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Efficient Approximation of High-dimensional
Functions With Neural Networks

Patrick Cheridito Arnulf Jentzen Florian Rossmannek

Abstract—In this paper, we develop a framework for showing
that neural networks can overcome the curse of dimensional-
ity in different high-dimensional approximation problems. Our
approach is based on the notion of a catalog network, which
is a generalization of a standard neural network in which the
nonlinear activation functions can vary from layer to layer as
long as they are chosen from a predefined catalog of functions.
As such, catalog networks constitute a rich family of continuous
functions. We show that under appropriate conditions on the
catalog, catalog networks can efficiently be approximated with
rectified linear unit-type networks and provide precise estimates
on the number of parameters needed for a given approximation
accuracy. As special cases of the general results, we obtain
different classes of functions that can be approximated with
ReLU networks without the curse of dimensionality.

Index Terms—curse of dimensionality, deep learning, high-
dimensional approximation, neural networks

I. INTRODUCTION

MANY classical numerical approximation schemes that
work well in low dimensions suffer from the so

called curse of dimensionality, meaning that to achieve a
desired approximation accuracy, their complexity has to grow
exponentially in the dimension. On the other hand, neural
networks have shown remarkable performance in different
high-dimensional approximation problems. In this paper we
prove that different classes of high-dimensional functions
admit a neural network approximation without the curse of
dimensionality. To do that, we introduce the notion of a catalog
network, which is a generalization of a standard feedforward
neural network in which the nonlinear activation functions can
vary from one layer to another as long as they are chosen from
a given catalog of continuous functions. We first study the ap-
proximability of different catalogs with neural networks. Then
we show how the approximability of a catalog translates into
the approximability of the corresponding catalog networks.
An important building block of our proofs is a new way of
parallelizing networks that saves parameters compared to the
standard parallelization. As special cases of our general results
we obtain that different combinations of one-dimensional Lip-
schitz functions, sums, maxima and products as well as certain
ridge functions and generalized Gaussian radial basis function
networks admit a neural network approximation without the
curse of dimensionality.

It has been shown that neural networks with a single hid-
den layer can approximate any finite-dimensional continuous
function uniformly on compact sets arbitrarily well if they
are allowed to have sufficiently many hidden neurons; see,
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e.g., [1]–[6]. Moreover, [7] and [8] have proved an O(n−1/2)-
rate for approximating functions in the L2-norm with single-
hidden-layer sigmoidal networks with n neurons. In particular,
this breaks the curse of dimensionality, but it only applies
to a special class of functions. Since then, their results have
been applied and generalized in different directions, always
yielding rates of the same nature, but always applicable only
to similarly restricted classes of functions. For example, in
[9], [10] these results have been extended to the Lp-norm
for 1 ≤ p < ∞ and p = ∞, respectively, and in [11] the
approximation rate has been improved to a geometric rate
for single functions. However, the basis δ of the geometric
rate O((1 − δ)n) is usually not known. So, it could be so
small that the geometric rate does not give useful bounds for
typical sizes of n. For further generalizations, see, e.g., [12]–
[20]. All of them use single-hidden-layer networks. However,
neural networks with more than one hidden layer have shown
better performance in a number of applications; see, e.g., [21],
[22] and the references therein. This has also been supported
by theoretical evidence; for instance, in [23], an example of
a simple continuous function on Rd has been given that is
expressible as a small feedforward network with two hidden
layers but cannot be approximated with a single-hidden-layer
network to a given constant accuracy unless its width is
exponential in the dimension. Similarly, it has been shown
in [24] that indicator functions of d-dimensional balls can be
approximated much more efficiently with two hidden layers
than with one. Related results for functions on the product of
two d-dimensional spheres have been provided by [25].

[26]–[28] have constructed special activation functions
which, in principle, allow to approximate every continuous
function f : [0, 1]d → R to any desired precision when used
in a two-hidden-layers network with as few as d neurons
in the first and 2d + 2 neurons in the second hidden layer.
Theoretically, this breaks the curse of dimensionality quite
spectacularly. However, it can be shown that the approxima-
tion result only holds if the size of the network weights is
allowed to grow faster than polynomially in the inverse of the
approximation error; see, e.g., [29], [30].

Further studies of the approximation capacity of neural
networks with standard activation functions include, e.g, [30]–
[34]. Their approach is based on approximating functions
with polynomials and then approximating these polynomials
with neural networks. Polynomials can approximate smooth
functions reasonably well, and neural networks are known to
be able to approximate monomials efficiently. However, since
the number of monomials needed to generate all polynomials
in d variables of order k is

(
k+d
d

)
, the intermediate step from

monomials to polynomials introduces a curse of dimension-
ality. It has been shown in [34] that this cannot be side-
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stepped. For instance, it is provably impossible to approximate
the unit ball in the Sobolev space of any regularity with
ReLU networks without the curse of dimensionality. So, to
overcome the curse of dimensionality with ReLU networks,
one has to concentrate on special classes of functions. [7],
[8] and their extensions offer one such class. Coming from a
different angle, [35] has obtained the same rate for periodic
functions with an absolutely convergent Fourier series. In
[36] the approximability of “separately holomorphic” maps
via Taylor expansions and applications to parametric PDEs
have been studied. The approach of [36] is again based on
the intermediate approximation of polynomials, but the holo-
morphy ensures that the approximating polynomials contain
only few monomials. [37]–[39] have proved that solutions of
various PDEs admit neural network approximations without
the curse of dimensionality. Their arguments use the hierarchic
structure of neural networks, which has more extensively been
exploited in [29], [40], [41]. These papers are similar in spirit
to ours since they also start from a “basis” of functions, which
they approximate with neural networks and then use to build
more complex functions. However, [29], [41] do not study
approximation rates in terms of the dimension. On the other
hand, in [40] the curse of dimensionality is overcome, but
the “basis” in [40] consists of the functions considered in [8].
In this paper we consider more explicit classes of functions
and provide bounds on the number of parameters needed to
approximate d-dimensional functions up to accuracy ε.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section
II, we first establish the notation. Then we recall basic
facts from [30], [38], [42] on concatenating and parallelizing
neural networks before we introduce a new way of network
parallelization. In Section III, we introduce the concepts of
an approximable catalog and a catalog network. Section IV
is devoted to different concrete examples of catalogs and a
careful study of their approximability. In Sections V and VI,
we derive bounds on the number of parameters needed to
approximate a given catalog network to a desired accuracy
with neural networks. Theorems 19 and 26 are the main results
of this article. In Section VII, we derive different classes of
high-dimensional functions that are approximable with ReLU
networks without the curse of dimensionality. Section VIII
concludes. All proofs are relegated to the Appendix.

II. NOTATION AND PRELIMINARY RESULTS

A neural network encodes a succession of affine and non-
linear transformations. Let us denote N = {1, 2, . . . } and
consider the set of neural network skeletons

N =
⋃
D∈N

⋃
(l0,...,lD)∈ND+1

D∏
k=1

(Rlk×lk−1 × Rlk).

We denote the depth of a neural network skeleton φ ∈ N
by D(φ) = D, the number of neurons in the kth layer
by lφk = lk, k ∈ {0, . . . , D}, and the number of network
parameters by P(φ) =

∑D
k=1 lk(lk−1 + 1). Moreover, if

φ ∈ N is given by φ = [(V1, b1), . . . , (VD, bD)], we denote
by Aφk ∈ C(Rlk−1 ,Rlk), k ∈ {1, . . . , D}, the affine function
x 7→ Vkx + bk. Let a : R → R be a continuous activation

function. As usual, we extend it, for every positive integer
d, to a function from Rd to Rd mapping (x1, . . . , xd) to
(a(x1), . . . , a(xd)). Then the a-realization of φ ∈ N is the
function Rφa ∈ C(Rl0 ,RlD ) given by

Rφa = AφD ◦ a ◦ A
φ
D−1 ◦ · · · a ◦ A

φ
1 .

We recall that suitable φ1, φ2 ∈ N can be composed such
that the a-realization of the resulting network equals the
concatenationRφ2

a ◦Rφ1
a . This is done by combining the output

layer of φ1 with the input layer of φ2. More precisely, if φ1 =
[(V1, b1), . . . , (VD, bD)] and φ2 = [(W1, c1), . . . , (WE , cE)]
satisfy lφ1

D(φ1)
= lφ2

0 , then the concatenation φ2 ◦ φ1 ∈ N
is given by

φ2 ◦ φ1 = [(V1, b1), . . . , (VD−1, bD−1),

(W1VD,W1bD + c1), (W2, c2), . . . , (WE , cE)].

The following result is straight-forward from the definition. A
formal proof can be found in [42].

Proposition 1. The concatenation

(·) ◦ (·) : {(φ1, φ2) ∈ N ×N : lφ1

D(φ1)
= lφ2

0 } → N

is associative and for all φ1, φ2 ∈ N with lφ1

D(φ1)
= lφ2

0 one
has
1) Rφ2◦φ1

a = Rφ2
a ◦ Rφ1

a for all a ∈ C(R,R),
2) D(φ2 ◦ φ1) = D(φ1) +D(φ2)− 1,
3) lφ2◦φ1

k = lφ1

k if k ∈ {0, . . . ,D(φ1)− 1},
4) lφ2◦φ1

k = lφ2

k+1−D(φ1)
if k ∈ {D(φ1), . . . ,D(φ2 ◦ φ1)},

5) P(φ2 ◦ φ1) = P(φ1) + P(φ2) + lφ2

1 lφ1

D(φ1)−1 − l
φ2

0 lφ2

1 −
lφ1

D(φ1)
(lφ1

D(φ1)−1 + 1),
6) P(φ2 ◦ φ1) ≤ P(φ1) if D(φ2) = 1 and lφ2

1 ≤ l
φ1

D(φ1)

7) and P(φ2 ◦ φ1) ≤ P(φ2) if D(φ1) = 1 and lφ1

0 ≤ l
φ2

0 .

The next lemma is a direct consequence of the above and
will be used later to estimate the number of parameters in our
approximating networks.

Lemma 2. Let a ∈ C(R,R) and φ ∈ N . Suppose that
ψ1, ψ2 ∈ N satisfy D(ψ1) = D(ψ2) = 2, lψ1

0 = lψ1

2 = lφ0
and lψ2

0 = lψ2

2 = lφD(φ). Denote m = lψ1

1 if D(φ) = 1 and
m = lφD(φ)−1 if D(φ) ≥ 2. Then

P(ψ2 ◦ φ ◦ ψ1) = P(φ) + lψ1

1 (lφ0 + 1) + lψ2

1 (lφD(φ) + 1)

+ lφ1 (l
ψ1

1 − l
φ
0 ) +m(lψ2

1 − l
φ
D(φ)).

The standard parallelization of two network skeletons φ1 =
[(V1, b1), . . . , (VD, bD)] and φ2 = [(W1, c1), . . . , (WD, cD)]
of the same depth is given by p(φ1, φ2) =[([

V1 0
0 W1

]
,

[
b1
c1

])
, . . . ,

([
VD 0
0 WD

]
,

[
bD
cD

])]
.

From there, arbitrarily many network skeletons φ1, . . . , φn ∈
N , n ∈ N≥3, of the same depth can be parallelized iteratively:

p(φ1, . . . , φn) = p(p(φ1, . . . , φn−1), φn).

The first three statements of the next proposition follow
immediately from the definition. The last one is shown in [42].
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φ1

φ̃2

I

φ2

p(φ1, φ̃2)

Fig. 1. Parallelization of a network φ1 (depth 4) and a shorter network φ2
(depth 2) obtained by concatenating φ2 twice with a network I arising from
the 2-identity requirement, resulting in φ̃2 = I ◦ I ◦ φ2.

p(φ1, φ2)

φ1

φ2

P ∼ l

P ∼ l

l

l
P ∼ l2

Fig. 2. The parallelization of φ1 with architecture (1, l, 1, 1) and φ2 with
architecture (1, 1, l, 1) has more than l2 parameters.

