base64="DYcCt2iJudI0mQsG2FMskxXBDWs="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="suQmEZWoNsHDEz3DIzCT+v+5DRI="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="suQmEZWoNsHDEz3DIzCT+v+5DRI="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="suQmEZWoNsHDEz3DIzCT+v+5DRI="></latexit>

z1 + z2
<latexit sha1_base64="QTmqPwuHpGTO686TV/Hh7rF4QcM="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="si67ZUthqi3Kk/upNAaC986YUe0="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="si67ZUthqi3Kk/upNAaC986YUe0="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="si67ZUthqi3Kk/upNAaC986YUe0="></latexit>

f̃(x)
<latexit sha1_base64="rICcag+beFWk9eAoFGxMOL5GL6U="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="teEULmoAMtXzwTN3ZsdnXXvmbr0="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="teEULmoAMtXzwTN3ZsdnXXvmbr0="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="teEULmoAMtXzwTN3ZsdnXXvmbr0="></latexit>

Adding one neuron in width



…

Slides adapted from: François Fleuret

x
<latexit sha1_base64="xBK+CXo+Lcev/U7uoNACfXm/SZE="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="R7KomDRp5cBWXSi2aOxJORu12xM="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="R7KomDRp5cBWXSi2aOxJORu12xM="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="R7KomDRp5cBWXSi2aOxJORu12xM="></latexit>

z
<latexit sha1_base64="lsy6f1hr23upOl+vLxPmsTX7Yxw="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="5X5/tvvq+Ft7ckSPqPvFNutkQlw="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="5X5/tvvq+Ft7ckSPqPvFNutkQlw="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="5X5/tvvq+Ft7ckSPqPvFNutkQlw="></latexit>

Also, when summing functions, a change of slope in the sum happens only if there was

a change of slope in one of the operands.

f1

f2

f1 + f2

Hence

8fn 2 F, n = 1, . . . ,N, 
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
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z1
<latexit sha1_base64="AxLE5B0UeCHtcYjs9yWZaSnXGy8="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="NEdzoKLhgHBjUDkoZnTATQcd9cE="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="NEdzoKLhgHBjUDkoZnTATQcd9cE="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="NEdzoKLhgHBjUDkoZnTATQcd9cE="></latexit>

z2
<latexit sha1_base64="DYcCt2iJudI0mQsG2FMskxXBDWs="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="suQmEZWoNsHDEz3DIzCT+v+5DRI="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="suQmEZWoNsHDEz3DIzCT+v+5DRI="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="suQmEZWoNsHDEz3DIzCT+v+5DRI="></latexit>

z1 + z2
<latexit sha1_base64="QTmqPwuHpGTO686TV/Hh7rF4QcM="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="si67ZUthqi3Kk/upNAaC986YUe0="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="si67ZUthqi3Kk/upNAaC986YUe0="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="si67ZUthqi3Kk/upNAaC986YUe0="></latexit>

f̃(x)
<latexit sha1_base64="rICcag+beFWk9eAoFGxMOL5GL6U="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="teEULmoAMtXzwTN3ZsdnXXvmbr0="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="teEULmoAMtXzwTN3ZsdnXXvmbr0="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="teEULmoAMtXzwTN3ZsdnXXvmbr0="></latexit>

(f̃(x)) 
n+1X

i=1

(zi)
<latexit sha1_base64="6N7zjG0HkMZoey+pSHEUIGuMUhU=">AAACIHicbVBNS8NAFNz4WetX1aOXxaK0CCURoV6EohePCtYWmho22xddutnE3Y1YQ36KF/+KFw+K6E1/jds2B60OLAwz83j7xo85U9q2P62p6ZnZufnCQnFxaXlltbS2fqGiRFJo0ohHsu0TBZwJaGqmObRjCST0ObT8/vHQb92CVCwS53oQQzckV4IFjBJtJK9Ud/skjknF1Yz3IA2yyl21indcDjfYVUnopezQyS5TsetkOM/ee6zqlcp2zR4B/yVOTsoox6lX+nB7EU1CEJpyolTHsWPdTYnUjHLIim6iICa0T66gY6ggIahuOjoww9tG6eEgkuYJjUfqz4mUhEoNQt8kQ6Kv1aQ3FP/zOokODropE3GiQdDxoiDhWEd42BbuMQlU84EhhEpm/orpNZGEatNp0ZTgTJ78l1zs1Ry75pztlxtHeR0FtIm2UAU5qI4a6ASdoiai6AE9oRf0aj1az9ab9T6OTln5zAb6BevrGwmhoj8=</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="65+2wtgd3e5WZMStPup9B7jVLs0="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="65+2wtgd3e5WZMStPup9B7jVLs0="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="65+2wtgd3e5WZMStPup9B7jVLs0="></latexit>