Proposition 3. The parallelization

p :
⋃
n∈N
{(φ1, . . . , φn) ∈ Nn : D(φ1) = · · · = D(φn)} → N

satisfies for all φ1, . . . , φn ∈ N , n ∈ N, with the same depth

1) Rp(φ1,...,φn)
a (x1, . . . , xn) = (Rφ1

a (x1), . . . ,Rφna (xn)) for
all x1 ∈ Rl

φ1
0 , . . . , xn ∈ Rl

φn
0 and each a ∈ C(R,R),

2) lp(φ1,...,φn)
k =

∑n
j=1 l

φj
k for all k ∈ {0, . . . ,D(φ1)},

3) P(p(φ1, . . . , φn)) ≤ n2P(φ1) whenever lφik = l
φj
k for all

k ∈ {0, . . . ,D(φ1)} and all i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}
4) and P(p(φ1, . . . , φn)) ≤ 1

2

[∑n
j=1 P(φj)

]2
.

Neural networks with different depths can still be paral-
lelized, but only for a special class of activation functions.

Definition 4. We say a function a ∈ C(R,R) fulfills the c-
identity requirement for a number c ≥ 2 if there exists I ∈ N
such that D(I) = 2, lI1 ≤ c and RIa = idR .

Note that if I satisfies RIa = idR , one can also realize
the identity function idRd for any d ∈ N, using d-fold
parallelization Id = p(I, . . . , I). Obviously, lId1 ≤ cd.

The most prominent example satisfying Definition 4 is
the rectified linear unit activation ReLU: R → R, x 7→
max{x, 0}. It fulfills the 2-identity requirement with I =
[([1 − 1]T , [0 0]T ), ([1 − 1], 0)]. However, it is easy to see
that generalized ReLU functions of the form

a(x) =

{
rx if x ≥ 0

sx if x < 0

for (r, s) ∈ R2 with r + s 6= 0, such as leaky ReLU, also
satisfy the 2-identity requirement.1

Using the identity requirement, one can parallelize networks
of arbitrary depths. If φ1, . . . , φn ∈ N have different depths,
one simply concatenates the shorter ones with identity net-
works until all have the same depth. Then one applies the
standard parallelization; see Figure 1 for an illustration.

1Other activation functions satisfying the identity requirement are polyno-
mials. For example, 1

2
((x+ 1)2 − x2 − 1) = x shows this for x2.

hidden
layers
of φ1

hidden
layers
of φ2

hidden
layers
of φ3

Rφ1
a

Rφ2
a

Rφ3
a

Fig. 3. New “diagonalized” parallelization resulting from shifting φ1, φ2, φ3
away from each other.

Although this successfully parallelizes networks with arbi-
trary architecture, one can do better in terms of parameter
counts. The estimate in Proposition 3.(4) contains a square
of
∑n
j=1 P(φj). This is not due to lax estimates, but a

square can actually appear if, for some j, there are two large
consecutive layers in p(φj , φj+1) which in φj and φj+1 were
next to small layers; see Figure 2. To avoid this, we introduce
a new parallelization which uses identity networks to shift
φ1, . . . , φn away from each other and, as a result, achieves a
parameter count that is linear in

∑n
j=1 P(φj). For instance,

to parallelize φ1 and φ2, we add D(φ2) identity networks
after φ1 and D(φ1) identity networks in front of φ2 before
applying p. The realization of the resulting network still is
(x1, x2) 7→ (Rφ1

a (x1),Rφ2
a (x2)). Extending this construction

to more than two networks is straight-forward; see Figure 3.
We denote it by pI , where I ∈ N is the network satisfying the
identity requirement. The following proposition shows that pI
achieves our goal of a linear parameter count in

∑n
j=1 P(φj).

Proposition 5. Assume a ∈ C(R,R) fulfills the c-identity
requirement for a number c ≥ 2 with I ∈ N . Then the
parallelization pI :

⋃
n∈NNn → N satisfies

P(pI(φ1, . . . , φn)) ≤
(
11
16c

2l2n2 − 1
) n∑
j=1

P(φj)

for all n ∈ N and φ1, . . . , φn ∈ N , where we denote l =
maxj∈{1,...,n}max{lφj0 , l

φj
D(φj)

}.

It can be seen from the proof that the inequality of Propo-
sition 5 is never an equality. However, it can be shown that it
is asymptotically sharp up to a constant for large n. Indeed,
if c = 2 (as is the case for ReLU) and if φ1 = · · · = φn has
depth at least two (D(φ1) ≥ 2) and a single neuron in each
layer (lφ1

k = 1 for all k), then

(2n3 − n2)P(φ1) = P(pI(φ1, . . . , φn)) ≤
(
11
4 n

3 − n
)
P(φ1).

The first inequality is verified in the Appendix while the
second one is a consequence of Proposition 5. Hence, the
bound in the proposition is asymptotically sharp up to a factor
of at most 11

8 .
Proposition 5 illustrates that there is a fundamental differ-

ence between counting the number of neurons and counting
the number of parameters. As already observed in [30],
[38], [42], this also plays a role for the concatenation. The
standard concatenation of two networks φ1 and φ2 has roughly
P(φ1)+P(φ2) neurons. But the parameter count may increase
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l

(I ◦ φ ◦ I) ◦ (I ◦ φ ◦ I)

P ∼ 2l

φ ◦ φφ

P ∼ l2P ∼ l

Fig. 4. Concatenation with and without additional identity networks. Here, φ
is a network of depth 2 with l neurons in its hidden layer, and I is assumed
to satisfy the 2-identity requirement.

much more dramatically. If, e.g., most of the neurons of φ1
are in the last hidden layer and most of the neurons of φ2 in
the first hidden layer, then φ2 ◦φ1 has roughly P(φ1) · P(φ2)
parameters; see Figure 4. To counter this, one can use the
concatenation

I
l
φ2
D(φ2)

◦ φ2 ◦ Ilφ20
◦ I

l
φ1
D(φ1)

◦ φ1 ◦ Ilφ10

instead of φ2 ◦ φ1, where Id is an identity network in d
dimensions. Even though this results in more neurons, it
reduces the parameter count. The following estimate is a
consequence of Lemma 2.

Corollary 6. Assume a ∈ C(R,R) satisfies the c-identity
requirement for a number c ≥ 2 with I ∈ N and denote
Id = p(I, . . . , I) for all d ∈ N. Let φ ∈ N and abbreviate
m = max{lφ0 , l

φ
D(φ)}. Then

P(IlφD(φ)
◦ φ ◦ Ilφ0 ) ≤

5
6cmP(φ) +

29
12c

2m2.

This will be used in our proofs to estimate the number of
parameters of

I
l
φ2
D(φ2)

◦ φ2 ◦ Ilφ20
◦ I

l
φ1
D(φ1)

◦ φ1 ◦ Ilφ10
.

III. CATALOG NETWORKS

In this section, we generalize the concept of a neural
network by allowing the activation functions to change from
one layer to the next as long as they belong to a predefined
catalog F ⊆

⋃
m,n∈N C(Rm,Rn). We denote the dimension

of the domain of a function f ∈
⋃
m,n∈N C(Rm,Rn) by

I(f) and the dimension of its target space by O(f), so that
f ∈ C(RI(f),RO(f)). For a catalog F and numbers D ∈ N,
l0, . . . , l2D ∈ N, we define Cl0,...,l2DF as

D∏
k=1

[
Rl2k−1×l2k−2 × Rl2k−1 ×

⋃
n∈N

{
(f1, . . . , fn) ∈ Fn :

n∑
j=1

I(fj) = l2k−1 and
n∑
j=1

O(fj) = l2k

}]
.

The set of all catalog networks corresponding to F is given
by

CF =
⋃
D∈N

⋃
l0,...,l2D∈N

Cl0,...,l2DF .

An element ξ ∈ Cl0,...,l2DF is of the form ξ = [(V1, b1,
(f1,1, . . . , f1,n1

)), . . . , (VD, bD, (fD,1, . . . , fD,nD ))]. For each

f1,1

f1,2

f1,3

f2,1

f2,2

Aξ,1 Aξ,2

Fig. 5. Realization of an example catalog network.

k ∈ {1, . . . , D}, we let Aξ,k ∈ C(Rl2k−2 ,Rl2k−1) be the affine
function x 7→ Vkx+bk. By Gξ,k ∈ C(Rl2k−1 ,Rl2k), we denote
the function mapping x ∈ Rl2k−1 to

Gξ,k(x) =
[
fk,1

(
x1, . . . , xI(fk,1)

)
,

fk,2
(
xI(fk,1)+1, . . . , xI(fk,1)+I(fk,2)

)
, . . . ,

fk,nk
(
xI(fk,1)+···+I(fk,nk−1)+1, . . . ,

xI(fk,1)+···+I(fk,nk )
)]
,

that is, we apply fk,1 to the first I(fk,1) entries of x, fk,2
to the next I(fk,2) entries and so on; see Figure 5. This is
well-defined due to the sum conditions in the definition of
Cl0,...,l2DF . The overall realization function Rξ ∈ C(Rl0 ,Rl2D )
of the catalog network ξ is

Rξ = Gξ,D ◦ Aξ,D ◦ · · · ◦ Gξ,1 ◦ Aξ,1.

We define the depth of ξ as Dξ = D. Its input dimension
is Iξ = l0, its output dimension Oξ = l2D, and its maximal
width Wξ = max{l0, . . . , l2D}.

Our goal is to show that catalog networks can efficiently
be approximated with neural networks with respect to some
weight function, by which we mean any function w : [0,∞)→
(0,∞).

Definition 7. We say the decay of a weight function w is
controlled by (s1, s2) ∈ [1,∞)× [0,∞) if

s1r
s2w(rmax{x, 1}) ≥ w(x)

for all x ∈ [0,∞) and r ∈ [1,∞).

Controlled decay is a general concept applicable to differ-
ent types of weight functions. The inequality in Definition
7 is exactly what is needed in the proofs of our results.
Useful weight functions are constants and functions of the
form (1 + xq)−1 or (max{1, xq})−1 for some q ∈ (0,∞).
Constant weight functions have decay controlled by (1, 0).
The functions (1+xq)−1 and (max{1, xq})−1 are covered by
the following result.

Lemma 8. Let δ ∈ (0,∞) and consider a non-decreasing
function f : [0,∞) → (0,∞). Moreover, let g : [0,∞) →
[0,∞) be of the form x 7→

∑q
j=0 ajx

bj for q ∈ N0 = N∪{0}
and a0, b0, . . . , aq, bq ∈ [0,∞). Then the decay of the weight
function w(x) = f(x)(max{g(x), δ})−1 is controlled by
(max{g(1)/δ, 1},max{b0, . . . , bq}).

Our main interest is in catalogs of functions that are well
approximable with neural networks. For the proofs of our
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main results to work we need the approximations to be
Lipschitz continuous with a Lipschitz constant independent of
the accuracy. To make this precise, we denote the Euclidean
norm by ‖ · ‖.

Definition 9. Consider an activation function a ∈ C(R,R)
and a weight function w. Fix constants L ∈ [0,∞) and
ε ∈ (0, 1]. Given a function f ∈

⋃
m,n∈N C(Rm,Rn)

and a set Q ⊆ RI(f), we define the approximation cost
Costa,w(f,Q,L, ε) as the infimum of the setP(φ) ∈ N :

φ ∈ N with Rφa ∈ C(RI(f),RO(f))
s.t. Rφa is L-Lipschitz on RI(f) and
supx∈Q w(‖x‖)‖f(x)−Rφa(x)‖ ≤ ε

 ,

where, as usual, inf(∅) is understood as ∞.

The next definition specifies the class of catalogs for which
we will be able to prove Theorem 19 on the approximability
of catalog networks.

Definition 10. Let a ∈ C(R,R), κ = (κ0, κ1, κ2, κ3) ∈
[1,∞)2 × [0,∞)2, ε ∈ (0, 1], and suppose w is a weight
function. Consider a subset F ⊆

⋃
m,n∈N C(Rm,Rn) together

with a family of sets Q = (Qf )f∈F such that Qf ⊆ RI(f)
contains 0 for all f ∈ F and a collection of Lipschitz constants
L = (Lf )f∈F ⊆ [0,∞). Then we call F an [a,w,Q,L, ε, κ]-
approximable catalog if supf∈F ‖f(0)‖ ≤ κ0 and

Costa,w(f,Qf , Lf , δ) ≤ κ1 max{I(f),O(f)}κ2δ−κ3

for all f ∈ F and δ ∈ (0, ε].

Note that if F is [a,w,Q,L, ε, κ]-approximable, then every
f ∈ F must be Lf -Lipschitz continuous on the set Qf . Indeed,
the definition implies that for all δ ∈ (0, ε] there exists φδ ∈
N such that w(‖x‖)‖f(x) − Rφδa (x)‖ ≤ δ and ‖Rφδa (x) −
Rφδa (y)‖ ≤ Lf‖x− y‖ for all x, y ∈ Qf . Hence, one obtains
from the triangle inequality that

‖f(x)− f(y)‖ ≤ δ

w(‖x‖)
+ Lf‖x− y‖+

δ

w(‖y‖)

for all x, y ∈ Qf and δ > 0, which shows that f is Lf -
Lipschitz on Qf .

If F is a catalog approximable on sets Q = (Qf )f∈F with
Lipschitz constants L = (Lf )f∈F ⊆ [0,∞), we define for
a catalog network ξ ∈ Cl0,...,l2DF of the form ξ = [(V1, b1,
(f1,1, . . . , f1,n1)), . . . , (VD, bD, (fD,1, . . . , fD,nD ))],

Qξ,k =
nk∏
j=1

Qfk,j ⊆
nk∏
j=1

RI(fk,j) = Rl2k−1

and
Lξ,k = max

j∈{1,...,nk}
Lfk,j

for all k ∈ {1, . . . ,Dξ}. Then the following holds.

Lemma 11. Let ξ ∈ CF be a catalog network based on an
[a,w,Q,L, ε, κ]-approximable catalog F . Then

‖Gξ,k(x)− Gξ,k(y)‖ ≤ Lξ,k‖x− y‖

for all k ∈ {1, . . . ,Dξ} and x, y ∈ Qξ,k.

IV. EXAMPLES OF APPROXIMABLE CATALOGS

In this section, we provide different examples of approx-
imable catalogs that will be used in Section VII to show
that various high-dimensional functions admit neural network
approximations without the curse of dimensionality. Our cat-
alogs are based on one-dimensional Lipschitz functions, the
maximum function, the square, the product and the decreasing
exponential function. They will be collected in Examples 12,
13, 15 and 17.

First, consider a K-Lipschitz function f : R → R for a
constant K ∈ [0,∞). For any given r ∈ (0,∞), f can
be approximated on [−r, r] with a piece-wise linear function
supported on N + 1 equidistributed points with accuracy
Kr/N . Such a piece-wise linear function can be realized with
a ReLU network φN with one hidden layer and N hidden
neurons. This results in P(φN ) = 3N + 1, from which it
follows that

CostReLU,1(f, [−r, r],K, ε) ≤ P(φdKrε−1e) ≤ 3Krε−1 + 4.

Alternatively, one can approximate f on the entire real line
with respect to a weight function of the form wq(x) = (1 +
xq)−1 for some q ∈ (1,∞). Then

CostReLU,wq (f,R,K, ε) ≤ 2
1/q−13(Kε−1)

q/q−1 + 4,

the proof of which is a variant of [39, Corollary 3.13]. Indeed,
set r = (2Kε−1)1/(q−1) and N = dKrε−1e. Using φN as
above, we have |f(x) − φN (x)| ≤ ε for all x ∈ [−r, r] and
|f(x)−φN (x)| ≤ 2K|x| for all x ∈ R\[−r, r]. The choice of
r then ensures that wq(|x|)|f(x)− φN (x)| ≤ ε for all x ∈ R.
In the notation of approximable catalogs, we can summarize
as follows.

Example 12. Let r ∈ (0,∞) and consider the weight function
wq(x) = (1 + xq)−1 for a q ∈ (1,∞). For K ∈ [1,∞),
introduce the K-Lipschitz catalog

FLip
K =

{
f ∈ C(R,R) : f is K-Lipschitz and |f(0)| ≤ K

}
.

Set LidR = 1 and Lf = K for f ∈ FLip
K \{idR}. If we define

approximation sets by QidR = R and
1) Qf = [−r, r] for all f ∈ FLip

K \{idR}, then FLip
K

is a [ReLU, 1, Q, L, 1, κ]-approximable catalog for κ =
(K, 3Kr + 4, 0, 1)

2) Qf = R for all f ∈ FLip
K \{idR}, then FLip

K is
a [ReLU, wq, Q, L, 1, κ]-approximable catalog for2 κ =
(K, 5(2K)q/(q−1), 0, q/q−1).

Let us now turn to the maximum functions maxd : Rd →
R, x 7→ max{x1, . . . , xd}, d ∈ N. They admit an exact
representation with ReLU networks. Indeed, max1 is simply
the identity and max2 is the ReLU-realization of

φ2 =

1 −1
0 1
0 −1

 ,
00
0

 ,
( [

1 1 −1
]
, 0
).

If I ∈ N is a skeleton for which ReLU satisfies the 2-identity
requirement and we define Id = p(I, . . . , I), d ∈ N, then it

2Here we use that 4 ≤ 2(2Kε−1)q/(q−1) since K ≥ 1.
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easily follows by induction that maxd, d ∈ N≥3, is the ReLU-
realization of φd = φd−1 ◦ p(φ2, Id−2), whose architecture is
(d, 2d − 1, 2d − 3, . . . , 3, 1). From this, we obtain P(φd) =
1
3 (4d

3 + 3d2 − 4d + 3) ≤ 2d3. In other words, for all d ∈ N
and any weight function w,

CostReLU,w(maxd,Rd, 1, ε) ≤ 2d3.

Adding the maximum functions to the Lipschitz catalog, we
obtain the following.

Example 13. Adopt the setting of Example 12 and de-
fine the K-Lipschitz-maximum catalog FLip,max

K = FLip
K ∪

{maxd : d ∈ N}. Add the approximation set Qmaxd = Rd
and the Lipschitz constant Lmaxd = 1 for all d ∈ N. Then
FLip,max
K is

1) a [ReLU, 1, Q, L, 1, κ]-approximable catalog for κ =
(K, 3Kr + 4, 3, 1) and Q as in Example 12.(1).

2) a [ReLU, wq, Q, L, 1, κ]-approximable catalog for κ =
(K, 5(2K)q/(q−1), 3, q/q−1) and Q as in Example 12.(2).

Next, we study the approximability of the square function
sq : R→ R, x 7→ x2 . It has been shown by different authors
that it can be approximated with accuracy ε > 0 on the
unit interval by the ReLU-realization of a skeleton φε ∈ N
satisfying P(φε) = O(log2(ε−1)); see [34], [36], [41], [42].
A precise estimate of the required number of parameters is
given in Proposition 3.3 of [42]. In our language it can be
stated as

CostReLU,1(sq, [0, 1], 2, ε) ≤ max{13, 10 log2(ε−1)− 7}.

Moreover, the neural network RφεReLU achieving this cost is 2-
Lipschitz and satisfies RφεReLU = ReLU on R\[0, 1]. Using a
mirroring and scaling argument, we can deduce the following
estimate for approximating the square function on the interval
[−r, r] for any r ∈ (0,∞).

Lemma 14. For all r ∈ (0,∞) and ε ∈ (0, 1], there exists
a skeleton ψr,ε ∈ N such that Rψr,εReLU ∈ C(R,R) is 2r-
Lipschitz, supx∈[−r,r] |R

ψr,ε
ReLU(x)−x2| ≤ ε, R

ψr,ε
ReLU(x) = r|x|

for all x ∈ R\[−r, r] and

P(ψr,ε) ≤ max{52, 80 log2(r) + 40 log2(ε
−1)− 28}.

More concisely, for all r ∈ [2,∞) and ε ∈ (0, 1], the
statement of Lemma 14 can be written as

CostReLU,1(sq, [−r, r], 2r, ε) ≤
80 log2(r) + 40 log2(ε

−1)− 28.

Now, let us take a closer look at the decreasing exponential
function e : R → R, x 7→ e−x. Its restriction to [0,∞)
is covered by the general approximation result for Lipschitz
functions. But exploiting its exponential decrease, we can
obtain better estimates. More precisely, e can be approxi-
mated to a given accuracy ε ∈ (0, 1] uniformly on [0,∞)
with a piece-wise linear interpolation supported on the bε−1c
points − log(nε), n ∈ {1, . . . , bε−1c} which is constant on
R\[− log(bε−1cε),− log(ε)]. Realizing this piece-wise linear
function with a ReLU network with one hidden layer yields

CostReLU,1(e, [0,∞), 1, ε) ≤ 3bε−1c+ 1 ≤ 4ε−1.

Together with idR and sq, e gives rise to the following catalog,
which we will use to approximate generalized Gaussian radial
basis function networks in Section VII.

Example 15. Let r ∈ [5,∞). Define the catalog FRBF =
{idR , e, sq} with approximation sets QidR = R, Qe = [0,∞),
Qsq = [−r, r] and Lipschitz constants LidR = Le = 1,
Lsq = 2r. Then FRBF is3 a [ReLU, 1, Q, L, r−3, (1, 4, 0, 1)]-
approximable catalog.

Using the identity xy = 1
4 ((x + y)2 − (x − y)2), we can

also estimate the approximation rate of the product function
pr: R2 → R, (x, y) 7→ xy. This trick has already been used
before by, e.g., [34], [43]. We still provide a proof of the
following proposition since the results in the existing literature
do not specify the Lipschitz constant. Our proofs of both,
Lemma 14 and Proposition 16, follow the reasoning of Section
3 in [42].

Proposition 16. For all r ∈ (0,∞) and ε ∈ (0, 12 ], one has

CostReLU,1(pr, [−r, r]2,
√
8r, ε) ≤

max{208, 320 log2(r) + 160 log2(ε
−1) + 48}.

The following is our last example of an approximable
catalog.

Example 17. Take FLip
K from Example 12, let R ∈ (0,∞),

and define the K-Lipschitz-product catalog FLip,prod
K =

FLip
K ∪ {pr}. The approximation sets and Lipschitz con-

stants are defined as in (1) of Example 12 for FLip
K

and Qpr = [−R,R]2, Lpr =
√
8R. Then FLip,prod

K is
a [ReLU, 1, Q, L, δ, (K,M, 0, 1)]-approximable catalog for4

δ = min{1/2,R2
/2} and M = max{3Kr + 4, 105R2}.