Adding one neuron in width



…

Slides adapted from: François Fleuret

x
<latexit sha1_base64="xBK+CXo+Lcev/U7uoNACfXm/SZE="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="R7KomDRp5cBWXSi2aOxJORu12xM="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="R7KomDRp5cBWXSi2aOxJORu12xM="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="R7KomDRp5cBWXSi2aOxJORu12xM="></latexit>

z
<latexit sha1_base64="lsy6f1hr23upOl+vLxPmsTX7Yxw="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="5X5/tvvq+Ft7ckSPqPvFNutkQlw="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="5X5/tvvq+Ft7ckSPqPvFNutkQlw="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="5X5/tvvq+Ft7ckSPqPvFNutkQlw="></latexit>

Also, when summing functions, a change of slope in the sum happens only if there was

a change of slope in one of the operands.

f1

f2

f1 + f2

Hence

8fn 2 F, n = 1, . . . ,N, 
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z1
<latexit sha1_base64="AxLE5B0UeCHtcYjs9yWZaSnXGy8="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="NEdzoKLhgHBjUDkoZnTATQcd9cE="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="NEdzoKLhgHBjUDkoZnTATQcd9cE="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="NEdzoKLhgHBjUDkoZnTATQcd9cE="></latexit>

z2
<latexit sha1_base64="DYcCt2iJudI0mQsG2FMskxXBDWs="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="suQmEZWoNsHDEz3DIzCT+v+5DRI="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="suQmEZWoNsHDEz3DIzCT+v+5DRI="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="suQmEZWoNsHDEz3DIzCT+v+5DRI="></latexit>

z1 + z2
<latexit sha1_base64="QTmqPwuHpGTO686TV/Hh7rF4QcM="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="si67ZUthqi3Kk/upNAaC986YUe0="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="si67ZUthqi3Kk/upNAaC986YUe0="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="si67ZUthqi3Kk/upNAaC986YUe0="></latexit>

f̃(x)
<latexit sha1_base64="rICcag+beFWk9eAoFGxMOL5GL6U="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="teEULmoAMtXzwTN3ZsdnXXvmbr0="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="teEULmoAMtXzwTN3ZsdnXXvmbr0="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="teEULmoAMtXzwTN3ZsdnXXvmbr0="></latexit>

(f̃(x)) 
n+1X

i=1

(zi)
<latexit sha1_base64="6N7zjG0HkMZoey+pSHEUIGuMUhU=">AAACIHicbVBNS8NAFNz4WetX1aOXxaK0CCURoV6EohePCtYWmho22xddutnE3Y1YQ36KF/+KFw+K6E1/jds2B60OLAwz83j7xo85U9q2P62p6ZnZufnCQnFxaXlltbS2fqGiRFJo0ohHsu0TBZwJaGqmObRjCST0ObT8/vHQb92CVCwS53oQQzckV4IFjBJtJK9Ud/skjknF1Yz3IA2yyl21indcDjfYVUnopezQyS5TsetkOM/ee6zqlcp2zR4B/yVOTsoox6lX+nB7EU1CEJpyolTHsWPdTYnUjHLIim6iICa0T66gY6ggIahuOjoww9tG6eEgkuYJjUfqz4mUhEoNQt8kQ6Kv1aQ3FP/zOokODropE3GiQdDxoiDhWEd42BbuMQlU84EhhEpm/orpNZGEatNp0ZTgTJ78l1zs1Ry75pztlxtHeR0FtIm2UAU5qI4a6ASdoiai6AE9oRf0aj1az9ab9T6OTln5zAb6BevrGwmhoj8=</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="65+2wtgd3e5WZMStPup9B7jVLs0="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="65+2wtgd3e5WZMStPup9B7jVLs0="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="65+2wtgd3e5WZMStPup9B7jVLs0="></latexit>