V. APPROXIMATION RESULTS

In this section, we state the first of our main results,
Theorem 19, on the approximability of catalog networks
with neural networks and explore the special case of ReLU
activation in Corollaries 22 and 23. The next lemma is crucial
for the proof of Theorem 19. It establishes the approximability
of the functions Gξ,k, k ∈ {1, . . . ,Dξ}, in a catalog network
ξ ∈ CF . Since Gξ,k is composed of functions fk,1, . . . , fk,nk
from the catalog F , it can be approximated by approximating
fk,1, . . . , fk,nk with neural networks and then parallelizing
them as in Figure 3. Proposition 5 allows us to keep track
of the resulting number of parameters.

Lemma 18. Assume a ∈ C(R,R) satisfies the c-identity
requirement for some c ≥ 2. Let F be an [a,w,Q,L, ε, κ]-
approximable catalog for a non-increasing weight function
w, and consider a catalog network ξ ∈ Cl0,...,l2DF for some
D ∈ N and l0, . . . , l2D ∈ N. Then for all k ∈ {1, . . . , D} and
δ ∈ (0, ε], there exists a skeleton φ ∈ N with a-realization
Rφa ∈ C(Rl2k−1 ,Rl2k) such that
1) supx∈Qξ,k w(‖x‖)‖Gξ,k(x)−Rφa(x)‖ ≤ δ,
2) Rφa is Lξ,k-Lipschitz continuous on Rl2k−1 and

3That r ≥ 5 and ε ≤ r−3 shows 80 log2(r)+40 log2(ε
−1)−28 ≤ 4ε−1.

4This specific choice of δ and M ensures that max{208, 320 log2(R) +
160 log2(ε

−1) + 48} ≤Mε−1 for all ε ∈ (0, δ].
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3) P(φ) ≤ 11
16κ1c

2 max{l2k−1, l2k}κ2+κ3/2+5δ−κ3 .
If, in addition, I(f) ≤ d and O(f) ≤ d for some d ∈ N and
all f ∈ F , then one also has
4) P(φ) ≤ 11

16κ1c
2d2 max{l2k−1, l2k}κ2+κ3/2+3δ−κ3 .

Before we can formulate Theorem 19, we have to in-
troduce a few more concepts. Let F be a catalog that
is approximable on sets Q = (Qf )f∈F with Lipschitz
constants L = (Lf )f∈F ⊆ [0,∞). Then, for any cat-
alog network ξ = [(V1, b1, (f1,1, . . . , f1,n1)), . . . , (VD, bD,
(fD,1, . . . , fD,nD ))] ∈ CF , we define

DomQ,ξ =

{
x ∈ RIξ : for all k ∈ {1, . . . ,Dξ} :(

Aξ,k ◦ Gξ,k−1 ◦ · · · ◦ Aξ,2 ◦ Gξ,1 ◦ Aξ,1
)
(x) ∈ Qξ,k

}
and

LipL,ξ =

Dξ∏
k=1

Lξ,k‖Vk‖,

where ‖ · ‖ denotes the operator norm when applied to
matrices. The set DomQ,ξ describes where we will be able
to approximate the catalog network ξ. It takes into account
that each each layer function Gξ,k can only be approximated
on the set Qξ,k. The number LipL,ξ represents the worst-case
Lipschitz constant of the catalog network.

To estimate the approximation error, we need two more
quantities. The first one is

Bξ = max
{
1, ‖Aξ,1(0)‖, . . . , ‖Aξ,Dξ(0)‖

}
,

which simply measures the maximal norm of the inhomoge-
neous parts of the affine transformations (capped from below
by 1). When using weight functions of the type wq(x) =
(1 + xq)−1, functions in the catalog are approximated better
close to the origin. The quantity Bξ together with the κ0-
boundedness of the catalog in the origin will be used to control
how far away one is from the region where one has the best
approximation. However, this becomes irrelevant for constant
weight functions, as can be seen in Corollary 23 below.

The last quantity we need is TL,ξ, defined as the maximum
of 1 and

max
k∈{0,...,D−1}

max{1, Lξ,k, Lξ,D}‖VD‖
D−1∏
j=k+1

Lξ,j‖Vj‖

where we abbreviate D = Dξ and use the convention Lξ,0 =
0. This combines the Lipschitz constants of the affine and
nonlinear functions appearing in the different layers of the
catalog network ξ.

Theorem 19. Suppose a ∈ C(R,R) fulfills the c-identity
requirement for some number c ≥ 2 and let w be a non-
increasing weight function whose decay is controlled by
(s1, s2) for some s1 ∈ [1,∞) and s2 ∈ [0,∞). Consider a
catalog network ξ ∈ CF for an [a,w,Q,L, ε, κ]-approximable
catalog F . Then there exists a skeleton φ ∈ N with a-
realization Rφa ∈ C(RIξ ,ROξ) such that
1) supx∈DomQ,ξ

w(‖x‖)‖Rξ(x)−Rφa(x)‖ ≤ ε,
2) Rφa is LipL,ξ-Lipschitz continuous on RIξ and

3) P(φ) ≤ CBt−κ3

ξ T tL,ξD
t+1
ξ Wκ2+t/2+6

ξ ε−κ3

for t = κ3(s2 + 1) and C = 81
32c

3(4κ0)
t−κ3κ1s1

κ3 .

The conclusion of Theorem 19 could be written more
concisely as

Costa,w(Rξ,DomQ,ξ,LipL,ξ, ε)

≤ CBt−κ3

ξ T tL,ξDt+1
ξ Wκ2+t/2+6

ξ ε−κ3 .

We point out that the rate in the accuracy is O(ε−κ3), the
same as for the underlying catalog F .

In the proof of Theorem 19, we combine the approxima-
tions of the functions Gξ,k obtained in Lemma 18 with the
affine maps Aξ,k. When concatenating different approximating
networks, we interpose identity networks. This reduces the
parameter count in worst-case scenarios but can lead to slightly
looser estimates in certain other situations.

Remark 20. If I(f) ≤ d and O(f) ≤ d for some d ∈ N and
all f ∈ F , we can use (4) instead of (3) of Lemma 18 in the
proof of Theorem 19 to obtain the following modified version
of the parameter bound in Theorem 19:

P(φ) ≤ Cd2Bt−κ3

ξ T tL,ξDt+1
ξ Wκ2+t/2+4

ξ ε−κ3 .

Since in many of the example catalogs of Section IV, the
maximal input/output dimension is 1 or 2, this will allow
us to obtain better estimates in some of the applications in
Section VII below.

Remark 21. A careful inspection of the proof of Theorem 19
shows that it does not only work for the Euclidean norm but
also, for instance, the sup-norm.

We know that the ReLU activation function satisfies the 2-
identity requirement. Theorem 19 recast for ReLU activation
and the weight function wq(x) = (1+xq)−1 reads as follows:

Corollary 22. Consider the weight function wq(x) = (1 +
xq)−1 for some q ∈ (0,∞). Let ξ ∈ CF be a catalog
network for a [ReLU, wq, Q, L, ε, κ]-approximable catalog F .
Then there exists a skeleton φ ∈ N with ReLU-realization
RφReLU ∈ C(RIξ ,ROξ) such that

1) supx∈DomQ,ξ
(1 + ‖x‖q)−1‖Rξ(x)−RφReLU(x)‖ ≤ ε,

2) RφReLU is LipL,ξ-Lipschitz continuous on RIξ and
3) P(φ) ≤ CBt−κ3

ξ T tL,ξD
t+1
ξ Wκ2+t/2+6

ξ ε−κ3

for t = κ3(q + 1) and C = 81
4 22t−κ3κt−κ3

0 κ1.

For the weight function w ≡ 1, the parameter estimate in
Theorem 19 simplifies considerably. This is because the decay
of w ≡ 1 is controlled by (1, 0), which makes the translation
size and the bound of the catalog in the origin irrelevant.

Corollary 23. Let ξ ∈ CF be a catalog network for a
[ReLU, 1, Q, L, ε, κ]-approximable catalog F . Then there ex-
ists a skeleton φ ∈ N with ReLU-realization RφReLU ∈
C(RIξ ,ROξ) such that

1) supx∈DomQ,ξ
‖Rξ(x)−RφReLU(x)‖ ≤ ε,

2) RφReLU is LipL,ξ-Lipschitz continuous on RIξ and
3) P(φ) ≤ 81

4 κ1T
κ3

L,ξD
κ3+1
ξ Wκ2+κ3/2+6

ξ ε−κ3 .
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VI. LOG-APPROXIMABLE CATALOGS

In this section, we modify the way we measure the approx-
imation cost and derive corresponding approximation results.

Definition 24. With the setup of Definition 10 and ε ≤ 1/2,
a subset F ⊆

⋃
m,n∈N C(Rm,Rn) is called [a,w,Q,L, ε, κ]-

log-approximable if supf∈F ‖f(0)‖ ≤ κ0 and

Costa,w(f,Qf , Lf , δ) ≤ κ1max{I(f),O(f)}κ2 [log2(δ
−1)]κ3

for all f ∈ F and δ ∈ (0, ε].

This log-modification is designed for catalogs made of
functions like the square or the product, which can be approxi-
mated with rate O(log2(ε−1)), as we have seen in Lemma 14
and Proposition 16. Its usefulness will become apparent in
Proposition 33, which is based on the following catalog.

Example 25. Let Fprod = {idR ,pr} be the product cat-
alog and fix r ∈ [1,∞) and d ∈ N. Consider the ap-
proximation sets QidR = R, Qpr = [−rd, rd]2 and the
Lipschitz constants LidR = 1, Lpr =

√
8rd. Then Fprod

is a [ReLU, 1, Q, L,min{1/2, 1/r}, (1, 320d+208, 0, 1)]-log-
approximable catalog, where κ1 can also be chosen as 208
instead of 320d+ 208 if r = 1.

Using the notion of log-approximable catalogs, we can
derive the following analogue of Theorem 19.

Theorem 26. Assume a ∈ C(R,R) satisfies the c-identity
requirement for some number c ≥ 2, and let w be a
non-increasing weight function whose decay is controlled by
(s1, s2) for some s1 ∈ [1,∞) and s2 ∈ [0,∞). Consider
a catalog network ξ ∈ CF for an [a,w,Q,L, ε, κ]-log-
approximable catalog F . Then there exists a skeleton φ ∈ N
with a-realization Rφa ∈ C(RIξ ,ROξ) such that
1) supx∈DomQ,ξ

w(‖x‖)‖Rξ(x)−Rφa(x)‖ ≤ ε,
2) Rφa is LipL,ξ-Lipschitz continuous on RIξ and
3) P(φ) ≤ 81

32c
3κ1DξWκ2+6

ξ

×
[
log2

(
s1[4κ0Bξ]s2 [TL,ξDξ

√
Wξ]

s2+1ε−1
)]κ3 .

The following is the analogue of Corollary 23 for log-
approximable catalogs.

Corollary 27. Let ξ ∈ CF be a catalog network for a
[ReLU, 1, Q, L, ε, κ]-log-approximable catalog F . Then there
exists a skeleton φ ∈ N with ReLU-realization RφReLU ∈
C(RIξ ,ROξ) such that
1) supx∈DomQ,ξ

‖Rξ(x)−RφReLU(x)‖ ≤ ε,
2) RφReLU is LipL,ξ-Lipschitz continuous on RIξ and
3) P(φ) ≤ 81

4 κ1DξW
κ2+6
ξ

[
log2

(
TL,ξDξ

√
Wξε

−1)]κ3 .

VII. OVERCOMING THE CURSE OF DIMENSIONALITY

In this section, we apply the theory of catalog networks
to show that different high-dimensional functions admit a
ReLU neural network approximation without the curse of
dimensionality. We use the catalogs introduced in Sections IV
and VI to construct families of functions indexed by the
dimension of their domain that are of the same form for each
dimension. The results in this section are proved by finding
catalog network representations of the high-dimensional target

functions, so that one of the general approximation results of
Sections V or VI can be applied. The mere approximability
of these functions with ReLU networks follows from classical
universal approximation results such as [5]. But the quanti-
tative estimates on the number of parameters in terms of the
dimension d and the accuracy ε are new.

Our general results cover a wide range of interesting exam-
ples, but it is possible that, for some of them, the estimates
could be improved by using their special structure.

Proposition 28. Fix K, r ∈ [1,∞), and let fi : R→ R, i ∈ N,
be K-Lipschitz continuous with |fi(0)| ≤ K. Define gd : Rd →
R by gd(x) =

∑d
i=1 fi(xi). Then for all d ∈ N and ε ∈ (0, 1],

there exists φ ∈ N with RφReLU ∈ C(Rd,R) such that
1) supx∈[−r,r]d |gd(x)−R

φ
ReLU(x)| ≤ ε,

2) RφReLU is
√
dK-Lipschitz continuous on Rd and

3) P(φ) ≤ 4
710

3K2rd5ε−1.

The following is a generalization, whose proof only requires
a slight adjustment.

Proposition 29. Fix K, r ∈ [1,∞), and let fi : R → R,
i ∈ N0, be K-Lipschitz continuous with |fi(0)| ≤ K. Define
gd : Rd → R by gd(x) = f0(

∑d
i=1 fi(xi)). Then for all d ∈ N

and ε ∈ (0, 1], there exists φ ∈ N with RφReLU ∈ C(Rd,R)
such that
1) supx∈[−r,r]d |gd(x)−R

φ
ReLU(x)| ≤ ε,

2) RφReLU is
√
dK2-Lipschitz continuous on Rd and

3) P(φ) ≤ 5
610

3K4rd6ε−1.

Note that the parameter estimates in Propositions 28 and 29
depend on r since we approximate uniformly on the hypercube
[−r, r]d. However, the estimate is only linear in r, even though
the volume of the hypercube is of the order rd.

Proposition 30. Let K, r ∈ [1,∞) and suppose fi : R → R
is K-Lipschitz with |fi(0)| ≤ K and gi : R → R 1-Lipschitz
with gi(0) = 0, i ∈ N. Let hd : Rd → R, d ∈ N, be given by
h1 = f1 and hd(x) = gd(max{hd−1(x1, . . . , xd−1), fd(xd)})
for d ≥ 2. Then for all d ∈ N and ε ∈ (0, 1], there exists
φ ∈ N with RφReLU ∈ C(Rd,R) such that
1) supx∈[−r,r]d |hd(x)−R

φ
ReLU(x)| ≤ ε,

2) RφReLU is K-Lipschitz continuous on Rd and
3) P(φ) ≤ 3

710
4K3rd13/2ε−1.

Note that if the functions gi, for 1 ≤ i ≤ d − 1, are
chosen to be the identity and gd = f0, then hd reduces to
f0(max{f1(x1), . . . , fd(xd)}).

The functions in the previous propositions were approx-
imated on bounded domains, but if one is willing to pay
a higher approximation cost, one can also approximate the
family of functions from, e.g., Proposition 28 on the entire
space without the curse of dimensionality for an appropriate
weight function.

Proposition 31. Let q ∈ (1,∞), K ∈ [1,∞) and suppose
fi : R→ R, i ∈ N, are K-Lipschitz continuous with |fi(0)| ≤
K. Define gd : Rd → R by gd(x) =

∑d
i=1 fi(xi). Then for

all d ∈ N and ε ∈ (0, 1], there exists φ ∈ N with RφReLU ∈
C(Rd,R) such that



9

1) supx∈Rd(1 + ‖x‖q)−1|gd(x)−R
φ
ReLU(x)| ≤ ε,

2) RφReLU is
√
dK-Lipschitz continuous on Rd and

3) P(φ) ≤ 2
910

323t(q+1)K2t(q+1)dt(q+1)+4ε−t

for t = q/q−1.

An analogous result with the maximum function instead of
the sum can be shown similarly.

In the next two propositions, we replace the sum by a
product. Then we cannot establish the approximation on an
arbitrarily large domain since the Lipschitz constant of the
product function on [−r, r]2 grows linearly in r.

Proposition 32. Let K ∈ [1,∞) and suppose fi : R → R is
K-Lipschitz and gi : R → R 1-Lipschitz with fi(0) = 0 =
gi(0), i ∈ N. Let hd : Rd → R, d ∈ N, be given by h1 = f1
and hd(x) = gd(hd−1(x1, . . . , xd−1)fd(xd)) for d ≥ 2. Set
r = 1/

√
8K. Then for all d ∈ N and ε ∈ (0, 1/16], there exists

φ ∈ N with RφReLU ∈ C(Rd,R) such that

1) supx∈[−r,r]d |hd(x)−R
φ
ReLU(x)| ≤ ε,

2) RφReLU is K-Lipschitz continuous on Rd and
3) P(φ) ≤ 3

710
4K2d13/2ε−1.

This example includes the special case f0(
∏d
i=1 fi(xi)).

Since on large hypercubes the quantity TL,ξd , where ξd is
a catalog network representing the function hd, starts to
grow exponentially in the dimension, the approximators in the
proof of Proposition 32 can only be built on the hypercube
[−1/

√
8K, 1/

√
8K]d.

However, it has been shown in Proposition 3.3. of [36] that
the product

∏d
i=1 xi can be approximated without the curse of

dimensionality on the hypercube [−1, 1]d. Applying the log-
modification of our theory, we can recover this result and even
allow for arbitrarily large hypercubes.

Proposition 33. Consider the functions fd : Rd → R, d ∈ N,
given by fd(x) =

∏d
i=1 xi, and let r ∈ [1,∞). Then for all

d ∈ N≥2 and ε ∈ (0,min{1/2, r−1}], there exists φ ∈ N with
RφReLU ∈ C(Rd,R) such that

1) supx∈[−r,r]d |fd(x)−R
φ
ReLU(x)| ≤ ε,

2) RφReLU is 8(d−1)/2rd(d−1)-Lipschitz continuous on Rd,
3) P(φ) ≤ 1

310
5 log2(d)d

6 log2(ε
−1) if r = 1 and

4) P(φ) ≤ 2
510

5 log2(r) log2(d)d
8 log2(ε

−1) if r ≥ 2.

In our next result, we show the approximability of ridge
functions based on a Lipschitz function.

Proposition 34. Let K, r, S ∈ [1,∞), θd ∈ [−S, S]d, d ∈
N, and suppose f : R → R is K-Lipschitz continuous with
|f(0)| ≤ K. Consider the ridge functions gd : Rd → R given
by gd(x) = f(θd · x). Then for all d ∈ N and ε ∈ (0, 1], there
exists φ ∈ N with RφReLU ∈ C(Rd,R) such that

1) supx∈[−r,r]d |gd(x)−R
φ
ReLU(x)| ≤ ε,

2) RφReLU is
√
dKS-Lipschitz continuous on Rd and

3) P(φ) ≤ 1
710

3K2rS2d6ε−1.

As our last example, we consider generalized Gaussian
radial basis function networks, i.e. weighted sums of the
Gaussian function applied to the distance of x to a given
vector.

Proposition 35. Let N ∈ N, r, S ∈ [1,∞) with r + S ≥ 5
as well as α1, . . . , αN ∈ [0, S], u1, . . . , uN ∈ [−S, S] and
vd,1, . . . , vd,N ∈ [−S, S]d, d ∈ N. Consider generalized
Gaussian radial basis function networks fd : Rd → R with
N neurons given by fd(x) =

∑N
i=1 uie

−αi‖x−vd,i‖2 . Then for
all d ∈ N and ε ∈ (0, (r + S)−3], there exists φ ∈ N with
RφReLU ∈ C(Rd,R) such that
1) supx∈[−r,r]d |fd(x)−R

φ
ReLU(x)| ≤ ε,

2) RφReLU is 2(r + S)S2
√
dN -Lipschitz on Rd and

3) P(φ) ≤ 1
610

4(r + S)S2N 11/2d5ε−1.

VIII. CONCLUSION

It is well known that ReLU networks cannot break the curse
of dimensionality for arbitrary target functions; see, e.g., [30],
[33], [34]. Therefore, one has to restrict the attention to special
classes of functions. In this paper, we introduced the concept
of a catalog network and proved corresponding approxima-
tion results. Catalog networks are generalizations of standard
neural networks with nonlinear activation functions that may
change from one layer to the next as long as they belong to a
given catalog. As such, they form a rich family of continuous
functions, which offer more flexibility than other function
classes considered in the literature. The general approximation
results of Sections V and VI give estimates on the number
of parameters needed to approximate a catalog network to
a given accuracy with ReLU-type networks. An important
ingredient in our arguments is a new way to parallelize neural
networks, which saves parameters compared to the standard
parallelization. As special cases of the general results, we
obtained different classes of functions involving sums, maxima
and products of one-dimensional Lipschitz functions as well as
ridge functions and generalized Gaussian radial basis function
networks that admit a neural network approximation without
the curse of dimensionality.

APPENDIX A
PROOFS FOR SECTION II

Proof of Lemma 2: Abbreviate D = D(φ). By Propo-
sition 1 and the fact that P(ψ1) = lψ1

1 (lψ1

0 +1)+ lψ1

2 (lψ1

1 +1),
we have

P(φ ◦ ψ1) = P(φ) + lψ1

1 (lφ0 + 1) + lφ1 (l
ψ1

1 − l
φ
0 )

and lφ◦ψ1

D = m. So, by applying Proposition 1 once more and
observing lφ◦ψ1

D+1 = lφD = lψ2

2 , we obtain

P(ψ2 ◦ φ ◦ ψ1) = P(φ ◦ ψ1) + lψ2

1 (lφD + 1) +m(lψ2

1 − l
φ
D),

which completes the proof.

Proof of Proposition 5: Assume without loss of gener-
ality that n ≥ 2. To simplify notation, let us introduce some
abbreviations. Write Dj = D(φj), lij = lφij , Ei =

∑i
j=1Dj ,

Si =
∑i
j=1 l

j
Dj

and Ti =
∑n
j=i l

j
0. Moreover, denote ci = c

if i ∈ {1, . . . , n − 1} and ci = 1 if i ∈ {0, n}. Consider the
network architecture (L0, . . . , LEn) of depth En given by

Lk =

{
ciSi + ciTi+1 if k = Ei,

cSi−1 + lim + cTi+1 if k = Ei−1 +m,



10

where m is ranging from 1 to Di − 1. As discussed in the
paragraph preceding Proposition 5, there is a skeleton ψ ∈
N with this architecture that realizes the parallelization of
φ1, . . . , φn; see also Figure 3. One has P(ψ) =

∑n
i=1 Pi for

Pi =
∑Ei
k=Ei−1+1 Lk(Lk−1+1). In the remainder of the proof,

we show that Pi ≤ ( 1116c
2l2n2 − 1)P(φi). We distinguish the

cases Di ≥ 2 and Di = 1. Let us begin with the former case.
By the definition of Lk, we have

Pi = (cSi−1 + li1 + cTi+1)(ci−1Si−1 + ci−1Ti + 1)

+
Di−1∑
m=2

(cSi−1 + lim + cTi+1)(cSi−1 + lim−1 + cTi+1 + 1)

+ (ciSi + ciTi+1)(cSi−1 + liDi−1 + cTi+1 + 1).

Now we use c ≥ 2, c ≥ ci, Si = Si−1 + liDi , Ti = li0 + Ti+1

and Si−1 + Ti+1 ≤ l(n − 1), and reorder the resulting terms
to obtain

Pi ≤
Di∑
m=1

lim(lim−1 + 1) + c2l(n− 1)
Di∑
m=0

lim

+ (c− 1)li1l
i
0 + (c− 1)liDi(l

i
Di−1 + 1)

+Dicl(n− 1)(cl(n− 1) + 1).