Adding one neuron in width

K = max
i

(zi)
<latexit sha1_base64="gR7i6OYzjEDwdgVAqQWIp1GjQj4=">AAAB/3icbVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vqODGzWAR6qYkIuhGKLoR3FSwD2hCuJlO2qGTBzMTscYu/BU3LhRx62+482+ctllo64ELh3Pu5d57/IQzqSzr2ygsLC4trxRXS2vrG5tb5vZOU8apILRBYh6Ltg+SchbRhmKK03YiKIQ+py1/cDn2W3dUSBZHt2qYUDeEXsQCRkBpyTP3rvE5dkK49xh2BpAkUHnw2JFnlq2qNQGeJ3ZOyihH3TO/nG5M0pBGinCQsmNbiXIzEIoRTkclJ5U0ATKAHu1oGkFIpZtN7h/hQ610cRALXZHCE/X3RAahlMPQ150hqL6c9cbif14nVcGZm7EoSRWNyHRRkHKsYjwOA3eZoETxoSZABNO3YtIHAUTpyEo6BHv25XnSPK7aVtW+OSnXLvI4imgfHaAKstEpqqErVEcNRNAjekav6M14Ml6Md+Nj2low8pld9AfG5w8NPZTV</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="LtyXazN0nGn+6kQZEdTYX9i8LIc=">AAACJHicjVC7SgNBFJ2Nrxhfq4KNzWAQYhN2RdBGCNoINgrmAdlluTuZTYbMPpiZFeOan7Gw8VdsVCxs/BYnyRaaWHhg4HDOudy5x084k8qyPo3C3PzC4lJxubSyura+YW5uNWScCkLrJOaxaPkgKWcRrSumOG0lgkLoc9r0++cjv3lLhWRxdKMGCXVD6EYsYASUljxz5xKfYieEO49hpw9JApV7jx14ZtmqWmPgWWLnpIxy/C/umW9OJyZpSCNFOEjZtq1EuRkIxQinw5KTSpoA6UOXtjWNIKTSzcZHDvG+Vjo4iIV+kcJj9edEBqGUg9DXyRBUT057I/Evr52q4MTNWJSkikZksihIOVYxHjWGO0xQovhAEyCC6b9i0gMBROleS/p0e/rQWdI4rNpW1b4+KtfO8s6KaBftoQqy0TGqoQt0heqIoAf0iJ7Rq/FkvBjvxsckWjDymW30C8bXN3h7nE4=</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="LtyXazN0nGn+6kQZEdTYX9i8LIc=">AAACJHicjVC7SgNBFJ2Nrxhfq4KNzWAQYhN2RdBGCNoINgrmAdlluTuZTYbMPpiZFeOan7Gw8VdsVCxs/BYnyRaaWHhg4HDOudy5x084k8qyPo3C3PzC4lJxubSyura+YW5uNWScCkLrJOaxaPkgKWcRrSumOG0lgkLoc9r0++cjv3lLhWRxdKMGCXVD6EYsYASUljxz5xKfYieEO49hpw9JApV7jx14ZtmqWmPgWWLnpIxy/C/umW9OJyZpSCNFOEjZtq1EuRkIxQinw5KTSpoA6UOXtjWNIKTSzcZHDvG+Vjo4iIV+kcJj9edEBqGUg9DXyRBUT057I/Evr52q4MTNWJSkikZksihIOVYxHjWGO0xQovhAEyCC6b9i0gMBROleS/p0e/rQWdI4rNpW1b4+KtfO8s6KaBftoQqy0TGqoQt0heqIoAf0iJ7Rq/FkvBjvxsckWjDymW30C8bXN3h7nE4=</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="LtyXazN0nGn+6kQZEdTYX9i8LIc=">AAACJHicjVC7SgNBFJ2Nrxhfq4KNzWAQYhN2RdBGCNoINgrmAdlluTuZTYbMPpiZFeOan7Gw8VdsVCxs/BYnyRaaWHhg4HDOudy5x084k8qyPo3C3PzC4lJxubSyura+YW5uNWScCkLrJOaxaPkgKWcRrSumOG0lgkLoc9r0++cjv3lLhWRxdKMGCXVD6EYsYASUljxz5xKfYieEO49hpw9JApV7jx14ZtmqWmPgWWLnpIxy/C/umW9OJyZpSCNFOEjZtq1EuRkIxQinw5KTSpoA6UOXtjWNIKTSzcZHDvG+Vjo4iIV+kcJj9edEBqGUg9DXyRBUT057I/Evr52q4MTNWJSkikZksihIOVYxHjWGO0xQovhAEyCC6b9i0gMBROleS/p0e/rQWdI4rNpW1b4+KtfO8s6KaBftoQqy0TGqoQt0heqIoAf0iJ7Rq/FkvBjvxsckWjDymW30C8bXN3h7nE4=</latexit>