Then, we bound the second line by 2(c − 1)P(φi), the sum∑Di
m=0 l

i
m by P(φi) and the depth Di by 1

2P(φi) to find

Pi ≤ P(φi)
[
2c− 1 + c2l(n− 1)

+ 1
2cl(n− 1)(cl(n− 1) + 1)

]
.

Finally, since c ≥ 2 and n ≥ 2, the term in the brackets can be
bounded by 11

16c
2l2n2 − 1, and the proposition follows in the

case Di ≥ 2. Now assume Di = 1 so that P(φi) = li1(l
i
0+1).

Then, by the same inequalities as in the previous case,

Pi = (ciSi + ciTi+1)(ci−1Si−1 + ci−1Ti + 1)

≤ c2(l(n− 1) + li1)(l(n− 1) + li0 +
1
2 ).

If li0 = 1, then P(φi) = 2li1 and, hence,

Pi + P(φi) ≤ c2l2(n− 1 + 1
2P(φi))(n+ 1

2 ) + P(φi)
≤ c2l2P(φi)

[
n
2 (n+ 1

2 ) +
1
4

]
.

Since n ≥ 2, we have n
2 (n+

1
2 )+

1
4 ≤

11
16n

2, which concludes
the case li0 = 1. Finally, if li0 ≥ 2, then P(φi) ≥ 3 and l ≥ 2,
so we obtain

Pi + P(φi) ≤ c2l2(n− 1 + 1
2 l
i
1)(n− 3

4 + 1
2 l
i
0) + P(φi)

≤ c2l2
[
(n− 1)(n− 3

4 ) +
n−1
2 li0

+ (n−12 + 1
8 )l

i
1 +

1
4 l
i
0l
i
1

]
+ 1

16c
2l2P(φi)

≤ c2l2P(φi)
[
1
3 (n− 1)(n− 3

4 ) +
n−1
2 + 5

16

]
,

and the term in the brackets is bounded by 1
3n

2, which finishes
the last remaining case.

Next, we show that the bound of Proposition 5 is asymp-
totically sharp up to a constant by computing the number of
parameters of an n-fold diagonal parallelization of the same
skeleton φ1 = · · · = φn satisfying D(φ1) ≥ 2 and having
a single neuron in all its layers in the case c = 2. With

the notation from the previous proof, we have Si = i and
Ti = n− i+ 1. Thus, the formula for Pi reads

Pi = (2n− 1)2n(Di − 2)

+


(2n− 1)(n+ 1) + 4n2, if i = 1,

(2n− 1)(2n+ 1) + 4n2, if 2 ≤ i ≤ n− 1,

(2n− 1)(2n+ 1) + 2n2, if i = n.

Since P(φ1) = 2Di, we find for the diagonal parallelization

P(pI(φ1, . . . , φn)) = P1+(n−2)P2+Pn = (2n3−n2)P(φ1).

Together with the upper bound, this proves the asymptotic
sharpness of Proposition 5 up to a factor of at most 11

8 .

Proof of Corollary 6: Abbreviate D = D(φ), k = lφ0
and n = lφD(φ). First, assume D ≥ 2. Lemma 2 yields

P(In ◦ φ ◦ Ik) = P(φ) + lIk1 (k + 1) + lIn1 (n+ 1)

+ lφ1 (l
Ik
1 − k) + lφD−1(l

In
1 − n).

Note that lIk1 and lIn1 are at most ck and cn, respectively. This
and the fact that lφ1 + lφD−1 ≤

2
3P(φ) imply

P(In ◦ φ ◦ Ik) ≤ P(φ) + 2cm(m+ 1)

+ (lφ1 + lφD−1)(cm− 1)

≤ 5
6cmP(φ) + 2c2m2,

where the last inequality holds because c ≥ 2. Now, suppose
D = 1. Then, by Lemma 2,

P(In ◦ φ ◦ Ik) ≤ n+ ck(k + 1) + cn(n+ 1) + c2nk

≤ 5
6cP(φ) + c2m2 + 7

6cm(m+ 1) +m

≤ 5
6cmP(φ) +

29
12c

2m2,

where we again used c ≥ 2.

APPENDIX B
PROOFS FOR SECTION III

Proof of Lemma 8: Denote s = max{b0, . . . , bq}.
Since the coefficients a0, . . . , aq of g are non-negative, one
has g(rx) ≤ rsg(x) for all x ∈ [0,∞) and r ∈ [1,∞). This
and the assumption that f is non-decreasing yield

w(x) ≤ f(rx)

max{g(x), δ}
≤ f(rx)rs

max{g(rx), δ}
= rsw(rx)

for all x ∈ [0,∞), r ∈ [1,∞). That f is non-decreasing also
gives

w(x) ≤ f(1)

max{g(x), δ}
≤ max{g(1), δ}

δ
w(1)

for all x ∈ [0, 1). Combining the previous two estimates yields

δ

max{g(1), δ}
w(x) ≤ w(max{x, 1}) ≤ rsw(rmax{x, 1})

for all x ∈ [0,∞), r ∈ [1,∞), which finishes the proof.

Proof of Lemma 11: Assume ξ is of the form [(V1, b1,
(f1,1, . . . , f1,n1)), . . . , (VD, bD, (fD,1, . . . , fD,nD ))]. As dis-
cussed after Definition 10, every f ∈ F is Lf -Lipschitz
continuous on the set Qf . For k ∈ {1, . . . , D}, j ∈
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{1, . . . , nk} and x ∈ Rl2k−1 , denote by x(k,j) the vector
(xI(fk,1)+···+I(fk,j−1)+1, . . . , xI(fk,1)+···+I(fk,j)) ∈ RI(fk,j).
Then, for all k ∈ {1, . . . , D} and x, y ∈ Qξ,k,

‖Gξ,k(x)− Gξ,k(y)‖2

=
nk∑
j=1

‖fk,j(x(k,j))− fk,j(y(k,j))‖2

≤
nk∑
j=1

L2
fk,j
‖x(k,j) − y(k,j)‖2 ≤ [Lξ,k]2‖x− y‖2,

(B.1)

which is what we wanted to show.

APPENDIX C
PROOFS FOR SECTION IV

Proof of Lemma 14: Choose φr,1, φr,2 ∈ N of depth
1 such that Rφr,1ReLU ∈ C(R,R2) realizes x 7→ (xr ,−

x
r )

and Rφr,2ReLU ∈ C(R2,R) realizes (x, y) 7→ r2(x + y). If
(φε)ε∈(0,1] ⊆ N are the ε-approximations of the square
function on [0, 1] derived in Proposition 3.3 of [42], then5

the ReLU-realization of ψr,ε = φr,2 ◦ p(φr−2ε, φr−2ε) ◦ φr,1
approximates the square function on [−r, r] with accuracy ε.
To see this, note that Rψr,εReLU(x) = r2Rφr−2ε

ReLU ( |x|r ) for all
x ∈ R since φr−2ε = ReLU on R\[0, 1]. This also implies
Rψr,εReLU(x) = r|x| for all x ∈ R\[−r, r] as well as the 2r-
Lipschitz continuity. Finally, (6) and (7) of Proposition 1
together with (3) of Proposition 3 assure that P(ψr,ε) ≤
4P(φr−2ε), which concludes the proof.

Proof of Proposition 16: Choose ψ1, ψ2 ∈ N of depth
1 such that Rψ1

ReLU ∈ C(R2,R2) realizes (x, y) 7→ (x+y, x−
y) and Rψ2

ReLU ∈ C(R2,R) realizes (x, y) 7→ 1
4 (x − y). If

(ψr,ε)r∈(0,∞),ε∈(0,1] ⊆ N denote the ε-approximations of the
square function on the interval [−r, r] from Lemma 14, then
the ReLU-realization of χr,ε = ψ2 ◦ p(ψ2r,2ε, ψ2r,2ε) ◦ ψ1

approximates the product function on [−r, r]2 with accuracy
ε. Furthermore, Rχr,εReLU is

√
8r-Lipschitz continuous because

Rψ2r,2ε

ReLU is 4r-Lipschitz continuous and, hence,

|Rχr,εReLU(x1, x2)−R
χr,ε
ReLU(y1, y2)|

≤ 2r(|x1 − y1|+ |x2 − y2|) ≤
√
8r‖(x1 − y1, x2 − y2)‖.

As in the proof of Lemma 14, combining (6) and (7) of
Proposition 1 with (3) of Proposition 3, shows that P(χr,ε) ≤
4P(ψ2r,2ε), from which the proposition follows.

APPENDIX D
PROOFS FOR SECTION V

Proof of Lemma 18: Assume ξ is of the form [(V1, b1,
(f1,1, . . . , f1,n1

)), . . . , (VD, bD, (fD,1, . . . , fD,nD ))]. Fix any
k ∈ {1, . . . , D} and δ ∈ (0, ε]. The assumption that F
is [a,w,Q,L, ε, κ]-approximable for κ = (κ0, κ1, κ2, κ3)
guarantees that there exist skeletons ψj ∈ N , j ∈ {1, . . . , nk},
such that the a-realizations Rψja ∈ C(RI(fk,j),RO(fk,j))
satisfy
1) ‖Rψja (x)−Rψja (y)‖ ≤ Lfk,j‖x−y‖ for all x, y ∈ RI(fk,j),
2) w(‖x‖)‖fk,j(x)−R

ψj
a (x)‖ ≤ δ√

nk
for all x ∈ Qfk,j

5Here, we understand φr−2ε as φ1 if r−2ε > 1.

3) and P(ψj) ≤ κ1 max{I(fk,j),O(fk,j)}κ2n
κ3/2
k δ−κ3 .

Pick an I ∈ N such that a fulfills the c-identity require-
ment with I, and let φ ∈ N be the I-parallelization φ =
pI(ψ1, . . . , ψnk). For j ∈ {1, . . . , nk} and x ∈ Rl2k−1 , denote
x(k,j) = (xI(fk,1)+···+I(fk,j−1)+1, . . . , xI(fk,1)+···+I(fk,j)).
Then, for all x, y ∈ Rl2k−1 ,

‖Rφa(x)−Rφa(y)‖2

=
nk∑
j=1

‖Rψja (x(k,j))−Rψja (y(k,j))‖2

≤
nk∑
j=1

L2
fk,j
‖x(k,j) − y(k,j)‖2 ≤ [Lξ,k]2‖x− y‖2.

(D.1)

Moreover, since w is non-increasing, we obtain, for all x ∈
Qξ,k,

‖Gξ,k(x)−Rφa(x)‖2

=
nk∑
j=1

‖fk,j(x(k,j))−Rψja (x(k,j))‖2

≤ δ2

nk

nk∑
j=1

[w(‖x(k,j)‖)]−2 ≤ δ2[w(‖x‖)]−2.

(D.2)

It remains to estimate the number of parameters P(φ). Since
l
ψj
0 = I(fk,j) ≤ l2k−1 and l

ψj
D(ψj)

= O(fk,j) ≤ l2k for each
j ∈ {1, . . . , nk}, Proposition 5 yields

P(φ) ≤ 11
16c

2 max{l2k−1, l2k}2n2k
nk∑
j=1

P(ψj)

≤ 11
16κ1c

2 max{l2k−1, l2k}κ2+2n
3+

κ3
2

k δ−κ3 .

(D.3)

Note that we always have nk ≤ max{l2k−1, l2k}, which yields
(3). If I(f) ≤ d and O(f) ≤ d for some d ∈ N and all
f ∈ F , then we use the estimate lψj0 = I(fk,j) ≤ d instead
of lψj0 = I(fk,j) ≤ l2k−1 (and similarly for lψjD(ψj)

) to obtain
P(φ) ≤ 11

16c
2d2n2k

∑nk
j=1 P(ψj) in (D.3), which shows (4).