(f̃(x))  (n+ 1)K
<latexit sha1_base64="x31IbtqgZAedfHjSKPaDOHEM4Ps=">AAACC3icbVDLSgNBEJyNrxhfqx69DAlKghB2RdBj0IvgJYJ5QDaE2UlvMmR2dp2ZFcOSuxd/xYsHRbz6A978GyePgyYWNBRV3XR3+TFnSjvOt5VZWl5ZXcuu5zY2t7Z37N29uooSSaFGIx7Jpk8UcCagppnm0IwlkNDn0PAHl2O/cQ9SsUjc6mEM7ZD0BAsYJdpIHTvvDUgck6KnGe9CGoyKD6USPvI43OGiOHZL+LpjF5yyMwFeJO6MFNAM1Y795XUjmoQgNOVEqZbrxLqdEqkZ5TDKeYmCmNAB6UHLUEFCUO108ssIHxqli4NImhIaT9TfEykJlRqGvukMie6reW8s/ue1Eh2ct1Mm4kSDoNNFQcKxjvA4GNxlEqjmQ0MIlczcimmfSEK1iS9nQnDnX14k9ZOy65Tdm9NC5WIWRxYdoDwqIhedoQq6QlVUQxQ9omf0it6sJ+vFerc+pq0Zazazj/7A+vwBqdqY2A==</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="P8DTu1WsIzrJeJ1lExQ5GPEC0os=">AAACMHicjVC7SgNBFJ2Nrxhfq5Y2Q4KSIIRdEbQM2gg2CuYB2RBmJ3eTIbOz68ysGJb0fo2Fjf9hpYWIrV/h5FFoYuGBgcM553LnHj/mTGnHebMyC4tLyyvZ1dza+sbmlr29U1NRIilUacQj2fCJAs4EVDXTHBqxBBL6HOp+/3zk1+9AKhaJGz2IoRWSrmABo0QbqW3nvT6JY1L0NOMdSINh8b5Uwgceh1tcFIduCV+27YJTdsbA88SdkgKa4n/xtv3idSKahCA05USppuvEupUSqRnlMMx5iYKY0D7pQtNQQUJQrXR88BDvG6WDg0iaJzQeqz8nUhIqNQh9kwyJ7qlZbyT+5TUTHZy2UibiRIOgk0VBwrGO8Kg93GESqOYDQwiVzPwV0x6RhGrTcc6c7s4eOk9qR2XXKbvXx4XK2bSzLNpDeVRELjpBFXSBrlAVUfSAHtEzereerFfrw/qcRDPWdGYX/YL19Q2Z+qBR</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="P8DTu1WsIzrJeJ1lExQ5GPEC0os=">AAACMHicjVC7SgNBFJ2Nrxhfq5Y2Q4KSIIRdEbQM2gg2CuYB2RBmJ3eTIbOz68ysGJb0fo2Fjf9hpYWIrV/h5FFoYuGBgcM553LnHj/mTGnHebMyC4tLyyvZ1dza+sbmlr29U1NRIilUacQj2fCJAs4EVDXTHBqxBBL6HOp+/3zk1+9AKhaJGz2IoRWSrmABo0QbqW3nvT6JY1L0NOMdSINh8b5Uwgceh1tcFIduCV+27YJTdsbA88SdkgKa4n/xtv3idSKahCA05USppuvEupUSqRnlMMx5iYKY0D7pQtNQQUJQrXR88BDvG6WDg0iaJzQeqz8nUhIqNQh9kwyJ7qlZbyT+5TUTHZy2UibiRIOgk0VBwrGO8Kg93GESqOYDQwiVzPwV0x6RhGrTcc6c7s4eOk9qR2XXKbvXx4XK2bSzLNpDeVRELjpBFXSBrlAVUfSAHtEzereerFfrw/qcRDPWdGYX/YL19Q2Z+qBR</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="P8DTu1WsIzrJeJ1lExQ5GPEC0os=">AAACMHicjVC7SgNBFJ2Nrxhfq5Y2Q4KSIIRdEbQM2gg2CuYB2RBmJ3eTIbOz68ysGJb0fo2Fjf9hpYWIrV/h5FFoYuGBgcM553LnHj/mTGnHebMyC4tLyyvZ1dza+sbmlr29U1NRIilUacQj2fCJAs4EVDXTHBqxBBL6HOp+/3zk1+9AKhaJGz2IoRWSrmABo0QbqW3nvT6JY1L0NOMdSINh8b5Uwgceh1tcFIduCV+27YJTdsbA88SdkgKa4n/xtv3idSKahCA05USppuvEupUSqRnlMMx5iYKY0D7pQtNQQUJQrXR88BDvG6WDg0iaJzQeqz8nUhIqNQh9kwyJ7qlZbyT+5TUTHZy2UibiRIOgk0VBwrGO8Kg93GESqOYDQwiVzPwV0x6RhGrTcc6c7s4eOk9qR2XXKbvXx4XK2bSzLNpDeVRELjpBFXSBrlAVUfSAHtEzereerFfrw/qcRDPWdGYX/YL19Q2Z+qBR</latexit>

width



…

Slides adapted from: François Fleuret

x
<latexit sha1_base64="xBK+CXo+Lcev/U7uoNACfXm/SZE="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="R7KomDRp5cBWXSi2aOxJORu12xM="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="R7KomDRp5cBWXSi2aOxJORu12xM="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="R7KomDRp5cBWXSi2aOxJORu12xM="></latexit>

z
<latexit sha1_base64="lsy6f1hr23upOl+vLxPmsTX7Yxw="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="5X5/tvvq+Ft7ckSPqPvFNutkQlw="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="5X5/tvvq+Ft7ckSPqPvFNutkQlw="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="5X5/tvvq+Ft7ckSPqPvFNutkQlw="></latexit>

Also, when summing functions, a change of slope in the sum happens only if there was

a change of slope in one of the operands.

f1

f2

f1 + f2

Hence

8fn 2 F, n = 1, . . . ,N, 
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z1
<latexit sha1_base64="AxLE5B0UeCHtcYjs9yWZaSnXGy8="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="NEdzoKLhgHBjUDkoZnTATQcd9cE="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="NEdzoKLhgHBjUDkoZnTATQcd9cE="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="NEdzoKLhgHBjUDkoZnTATQcd9cE="></latexit>

z2
<latexit sha1_base64="DYcCt2iJudI0mQsG2FMskxXBDWs="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="suQmEZWoNsHDEz3DIzCT+v+5DRI="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="suQmEZWoNsHDEz3DIzCT+v+5DRI="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="suQmEZWoNsHDEz3DIzCT+v+5DRI="></latexit>

z1 + z2
<latexit sha1_base64="QTmqPwuHpGTO686TV/Hh7rF4QcM="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="si67ZUthqi3Kk/upNAaC986YUe0="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="si67ZUthqi3Kk/upNAaC986YUe0="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="si67ZUthqi3Kk/upNAaC986YUe0="></latexit>

f̃(x)
<latexit sha1_base64="rICcag+beFWk9eAoFGxMOL5GL6U="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="teEULmoAMtXzwTN3ZsdnXXvmbr0="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="teEULmoAMtXzwTN3ZsdnXXvmbr0="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="teEULmoAMtXzwTN3ZsdnXXvmbr0="></latexit>