Proof of Theorem 19: We split the proof into two parts.
In the first part, we construct an approximating neural network
and bound the approximation error. In the second part, we
estimate the number of parameters of the network. Assume
ξ ∈ Cl0,...,l2DF is of the form ξ = [(V1, b1, (f1,1, . . . , f1,n1

)),
. . . , (VD, bD, (fD,1, . . . , fD,nD ))]. Denote G0 = idRl0 and

Gk = Gξ,k ◦ Aξ,k ◦ Gξ,k−1 ◦ · · · ◦ Gξ,1 ◦ Aξ,1

for k ∈ {1, . . . , D}. Before constructing the approximating
network, we show by induction over k that

‖(Aξ,k ◦Gk−1)(x)‖ ≤ ‖Vk‖
( k−1∏
j=1

Lξ,j‖Vj‖
)
‖x‖+ ‖bk‖

+
k−1∑
i=1

‖Vk‖
( k−1∏
j=i+1

Lξ,j‖Vj‖
)(
Lξ,i‖bi‖+ ‖Gξ,i(0)‖

)
(D.4)

for all k ∈ {1, . . . , D} and x ∈ DomQ,ξ. The base case k = 1
reduces to the obvious inequality ‖Aξ,1(x)‖ ≤ ‖V1‖‖x‖ +
‖b1‖. For the induction step, suppose the claim is true for a
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given k ∈ {1, . . . , D − 1}. Then we obtain from Lemma 11
that

‖(Aξ,k+1 ◦Gk)(x)‖
≤ ‖Vk+1‖‖(Gξ,k ◦ Aξ,k ◦Gk−1)(x)‖+ ‖bk+1‖
≤ ‖Vk+1‖Lξ,k‖(Aξ,k ◦Gk−1)(x)‖
+ ‖Vk+1‖‖Gξ,k(0)‖+ ‖bk+1‖.

for all x ∈ DomQ,ξ, where we used that the sets Qf contain
0. Applying the induction hypothesis to ‖(Aξ,k ◦Gk−1)(x)‖,
we obtain that (D.4) holds for k + 1. Next, observe that

‖Gξ,k(0)‖2 =
nk∑
j=1

‖fk,j(0)‖2 ≤ κ20nk ≤ κ20Wξ (D.5)

for all k ∈ {1, . . . , D}. Hence, (D.4) yields

‖(Aξ,D ◦GD−1)(x)‖
≤ TL,ξ‖x‖+ Bξ +DTL,ξ

(
Bξ + κ0

√
Wξ

)
≤ 4κ0BξDξ

√
WξTL,ξmax{1, ‖x‖}

(D.6)

for all x ∈ DomQ,ξ.
To construct an approximating network, we note that it

follows from Lemma 18 that for all δ ∈ (0, ε] and k ∈
{1, . . . , D}, there exists ψδ,k ∈ N such that the a-realization
Rψδ,ka ∈ C(Rl2k−1Rl2k) satisfies
1) ‖Rψδ,ka (x)−Rψδ,ka (y)‖ ≤ Lξ,k‖x−y‖ for all x, y ∈ Rl2k−1 ,
2) w(‖x‖)‖Gξ,k(x)−Rψδ,ka (x)‖ ≤ δ for all x ∈ Qξ,k and
3) P(ψδ,k) ≤ 11

16κ1c
2Wκ2+

κ3
2 +5

ξ δ−κ3 .
Moreover, since each Aξ,k is an affine function, there exist
unique χk ∈ N of depth 1, such that Rχka = Aξ,k for all
k ∈ {1, . . . , D}. Let ϕδ,k ∈ N be given by ϕδ,k = ψδ,k ◦
χk ◦ · · · ◦ ψδ,1 ◦ χ1. The a-realization of ϕδ,D will be our
approximation network. To verify that it does the job in terms
of the approximation precision, we show that

‖Gk(x)−R
ϕδ,k
a (x)‖ ≤

k∑
i=1

δ
∏k
j=i+1 L

ξ,j‖Vj‖
w(‖Aξ,i ◦Gi−1(x)‖)

(D.7)

for all k ∈ {1, . . . , D}, δ ∈ (0, ε] and x ∈ DomQ,ξ by
induction over k. The base case k = 1 holds by the approxi-
mation property of ψδ,1 and the fact that Aξ,1(x) ∈ Qξ,1 for
all x ∈ DomQ,ξ. For the induction step, we assume (D.7)
holds for a given k ∈ {1, . . . , D − 1}. By the Lipschitz and
approximation properties of ψδ,k+1, we obtain

‖Gk+1(x)−R
ϕδ,k+1
a (x)‖ ≤ δ[w(‖(Aξ,k+1 ◦Gk)(x)‖)]−1

+ Lξ,k+1‖Vk+1‖‖Gk(x)−R
ϕδ,k
a (x)‖

for all δ ∈ (0, ε] and x ∈ DomQ,ξ, where we used that
(Aξ,k+1 ◦ Gk)(x) ∈ Qξ,k+1 for all x ∈ DomQ,ξ. Using the
induction hypothesis on ‖Gk(x)−R

ϕδ,k
a (x)‖, we obtain that

(D.7) holds for k+ 1. Now, we combine (D.6), (D.7) and the
assumption that the decay of w is controlled by (s1, s2) to
find that
‖GD(x)−R

ϕδ,D
a (x)‖

≤ δDTL,ξ
[
w
(
4κ0BξDξ

√
WξTL,ξmax{1, ‖x‖}

)]−1
≤ s1δ[4κ0Bξ]s2 [DξTL,ξ]s2+1Ws2/2

ξ [w(‖x‖)]−1
(D.8)

for all δ ∈ (0, ε] and x ∈ DomQ,ξ.

Next note that it follows from the fact that the concatenation
of Lipschitz functions is again Lipschitz with constant equal
to the product of the original Lipschitz constants that Rϕδ,Da

is LipL,ξ-Lipschitz.
It remains to estimate the number of parameters of the

constructed network. To do this, we slightly modify ϕδ,D
by interposing identity networks. This does not change the
realization but reduces the worst-case parameter count, as
discussed before Corollary 6. Choose I ∈ N for which a
fulfills the c-identity requirement and let Id = p(I, . . . , I),
d ∈ N. Define ρδ,k = Il2k ◦ ψδ,k ◦ Il2k−1

for k ∈ {1, . . . , D}
and δ ∈ (0, ε]. Combining Corollary 6 with our parameter
bound for P(ψδ,k), we obtain

P(ρδ,k) ≤ 55
96κ1c

3Wκ2+κ3/2+6
ξ δ−κ3 + 29

12c
2W2

ξ

≤ 57
32κ1c

3Wκ2+κ3/2+6
ξ δ−κ3

(D.9)

for all δ ∈ (0, ε] and k ∈ {1, . . . , D}, where we used that
c ≥ 2. Since lId1 ≤ cd for all d ∈ N, Proposition 1 yields that

P(ρδ,k ◦ χk) ≤ P(ρδ,k) + cW2
ξ (D.10)

for all δ ∈ (0, ε] and k ∈ {1, . . . , D}. Next, we show that

P(ρδ,k ◦ χk ◦ · · · ◦ ρδ,1 ◦ χ1)

≤ (k − 1)c2W2
ξ +

k∑
j=1

P(ρδ,j ◦ χj)
(D.11)

for all k ∈ {1, . . . , D} and δ ∈ (0, ε] by induction over k.
The base case k = 1 is trivially satisfied. For the induction
step, we assume (D.11) holds for k ∈ {1, . . . , D − 1}. Then
Proposition 1 and the induction hypothesis show that

P(ρδ,k+1 ◦ χk+1 ◦ · · · ◦ ρδ,1 ◦ χ1)

≤ P(ρδ,k+1 ◦ χk+1) + P(ρδ,k ◦ χk ◦ · · · ◦ ρδ,1 ◦ χ1)

+ c2l2(k+1)−1l2k

≤ kc2W2
ξ +

k+1∑
j=1

P(ρδ,j ◦ χj)

for all δ ∈ (0, ε], which completes the induction. Now we
combine (D.10) and (D.11) to obtain

P(ρδ,D ◦ χD ◦ · · · ◦ ρδ,1 ◦ χ1) ≤ 3
2c

2DW2
ξ +

D∑
j=1

P(ρδ,j)

for all δ ∈ (0, ε], where we used c ≥ 2 again. Using (D.9)
gives

P(ρδ,D ◦ χD ◦ · · · ◦ ρδ,1 ◦ χ1)

≤ 3
2c

2DW2
ξ +

57
32Dκ1c

3Wκ2+κ3/2+6
ξ δ−κ3

≤ 81
32κ1c

3DξWκ2+κ3/2+6
ξ δ−κ3

(D.12)

for all δ ∈ (0, ε].
We conclude by summarizing what we have proved so far.

Motivated by (D.8), let η ∈ (0, ε] be given by

η = ε
(
s1[4κ0Bξ]s2 [DξTL,ξ]s2+1Ws2/2

ξ

)−1
,

and define φ = ρη,D ◦χD ◦ · · · ◦ρη,1 ◦χ1. Then, Rφa = Rϕη,Da

and GD = Rξ. So, one obtains from (D.8) that

supx∈DomQ,ξ
w(‖x‖)‖Rξ(x)−Rφa(x)‖ ≤ ε,
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and (D.12) gives

P(φ) ≤ 81
32c

3κ1s1
κ3 [4κ0Bξ]κ3s2T κ3(s2+1)

L,ξ

×Dκ3(s2+1)+1
ξ Wκ2+

κ3
2 (s2+1)+6

ξ ε−κ3 ,

which completes the proof.

Proof of Remark 21: To see that the proof of The-
orem 19 also works for the sup-norm, we note that in
(B.1), (D.1), (D.2) and (D.5), we used the property ‖x‖2 =∑nk
j=1 ‖x(k,j)‖2 of the Euclidean norm. However, since the

sup-norm satisfies ‖x‖2∞ = maxj∈{1,...,nk} ‖x(k,j)‖2∞, and
we did not use any specific property of the Euclidean norm
anywhere else in the proof, Theorem 19 still holds for the
sup-norm.

APPENDIX E
PROOFS FOR SECTION VI

Proof of Theorem 26: In case the catalog F in
Lemma 18 is [a,w,Q,L, ε, κ]-log-approximable instead of
[a,w,Q,L, ε, κ]-approximable, a slight modification of the
proof yields a version of Lemma 18, for which the parameter
bound in (3) is

11
16κ1c

2 max{l2k−1, l2k}κ2+5
[
log2

(√max{l2k−1, l2k}
δ

)]κ3

.

Then, in the proof of Theorem 19, one only needs to replace
(3) with

P(ψδ,k) ≤ 11
16κ1c

2Wκ2+5
ξ

[
log2

(√
Wξδ

−1)]κ3
,

(D.9) with

P(ρδ,k) ≤ 57
32κ1c

3Wκ2+6
ξ

[
log2

(√
Wξδ

−1)]κ3

and (D.12) with

P(ρδ,D ◦ χD ◦ · · · ◦ ρδ,1 ◦ χ1)

≤ 81
32κ1c

3DξWκ2+6
ξ

[
log2

(√
Wξδ

−1)]κ3
.

The rest of the proof of Theorem 19 carries over without any
changes.

APPENDIX F
PROOFS FOR SECTION VII

Proof of Proposition 28: Let F = FLip
K be the K-

Lipschitz catalog and suppose Q = (Qf )f∈F and L =
(Lf )f∈F are defined as in (1) of Example 12. For d ∈ N,
let Vd ∈ R1×d be the matrix Vd = (1, . . . , 1) and ξd ∈ CF
the catalog network ξd = [(idRd , 0, (f1, . . . , fd)), (Vd, 0, idR)].
Then Rξd = gd, Dξd = 2, Wξd = d and TL,ξd ≤

√
dK.

Moreover, DomQ,ξd = Qξd,1 ⊇ [−r, r]d because Qξd,2 =
QidR = R. Now, the proposition follows from Remark 20
and Corollary 23.

Proof of Proposition 29: This proposition is proved
as Proposition 28, except that we fix d in the beginning,
use (1) of Example 12 with dK(r + 1) instead of r and
define ξd = [(idRd , 0, (f1, . . . , fd)), (Vd, 0, f0)]. Then, TL,ξd ≤√
dK2 and Qξd,2 = [−dK(r+1), dK(r+1)], which ensures

that DomQ,ξd ⊇ [−r, r]d.

Proof of Proposition 30: Let F = FLip,max
K be the

K-Lipschitz-maximum catalog and suppose Q = (Qf )f∈F
and L = (Lf )f∈F are defined as in (1) of Example 13 (with
R = K(r+1) instead of r). Since we know that the functions
gi are 1-Lipschitz, we may actually set Lgi = 1 for all i ∈ N
without affecting the approximability of the catalog. Consider
ξd ∈ CF , d ∈ N≥2, given by

ξd =
[(
idRd , 0, (f1, . . . , fd)

)
,(

idRd , 0, (max2, idR , . . . , idR)
)
,(

idRd−1 , 0, (g2, idR , . . . , idR)
)
,(

idRd−1 , 0, (max2, idR , . . . , idR)
)
, . . . ,(

idR2 , 0, (gd−1, idR)
)
,
(
idR2 , 0,max2

)
,(

idR , 0, gd
)]
.

Then Rξd = hd, Dξd = 2d − 1, Wξd = d and TL,ξd ≤ K.
Moreover, Qξd,2i = Rd−i+1 and Qξd,2i+1 = [−R,R] ×
Rd−i−1 for all i ∈ {1, . . . , d − 1} as well as Qξd,1 =
[−R,R]d. If we define Hi : Ri → R, i ∈ N≥2, by Hi(x) =
max{hi−1(x1, . . . , xi−1), fi(xi)}, then it follows by induction
that Hi is K-Lipschitz with respect to the sup-norm and
|Hi(0)| ≤ K. This proves (Hi(x1, . . . , xi), xi+1, . . . , xd) ∈
Qξd,2i−1 for all x ∈ [−r, r]d and i ∈ {2, . . . , d}. Since this
corresponds to the evaluation of the first 2(i− 1) layers of ξ,
we have shown [−r, r]d ⊆ DomQ,ξd . Now we conclude with6

Remark 20 and Corollary 23.

Proof of Proposition 31: Let F = FLip
K be the K-

Lipschitz catalog and suppose Q = (Qf )f∈F and L =
(Lf )f∈F are defined as in (2) of Example 12. For all d ∈ N,
let Vd ∈ R1×d be the matrix Vd = (1, . . . , 1) and ξd ∈ CF
the catalog network ξd = [(idRd , 0, (f1, . . . , fd)), (Vd, 0, idR)].
Then Rξd = gd, Bξd = 1, Dξd = 2, Wξd = d and
TL,ξd ≤

√
dK. Moreover, DomQ,ξd = Qξd,1 = Rd because

Qξd,2 = QidR = R. Now, the proposition follows from
Remark 20 and Corollary 22.

Proof of Proposition 32: Let F = FLip,prod
K be the

K-Lipschitz-product catalog and suppose Q = (Qf )f∈F and
L = (Lf )f∈F are defined as in Example 17 (with 1/

√
8 instead

of r and R = 1/
√
8). Since we know that the functions gi are

1-Lipschitz, we may actually set Lgi = 1 for all i ∈ N without
affecting the approximability of the catalog. Consider ξd ∈ CF ,
d ∈ N≥2, given by

ξd =
[(
idRd , 0, (f1, f2, . . . , fd)

)
,(

idRd , 0, (pr, idR , . . . , idR)
)
,(

idRd−1 , 0, (g2, idR , . . . , idR)
)
,(

idRd−1 , 0, (pr, idR , . . . , idR)
)
, . . . ,(

idR2 , 0, (gd−1, idR)
)
,
(
idR2 , 0,pr

)
,(

idR , 0, gd
)]
.

Then Rξd = hd, Dξd = 2d − 1, Wξd = d and TL,ξd ≤
K. Moreover, Qξd,2i = [−R,R]2 × Rd−i−1 and Qξd,2i+1 =
[−R,R]×Rd−i−1 for all i ∈ {1, . . . , d−1} as well as Qξd,1 =

6Strictly speaking, Remark 20 is not applicable to the Lipschitz-maximum
catalog, but we only used max2 and could remove maxd, d ≥ 3, from the
catalog. This also enables us to use κ = (K, 13K2r, 0, 1) instead of κ2 = 3.
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[−R,R]d. If we define Hi : Ri → R, i ∈ N≥2, by Hi(x) =
hi−1(x1, . . . , xi−1)fi(xi), then Hi(0) = 0 and it follows by
induction that |Hi(x)| ≤ Ri and |hi(x)| ≤ Ri for all x ∈
[−r, r]d and i ≥ 2. This shows that [−r, r]d ⊆ DomQ,ξd , and
we can conclude with Remark 20 and Corollary 23.

Proof of Proposition 33: Assume without loss of
generality that d ≥ 3, let F = Fprod be the product catalog,
and suppose Q = (Qf )f∈F and L = (Lf )f∈F are defined as
in Example 25. Moreover, let ξd ∈ CF be given by

ξd =
[(
idRd , 0, (pr, idR , . . . , idR)

)
,(

idRd−1 , 0, (pr, idR , . . . , idR)
)
, . . . ,(

idR3 , 0, (pr, idR)
)
,
(
idR2 , 0,pr

)]
.

Then Rξd = fd, Dξd = d − 1, Wξd = d and TL,ξd =
8(d−1)/2rd(d−1). Moreover, Qξd,n = [−rd, rd]2 × Rd−n−1
for all n ∈ {1, . . . , d − 1}. Hence, the fact that for all
n ∈ {1, . . . , d− 1} and x ∈ [−r, r]d we have |

∏n
i=1 xi| ≤ rd

ensures that [−r, r]d ⊆ DomQ,ξd . Now, we can conclude with
Remark 20 and Corollary 27 using the inequality

log2
(√
d(d− 1)8(d−1)/2ε−1

)
≤ 31

18d log2(d) log2(ε
−1)

if r = 1 and the inequality

log2
(√
d(d− 1)8(d−1)/2rd(d−1)ε−1

)
≤ 67

54 log2(r)d
2 log2(d) log2(ε

−1)

if r ≥ 2, for which we note that log2(d) ≥ 3
2 since d ≥ 3.

Proof of Proposition 34: Let F = FLip
K be the K-

Lipschitz catalog and suppose Q = (Qf )f∈F and L =
(Lf )f∈F are defined as in (1) of Example 12 (with drS instead
of r). Let ξd ∈ CF be given by ξd = (θTd , 0, f), where T

denotes transposition. Then Rξd = gd, Dξd = 1,Wξd = d and
TL,ξd ≤

√
dKS. Moreover, [−r, r]d ⊆ {x ∈ Rd : |θd · x| ≤

drS} ⊆ DomQ,ξd by the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality. So the
proposition follows from Remark 20 and Corollary 23.

Proof of Proposition 35: Let F = FRBF be the
Gaussian radial basis function catalog and suppose Q =
(Qf )f∈F and L = (Lf )f∈F are defined as in Example 15
(with r + S instead of r). For all d ∈ N, let Ud ∈ RdN×d
be the block-matrix Ud = (idRd , . . . , idRd)

T , bd ∈ RdN
the vector (vd,1, . . . , vd,N )T , Vd ∈ RN×dN the block-matrix
with αi(1, . . . , 1) ∈ R1×d blocks on the i-th entry of the
diagonal and 0 entries otherwise and W ∈ R1×N the matrix
(u1, . . . , uN ). Moreover, let ξd ∈ CF be given by[(

Ud,−bd, (sq, . . . , sq)
)
,
(
Vd, 0, (e, . . . , e)

)
,
(
W, 0, idR

)]
.

Then Rξd = fd, Dξd = 3, Wξd = dN and TL,ξd ≤ 2(r +
S)
√
dNS2. Moreover, Qξd,1 = [−(r+S), r+S]dN , Qξd,2 =

[0,∞)N and Qξd,3 = R. It follows that [−r, r]d ⊆ DomQ,ξd ,
and the proposition follows from Remark 20 and Corollary 23.

ACKNOWLEDGMENT

The authors are grateful to Philippe von Wurstemberger for
helpful comments and suggestions. This work has been funded
in part by the Swiss National Science Foundation Research

Grant 175699 and by the Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft
(DFG, German Research Foundation) under Germany’s Excel-
lence Strategy EXC 2044-390685587, Mathematics Münster:
Dynamics - Geometry - Structure.

REFERENCES

[1] K.-I. Funahashi, “On the approximate realization of continuous
mappings by neural networks,” Neural Networks, vol. 2, no. 3,
pp. 183–192, 1989. [Online]. Available: http://www.sciencedirect.com/
science/article/pii/0893608089900038

[2] G. Cybenko, “Approximation by superpositions of a sigmoidal
function,” Math. Control Signals Systems, vol. 2, no. 4, pp. 303–314,
1989. [Online]. Available: https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02551274

[3] K. Hornik, M. Stinchcombe, and H. White, “Multilayer feedforward
networks are universal approximators,” Neural Networks, vol. 2, no. 5,
pp. 359–366, 1989. [Online]. Available: http://www.sciencedirect.com/
science/article/pii/0893608089900208

[4] K. Hornik, “Approximation capabilities of multilayer feedforward
networks,” Neural Networks, vol. 4, no. 2, pp. 251–257, 1991.
[Online]. Available: http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/
089360809190009T

[5] M. Leshno, V. Y. Lin, A. Pinkus, and S. Schocken, “Multilayer
feedforward networks with a nonpolynomial activation function can
approximate any function,” Neural Networks, vol. 6, no. 6, pp. 861–867,
1993. [Online]. Available: http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/
pii/S0893608005801315

[6] N. J. Guliyev and V. E. Ismailov, “On the approximation by
single hidden layer feedforward neural networks with fixed weights,”
Neural Networks, vol. 98, pp. 296–304, 2018. [Online]. Available:
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0893608017302927

[7] L. K. Jones, “A simple lemma on greedy approximation in Hilbert
space and convergence rates for projection pursuit regression and neural
network training,” Ann. Statist., vol. 20, no. 1, pp. 608–613, 1992.
[Online]. Available: https://doi.org/10.1214/aos/1176348546

[8] A. R. Barron, “Universal approximation bounds for superpositions of
a sigmoidal function,” IEEE Trans. Inform. Theory, vol. 39, no. 3, pp.
930–945, 1993. [Online]. Available: https://doi.org/10.1109/18.256500

[9] M. J. Donahue, C. Darken, L. Gurvits, and E. Sontag, “Rates of convex
approximation in non-hilbert spaces,” Constructive Approximation,
vol. 13, no. 2, pp. 187–220, Jun 1997. [Online]. Available:
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02678464

[10] F. Girosi and G. Anzellotti, “Rates of convergence for radial basis
functions and neural networks,” in Artificial Neural Networks for Speech
and Vision, R. J. Mammone, Ed. Chapman & Hall, 1993, pp. 97–113.
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