(f̃(x)) 
n+1X

i=1

(zi)
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Max number of linear pieces is 
linear in width

Adding one neuron in width

K = max
i

(zi)
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Depth vs width: summary

Number of linear pieces increases up to exponentially in depth, but only up to 
linearly in width: 

(f(x))  (2n)L
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For full derivation, see: https://fleuret.org/dlc/materials/dlc-handout-6-1-benefits-of-depth.pdf
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For full derivation, see: https://fleuret.org/dlc/materials/dlc-handout-6-1-benefits-of-depth.pdf

What are the implications for approximating wiggly functions?

https://fleuret.org/dlc/materials/dlc-handout-6-1-benefits-of-depth.pdf


Depth separation: sawtooth function

Theorem (Telgarsky 2015,2016): For any L > 1 there exists a function g(x) 
such that g(x) can be expressed by a (deep) ReLU network with  units 

and  layers, but any (shallow) ReLU network with L layers and  
nodes cannot approximate it to error < 1/32.

3L2 + 6
2L2 + 4 ≤ 2L

∥f − g∥1

Note: You can approximate it with a 2-layer network, but need exponentially more units



Depth separation: sawtooth function

g(x) = relu(2relu(x)� 4relu(x� 1

2
))
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Depth separation: sawtooth function

g(g(x))
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Depth separation: sawtooth function

g(g(g(x)))
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Depth separation: sawtooth function



• Indicator of the unit ball in  can be approximated to accuracy  using a 
3-layer ReLU net with  neurons. But it cannot be approximated to 
an accuracy higher than  using a 2-layer network, unless its width is 
exponential in d.  

ℝd ϵ
O(d/ϵ)

O(1/d4)

Safran, Shamir (2017). Depth-Width Tradeoffs in Approximating Natural Functions with Neural Networks. 
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g(x) = 1[kxk  1]

Depth separation: more examples



Unit ball experiment
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Figure 1: The experiment results, depicting the network’s root mean square error over the training set (left) and validation set
(right), as a function of the number of batches processed. Best viewed in color.

3.1 An Experiment

In this subsection, we empirically demonstrate that indicator functions of balls are indeed easier to learn
with a 3-layer network, compared to a 2-layer network (even if the 2-layer network is significantly larger).
This indicates that the depth/width trade-off for indicators of balls, predicted by our theory, can indeed be
observed experimentally. Moreover, it highlights the fact that our separation result is for simple natural
functions, that can be learned reasonably well from data using standard methods.

For our experiment, we sampled 5 · 105 data instances in R100, with a direction chosen uniformly at
random and a norm drawn uniformly at random from the interval [0, 2]. To each instance, we associated
a target value computed according to the target function f(x) = (kxk2  1). Another 5 · 104 examples
were generated in a similar manner and used as a validation set.

We trained 5 ReLU networks on this dataset:

• One 3-layer network, with a first hidden layer of size 100, a second hidden layer of size 20, and a
linear output neuron.

• Four 2-layer networks, with hidden layer of sizes 100, 200, 400 and 800, and a linear output neuron.

Training was performed with backpropagation, using the TensorFlow library. We used the squared loss
`(y, y0) = (y � y0)2 and batches of size 100. For all networks, we chose a momentum parameter of 0.95,
and a learning rate starting at 0.1, decaying by a multiplicative factor of 0.95 every 1000 batches, and
stopping at 10�4.

The results are presented in Fig. 1. As can be clearly seen, the 3-layer network achieves significantly
better performance than the 2-layer networks. This is true even though some of these networks are signifi-
cantly larger and with more parameters (for example, the 2-layer, width 800 network has ˜80K parameters,
vs. ˜10K parameters for the 3-layer network). This gap in performance is the exact opposite of what might
be expected based on parameter counting alone. Moreover, increasing the width of the 2-layer networks
exhibits diminishing returns: The performance improvement in doubling the width from 100 to 200 is much
larger than doubling the width from 200 to 400 or 400 to 800. This indicates that one would need a much
larger 2-layer network to match the 3-layer, width 100 network’s performance. Thus, we conclude that the
network’s depth indeed plays a crucial role, and that 3-layer networks are inherently more suitable to express
indicator functions of the type we studied.

7

Safran, Shamir (2017). Depth-Width Tradeoffs in Approximating Natural Functions with Neural Networks. 



Depth separation: more examples

• Indicator of the unit ball in  can be approximated to accuracy  using a 
3-layer ReLU net with  neurons. But it cannot be approximated to 
an accuracy higher than  using a 2-layer network, unless its width is 
exponential in d.  

• Several nonlinear and twice-differentiable functions (including ) can 
be approximated to accuracy  using ReLU networks of depth and width 

, but cannot be approximated to similar accuracy by 
constant-depth ReLU networks, unless their width is at least . 

ℝd ϵ
O(d2/ϵ)

O(1/d4)

x ↦ x2

ϵ
O(poly(log(1/ϵ)))

Ω(poly(1/ϵ))

Safran, Shamir (2017). Depth-Width Tradeoffs in Approximating Natural Functions with Neural Networks. 



Can more depth solve everything?

B. Hanin and M. Sellke. Approximating continuous functions by ReLU nets of minimal width. 2017

Z. Lu, H. Pu, F. Wang, Z. Hu, and L. Wang. The expressive power of neural networks: A view from the width. 2017
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Can more depth solve everything?

• What if we have an infinitely deep net. What’s the smallest width we need?

• for input dimension d, width d is not enough (Lu et al 2017)
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Illustration: H. Lin & S. Jegelka, 2018



Can more depth solve everything?

• What if we have an infinitely deep net. What’s the smallest width we need?

• for input dimension d, width d is not enough (Lu et al 2017)

• d+1 units in a layer is enough (Hanin & Sellke 2017).

B. Hanin and M. Sellke. Approximating continuous functions by ReLU nets of minimal width. 2017

Z. Lu, H. Pu, F. Wang, Z. Hu, and L. Wang. The expressive power of neural networks: A view from the width. 2017

Illustration: H. Lin & S. Jegelka, 2018
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Depth vs width in practice
Main question: Is it better to add width or to add depth?

[Henighhan*, Kaplan*, Katz*, et al., 2020]

Ongoing science!

[Kaplan*, McCandlish*, et al. 2020]
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Depth vs width in practice
Main question: Is it better to add width or to add depth?

Answer: there is an optimal “aspect ratio” (width/depth), which varies for 
different problems. But large range of aspect ratios are acceptable. Depth and 
width should be roughly similar: if you scale one, scale the other too.

[Henighhan*, Kaplan*, Katz*, et al., 2020]

Ongoing science!

[Kaplan*, McCandlish*, et al. 2020]
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Preview: better architectures can approximate important 
function classes more efficiently.

• ResNet: 1-unit width is enough (Lin & Jegelka 2018)

ResNet 
width 1

fully 
connected 

width d



Preview: better architectures can approximate important 
function classes more efficiently.

Goal: Fit this image

(a function x,y —> l) ReLU-net TanH-net ReLU P.E. RBF ReLU SIREN

[Sitzmann*, Martel*, Bergman, Lindell, Wetzstein, NeurIPS 2020] 

(Note: this result may be due to improved approximation ability but it might also be due to 
improved optimization ability; these two effects are typically coupled in experiments)
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• Being universal has a cost: we can fit any kind of data, including noise
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Preview: better architectures are not necessarily universal

• Being universal has a cost: we can fit any kind of data, including noise

• Sometimes it is better to impose architectural constraints to prevent 
overfitting to noise, or to bake in structural knowledge we know a priori is 
true

• This is what next week’s lectures will be about



Summary and comments

• Main idea: approximate a function by a sum of “basis” functions


• Tells us fundamental limitations, with practical implications


• In practice, can seemingly do with much smaller networks…


• Shallow networks cannot easily approximate deep networks (efficiency)


• Building blocks for understanding approximation with other architectures


